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Summary 
Background 
Determining molecular pathways involved in the development of colorectal cancer (CRC) and 
knowing the status of key mutations are crucial for deciding optimal target therapy. The goal of this 
study is to explore machine learning to predict the status of the three main CRC molecular pathways 
– microsatellite instability (MSI), chromosomal instability (CIN), CpG island methylator phenotype 
(CIMP) – and to detect BRAF and TP53 mutations as well as to predict hypermutated (HM) CRC 
tumors from whole-slide images (WSIs) of colorectal cancer (CRC) slides stained with Hematoxylin 
and Eosin (H&E).  
Methods 
We propose a novel iterative draw-and-rank sampling (IDaRS) algorithm to select representative 
sub-images or tiles from a WSI given a single WSI-level label, without needing any detailed 
annotations at the cell or region levels. IDaRS is used to train a deep convolutional network for 
predicting key molecular parameters in CRC (in particular, prediction of HM tumors and the status of 
three main CRC molecular pathways – MSI, CIN, CIMP – as well as the detection of two key 
mutations, BRAF and TP53) from digitized images of routine H&E stained tissue slides of CRC 
patients (n=497 for TCGA cohort and n=47 cases for the Pathology AI Platform or PAIP cohort). Visual 
fields most predictive of each pathway and HM tumors identified by IDaRS are analyzed for 
verification of known histological features for the first time to reveal novel histological features. This 
is achieved by systematic, data-driven analysis of the cellular composition of strongly predictive tiles.  
Findings 
IDaRS yields high prediction accuracy for prediction of the three main CRC genetic pathways and key 
mutations by deep learning based analysis of the WSIs of H&E stained slides. It achieves the state-of-
the-art AUROC values of 0·90 and 0·83 for prediction of the status of MSI and CIN for the TCGA 
cohort, which is significantly higher than any other currently published methods on that cohort. To 
the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to report deep learning based automated prediction 
of HM tumors and the status of CIMP pathway (CIMP-High and CIMP-Low) from H&E slides, with an 
AUROC of 0·81 and 0·79, respectively. We analyzed key discriminative histological features 
associated with HM tumors and each molecular pathway in a data-driven manner, via an automated 
quantitative analysis of the cellular composition of tiles strongly predictive of the corresponding 
molecular status. A key feature of the proposed method is that it enables a systematic and data-
driven analysis of the cellular composition of image tiles strongly predictive of the various molecular 
parameters. We found that relatively high proportion of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes and necrosis 
are found to be strongly associated with HM and MSI, and moderately associated with CIMP-H and 
genome-stable (GS) cases, whereas relatively high proportions of neoplastic epithelial type 2 (NEP2), 
mesenchymal and neoplastic epithelial type 1 (NEP1) cells are found to be associated with CIN cases.   
Interpretation 
Automated prediction of genetic pathways and key mutations from image analysis of simple H&E 
stained sections with a high accuracy can provide time and cost-effective decision support. This work 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 20, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.19.21250122doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.19.21250122
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


2 
 

shows that a deep learning algorithm can mine both visually recognizable as well as sub-visual 
histological patterns associated with molecular pathways and key mutations in CRC in a data-driven 
manner. 
Funding 
This study was funded by the UK Medical Research Council (award MR/P015476/1). 

Introduction 
Molecular pathways of colorectal cancer (CRC) carcinogenesis can help to explain the basis for 
diversity in disease progression and growth in different patients.1 For instance, the chromosomal 
instability (CIN) pathway is associated with lower rates of overall and progression-free survival in 
CRC2 whereas microsatellite instability (MSI) can stratify a group of patients as likely respondents to 
immunotherapy.3–6 Further classification is possible considering different subgroups of CpG island 
methylator phenotype (CIMP) and MSI7 based on different responses to adjuvant therapy and 
survival. A recent survey lists several studies showing different classifications based on these 
pathways and their clinical impacts.3 There is increasing evidence evaluating shared and 
distinguished molecular characteristics and pathways for CRC tumor subtyping1,8 and establishing 
the association of these pathways with patient prognosis, overall survival and response to specific 
treatments, particularly targeted therapy.3,9,10 For instance, Pembrolizumab has recently been 
approved by the US Food and Drug Authority (FDA) for the first-line treatment of patients with MSI 
or mismatch repair deficient (dMMR) colorectal cancer by immunotherapy.11  

The standard genetic (e.g., polymerase chain reaction or PCR) and immunohistochemistry (IHC) 
testing may incur time delays and additional costs.3,4 In addition, molecular testing assays often 
require tissue consumption which may be quite restrictive due to limited tissue availability (such as 
diagnostic biopsies).12 On the other hand, visual examination of Hematoxylin and Eosin (H&E) stained 
tissue slides remains the ‘gold standard’ for diagnosis of CRC. And with recent surge in usage of 
digital slide scanners and validation of digital pathology for routine diagnosis13, vast amount of raw 
pixel data are generated which could be interrogated to yield information beyond a simple 
diagnosis. Digital pathology image data is ripe ground for “data hungry” deep learning methods, 
which have made significant advances in the areas of image analysis, computer vision, speech 
recognition and speech translation, to name only a few.  

In histopathology, deep learning based algorithms have been shown to detect metastatic tumor in 
sentinel lymph nodes of breast cancer14, predict mutation status in lung cancer15 and predict 
microsatellite instability (MSI)4, consensus molecular subtypes18 and outcome17 in CRC. More 
recently, Kather et al.18 extended their proposed computational pipeline4 to detect clinically 
actionable genetic alterations from H&E images. Echle et al.12 recently evaluated four models and 
showed that three of those models achieved a strong performance in intra-cohort validation on 
three big international training sets (n=1770, n=2013, and n=2197), in addition to a multi-centric 
dataset of The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA, n=426). However, both intra- and inter-cohort 
validations on the multi-centric TCGA dataset could only match the previous state-of-the-art 
performance4 (AUROC=0·77). 

Weakly supervised learning of slide-level labels for whole-slide images (WSIs) of H&E stained tissue 
slides and detection of clinically actionable genetic alterations from the analysis of H&E WSIs have 
been shown to be possible using deep learning. However, two fundamental questions remain to be 
answered: 1) can we employ deep learning to predict the status of molecular pathways and relevant 
genetic mutations from images of H&E stained sections with a high degree of accuracy, and 2) can 
these predictions be mapped onto known or novel histological features?  
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The labeling of a digitized WSI as positive or negative without resorting to detailed annotations at 
cellular and regional levels would be termed as ‘weakly supervised’ learning in the language of 
machine learning. Recently, several weakly supervised learning methods for computational 
pathology have been proposed to maximize the use of available high-level slide labels.19 For 
instance, Campanella et al.20 proposed a multiple instance learning (MIL) based deep learning system 
to discriminate between tumor and non-tumor WSIs using high-level image labels only. However, it 
was shown that the MIL method Campanella et al.20 required tens of thousands of WSIs for an 
effective training of the deep learning model. Although the authors chose only a few representative 
top-ranked tiles from each slide, their method compares all tiles in the slide in each training epoch, 
which may be computationally expensive and requires a large amount of data for training. Another 
weakly supervised WSI classification method is proposed by Wang et al.21, which requires pixel-level 
coarse annotations that are labor-intensive or often not available as in our case, in addition to the 
high-level image labels. Both these methods used an additional machine learning model for 
aggregating tile scores into a slide score. 

