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Abstract

Semantic segmentation is a crucial step to extract quantitative information from medical (and, specifically,
radiological) images to aid the diagnostic process, clinical follow-up. and to generate biomarkers for clinical
research. In recent years, machine learning algorithms have become the primary tool for this task. However,
its real-world performance is heavily reliant on the comprehensiveness of training data. Dafne is the first
decentralized, collaborative solution that implements continuously evolving deep learning models exploiting
the collective knowledge of the users of the system. In the Dafne workflow, the result of each automated
segmentation is refined by the user through an integrated interface, so that the new information is used to
continuously expand the training pool via federated incremental learning. The models deployed through
Dafne are able to improve their performance over time and to generalize to data types not seen in the
training sets, thus becoming a viable and practical solution for real-life medical segmentation tasks.



Main

Introduction

Semantic segmentation of medical (and, specifically, radiological) images is a challenging yet important
step towards the automation of both research and clinical workflows, either because it supports the
radiologists in highlighting the presence of lesions, or because it is a necessary step in extracting
quantitative biomarkers, such as organ size and volume, and average tissue properties over anatomical
regions.

The current highest-performing methods for automated image segmentations are based on deep neural
networks, typically trained on manually labeled data . One of the key factors that contribute to the success
of these algorithms is the availability of large and diverse training datasets. A high volume of training data
allows the algorithm to learn a wide range of features and patterns, which enables it to generalize better to
new and unseen examples *. High variability in the training data, on the other hand, helps the algorithm to
learn robust and invariant representations, which allows it to perform well in various conditions and
environments °.

This is particularly relevant in Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI), where there is a large potential
variability in the acquisition protocols of the same organ, which results in different contrasts and resolutions,
and especially in the imaging of deformable organs such as the skeletal muscles.

In the specific field of muscle MRI, which is useful in the diagnosis and follow-up of neuromuscular
diseases and other neuromuscular pathologies, the collection of a representative amount of training data is
particularly difficult as many of these are rare. Moreover, clear tissue boundaries are often lacking, and they
are additionally blurred in the presence of fat replacement and infiltration. For these reasons, manual
segmentation is still the gold standard ¢, and although some automated methods are present in the literature
710 they are trained and validated on a limited number of cases, and often limited to healthy muscles or to a
subset of pathologic appearances.

A now common solution to the difficulty of collecting all the necessary training data in a single institution is
the use of federated learning ", or, in its decentralized form, swarm learning '*"3, where the same model is
trained at different locations on local data, and the model parameters are then aggregated and redistributed
multiple times for various training cycles, with the goal of obtaining a final, stable model. This approach is
highly appealing in healthcare, as it largely overcomes the legal and practical hurdles of sharing patient data
. Indeed, a number of existing studies have been focused on lesion detection and/or classification '***
finding similar performance between centralized and federated learning ».

Despite the very active research area, clinical translation of fully automated segmentation pipelines is
challenging, as regulatory bodies require assumption of responsibility for healthcare decisions, and accuracy
thus needs to be ensured in a wide range of contexts outside the initial development and testing conditions.
A much more practical solution is therefore to integrate segmentation models in image visualization
interfaces, giving the user the final control over the accuracy of the segmentation ***’. By using this
approach, the segmentation does not need to be accurate and reliable every time, because an expert human
operator will always have the final responsibility over the results. The necessary presence of a human
verifier represents the ideal case for the implementation of continuous training of the deep learning models,
which can continue over the whole lifetime of the model, learning and adapting to new data.

For this reason, we are proposing a paradigm shift in medical image segmentation, moving away from the
traditional training-validation-deployment model, where the model is optimized for a specific data type,
towards a more practical workflow that exploits the human knowledge and the collaborative effort of the
community to continuously refine the segmentation models. With this approach, we can leverage large
amounts of data covering a wide spectrum of real-world applications in a way that is 1) convenient for the
end user, 2) privacy-preserving, 3) resource-sparing, and 4) free of medical responsibility because the end
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result is always checked by a human operator.
In this paper, we are presenting an open-source, multiplatform client/server software system that integrates
deep-learning segmentation models with an advanced user interface for computer-assisted manual
segmentation tasks. While the interface already implements a number of advanced features that make it a
potentially useful tool on its own, the strength of the system lies in the seamless coupling of this interface
with an incremental upgrade of the model performed on the client’s side. All the local upgrades are then
transmitted to the central server which updates and redistributes the refined model to all users.
This system was designed with the following fundamental principles in mind, reflecting the features stated
above:

1. The program has an intuitive user interface with advanced manual editing features (user

convenience).
2. Data are only handled by the client and never transmitted (privacy preservation).

(98]

Incremental learning is performed on the client’s side (resource sparing).

4. The automated segmentation is always checked and refined by the operator (waiver of medical

responsibility).

