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ABSTRACT

Purpose: Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) have a significant prognostic value in cancers.
However, very few automated, deep learning-based TIL scoring algorithms have been developed

for colorectal cancer (CRC).

Methods We developed an automated, multiscale LinkNet workflow for quantifying TILs at the
cellular level in CRC tumors using H&E-stained images. The predictive performance of the
automatic TIL scores (TIL:"¥) for disease progression and overall survival was evaluated using
two international datasets, including 554 CRC patients from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA)

and 1130 CRC patients from Molecular and Cellular Oncology (MCO).

Results: The LinkNet model provided outstanding precision (0.9508), recall (0.9185), and overall
F1 score (0.9347). Clear dose-response relationships were observed between TIL:™ and the risk
of disease progression or death in both TCGA and MCO cohorts. Both univariate and multivariate
Cox regression analyses for the TCGA data demonstrated that patients with high TIL abundance
had a significant (approximately 75%) reduction in risk for disease progression. In both the MCO
and TCGA cohorts, the TIL-high group was significantly associated with improved overall
survival in univariate analysis (30% and 54% reduction in risk, respectively). However, potential
confounding factors were present in the MCO dataset. The favorable effects of high TIL levels

were consistently observed in different subgroups (classified according to known risk factors).

Conclusion: The proposed deep-learning workflow for automatic TIL quantification based on
LinkNet can be a useful tool for CRC. TILL"* is likely an independent risk factor for disease
progression and carries predictive information of disease progression beyond the current clinical
risk factors and biomarkers. The prognostic significance of TILL™* for overall survival is also

evident.



INTRODUCTION

Tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte (TIL) level is an important biomarker for risk stratification and
treatment decisions in different cancers. [1-10]. The prognostic value of TILs in the tumor
microenvironment (TME) of nonmetastatic colorectal cancer (CRC) has been demonstrated in
multiple studies [11-14]. The Immunoscore derived from TIL densities and spatial characterization
based on IHC staining is highly predictive of CRC outcomes [13]. In addition, high TIL densities
are associated with improved survival outcomes [11-14]. Furthermore, TILs may be predictive of
responses to both chemotherapy and immune-checkpoint inhibitor treatment for certain cancers.
Therefore, assessments of TILs are increasingly being used in clinical studies and translational

research, particularly with the important role of immunotherapy in cancer care.

TIL scoring is mainly performed by pathologists, which can be prone to human errors. With recent
advances in digital pathology and artificial intelligence, automated TIL quantification methods
based on deep-learning algorithms have emerged. Extensive research has been conducted in the
field of breast cancer, leading to multiple automated, deep-learning models for TIL quantification
in breast cancer [15] based on H&E images. To date, for CRC, very few deep-learning-based TIL
scoring algorithms have been reported, and only one automated model has been developed [16], in
which higher TIL density was significantly associated with longer progression-free survival (PFS)

in CRC.

However, the published model was based on a relatively small dataset (Yonsei: N = 180) and a
subset of TCGA patients (N = 268), and the relationship of TIL densities was studied only with

PFS. Therefore, the generalizability of deep learning to larger clinical studies and other clinical



outcomes (e.g., overall survival) remains a question. In addition, automatic quantification of TILs
in the published model was based on a tile-level lymphocyte detector (112*112-pm?). That is, the
TIL infiltration percentage was calculated as the number of lymphocyte-rich tiles (predicted as
positive for lymphocytes) divided by the total number of tiles classified as tumor or tumor invasive
margins of a whole-slide image (WSI). Notably, the tile-level prediction of TILs cannot provide
cellular level information (i.e., true TIL counts within an image tile) and therefore can potentially
overestimate the TIL area of a WSI, which may consequently lead to a biased estimation of the

prognostic value of TILs for clinical outcomes.