In this study, we propose a novel weakly-supervised deep learning pipeline which can effectively 
predict the status of slide labels in general and key molecular pathways and specific mutations in 
particular from H&E images with only a slide-level label required for training the algorithm. The 
proposed pipeline predicts molecular status with no cell-level or regional-level annotations of the 
CRC WSIs. It employs a novel strategy for sampling, which we term as the iterative draw and rank 
sampling (IDaRS), to train a deep learning model and efficiently identify representative image tiles 
(or patches) from a given WSI for a specific prediction task.  

The research also relates to systematically analyzing the most discriminative visual fields in a data-
driven manner to establish histologically meaningful features of each slide group in the histology 
landscape. In the existing literature, the histological correlates of mostly MSI are only subjectively 
performed, the details of which can be found in.7,10,22–27 IDaRS can identify the most representative 
tiles in each WSI  for the analysis of cellular composition and TILs in each molecular pathway. To the 
best of our knowledge, this is the first systematic approach for analyzing the histological features 
associated with CRC molecular pathways and key mutations in a data-driven manner. 

Materials and methods 
We propose a novel deep learning framework involving three separate models, as shown by the 
illustration in Fig 1. IDaRS (CNN-2, Fig 1b) is at the core of the proposed framework, which predicts 
the slide label (e.g., status of HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP, BRAF, and TP53) for each WSI. Since tumor tissue 
blocks taken during tumor sampling are large and almost always contain non-tumor tissue, it is 
necessary to identify the tumor areas. A fine-tuned ResNet1828 is used as the tumor detection model 
(CNN-1, Fig 1a) to extract tumor tiles from tissue contents in a given slide. These tiles serve as input 
to IDaRS, which learns the discriminative features of slide groups, molecular pathways and 
mutations for calculating a digital score of the corresponding molecular status of the WSI and its 
most representative visual fields. The final network (CNN-3, HoVer-Net29 in our case, Fig 1d) uses 
top-ranked tiles as predicted by IDaRS  to segment and classify different types of cell nuclei in each 
tile for the analysis of cellular composition. Finally, the predicted digital scores of each pathway are 
investigated for their association with the status of CRC molecular pathways and key mutations. 
Both training and inference are used for the first two networks whereas for the third, only inference 
is made using a pre-trained modeli.  

 

                                                            
i https://github.com/simongraham/hovernet_inference 
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Fig 1. IDaRS pipeline of prediction and histopathological feature discovery of CRC pathways. a. 
Tissue segmentation and tile extraction are performed to obtain informative tiles. First deep neural network 
(CNN-1) is ResNet1828 trained on a multi-cohort dataset of CRC tissue tiles to separate tumor from non-tumor 
tiles and the IDaRS network model (CNN-2), a significant adaptation of ResNet3428, is only trained on tumor 
tiles for genomic instability and alteration prediction using IDaRS. b. The concept diagram of IDaRS illustrates a 
training strategy for fast labeling of WSI. The deep learning model is being trained iteratively (Di, i =  1, 2, ..., n) 
for classification with a random draw (di) of same number of tiles from each WSI and the k top tiles of the 
same slide drawn in the previous iteration. c. Trained IDaRS gives a prediction score to every tile in the WSI 
which are used to obtain a slide score and top-ranked tiles from each slide. d. Inference of HoVer-Net (CNN-3) 
is used to segment and classify different types of nuclei in top-ranked representative tiles for cellular 
composition analysis of CRC pathways. Histological patterns of CRC molecular characteristics are shown as a 
spider plot based on the feature importance of differential cellular composition modeled using support vector 
machine. 
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In the following sections, we describe the datasets used in this study and provide a detailed 
description of data preparation, IDaRS and histological feature discovery steps of the proposed 
approach.  

Data collection and preparation 
The first cohort used in this study is the multi-centric cohort consisting of 502 diagnostic slides (DX) 
of 499 patients taken from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) colon and rectal cancer (TCGA-CRC-DX) 
cohort which has also been used in recent studies.4,12,18 This cohort has slides contributed from 
thirty-six different centers, mimicking a challenging real-world setting.  

The IDaRS deep neural network model is trained for binary classification. For instance, in the case of 
HM tumor prediction, the two classes are high mutation density (HMD) and low mutation density 
(LMD). For MSI pathway prediction, the two classes are MSI-High (MSI) and Microsatellite stable 
(MSS) tumors; MSI-Low are combined with MSS in line with general literature as well as another 
recent study.4 For CIN pathway, the two classes are CIN and GS, and for CIMP pathway, the two 
classes are CIMP-High (CIMP-H from hereon) and CIMP-Low (CIMP-L from hereon), whereas for 
BRAF and TP53, the two classes are mutant (MUT) and Wild Type (WT). During the IDaRS training, 
MSI, CIN, CIMP-H and MUT labels are used as positive class labels and MSS, GS, CIMP-L, and WT as 
negative class labels.  

For MSI prediction, a total of 428 WSIs (n=423, where n denotes the number of unique patients) 
were available with MSI labels in the TCGA-CRC-DX cohort also used in recent studies.4,12. The full 
cohort of 502 TCGA-CRC-DX WSIs is also used for BRAF and TP53 prediction whereas a subset (for 
which the pathway labels are available) is used for the prediction of HM, CIN and CIMP pathways. 
Table 1 lists the number of patients and WSIs in TCGA-CRC-DX, after excluding slides with missing 
metadata and those with less than ten tumor tiles, and the number of patients in different stage 
groupings for each pathway.  

 n nslides Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 
HM/CIN 425 430 72 149 135 72 

MSI 423 428 72 149 135 72 
CIMP 235 239 48 92 72 27 

BRAF &TP53 497 502 72 151 135 144 
Table 1. Number of cases (n) and slides (nslides) in TCGA-CRC-DX and associated statistics for 
different CRC stages. 

The ground truth labels of TCGA-CRC-DX for HMD/LMD, MSI/MSS, CIN/GS, and CIMP- H/L were 
obtained from Liu et al.1 HMD tumors are defined as those with mutation density > 10 per 
megabase. MSI pathways were defined as those arising from defective DNA mismatch repair. CIN 
exhibited marked aneuploidy defined by a clonal deletion score (> 0.0249) and GS lacked such 
aneuploidy. The high and low frequencies of DNA hypermethylation were used to stratify CIMP-H 
and CIMP-L respectively, where more than 30% of the CIMP-H tumors lacked MLH1 silencing and 
MSI. The Venn diagrams shown in Fig 2 illustrate the overlap of MSI cases with other pathways (Fig 
2a) and HM with MSI pathway (Fig 2b) in terms of shared number of cases. 