The system was named Dafne (an acronym for Deep Anatomical Federated Network), and currently offers
two models that are specialized in the segmentation of the skeletal muscles of the leg and thigh in health and
disease. We tested Dafne both in a controlled study of locally collected data (38 clinical MRI datasets) and
in a retrospective analysis of the system performance in terms of native segmentation quality during the
distributed usage over a period of 18 months, which amounted to 639 segmented datasets segmented by 36
independent users.
We demonstrate that by following these principles, Dafne is a practical and effective tool that can be used
by medical professionals in clinical research that is capable of autonomously improving its performance
over time.

Results

Dafne was first distributed to users in April 2021 in a testing phase, and a significant expansion of the user
base (from 9 initial test users to 25) started in the summer of 2021. The user base expanded to 36 active
users by the end of the considered period (December 2022). The client side of Dafne is a feature-rich image
viewer with computer-aided manual segmentation capabilities, which interacts with a server that provides
continuously updated neural network models for image segmentation, encapsulated in serialized executable
objects that are dynamically integrated into the client at runtime. These objects are self-contained and are
able to perform the necessary pre- and post-processing steps in addition to the network prediction, for
optimal flexibility.

Over the course of Dafne's lifetime, we collected real-world usage data and performed testing under
controlled conditions. The data collected (anonymized for privacy reasons), together with the code to
perform the analysis presented in the following paragraphs and to generate the figures, are available under a
CC-BY license at **.

Workflow from the user perspective

Dafne implements a client/server architecture. The server, including a website containing the
documentation, is hosted on a Google Cloud Virtual Machine (Google LLC, Mountain View, CA, USA) at
the web address https://dafne.network/. The role of the server is to provide the available segmentation
models to the client and receive updated versions from the users and integrate them into the central model
(see the Method section for details).

The user downloads the Dafne client either in packaged form (available for Microsoft Windows, Apple
MacOS, and GNU/Linux) or in source form from the Github repository page or the Python Package Index
(PyPI). A personal API key, currently distributed for free through a request form on the website, enables
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communication between the client and the server.
Once the connection is established, the client is ready for usage.

Client side
Load data Autosegment Manuall check/ Incremental Export/
refine learn calculate
Provide latest Receive
model model
Validate
Validate
Server side

Figure 1: Dafne workflow. The top flow happens on the client’s side, with user interaction in the manual
refinement step. When the user exports the segmented masks, or calculates the voxel statistics from
within the software, an incremental learning step over the used model is triggered.

The bottom flow happens automatically on the server once a refined model is received.

The typical Dafne workflow is shown in Fig. 1. The user loads the data (a variety of common medical
imaging formats, including classic and enhanced DICOM * and NIfTI *, is supported), and selects one
model to be used for the segmentation. Two models are provided: the “leg” model, segmenting 6 muscles of
the human lower leg, and the “thigh” model, segmenting 12 muscles of the thigh. Both models work on
single axial slices, with the option in the client of reformatting the datasets if they are originally in a
different orientation. There are also variants of each model that can be applied to images of both limbs or of
a single (left or right) limb. The variants rely on the same machine learning model with different pre- and
postprocessing steps.

Once the data are loaded, the user is shown the main interface (Fig. 2). The dataset is shown slice-by-slice (a
common modality for many medical image viewers), which the user can scroll through and modify the
brightness and contrast. By using the “Autosegment” button, the latest model for the selected body region is
downloaded from the server and applied to one or more slices. After segmentation, various editing tools are
used for the refinement of the labeled areas. Variable-brush-size manual area painting and erasing is the
primary tool used (“mask” modality); however, a “contour” modality enables the editing of the contours of
the labeled areas by modifying the handles of an interpolating spline curve, which is useful in case of the
definition of whole new areas. Switching between the contour and mask modalities can be performed
seamlessly.

Depending on the edit modality, various editing tools are available, including nonrigid-registration-based
area propagation and interpolation, image-gradient-based contour snapping, common mask operations (area
opening and closing, thresholding), etc. A full description of the features is available in the user
documentation ',
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Figure 2: Screenshot of the Dafne user interface. Dafne is currently in “mask” edit mode and the
corresponding tools are shown on the toolbox on the left. The active region of interest (in this case the
right Soleus muscle) is overlaid in red in the image window. The inactive regions are overlaid in blue.

Once the user has checked and refined the automatic segmentation, the masks can either be exported for
further processing, voxel statistics (intensity over each ROI, number of voxels, volume, etc.) can be directly
calculated, and radiomics feature extraction (based on pyradiomics *?) can be performed. During this last
step, if the number of segmented slices is sufficient (at least 5), model refinement is triggered, consisting of
5 epochs of incremental learning, as described in .