In this study, we propose an automated deep-learning network using a novel, multiscale LinkNet
[17] architecture to develop a cellular level TIL detector that can provide accurate TIL
quantification based on H&E-stained WSIs. Using two large international cohorts (TCGA: N =
554; MCO: N = 1130), we evaluated the utility of TILs in terms of risk stratification by
retrospectively exploring the relationships between TIL density and multiple survival outcomes
(i.e., PFS and OS) in patients with CRC. Subgroup and multivariate analyses were also performed
according to other clinically relevant clinicopathological variables (sex, age, pT stage, pN stage,

stage, venous invasion, lymphatic invasion, BRAF, KRAS, and MSI).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The workflow of the proposed algorithm is illustrated in Figure 1. Briefly, (1) The tissue regions
of a WSI were separated from the background using the OTSU algorithm [18]. Then, the tissue
regions were split into non-overlapping patches of 256 %256 pixels; (2) A tissue classifier was

developed to select the tumor regions; (3) A LinkNet-based lymphocyte-segmentation model



was developed to detect the cell-level lymphocytes on each color-normalized image patch for
tumors; and (4) TILs were quantified for the selected patches on the WSI by calculating the

overall percentage of the TIL area.

Dataset

Tissue classification datasets

Kather et al. developed two pathologist-annotated datasets (NCT-CRC-HE-100K and CRC-VAL-
HE-7K) consisting of CRC image tiles of nine tissue types: adipose tissue (ADI), background
(BACK), debris (DEB), lymphocytes (LYM), mucus (MUC), smooth muscle (MUS), normal
colon mucosa (NORM), cancer-associated stroma (STR), and colorectal adenocarcinoma
epithelium (TUM) [19]. The NCT-CRC-HE-100K dataset has 100k image patches (ADI =10.5k,
BACK =10.6k, DEB = 11.5k, LYM = 11.6k, MUC = 8.9k, MUS = 13.5k, NORM = 8.7k, STR =
10.4k, and TUM = 14.3k). The CRC-VAL-HE-7K dataset has 7180 image patches (TUM = 1,223
and non-tumor = 6,957). All the image patches were 224 <224 pixels at 20X magnification. We

trained the classifier model with images that were resized to 256 %256 pixels.

Lymphocyte datasets

The Lizard dataset for CRC provides full segmentation annotations for different types of nuclei
such as epithelial cells, connective tissue cells, lymphocytes, plasma cells, neutrophils, and
eosinophils [20]. In total, the dataset consisted of 238 histological image regions/patches (average

size of 1,016>017 pixels at 20> magnification).



MCO and TCGA datasets

Hematoxylin and eosin (H&E)-stained whole-slide images (WSIs) were collected from both the
MCO and TCGA CRC studies. The MCO dataset consisted of patients who underwent curative
resection for colorectal cancer between 1994 and 2010 in New South Wales, Australia.[21] The

Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) public dataset includes TCGA-COAD and TCGA-READ datasets.

For patients with more than one available WSI, one slide was randomly selected for each patient.
Images with annotation marks or blurs were excluded. After exclusion, 1130 WSIs from 1130
patients with MCO were included in the analysis, whereas 554 WSIs and TCGA patients were
available from the TCGA database. Clinical (age, stage, and sex), molecular (BRAF and KRAS
mutations), and pathological data were collected for all cases. The clinical endpoint of OS (time
from entry into the study to death) was available in the MCO dataset, whereas both OS and PFS

were available from TCGA data.

Tissue classification

Similar to the CRC tissue classification by Kather et al. [22], the NCT-CRC-HE-100K dataset was
used to train a tissue-type classifier model for CRC, whereas the CRC-VAL-HE-7K dataset was
used to validate the model. The overall accuracy of the tissue-type classification model was 99%
for the training dataset NCT-CRC-HE-100K and 94.4% for the validation image set CRC-VAL-

HE-7K [23].

Lymphocyte segmentation

We constructed a LinkNet-based neural network to identify lymphocytes in H&E-stained images.



The LinkNet models were trained using the Lizard CRC dataset (n = 238). Because the sample
sizes of the annotated lymphocyte datasets were relatively small, similar to the previous work of
Lu et al. [24], Ren et al. [25]and Redmon et al. [26], the pre-trained, lightweight ResNet18 model
[27] was used as the encoder. To further improve the performance of LinkNet, we used multiscale
convolutional blocks [28], a combination of 3 x3 and 5 x5 convolution kernels, instead of the
conventional single 3 > 3 convolutional kernels. We adopted the first block of the ResNet18
model as the initial block and the next four blocks as the encoder. Every encoder block contained
two multiscale convolutional layers, followed by a BatchNorm2d layer, ReLu layer, and shortcut
connections. The four encoder blocks were followed by four decoder blocks, each of which

contained a 2 <2 deconvolution layer and two 3 %3 convolutional layers.