All slides are preprocessed for tissue segmentation using Otsu thresholding.30 Then tiles are 
extracted from the segmented tissue region only. Following the protocol outlined in31 and used in4,18, 
tissue region in each WSI is divided into tiles of size 512×512, i.e. square tiles of 256 µm edge length 
at 20× magnification. Slides with less than ten tiles (three slides in total) were excluded in our 
experiments. For the subsequent downstream analysis through deep learning models, these tile 
images were resized to 1·14µm/pixel into square tiles of size 224×224. Before, training the IDaRS 
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model, the color distribution of all tiles is normalized using structure preserving32 stain 
normalization.  

Fig 2 Number of samples shared among different molecular types of CRC. a. MSI samples in CIMP-
H, GS, CIN, and CIMP-L subgroups. b. HM tumors in MSI and MSS subgroups. 

Tumor segmentation 
To perform the subsequent analysis in tumor regions of the slides, a deep neural network is trained 
to extract tumor tiles. These tiles are taken from seven randomly picked TCGA slides and two 
publicly available datasets.4,33 Seventy percent of the data is used for training, fifteen percent for 
validation to fine tune for the best model and the remaining fifteen percent is held out to test the 
network performance with an unseen set of tiles. The model achieved an accuracy of 99% for 
unseen tiles. This model is then used to extract tumor tiles (a total of nearly 450K tiles) from the 
entire TCGA-CRC-DX cohort. 

Draw and rank sampling 
A major challenge in computational pathology lies in discovering and interpreting unknown patterns 
from the large amount of pixel data in WSIs, especially when only a slide-level label is provided. A 
typical WSI may contain 150,000×100,000 pixels or more, which is too large to feed into most deep 
neural networks directly. Therefore, a WSI is usually divided into square tiles (or image patches) 
before applying deep learning, resulting in a set of tiles with limited visual context. However, the 
available ground truth is often a high-level label of the WSI instead of well-informed annotations at 
the level of tissue or cellular regions. A WSI usually consists of tens of thousands of tiles, many with 
no relationship with the slide-level label, where a significant and meaningful pattern may comprise a 
small visual field, a tile, or a few of these. It is non-trivial to decide which tiles/patches in each WSI 
are to be used for training. In addition, having no specific regions annotated at the cellular level is 
another challenge for effective training of a model. 

Conventionally, a deep neural network is trained on all tiles of the training set4, assuming the ground 
truth is strongly labeled at the tile level. This is not expedient with only a slide-level label available, 
as there may be redundant and irrelevant tiles in the WSI resulting in a less than optimal training of 
the model. Besides, each WSI contributes different number of tiles, between ten to five thousand in 
our case, potentially introducing huge training bias to particular samples. A random selection of tiles 
from each WSI may solve the training bias and inefficiency but may not improve the prediction 
accuracy. In fact, selecting tiles that are most predictive of a given WSI label in a brute force manner 
is a computationally intractable problem. 

a. MSI samples in other CRC pathways b. HM tumors in MSI pathway 
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In order to reduce the undesirable impact of the aforementioned issues on training, the learning 
problem of training a deep neural network model 𝑓𝑓(. ;𝜃𝜃) with trainable weights 𝜃𝜃 can be modeled 
as a weakly-supervised machine learning problem with the following empirical error formulation: 

min
𝜃𝜃

1
|𝑆𝑆| �

1
|𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼|

� ℓ�𝑦𝑦𝐼𝐼 , 𝑓𝑓(𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖;𝜃𝜃)�
𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖∈𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼∈𝑆𝑆

 (1) 

Here, 𝑆𝑆 denotes the WSI training set with 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼 ∈ 𝑆𝑆 representing the set of tiles 𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖 ∈ 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼 in the tumor 
region of a given WSI I with WSI-level label 𝑦𝑦𝐼𝐼 ∈ {−1, +1}.  This formulation allows choosing the 
most representative sub-images from each slide by minimizing the loss function ℓ(𝑦𝑦𝐼𝐼 , 𝑓𝑓(𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖;𝜃𝜃)) 
between the slide level label 𝑦𝑦𝐼𝐼  and the tile-level output 𝑓𝑓(𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖;𝜃𝜃). However, as mentioned above, 
calculating the loss over all tiles in a given WSI is computationally intractable. Consequently, we 
propose a draw-and-rank strategy that samples a set of random tiles in a given WSI using the 
decision function 𝑓𝑓(𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖;𝜃𝜃) while maintaining the most representative tiles in an iterative manner 
across the training epochs. Fig 1b shows the concept diagram of the proposed IDaRS method. A 
more detailed description of IDaRS training is given in Algorithm 1. 

The proposed algorithm uses a quasi Monte-Carlo sampling method for selection of tumor tiles from 
each slide in each training iteration. Specifically, for a given WSI, a representative subset of tumor 
tiles is obtained based on a minimum loss criterion. This also helps cope with the information 
density and training bias because of the varied number of image tiles from each WSI. Since random 
tiles are chosen in a training set, which may or may not contain discriminative tiles in each iteration, 
each training iteration concludes by carrying the top k tiles from the current iteration as a part of the 
set of most predictive tiles through to the next iteration. We choose top k tiles from each slide 
ranked by the maximum probability of a tile for every class label. The top k predicted tiles of each 
slide are iteratively learned and assumed to be the most representative tiles from the slide. 

Algorithm 1: IDaRS training algorithm. 
INPUT: A WSI training set 𝑆𝑆={S1,S2,…,SN} 
A validation set of 𝑉𝑉 WSIs  
OUTPUT: The trained IDaRS deep neural network model 𝑓𝑓 
PARAMETERS: 
    𝑇𝑇 = 30, 𝑟𝑟 = 45, 𝑘𝑘 = 5 
STEPS: 
1. For each WSI 𝐼𝐼, initialize 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼1 with 𝑘𝑘 + 𝑟𝑟 tiles drawn from 𝐼𝐼uniformly at random 
2. For t= 1 : 𝑇𝑇 
    3. For 𝐼𝐼 = 1 : |𝑆𝑆| 
        4. Update weights of 𝑓𝑓 based on loss over 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼𝑡𝑡 
        5. Sort tiles in 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼𝑡𝑡 according to the maximum prediction score of each tile in ascending order 
        6. Initialize 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼𝑡𝑡+1 with top 𝑘𝑘 tiles from sorted 𝑆𝑆𝐼𝐼𝑡𝑡 and 𝑟𝑟 randomly drawn tiles from SI 
    7. Calculate AUROC over 𝑉𝑉 
    8. Save checkpoint 𝑓𝑓 if validation AUROC improves 

 

Neural architecture and training 
Our neural network model is a fine-tuned version of ResNet3428, pre-trained on ImageNet, for the 
prediction of slide labels, i.e. the status of molecular pathway and genetic mutations. Training is 
performed for 30 iterations with a batch size of 256. In each iteration, the top 5 tiles are carried to 
the next training iteration along with 45 randomly selected tiles from each slide. Thus, a training 
subset of only 50 image tiles from each slide was selected for each iteration. 
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We use the symmetric cross entropy (SCE) loss34 during the training process to overcome the risk of 
training error associated with weak labels, mathematically shown as ℓ𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆 = 𝛼𝛼ℓ𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆 + 𝛽𝛽ℓ𝑅𝑅𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆. The 
values of 𝛼𝛼 and 𝛽𝛽 are found empirically (𝛼𝛼 = 2 and 𝛽𝛽 = 3) by trying different combinations between 
0 and 5, as reported in original research.34 The SCE loss ℓ𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆 is a weighted sum of standard CE ℓ𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆  
and reversed cross entropy ℓ𝑅𝑅𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆  losses. The SCE loss enforces a balance between learning and 
robustness to weakly labeled tile samples.  