The model is then automatically sent back to the server, where it first gets validated on internal data, and
then, if successful, merged with the previous version of the model and made available for the next usage.

In order to provide a certain usefulness to the users from the beginning, the initially provided models were
already pretrained on a limited set of proton-density-weighted MRI data '°.

In Fig. 3, we show how the “leg” model visually improved over the course of collaborative usage, by
showing the output of the automatic segmentation for two model snapshots: the initial pretrained one, and
one taken in November 2022. The proton-density contrast was acquired with a similar protocol as the
dataset on which the initial models were pretrained; the T1 contrast is instead a new contrast that the initial
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pretrained model was never exposed to. A visually clear improvement can be observed for both image

contrasts.

Figure 3: Segmentation example at two different time points and three different datasets. Panels a
and b show a proton-density weighted dataset (the same contrast used in the pretraining) segmented
with the initial pretrained model (a) and with the most current model (b). Panels ¢ to f'show T1-
weighted datasets (a contrast not included in the pretraining) segmented with the initial model (¢
and e) and with the current model (d and f). The outlines around the muscles show a ground-truth
manual segmentation, and the semitransparent areas show the result of the automatic segmentation.
On the first panel, the labeling of the muscles is shown (TA: Tibialis Anterior; EDL: Extensor
Digitorum Longus; Per: Peroneus; Sol: Soleus; GM: Gastrocnemius Medialis; GL: Gastrocnemius
Lateralis). In the last panel, an overestimation of the gastrocnemii by the automatic algorithm is
shown. This case is especially difficult because muscle boundaries are not clearly visible in the
image.

Images available under CC-BY at Ref. 28.

Learning new image contrasts under controlled conditions

We systematically tested the performance of the proposed approach with a retrospective analysis of
anonymized clinically collected data performed under a waiver of the requirement for specific informed
consent by the local ethical committee. It was performed by analyzing 38 T1-weighted datasets of patients
with suspected myositis who received a routine MR examination which included the lower leg.

The 38 datasets were split into two groups, group A containing 25 datasets, and group B containing the
remaining 13. Each group was randomly split between two independent annotators, working on different
workstations, to mimic the real-world situation of distributed usage.

At least 5 slices in the leg region of each dataset in group A were segmented by the two annotators using the
Dafne standard workflow. This means that the datasets in group A were progressively included in the



training for the later datasets. The average Dice Similarity Coefficients (DSCs) ** of all the segmented
muscles were used as a quality metric to evaluate the quality of the model. It was calculated for each model
and each dataset produced during the segmentation of group A, between the automatic and the manually
refined segmentation. Considering the DSC at time 0 (the time of the model before the group A
segmentation) as the baseline, it can be observed that the average DSC over all the datasets tended to
increase (Fig. 4a). By fitting a linear mixed effects model with random slope (dependent on the dataset) to
this trend, we observed a significant (p < 0.001) increase by 0.009+0.001 points (95% confidence interval
0.006-0.012) per learning step on the group A datasets.

After the segmentation of group A, the same annotators used the Dafne workflow to similarly segment the
datasets of group B. However, the model updates generated by group B were excluded from subsequent
evaluation. This division ensured that the evaluated models were never trained on any data belonging to
group B.

A similar average DSC increase can be observed in group B, on the models refined on the datasets of group
A (Fig. 4b). The linear model also revealed a significant increase (p < 0.001) with a linear coefficient of
0.007+0.002 points (95% confidence interval 0.003-0.011) per learning step, thus demonstrating that the
model incrementally trained on group A successfully generalized to the segmentation of group B.
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Figure 4: Evolution of the Dice Similarity Coefficients over the model versions produced by the local
evaluation. Panel a reports the results for the data used for the training (group A in the text), whereas
panel b reports the results of the data used for validation (group B). The thin gray lines correspond to
each dataset, and the thick orange line is the average DSC across all datasets. Plots available under CC-
BY at Ref. 28.

Overall performance in real-world conditions

User data statistics in the form of average DSC across all regions of interest and all slices were
automatically sent by the client to the server and recorded every time a user finished the segmentation of a
dataset. The users were not instructed on a particular segmentation style (e.g. how much margin to leave
between adjacent muscles), nor were they restricted to the type of protocol, contrast, or pathology that they
could import into the system, as the hypothesis was that the model could generalize to a wide range of inputs
and that it would converge towards a consensus segmentation style. To avoid data regulatory concerns,
specific patient or pathology data were not collected from the sites.

The user statistics were observed over a period spanning from July 1st, 2021, to December 31st, 2022, and
consisted of the collection of averaged DSC for every segmented dataset. The log file also showed how
many unique users utilized the system.