Eighty percent (80%) of the images were randomly selected and used to train the LinkNet model.
The remaining dataset (20%) was used to evaluate the model performance. During the training
process, random flips and random cuts were used for data augmentation. Each model was trained
for 100 iterations. The colors of the image patches were normalized to mitigate the impact of

uneven coloring [29], thereby improving the performance of the segmentation models.

TIL Quantification
Our method for quantifying the TIL score is to calculate the ratio of the TIL area in valid patches.

We estimated the overall TIL score for each patient by computing the percentage of TIL area as
%Z’l\’ L;/P. Lirepresents the area of lymphocytes in the ith patch (total number of pixels identified

as lymphocytes) and P represents the area of one patch. N represents the total number of tumor

patches in the WSI.



Survival analysis

Survival analyses were performed to determine OS and PFS. Univariate survival analyses were
performed based on log-rank tests, whereas multivariate survival analyses were performed using
Cox proportional hazards modeling to estimate the hazard ratio (HR) and associated confidence
intervals/p-values for the effects of TILs (as continuous variable or categorical TIL density groups)
and other clinical factors. The Kaplan—Meier method was used to estimate the distribution of OS
and PFS. A penalized spline (the function pspline in the R package survival) was used to
characterize the dose response of the TIL effect (as a continuous variable) on different survival
endpoints. The optimal cut-off was identified according to maximum rank statistics using the
function surv_cutpoint in the R package survminer and was used to stratify the population into two
groups (TIL high and TIL low) for categorical TIL analyses. The multivariate analysis included
age, sex (male vs. female), stage (stage Il1-1V vs. stage I-11), lympho vascular invasion (yes vs.
no), MSI (MSI-H vs. MSS), pN stage (pN2 vs. pNO-1), pT stage (pT4 vs. pT1-3), BRAF and
KRAS mutations (mutated vs. WT). In the multivariate analysis, missing data were imputed with
the most frequent category for each variable. All statistical analyses were performed using the R

software (version 4.0.3).

RESULTS
Performance of LinkNet for quantification of TILs
We used the Lizard lymphocyte dataset for CRC to assess the performance of our Linknet models

for lymphocyte segmentation. As expected, our LinkNet model provided outstanding precision

(0.951), recall (0.919), and F1 score (0.935).



Patient characteristics for TCGA and MCO cohorts

A total of 1684 CRC patients were included in the analysis (Table 1): 1130 patients were from the
MCO dataset and 554 patients were from the TCGA dataset [30]. The Baseline patient
characteristics and demographics were similar between the MCO and TCGA studies. The median
age of the MCO dataset was 69 years (range:24 — 99 years), whereas the median age of the TCGA
dataset was 66 years (range: 31-90 years). Of the MCO and TCGA patients, 55% and 47%,
respectively, were male. The MCO population consisted of 53% Stage /11 patients and 47% Stage
II/1V patients, whereas the TCGA population had 46% and 40% Stage I/l and I11/1V patents,
respectively. Stage data were missing in 14% of the TCGA patients. In addition, 16% and 11% of

subjects from MCO and TCGA, respectively, had MSI-H status.

After a median follow-up of 59 months, 413 events (deaths) were recorded in the MCO dataset,
while 117 deaths and 149 progressions were recorded in the TCGA dataset following a median
follow-up of 24.3 months. The median OS was 22.7 months (95% confidence interval (ClI), 1-108
months) for TCGA patients, while the median survival was not reached for MCO patients at 59

months. The median time to progression in TCGA dataset was 20 months (95% ClI, 1-101 months).

Lymphocyte infiltration characteristics

TILL™* was characterized by the TIL infiltrate percentage. The mean percent infiltration was 0.159%
(min: 0.031%, max: 0.964%) for the TCGA CRC cohort and 0.097% (min: 0.002%, max: 0.595%)
for the MCO cohort (Table 2). Overall, the TIL infiltration percentage (TIL5™* scores) appeared

to be higher in the TCGA population than in the MCO population. We also characterized the



differences in TILX™ scores in both TCGA and MCO cohorts according to known clinical and
molecular risk factors (Table 2). Significantly higher TIL infiltration (p < 0.05) was observed in
patients without lymphatic invasion in both TCGA and MCO cohorts. In addition, higher TIL
levels were associated with microsatellite instability in both the TCGA and MCO cohorts. This
observation is in line with existing literature, where high proportions of tumor-infiltrating
lymphocytes are strongly associated with microsatellite instability [31]. For MCO, a significantly
higher TIL percentage was observed in pT1-3 (P < 0.001), pNO-1 (P = 0.028), TNM Stage /Il (P

=0.035), BRAF mutants (P = 0.038), and no venous invasion (P = 0.003).