The deep learning model trained using IDaRS gives a probability score to each tile. This score is 
meant to be a likelihood of a tile belonging to the positive class in the binary classification setting. 
Scores of all tiles in a WSI are considered for aggregating into a WSI score and the results are 
reported for average probability based aggregation after comparing different aggregation schemes – 
which included majority vote, average top ten probabilities in a WSI, maximum of probabilities, 
average of probabilities, geometric mean of probabilities, median of probabilities, and average of 
the probabilities which are greater than the median probability in a WSI – to obtain the best 
aggregation scheme for each prediction problem.  

The training procedure was guided by an Adam optimizer35 with learning rate and weight decay of 
0·4×10-4. The PyTorch deep learning library36 was used for the implementation. A set of data 
augmentation including random rotation with maximum angle of 15 degrees, random horizontal and 
vertical flip transforms available in PyTorch are applied on-the-fly. Additional data augmentations of 
center-crop, random resized crop, and random crop of image size 224×224 are used on all input tiles 
(of size 256×256) to get multiple of it centered at different spatial locations in the tile. A validation 
set is used for saving checkpoints as an early stopping criterion during the model training. All 
experiments are performed on Nvidia DGX-2 Deep Learning System with 16× 32GB Tesla V100 Volta 
GPUs in a shared environment. The deep learning model is built on a single GPU equipped with 
dedicated RAM of 32 GB and 6 worker threads. 

Histological feature discovery of CRC pathways 
IDaRS offers opportunities of objective quantitative analyses of differential histological features of 
CRC pathways at cellular levels in the H&E histology landscape in a systematic manner. We have 
analyzed nuclear composition of IDaRS-predicted top tiles for each pathway and HM tumors. This is 
determined independently by the nucleus segmentation and classification network HoVer-Net29, also 
termed as CNN-3 in Fig 1c. This step mimics the visual analysis of an expert pathologist who analyzes 
nuclear composition in the tissue microenvironment subjectively by looking on the slide under the 
microscope at high power field. We use a deep neural network trained on a publicly available 
dataset for the analysis of tumor microenvironment and nuclei types to enable an objective and 
systematic analysis of the cellular composition.  

For this purpose, we first performed nucleus segmentation of the top predicted tiles using HoVer-
Net29, a recent state-of-the-art nuclear segmentation and classification model. We employed the 
HoVer-Net model pre-trained on the PanNuke dataset37 for nucleus segmentation and classification. 
The model processed each of the top predictive IDaRS tiles to analyze their nuclear composition by 
segmenting and classifying tile nuclei into one of the following five categories: neoplastic and non-
neoplastic epithelial, inflammatory, mesenchymal, and dead cells. The cell segmentation and 
classification results of HoVer-Net were visually examined and agreed by expert pathologists for all 
cell types. Non-neoplastic epithelial cells identified by the network were found to be different from 
those identified as neoplastic cells, but all of those were categorized as tumor cells by the experts. 
This was as expected, since only the tumor tiles were used for the training and inference of IDaRS. 
Therefore, neoplastic cells identified by HoVer-Net are termed as neoplastic epithelial type 1 (NEP1) 
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and non-neoplastic epithelial identified by the network are termed as neoplastic epithelial type 2 
(NEP2) cells. 

Keeping in view the so-called “black box” challenge of deep learning, the cellular composition 
analysis also enables us to interpret the IDaRS predictions and helps us to better understand the 
different slide groups and molecular pathways objectively.  

Performance evaluation and comparison 
We use the area under the convex hull of the receiver operating characteristic (AUROC) as 
performance measures of the model predictions. The comparison is made with the state-of-the-art 
automated MSI prediction results as a benchmark problem on the TCGA-CRC-DX cohort with exactly 
the same train/test splits4, multi-fold cross validation for MSI12, and other pathways and mutations 
(BRAF and TP53).18 

Existing state-of-the-art results 
To the best of our knowledge, Kather et al.4 were the first to propose a deep learning based 
automated prediction of MSI status from H&E images. They use the same deep learning pipeline 
with more data and multiple cohorts in12 to predict MSI status from H&E images. The authors used 
standard fully supervised image classification by transfer learning the ResNet18 model28 pre-trained 
on ImageNet. Standard CE loss was used to train the model with Adam optimizer with learning rate 
and weight decay of 0·4×10-4. The training dataset of color normalized tiles was balanced by under 
sampling of the majority class (MSS). Tile scores obtained from the deep learning models are 
aggregated into slide score using average or majority voting. Again to the best of our knowledge, the 
study by Kather et al.18 was the first and only one that reports automatic BRAF and TP53 prediction 
results, which considered mutation prediction as a fully supervised deep learning problem. To 
overcome the bias resulting from some WSIs having a large number of tiles, each WSI was allowed to 
contribute a maximum of 1,000 tiles. No color normalization method was used. The Shufflenet38 
model pre-trained on ImageNet was used for transfer learning, with the CE loss and an Adam 
optimizer with learning rate and weight decay of 0·4×10-4. 

Results 
The deep learning pipeline for clinical pathways and mutation prediction is developed and validated 
using the TCGA-CRC-DX cohort with similar experimental setups to those reported in published 
studies.4,12,18 The results from applying our IDaRS based digital scores for the prediction of HM, MSI, 
CIN, CIMP, BRAF and TP53 status from H&E slides are shown in Table 2 and Table 3. For HM 
prediction, only 67 HMD and 363 LMD labeled patients are considered for binary classification, and 
IDaRS yields an average cross-validation AUROC of 0·81±0·04. 

TCGA-CRC-DX used in12 contains 62 cases of MSI and 366 cases of MSI-Low or MSS. The IDaRS 
method with an average cross-validated AUROC of 0·86±0·04 significantly outperforms the published 
AUROC of 0·74.12 We used 4-fold cross validation for all experiments reported in Table 2 to measure 
the average IDaRS performance on the entire cohort in an internal cross-validation manner. We used 
two folds for training, one fold as a validation set for keeping the best performing model and 
another one held-out for measuring the performance of the model on an unseen test set. In case 
there were multiple slides of the same patient, we ensure that they were grouped in the same fold.  

The proposed algorithm uses a quasi Monte-Carlo sampling method for selection of tumor tiles from 
each slide in each training iteration. Specifically, for a given WSI, a representative subset of tumor 
tiles is obtained based on the minimum loss criterion. This also helps cope with the information 
density and training bias because of the varied number of image tiles from each WSI.  
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Since tiles are randomly chosen in a training set, which may or may not contain discriminative tiles in 
each iteration, each training iteration concludes by carrying the top k tiles from the current iteration 
forward into the set of most predictive tiles for the next iteration. The top k predicted tiles of each 
slide are assumed to be the most discriminative tiles from the slide for prediction of the slide label. 

 
Predicting 

No. of Samples 
(Pos, Neg) 

Published AUROC IDaRS 
AUROC 

HM 430 (HMD: 67, LMD: 363) - 0·81 
MSI  428 (MSI: 62, MSS: 366) 0·7412 0·86 
CIN 430 (CIN: 313, GS: 117) 0·7318 0·83 

CIMP 239 (CIMP-H:55, CIMP-L: 184) - 0·79 
BRAF 502 (MUT: 59, WT: 443) 0·6618 0·79  
TP53 502 (MUT: 294, WT: 208) 0·6418 0·73  

Table 2. AUROC based comparative analysis of HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP, BRAF and TP53 on TCGA-CRC-DX using 4-
fold cross validation. In the second column, labels mentioned first (HMD, MSI, CIN, CIMP-H, MUT) are 
considered as positive (Pos) and those mentioned next (LMD, MSS, GS, CIMP-L, WT) are considered as negative 
(Neg). The next column (Published AUROC) lists the current state-of-the-art results12,18 of 3-fold cross 
validation average AUROC reported for the same cohort. The last column (IDaRS AUROC) shows the result of 4-
fold cross validated average AUROC produced using the proposed IDaRS algorithm. 

Considering the stochastic element of IDaRS, each fold is executed three times to get average 
AUROC and standard deviation per fold, which is further averaged over each fold to get average 
AUROC and standard deviation of multi-fold cross validation. The corresponding AUROC curves are 
graphically shown in Fig 3. For CIN, 313 patients labeled as CIN and 117 as GS are used for binary 
classification. The IDaRS method with an average cross-validation AUROC of 0·83±0·02 has 
significantly outperformed the published AUROC of 0·73.18 For CIMP, only 55 CIMP-H and 184 CIMP-
L labeled patients are considered for binary classification. To the best of our knowledge, we are the 
first one predicting HMD/LMD and CIMP-H/CIMP-L status with an average AUROC of 0·81±0·04 and 
0·79±0·05, respectively. 

The IDaRS method with an average AUROC of 0·79 for BRAF and 0·73 for TP53 has significantly 
outperformed the published AUROC values of 0·66 for BRAF and 0·64 for TP53. All resulting ROC 
curves for four-fold cross validation, to ascertain the generalizability of the proposed method, are 
shown in Fig 3, with shaded areas covering the variation in the ROC curves for the different folds. 
Considering varying ratio of class imbalance in reported experiments, we also computed the average 
precision of precision-recall curve (AUPRC). AUPRC is also averaged for multiple runs and multiple 
folds of the experiments. The highest AUPRC is obtained for the prediction of CIN, with an 
acceptable range for MSI, TP53 and CIMP (see Supplementary Materials). 

CRC pathway prediction in tumors grouped into different stages 
Clinical staging of CRC, as in many other cancers, is used to establish the extent of disease spread to 
help in determining suitable treatment strategies. Knowing the status of MSI is important for the 
choice of adjuvant chemotherapy and immunotherapy for CRC.40 Immunotherapy is usually 
recommended as the first-line treatment for early stage MSI CRCs 39 and second-line treatment for 
stage IV41 MSI CRCs due to evidence for its significantly better disease-free survival and overall 
survival. Patients with stage III MSI-L/MSS CRC have better overall survival with adjuvant 
chemotherapy.41 CIN and BRAF mutation have been associated with poor overall survival while the 
jury is still out for CIMP.2,3,6,7,9,10,26 We consider the accurate prediction of MSI status for CRC tumors 
to be a strength of IDaRS based digital MSI scores. 
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Fig 3. IDaRS based prediction of CRC pathways on TCGA-CRC-DX. AUROC plots of cross validation average 
AUROC a-f. For each curve, y-axis is true positive rate (TPR) (sensitivity) and  x-axis false positive rate (FPR) (1-
specificity). a. HM, b. MSI, c. CIN, d. CIMP, e. BRAF and f. TP53. 

Considering this importance of clinical stage in routine histopathology and CRC pathways and 
mutations, we divided the entire TCGA-CRC-DX cohort into four groups of patients, one group per 
stage, and computed AUROC for each stage group separately. We used the IDaRS scores obtained 
using the models trained in cross-validation, for which the results are reported in Table 2. In Fig 4, 
we plot the AUROC of corresponding molecular type, pathway, and mutation prediction for four 
different stage groups. A stagewise breakdown of the cases is provided in Table 1. The prediction 

a. HM b. MSI 

  
c. CIN d. CIMP 

  
e. BRAF f. TP53 
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performance of same type, pathway, and mutation varies for different stages. Moreover, the 
number of cases and class ratio also varies for each pathway and mutation in each stage. Among the 
individual stage groups, HM, CIN, and BRAF are predicted with the highest AUROC in stage IV, 
whereas digital IDaRS based MSI score gives the highest accuracy for stage I and II. Prediction 
accuracy of the MSI status for Stage I and II groups is higher than that for Stage III and IV groups. For 
Stage IV cases , our method produces the highest HM, CIN, and BRAF prediction accuracy of 0·98, 
0·94, and 0·90, respectively. CIMP-H and  CIMP-L are much better differentiable by our method for 
stage I to stage III cases than for stage IV cases.  

  

 

Fig 4. IDaRS predictions for pathways and mutation different stage groups. AUROC on y-axis and 
pathways and mutations on the x-axis. Entire cohort refers to the whole TCGA-CRC-DX cohort 
considering patients of all stages as one group. For each stage, AUROC is computed for a subgroup of 
patients belonging to the same stage while leaving out the patients belonging to other stages. 

Internal and external validation for MSI prediction 
The train-test split experiment for MSI prediction reported in Kather et al.4 is an older version of 
TCGA-CRC-DX, which contained 62 cases of MSI and 298 cases of MSS. For a fair comparison, we 
have used the same patient cohort and train/test splits for MSI prediction. The IDaRS method with 
an average AUROC of 0·90 significantly outperforms the previous state-of-the-art AUROC of 0·77 by 
Kather et al. For MSI-TCGA (internal) results in Table 3, both the training and testing splits are from 
TCGA-CRC-DX cohort. For MSI-External test set, the IDaRS model was trained on TCGA-CRC-DX 
cohort and tested on the PAIP challenge cohort, which contains 47 slides in total (12 MSI and 35 
MSS) from three different centers. The tumor tiles (58,097 in total) are obtained from PAIP cohort 
using the expert pathologist annotations of the tumor region provided together with the PAIP 
challenge dataset. 