Prognostic Evaluation of TILL™k

Dose-response between outcomes and TILLm*

First, the clinical outcomes (PFS and OS) were analyzed using the penalized spline model, which
characterizes a non-linear dose-response association between TILs (as a continuous variable) and
an outcome. Overall, as expected, the pspline model showed that the risk of disease progression
or death decreased with increasing TIL levels in both the TCGA and MCO cohorts. An
approximately linear dose-response relationship was observed between the risk of death and TILs
in MCO. Overall, the higher TIL levels, the lower risk of death. However, for both PFS and OS in
the TCGA-CRC cohort, non-linear relationships were observed. TCGA patients with TIL
abundance smaller than ~0.2% demonstrated a relatively flat dose-response relationship and had a
high risk of death or disease progression, whereas TCGA patients with TILs > ~ 0.2% showed a

decreasing dose-response.

Optimal TIL cutoff



We stratified TILs into two prognostic groups, TIL-high and TIL-low, using maximum rank
statistics for optimal cutoff selection. The optimal cutoff for TCGA dataset was 0.25%, while the
optimal cutoff for MCO was 0.12%. The groups based on the optimal cutoffs were used to estimate
PFS/OS according to the Kaplan—Meier method. The proportion of patients classified as TIL-High

was 11% in TCGA and 29% in MCO.

TILL™* Associated with Improved PFS and OS in CRC

Univariate Analysis

Univariate Cox proportional hazards models were performed for PFS in TCGA cohort and OS in
TCGA and MCO cohorts, separately. Univariate analyses revealed that the TILX"™* score was
significantly associated with improved PFS (Figure 3) and OS (Figure 4) in patients with CRC.
The TIL-high group (TILk™ > 0.252%) had a significantly longer time to progression (PFS)
(hazard ratio [HR] = 0.259; 95% Cl, 0.163-0.412; P = 0.0005) than the TIL-low group (TIL:"* <
0.252%) in the TCGA cohort. Similarly, a significant trend in favor of the TIL-High group was
observed for OS in both TCGA (HR = 0.464; 95% ClI, 0.274-0.784; P = 0.031) and MCO patients
(HR = 0.708; 95% CI, 0.568-0.882; P = 0.005) (Figure 4). That is, the TIL-High class was
associated with significantly improved survival in both the TCGA and MCO datasets. Therefore,
the univariate analyses revealed the significant prognostic value of our automated TI1L5" not only

for disease progression, but also for overall survival.

Subgroup Analysis

In subgroup analyses stratified by known clinicopathologic risk factors, favorable effects of high

TIL levels on PFS in the TCGA dataset (Figure 3) were consistent across all the tested subgroups.



The hazard ratios in the subgroups ranged from 0.1 to 0.5, suggesting that the high TIL group had
a 50%-90% lower risk of disease progression compared to the low TIL group. In addition,
statistical significance was observed in male patients, young patients (< 70 years), pT1-3, pNO-1,
Stage 111/IV, BRAF WT, KRAS mutants, WT, and no lympho vascular invasion. For OS, in the
TCGA cohort (Figure 4), a significant improvement in survival was observed in females, pNO-1,
pT1-3, and BRAF WT. In the MCO cohort (Figure 5), a statistically significant improvement in
OS was observed in males, young patients (age < 70 years), pNO-1, MSS, Stage I1I/1V, KRAS,
and BRAF WT. The consistent, favorable associations between high TILL™* and improved PFS
and OS across different subgroups in the established risk parameters confirmed the robustness of

the prognostic value of TIL:™ for patients with CRC.

Multivariate Analysis

In the multivariate Cox PH models (Table 3) for PFS in TCGA cohort, the prognostic value of
TILL™* remained statistically significant and independent of the established clinical and molecular
risk factors for CRC (i.e., pT stage, pN stage, MSI status, lympho vascular invasion, BRAF
mutation, KRAS mutation, age, and sex). The TIL-high patients had a ~70% reduction in the risk
of disease progression compared to the TIL-low patients (HR = 0.272; 95% CI, 0.118-0.624; P =
0.002). The statistical significance of TILL™ in the multivariate setting confirms that it is a robust
and independent predictor of disease progression in patients with CRC and carries predictive

information of progression beyond the current clinical and biomarker risk factors.

Multivariate analysis of OS indicated a consistent effect of TIL:™* on the risk of death. In TCGA

cohort (Table 4), a similar decrease in the risk of death (~50%) was observed in the multivariate



model after accounting for reported risk factors (HR = 0.525; 95% CI, 0.250-1.106) compared to
univariate analysis (HR = 0.464; 95% CI, 0.274-0.789). The P value of TILs in the multivariate
analysis was less significant (P = 0.090) than that in the univariate analysis (P = 0.031), which is
often observed in the multivariate analysis. For the MCO cohort (Table 5), the multivariate
analysis still resulted in a favorable effect for TIL-high patients, that is, a significantly lower risk
of death after accounting for other risk factors. However, this effect was not statistically significant.
Further examination revealed unbalanced TIL data between the pT1-3and pT4 groups, pNO-1 vs.
pN2, and UICC Stage I/11 vs. I1I/IV (Table 2), suggesting that the change in statistical significance
in the multivariate analysis is likely due to confounding. Further confirmation of the prognostic

value of TILs for OS in patients with CRC using separate datasets is warranted in the future.

DISCUSSION

Lymphocyte infiltration in the tumor microenvironment is a biomarker of anti-tumor T cell-
mediated immunity. TILs are not only robustly predictive of prognosis but also inform therapeutic
decision-making for immune-checkpoint inhibitors (ICl), as patients with high TIL densities may
potentially benefit from ICI targeting the programmed death 1 (PD-1)/PD-L1 signaling axis,
particularly in both early and advanced TNBC and HER2-positive breast cancers [32,33]. Therefore,
incorporation of TILs into clinical practice is strongly considered. However, although multiple
automated TIL quantification artificial intelligence model-based deep learning algorithms have
been developed for breast cancers, scoring of TILs in CRC has been mainly performed by
pathologists—this time-consuming process can be prone to human errors and is labor intensive. In
this study, we present an automated framework based on a novel, high-resolution, multiscale
LinkNet model to accurately detect TILs at the cellular level in H&E-stained WSIs from patients

with CRC.



To date, most existing automated deep-learning workflows for TILs have been based on the tile-
level detection of lymphocytes [33-35]. To our knowledge, only one automated deep learning-based
TIL detector has been developed to automatically quantify TILs in patients with CRC. The CRC
model was also based on a tile-level lymphocyte detector (112*112-pm?). Recently, with recent
advances in image segmentation, U-Net-based deep-learning models have been shown to
significantly improve the accuracy of lymphocyte detection at the cellular level for breast cancers
[24,36]. LinkNet was proposed to further improve the accuracy and efficiency of segmentation
compared to U-Net. Similar to U-Net, LinkNet is capable of detecting TILs at the cellular level.
One of the limitations of U-Net is that spatial information is lost during the decoding process
sequence. LinkNet uses a link to bypass the input of the encoder and feed it into the output of the
decoder to recover lost spatial information. LinkNet can provide more accurate segmentation of
satellite images [17] and nuclei in H&E images than conventional CNN and U-Net. In addition,
because LinkNet shares the information learned by the encoder, the decoder uses very few
parameters, and LinkNet is a more efficient and lightweight algorithm that may be used for real-

time segmentations.

The TIL score based on our LinkNet architecture (TILL™¥) is a strong prognostic factor for disease
progression (PFS) in patients with CRC. There was a clear dose response between the percentage
of TILs and the risk of tumor progression, and a gradual decrease in the risk with increasing TIL
percentage was observed. When evaluated as a categorical variable, the TIL-high group was
associated with significantly improved PFS in both univariate and multivariate analyses after
accounting for known clinical and molecular risk factors for CRC, strongly indicating that T1L.™*
is likely to be an independent risk factor for progression and carries predictive information of

disease progression beyond the current clinical and biomarker risk factors.