Problem No. of Samples (Pos, Neg) Published AUROC AUROC AUPRC 
MSI – TCGA 
(internal) 

MSI: 62, MSS: 298  0·774 0·90  0·72 

MSI - External  MSI: 12, MSS: 35 - 0·98 0·95 

Table 3. IDaRS internal and external validation of MSI prediction on the TCGA and PAIP datasets. 
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Differential cellular composition of CRC pathways 
We used a feature analysis approach to understand the association between cellular composition of 
top-ranked tiles generated by IDaRS for a given WSI and different CRC pathways and HM tumors. 
Table 4 shows the internal train-test split experiments on the prediction of HM, MSI, CIN and CIMP 
pathways. Further analysis of the cellular composition is performed on the top ten most predictive 
tiles in each WSI of the unseen test set (99 WSIs) as predicted by the IDaRS algorithm.  

Predicting No. of Samples (Positive, Negative) IDaRS AUROC IDaRS AUPRC 

HM HMD: 66, LMD: 293 0·88 0·66 
MSI  MSI: 62, MSS: 297 0·90 0·72 
CIN CIN: 257, GS: 102  0·85 0·92 

CIMP CIMP-H: 51, CIMP-L: 152 0·84 0·61 
Table 4. IDaRS evaluation on internal test set used for cellular composition analysis  

 
Fig 5. Nuclear segmentation and classification by HoVer-Net. Examples of a. top predicted MSS tile (left) with 
its HoVer-Net output (right) and b. top predicted MSI tile (left) with its HoVer-Net output (left) for tumor 
microenvironment analysis. Detected nuclei of different types are circled with different colors: red: NEP1, 
green: inflammatory, blue: mesenchymal, yellow: necrotic, and orange: NEP2.  

For cellular composition analysis, we first employed in-house nucleus segmentation and 
classification method HoVer-Net29 to localize, segment and classify different types of cells in a tile 
into NEP1, NEP2, inflammatory, mesenchymal, and necrosis as shown for some example images in 
Fig 5. We then used the counts of individual cell types in the tile, henceforth termed as its cellular 
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composition profile, as features to differentiate between most predictive tiles from corresponding 
different CRC pathways (MSI vs MSS, CIMP-High vs CIMP-Low and CIN vs GS) and HM tumors (HMD 
vs LMD) through four separate linear Support Vector Machine (SVM) predictors. For illustration, few 
examples of IDaRS predicted most representative tiles for each molecular label are shown in Fig 6. 
The weight vector of a linear SVM allows an estimation of the relative importance of different cell 
types in predictions of the CRC pathways.42–44 

Specifically, we analyzed the bootstrap averages of SVM weights across 100 runs over top tiles to get 
estimates of their relative contribution to the prediction of CRC pathways. The magnitude of 
different components of the resulting weight vectors as an indication of the feature importance, as 
shown in Fig 7. for the four molecular classification problems, can be interpreted as the relative 
degree to which the over- or under- representation of different types of cells (NEP 1, NEP 2, 
inflammatory, mesenchymal, and dead) in the top ten tiles is predictive of the corresponding class 
label (HMD vs. LMD, MSI vs. MSS, CIMP-High vs. Low and CIN vs. GS).  

 

Fig 6. IDaRS discovered most representative visual fields. Examples of IDaRS predicted visual fields from 
different slides associated to a. HMD, b. LMD, c. MSI, d. MSS, e. CIMP-H, f. CIMP-L, g. GS, and h. CIN classes. 

The understanding of CRC stratification into multiple pathways, their morphological correlates and 
clinical significance is still evolving and most findings so far are inconclusive. For instance, Gao et al.23 
have associated MSI with low inflammatory infiltration but not with the absence of tumor necrosis 
whereas other studies have found tumor infiltrating lymphocytes22,10 as a strong predictor of MSI 
with lack of tumor necrosis. In another recent study, Saller et al.45 confirmed three cases showing 
similar immunogenic response, but inconsistent interpretation of their MSI status on the review with 
different MSI assays. This contradiction may be attributed to the lack of an objective and systematic 
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data-driven approach for analyzing the entire tissue slide for multi-centric cohorts. We believe IDaRS 
based analysis presented here is a first step towards an objective, quantitative and reproducible 
approach for analyzing CRC pathways from routine histology slides and study their corresponding 
histological correlates in a systematic and data-driven manner. 

Fig 7 shows that relatively high proportion of inflammatory and tumor necrosis (dead cells) and a 
relatively low proportion of neoplastic epithelial (both NEP1 and NEP2) and mesenchymal cells are 
associated with MSI. Relatively high proportion of inflammatory and NEP1 cells and relatively low 
proportion of NEP2, mesenchymal and tumor necrotic cells are associated with HM. Similarly, 
relatively high proportion of inflammatory, tumor necrosis, and NEP1, and a relatively low 
proportion of mesenchymal cells and NEP2 are associated with CIMP-H. In contrast, high proportion 
of NEP2, mesenchymal, and NEP1 cells and relatively low proportion of tumor necrosis and 
inflammatory cells are associated with CIN. A strong association of CIN subgroup with the presence 
of NEP2, mesenchymal and NEP1 cells and the absence of necrosis and inflammatory cells may 
explain its association with a less favorable outcome in patients, as has been suggested in the 
literature2,10. A strong association of CIMP-H with the presence of inflammatory and the absence of 
mesenchymal cells may explain its relationship with molecular characteristics of MSI as an active 
immune response as reported previously.26 These findings also suggest that MSI is strongly 
associated with the presence of inflammatory cells and with the absence of NEP1 cells and 
moderately associated with tumor necrosis and absence of mesenchymal and NEP2 cells. This may 
explain the relatively more favorable response of MSI tumor to the immunotherapy.40,41 

 

Fig 7. Spider chart represents differential cellular composition as histological fingerprint of CRC molecular 
pathways and HM tumors. Normalized weight between -1 and 1 show the magnitude of significance of the 
corresponding histological feature for different molecular characteristics (HM, MSI, CIMP and CIN). Radii 
represent cell types (necrosis, NEP1, mesenchymal, inflammatory and NEP) as a differential histological 
feature. Points of a given molecular label on each radii when connected forms a fingerprint for corresponding 
molecular type. Relatively high proportion of inflammatory and necrotic cells is differential feature of HM, MSI, 
and CIMP-H cases. Relatively high magnitude of NEP2 and necrotic cells for CIMP-H and relatively low 
magnitude of necrosis and high magnitude of mesenchymal for HMD, separate CIMP-H and HMD from MSI, 
respectively. Relatively high proportion of NEP1 and NEP2, and mesenchymal cells are differential features of 
CIN.  

The prognostic significance of TILs in general and its association with MSI has already been 
established in existing literature.24,25 Fig 7 also suggests infiltration by inflammatory cells as a key 
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discriminating histological feature in MSI and HM tumors. Therefore, we quantified TILs of the two 
subclasses in each pathway and HM tumors graphically shown in Fig 8 computed from the top ten 
IDaRS tiles per WSI using a TIL abundance score.46 A paired t-test found TIL scores to be statistically 
significant for the MSI pathway (p<0·0024) and HM tumors (p<0·024) but not for the CIMP (p<0·09) 
and the CIN (p<0·157) pathways. 

 

Fig 8. Quantifying TILs in HMD, MSI, CIMP-H, GS, MSS, CIMP-L and CIN. TIL abundance score (y-axis) and CRC 
pathways (x-axis). In IDaRS predicted top ten tiles, HMD and MSI samples got the highest TIL score. CIMP-H 
and GS sample also got higher TIL scores than CIMP-L and CIN. 

Correlation analysis of the digital IDaRS based scores 
Here, we analyze the relationship of HM tumors and three CRC pathways in terms of which tumor 
microenvironment is activated for predicting different molecular label. We trained three deep 
learning models separately using the same patient-wise splits of training, validation and testing 
datasets. Each patient has multiple slide-level ground truths of being HMD/LMD, MSI/MSS, CIN/GS, 
and CIMP-H/CIMP-L available. A heatmap of one test set sample is shown in Fig 9 for the visual 
illustration of different types of the microenvironments active in different molecular labels. The 
IDaRS predicted top ten tiles for each label (HMD, MSI, GS, and CIMP-H) are different showing 
different kind of microenvironment is activated in the same image in response to different WSI label.  

 

Fig 9. IDaRS tile prediction heatmaps-1. A test set slide labeled as HMD, MSI, GS and CIMP-H, WT for 
BRAF, TP53 and KRAS mutations. IDaRS assigned tile probabilities of being (HMD, MSI, CIN, CIMP-H) are used 
to generate a heatmap overlay. In the heatmap, the red color corresponds to the positive class and green to 
the negative class; a. Overlay heatmap of HMD prediction, HMD: Red. b. Overlay heatmap of MSI prediction, 
MSI: Red. c. Overlay heatmap of CIN prediction, GS: Green. d. Overlay heatmap of CIMP-H prediction, CIMP-H: 
Red. An IDaRS predicted top tile is also shown for each label. 

 
a. HMD b. MSI c. CIN d. CIMP-H 
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Fig 10. IDaRS tile prediction heatmaps-2. A test set slide with known KRAS mutation and wild type BRAF 
showing IDaRS derived overlay heat map labeled as LMD, MSS, CIN and CIMP-L. In the heatmap, the red color 
corresponds to the positive class and green to the negative class; a. Overlay heatmap of LMD prediction, LMD: 
Green. b. Overlay heatmap of MSS prediction, MSS: Green. c. overlay heatmap of CIN prediction, CIN: Red. d. 

overlay heatmap of CIMP-L prediction, CIMP-L: Green. An IDaRS predicted top tile is also shown for each label. 

A heatmap of another test set sample is shown in Fig 10 for visual illustration. It is observed that all 
the ground truth labels LMD, MSS, CIN, and CIMP-L mostly activate in the same region of the slide 
but not at tile level, all top ten tiles associated to each label are different. For each pathway, both 
positive and negative tiles are active in the slide, however, tiles associated to the ground truth label 
are fewer in number than other labels. This indicates, more sophisticated methods (e.g. another 
machine learning method) of aggregation than simple average and majority voting might be 
favorable to correctly classify this case. Moreover, this could be linked to the difficulty of MSI scoring 
especially when the immunogenic response of an MSS identified cases is similar to the MSI 
histomorphology.45 

We conducted an investigation into correlating the IDaRS based digital scores of HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP, 
BRAF and TP53 for each slide of the TCGA-CRC-DX test set used in4 obtained by applying separately 
trained models on the same training set. Fig 11a and Fig 11b show scatterplots of our IDaRS based 
digital scores for HM and MSI, and HM and CIMP pathways, respectively. These plots demonstrate 
strong positive correlation (using the Pearson correlation coefficient r) between the digital scores of 
HM and MSI (r=0·81, p<10-23) and also between the digital scores of HM and CIMP (r=0.65, p<10-12). 
Fig 11c shows the scatterplot of our IDaRS based digital scores for MSI and CIMP, again 
demonstrating strong positive correlation between the two digital scores (r=0·68, p<10-14) in line 
with existing literature7,10,26 and showing that most of the MSI samples are also predicted as CIMP-H 
and MSS as CIMP-L. Among the single labels, MSS shows highest positive correlation of 0·96 (p<10-40) 
with CIMP-L and MSI shows positive correlation of 0·49 with CIMP-H (p<0·07). Our digital scores of 
MSI and CIN also show strong negative correlation (r=−0·75, p<10-18) though it did not necessarily 
endorse mutual exclusivity for all MSI with CIN cases. Most MSS cases and few MSI cases also got 
high CIN score, which is in line with previous findings about MSI and CIN (and as can also be 
observed in the Venn diagrams of Fig 2).2,5 The IDaRS based digital scores of CIN and CIMP also show 
negative correlation (r=−0·67, p<10-13), with high CIN scoring cases being scored low in CIMP and 
with overlapping GS cases. MSI have highest negative correlation of -0·68 (p<0·0005) with GS 
whereas CIMP-L has negative correlation of −0·76 with CIN (p<10-12). IDaRS predictions also suggest 
MSI and CIMP are positively correlated to BRAF mutation with correlation coefficients of 0·68 (p<10-

14) and 0·93 (p<10-42) whereas CIN has highest positive correlation of 0·60 (p<10-10) to TP53 mutation. 

 
a. LMD b. MSS c. GS d. CIMP-L 
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Fig 11. Correlations in pathways and mutations. Digital IDaRS scores for HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP, BRAF and TP53 
of each slide of the test set obtained by applying separately trained models on the training set of the same 
slides: a. HMD and MSI, positively correlated. b. HMD and CIMP, positively correlated. a.b. Points are colored 
using HM ground truth labels. c. MSI and CIMP, positively correlated. IDaRS predicted MSI score on x-axis and 
CIMP score on y-axis. d. MSI and CIN, negatively correlated. MSI score on x-axis and CIN score on y-axis. c.d. 
Points are colored using MSI ground truth labels. e. CIMP and CIN, negatively correlated. MSI score on x-axis 
and CIN score on y-axis. Points are colored using CIN ground truth labels. f. MSI and BRAF, positively 
correlated. MSI score on x-axis and BRAF score on y-axis. Points are colored using MSI or MSS ground truth 
label. g. CIMP and BRAF, positively correlated. CIMP score on x-axis and BRAF score on y-axis. Points are 
colored using CIMP ground truth labels. h. CIN and TP53, positively correlated. CIN score on x-axis and TP53 
score on y-axis. Points are colored using CIN ground truth labels. 

a. r=0·81, p=1·4×10-24 b. r=0·65, p=3·2×10-13 

  
c. r=0·68, p=7·6×10-15 d. r=-0·75, p=5·3×10-19 

  
e. r=-0·67, p=1·5×10-14 f. r=0·68, p=5·3×10-15 

  
g. r=0·93, p=1·5×10-43 h. r=0·6, p=3·4×10-11 
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Discussion 
In this study, we have shown that by employing a novel training strategy in a standard deep learning 
model can help achieve a significant improvement in the prediction of CRC HM tumors, molecular 
pathways and genetic mutations. We optimized our tumor segmentation algorithm, which ensures 
that the normal colon mucosa is not included in the analysis.  