In both the MCO and TCGA studies, the TIL-high group according to the automated T1L:"* score
was significantly associated with improved overall survival based on univariate analyses. Clear
dose-response relationships were also observed between the percentage of TILs and the risk of
death in both studies. In TCGA CRC patients, a consistent hazard ratio was observed in both
univariate and multivariate analyses after adjusting for other established risk factors, whereas in
MCO patients with CRC, a reduced effect and less significant relationship were observed after
adding the known risk factors in a multivariate model. Further investigation of the MCO data
revealed confounding factors due to unbalanced data (TIL percentage) in different pT, pN, and
UICC stage subgroups (Table 2), potentially leading to the reduced statistical significance of TILs
for OS in the MCO dataset. Further studies are warranted to investigate the predictive performance
of TILs for OS in CRC patients, and to understand how to integrate TILs into a multivariate
prognostic model with other risk variables to optimize the survival of patients with CRC. In
addition, prospective trials using baseline and/or on-treatment TILs should be considered to

confirm the utility of TILs in clinical trials and real-world clinical practice.

Subgroup analyses of PFS revealed that patients with high TIL density tended to have a lower risk
of disease progression across all subgroups according to known risk factors, demonstrating the
robustness of the prognostic significance of our automated TILL™* for disease progression. In
addition, the favorable effects on disease progression were statistically significant in males, young
patients (< 70 years), pT1-3, pNO-1, Stage I11/IV, BRAF WT, KRAS mutants/WT, and no lympho
vascular invasion. Based on the OS analysis, the TIL-high group showed a statistically significant

reduction in the risk of death in females, pNO-1, pT1-3, and BRAF WT for the TCGA dataset,



while in males, young patients (age < 70 years), pN0-1, MSS, Stage I11/IV, KRAS, and BRAF WT
for the MCO dataset. The prognostic value of TIL density may be dependent on primary tumor
sidedness, and patients with low TIL levels and right-sided tumors tend to have a poor prognosis
[14]. Our subgroup analysis suggests that the favorable effects of high TIL levels were more

pronounced in young patients, pT1-3, pNO-1, Stage I11/1V, and BRAF WT.
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Table 1

Table 1 Baseline patient characteristics of the TCGA and MCO CRC cohorts

Age, years

Sex
Female
Male
Missing

TIL

Low
High
pT stage
pT1-pT3
pT4

Missing

pN stage

NO-N1
N2

Missing

msi

MSI-H
MSS,MSI-L

Missing

Stage
Stage I-11
Stage llI-IV
Missing

BRAF
Wild type
Mutated
Missing

KRAS
Wild type
Mutated
Missing

Venous invasion

NO

YES

Missing
Lymphatic invasion

NO

YES

Missing

TCGA cohort

(n=554)
66(31-90)

232(43%)
263(47%)
59(10%)

493(89%)
61(11%)

439(79%)
55(10%)
60(11%)

402(72%)
92(17%)
60(11%)

58(11%)
329(59%)
167(30%)

256(46%)
220(40%)
68(14%)

290(52%)
44(8%)
220(40%)

177(32%)
157(28%)
220(40%)

327(59%)
120(22%)
107(19%)

263(47%)
201(36%)
90(17%)

MCO cohort

(n=1130)
69(24-99)

509(45%)
621(55%)
0

856(76%)
274(24%)

856(76%)
274(24%)
()}

932(82%)
198(18%)
0

157(14%)
916(81%)
57(5%)

632(56%)
496(43.8%)
2(0.2%)

941(84%)
132(11%)
57(5%)

724(64%)
349(31%)
57(5%)

824(73%)
281(25%)
25 (2%)

702(62%)
428(38%)
0




Table 2

Table 2 Lymphocyte infiltration characteristics in different subgroups of the TCGA and MCO patients

Age
<70yrs
>70yrs

Sex
Female
Male

pN stage
NO-N1
N2

pT stage
pT1-pT3
pT4

Stage
Stage I-1l

Stage llI-IV

KRAS
Wild type
Mutated
BRAF
Wild type
Mutated
msli
MSI-H
MSS,MSI-L
Venous invasion
NO
YES
Lymphatic invasion
NO
YES

TCGA cohort

(n=554)
Mean (%; SD)

0.158(0.102)
0.150(0.072)

0.159(0.102)
0.151(0.080)

0.154(0.087)
0.160(0.110)

0.152(0.086)
0.156(0.093)

0.156(0.093)
0.148(0.072)

0.191(0.109)
0.181(0.098)

0.183(0.101)
0.204(0.123)

0.162(0.093)
0.138(0.073)

0.160(0.099)
0.149(0.067)

0.167(0.096)
0.142(0.083)

P value*

0.488

0.363

0.879

0.319

0.249

0.417

0.285

0.073.