Our extensive experimentation leads us to believe that key CRC molecular pathways and genetic 
mutations are predictable from digitized images of H&E stained whole slides with higher accuracy 
than the state-of-the-art methods. HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP, BRAF, and TP53 are strongly predictable 
from CRC tumors in H&E images than whole-genome duplication, KRAS, PIK3CA, SMAD4, SMAD2, 
and APC – our method achieved a performance of AUROC < 0·7 for these mutations, which we do 
not consider to be significant. 

Our analysis of the stage-wise prediction accuracy (AUROC) indicates that prediction of HM tumors, 
molecular pathways (MSI, CIN and CIMP) and key mutations (BRAF and TP53) may vary between 
stage groupings. For example, MSI prediction dropped slightly from Stage I (AUROC=0·91) to Stage IV 
(AUROC=0·81). This indicates that tumor stage may affect deep learning based discrimination of 
predictive features. Since we interrogated sections of the primary tumors only, it may be that the 
deep features of MSI cancers at an early stage are subtly different from those of advanced MSI 
cancers. This may be due to increased heterogeneity of the advanced MSI tumors. Similarly, the 
prediction accuracies of HM tumors, CIN pathway and BRAF mutation are the highest in Stage IV 
(AUROC=0·98, 0·94 and 0·90, respectively). We argue that it may be worth exploring the predictive 
value of deep features in early stage cancers before they become advanced stage. If so, these 
features may allow more aggressive treatment of some early stage CRC cases that have a risk of 
disease progression.  

One key challenge for MSI prediction is the tradeoff between sensitivity and specificity of the clinical 
gold-standard testing in addition to inconsistencies among different MSI testing assays. Further 
improvements in AUROC of MSI and comparison with other molecular and genetic labels are 
possible if the specificity and sensitivity of the corresponding testing used for acquiring the slide 
level ground truth labels are known beforehand. 

We explored the cellular composition analysis as a way of mining significant differential features for 
each of the CRC pathways. We found tumor-lymphocyte and tumor-necrosis infiltrates are 
associated with HM, MSI, CIMP-H, and GS groups. Some of these findings are in line with the existing 
literature and produce new knowledge about each pathway concerning different cell types, which 
requires large-scale validation and further exploration with subsequent studies. Doing this analysis in 
a systematic data-driven manner in this study is a significant and innovative aspect of this study in 
addition to the robustness of its findings of differential cellular composition. The differential cellular 
composition analysis suggests that infiltration scores of lymphocytes and necrosis within the tumor 
can serve as a digital biomarker for further stratification and analysis of each pathway and its clinical 
impact. 

Conclusions 
We proposed an iterative draw-and-rank sampling (IDaRS) strategy for fast prediction of the slide 
label in general, and the status of hypermutated tumors, molecular pathways and genetic mutations 
in particular, in digitized whole-slide images of routine H&E stained tissue slides. We showed that 
the proposed method produces the state-of-the-art performance in terms of AUROC for 
automatically predicting the status of molecular subtypes (HM, MSI, CIN, CIMP) and key mutations 
(BRAF and TP53) in WSIs of CRC samples from the TCGA and another independent cohort. The 
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histological patterns and features mined from the strongly predicted tiles were analyzed and found 
to be consistent with existing findings about the HM tumors and CRC pathways.  

We found that relatively high proportion of inflammatory and necrosis with relatively low proportion 
of neoplastic and mesenchymal cells appeared in CIMP-High and MSI cases, which may explain why 
these cases are more likely respond positively to immunotherapy. Increased neoplastic, necrotic, 
and mesenchymal cells with decreased inflammatory cells may be attributed to less favorable 
patient outcome, as evidenced in the CIN phenotype, which has been previously linked with low 
rates of overall and progression-free survival. 

Automatic identification of genetic pathways (especially MSI) from ubiquitously available H&E 
images carries significant potential to provide time and cost-effective decision support to improve 
patient management and care by efficiently identifying patients who could benefit from 
immunotherapy and targeted therapy. It further presents an opportunity to objectively verify 
existing knowledge and produce new knowledge about visual pathology and patient outcomes 
associated with different pathways of CRC. Further large-scale validation of these findings is required 
for their implementation in diagnostic practice and patient management. 
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Limitations 
The proposed IDaRS algorithm uses Monte Carlo sampling to iteratively select training data from 
each WSI, leading to a slightly different trained model for each run. Therefore, we have run each 
experiment three times with the same data splits and averaged measures are reported in the results. 
The data imbalance is another common issue with the medical datasets, which can affect the 
classification performance. Keeping this in view, we have reported the AUPRC results as well the 
AUROC results in the Supplementary Materials. External validation is done on 47 WSIs of the PAIP 
dataset obtained from three different centers, which is a relatively small dataset. A pre-
trained HoVer-Net model is used for nuclei segmentation and classification followed by a review 
by expert pathologists (AA and DS). Some example images and their corresponding results for 
nuclear segmentation and classification are provided in the Supplementary Materials 
document. Although the TCGA cohort is a multi-centric dataset and PAIP is an external cohort, 
further large-scale validation of these findings is required before their implementation in diagnostic 
practice and patient management.  

Data Sharing 
All images and the associated pathways/mutations status for the TCGA cohort (COAD and READ) 
used in this study are publicly available at https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/ and cbioportal. A link to the 
TCGA manifest file that can be used to download all images for the TCGA cohort can be found in the 
Supplementary Materials document. The ground truth labels of TCGA-CRC-DX for HMD/LMD, 
MSI/MSS, CIN/GS, and CIMP- H/L were obtained from Liu et al.1 A link to the spreadsheet containing 
the corresponding clinical and molecular data including cancer stages, subtypes and the status of 
mutations and pathways can also be found in the Supplementary Materials. De-identified pathology 
images and annotations from Pathology AI Platform (PAIP) used with institutional permissions in this 
study can be obtained via appropriate data access requests through the 
URL: http://www.wisepaip.org/paip.  
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