0.401

0.026 *

MCO cohort

(n=1130)
Mean (SD)

0.097(0.049)
0.098(0.046)

0.097(0.049)
0.097(0.046)

0.099(0.049)
0.089(0.038)

0.101(0.050)
0.087(0.036)

0.098(0.044)
0.095(0.048)

0.098(0.049)
0.095(0.044)

0.097(0.048)
0.102(0.047)

0.104(0.050)
0.096(0.047)

0.099(0.047)
0.090(0.039)

0.100(0.050)
0.093(0.042)

P value*

0.890

0.437

0.028 *

<0.001 ***

0.035 *

0.619

0.038 *

0.003 *

0.003 *

0.035 *

* p values were calculated using Spearman test




Table 3

Table 3 Univariate and multivariate Cox regression models for progression-free survival (PFS) in TCGA patients.

Variable
TIL Score
Low
High

Sex
Male
Female
Age

pT stage
T1-T13

T4

pN stage
NO-N1
N2

MSI

Mss
MSI-H
Stage
Stage I-11
Stage llI-IV
BRAF
Mutated
wild
KRAS
Mutated
wild
Lympho-vascular Invasion
No

Yes

Univariate Cox for TCGA dataset (PFS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.259 (0.163, 0.412)

1(ref)
0.884 (0.629,1.241)

1.00 (0.986, 1.014)

1(ref)
3.427 (1.794, 6.546)

1(ref)
3.679 (2.247, 6.021)

1(ref)
0.993 (0.574, 1.720)

1(ref)

2.862 (2.037, 4.021)

1(ref)
1.376 (0.750, 2.526)

1(ref)
0.611 (0.407, 0.918)

1(ref)
2.225 (1.568, 3.157)

P value

<0.001 ***

0.475
0.978

<0.001 ***

<0.0001***

0.797

<0.0001***

0.360

0.018 *

<0.0001***

Multivariate Cox for TCGA dataset (PFS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.272 (0.118, 0.624)

1(ref)
0.902 (0.644,1.264)

1.002 (0.987, 1.016)

1(ref)
2.076 (1.332, 3.234)

1(ref)
2.188 (1.424, 3.361)

1(ref)
1.147 (0.631, 2.085)

1(ref)

1.903 (1.220, 2.970)

1(ref)
0.866 (0.417, 1.797)

1(ref)
0.712 (0.501, 1.013)

1(ref)
1.123 (0.749, 1.684)

P value

0.002 **

0.550
0.822

0.001 **

<0.001 ***

0.653

0.005 **

0.698

0.059.

0.574




Table 4

Table 4 Univariate and multivariate Cox regression models for overall survival (OS) in TCGA patients.

Variable
TIL Score
Low
High

Sex
Male
Female
Age

pT stage
T1-T3

T4

pN stage
NO-N1
N2

MSI

MSS
MSI-H
Stage
Stage I-11
Stage llI-IV
BRAF
Mutated
wild
KRAS
Mutated
wild
Lympho-vascular Invasion
No

Yes

Univariate Cox for TCGA dataset (OS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.464 (0.274, 0.787)

1(ref)
1.011(1.095,1.670)

1.024 (1.006, 1.041)

1(ref)
2.745 (1.660, 4.540)

1(ref)
3.467 (2.008, 5.986)

1(ref)
1.156 (0.628, 2.126)

1(ref)

3.438 (2.250, 5.254)

1(ref)
0.882 (0.452, 1.715)

1(ref)
0.998 (0.644, 1.547)

1(ref)
2.150 (1.421, 3.254)

P value

0.0313 *

0.960
0.009 **

<0.0001 ***

<0.0001***

0.621

<0.0001 ***

0.694

0.992.

<0.001 ***

Multivariate Cox for TCGA dataset (OS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.525 (0.249, 1.106)

1(ref)
0.885 (0.605,1.296)

1.025 (1.008, 1.014)

1(ref)
2.581 (1.577, 4.226)

1(ref)
2.105 (1.266, 3.499)

1(ref)
1.303 (0.687, 2.471)

1(ref)

1.685 (1.015, 2.797)

1(ref)
0.815 (0.398, 1.672)

1(ref)
1.014 (0.675, 1.523)

1(ref)
1.005 (0.636, 1.591)

P value

0.090.

0.532
0.005 **

<0.001***

0.004 **

0.418

0.044 *

0.577

0.947

0.981




Table 5

Table 5 Univariate and multivariate Cox regression models for overall survival (OS) in MCO patients.

Variable
TIL Score
Low
High

Sex
Male
Female
Age

pT stage
T1-13

T4

pN stage
NO-N1
N2

MSI

MSS

MSI
Stage
Stage I-11
Stage llI-IV
BRAF
Mutated
wild
KRAS
Mutated
wild
Lympho-vascular Invasion
No

Yes

Univariate Cox for MCO dataset (OS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.708 (0.568, 0.882)

1(ref)
0.753 (0.620, 0.913)
1.020 (1.013, 1.030)

1(ref)
3.102 (2.418,3.978)

1(ref)
3.144 (2.354, 4.198)

1(ref)
0.623 (0.476, 0.816)

1(ref)
2.863 (2.346, 3.495)

1(ref)
1.176 (0.911, 1.518)

1(ref)
0.811 (0.662, 0.993)

1(ref)
2.249 (1.831, 2.761)

P value

0.005 **

0.004 **

<0.0001***

<0.0001***

<0.0001***

0.004 **

<0.0001 ***

0.237

0.0358 *

<0.0001***

Multivariate Cox for MCO dataset (OS)

HR(95% Cl)

1(ref)
0.920 (0.722, 1.192)

1(ref)
0.698 (0.571, 0.854)

1.031 (1.022, 1.040)

1(ref)
2.131 (1.721, 2.637)

1(ref)
1.585 (1.231, 2.040)

1(ref)
0.808 (0.559, 1.169)

1(ref)

1.936 (1.516, 2.472)

1(ref)
1.015 (0.754, 1.366)

1(ref)
0.781 (0.637, 0.956)

1(ref)
1.524 (1.228, 1.891)

P value

0.555

<0.001 ***

<0.0001***

<0.0001***

<0.001 ***

0.258

<0.0001***

0.921

0.0166 *

0.0001 ***




Figure Legends

Figure 1. The framework for the proposed automated deep learning LinkNet for TIL
quantification for CRC patients. A LinkNet-based lymphocyte-segmentation model is developed
to detect the cell-level lymphocytes on color-normalized image patches for tumors. A tissue
classifier is developed to select the tumor regions from whole-slide H&E images (WSIs). The
developed LinkNet-based lymphocyte detector is used to quantify the TILs for the selected
patches on the WSI by calculating the overall percentage of the TIL area. L represents the region
of lymphocytes in the ith patch, P represents the area of one patch, and N represents the total
number of tumor patches in a whole slide image.

Figure 2. Risk of disease progression (PFS) or death (OS) according to TILs in CRC. Penalized
splines modeling of hazard ratio (HR) for (a) PFS in the TCGA CRC cohort; (b) OS in the TCGA
CRC cohort; and (c) OS in the MCO cohort. The shaded area around the blue line represents the
95% confidence interval

Figure 3. Kaplan—Meier estimates of progression—free survival (PFS) for CRC patients with TIL-
High and TIL-Low in the TCGA cohort (a); and Forest plot of effects of TILs on PFS (TIL-High
vs. TIL-Low) based on different subgroups according to risk variables (b).

Figure 4. Kaplan—Meier estimates of overall survival (OS) for CRC patients with TIL-High and
TIL-Low in the TCGA cohort (a); and Forest plot of effects of TILs on PFS (TIL-High vs. TIL-
Low) based on different subgroups according to risk variables (b).

Figure 5. Kaplan—Meier estimates of overall survival (OS) for CRC patients with TIL-High and
TIL-Low in the MCO cohort (a); and Forest plot of effects of TILs on PFS (TIL-High vs. TIL-
Low) based on different subgroups according to risk variables (b).
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Figure 2
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