Over the considered period, Dafne reached 36 active users, and they collectively segmented 662 datasets. Of
these, 639 were considered valid data points, excluding the points that suggested irregular user behavior,
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namely perfect dice scores (>=0.99, indicating that no refinement was performed) and dice scores very close
to zero (<0.1, possibly indicating that a wrong segmentation task was performed). 23 data points (3.5%)
were excluded according to these criteria.

The “thigh” model was used on 123 datasets, with a median DSC of 0.88 (interquartile range 0.82 — 0.91).
The “leg” model was used on 516 datasets, with a median DSC of 0.82 (interquartile range 0.71 — 0.88).
Analyzing the model evolution over time (Fig. 5), it can be observed that after user growth, the average
DSC of the system declined, both for the leg and thigh datasets, which was the expected behavior,
compatible with the introduction of different contrasts and protocols previously unknown to the original
models; however, the DSC recovered over the course of the usage and reached consistently high values after
user number stabilization.
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Figure 5: Evolution of model performance for both the leg (a) and thigh () models over time, as
reported by the client, together with number of active users (in purple). For both models, an initial
decline after user expansion can be observed, which then recovers after stabilization of user
numbers. Plots available under CC-BY at Ref. 28.

Discussion

We presented Dafne, a fully open client/server software package and development framework for the
segmentation of medical images which allows lifelong federated learning and is a solution to the problem of
low availability of data, especially when rare conditions are investigated and direct data sharing is not
feasible or desirable for legal or practical reasons.

We demonstrated that the system is able to adapt to new image contrasts (through a controlled study where
T1 contrast was used, as opposed to the proton-density contrast of the initial training) and that its
performance is able to adapt to the requirements of a growing set of users, by achieving overall improved
quality over time.

Specifically, the “leg” segmentation model showed an overall increase in its average performance in
comparison with the early results; the “thigh” model reported high-performance values in its early stages,
when the user pool was still small, followed by a decline and a subsequent recovery. This behavior is
expected and is an indication of the initial low adaptation of the model to new image protocols and
contrasts, which it incorporated in the later stages.

One key component of the task was developing a user-friendly interface for loading and manually
segmenting (or refining the existing segmentation) medical datasets in multiple formats. This allowed for a
natural workflow for medical professionals, who could proficiently exploit the system and have complete
control over the end results. The feasibility and convenience of this proposed workflow was already
demonstrated in a previous study by Wang et al **.

The health conditions that require segmentation of the skeletal muscles from MR images for diagnostic
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purposes are for the most part rare, and are primarily investigated by a range of non-standardized qualitative
MR imaging protocols **. Such protocols, such as T1-weighted imaging or fat-suppressed T2-weighted
imaging, are segmented primarily to extract volumetric information of the muscles of interest for the
evaluation of muscle wasting, and they can be acquired with vastly different resolutions and protocol
parameters, affecting the relative brightness of the various tissue compartments. Similarly, even the
quantitative MR measurements used in clinical research (quantitative fat fraction and quantitative T2), can
be performed by a variety of gradient-echo or spin-echo based protocols, resulting in images that can be
noticeably different across sites. Finally, an additional element of variability is given by the deformable,
position-dependent geometry of the limbs (as opposed, for example, to the brain). These factors make the
training of a sufficiently general model, which could give well-reproducible results across institutions,
difficult.

For this reason, our approach challenges the traditional workflow of training-validation-deployment of a
model, to substitute it with a continuously adapting one. While this cannot guarantee a stable performance
over time, we believe that it can be most useful in real-world circumstances, where human oversight and
assumption of responsibility are necessary for a patient care environment. If the user desires consistency in
the results for reproducibility, they can choose to disconnect from the Dafne network and use a particular
model version for all their subsequent segmentation tasks. Although not currently implemented in the user
interface, the retrieval of old models from the server is also possible through the network application
programming interface (API).

The goal of the system is currently focused on the segmentation of muscle anatomy from MR images. As
explained above, the complex nature of the task makes it an ideal test case for this kind of approach.
However, the application of this system is potentially much more general than this specific application. New
models can be easily programmed by following the object interface specification, and immediately deployed
through the Dafne infrastructure.

Another advantage of this system is the incremental learning that is performed on the client’s side and not
on the server. As the training is only performed on a single dataset at a time for a small number of epochs,
this poses little penalty to the user, who can perform it on any workstation, even without the usage of a
Graphical Processing Unit (GPU). This is a marked distinction from conventional federated learning
approaches'> ™, which require the training of the model on all the data available at a site, and thus usually
require dedicated computing time. At the same time, the same advantage as with federated learning holds for
the server, which in our case is a simple CPU-only virtual machine hosted on Google Cloud. The only
computationally expensive job on the server is the application of the model on the validation data stored,
which is much less intensive than model training.

In the current implementation, Dafne users all contribute to the same model. This is a desired feature
because it is necessary to expose the model to the largest variability of input data (in terms of contrasts, data
quality, and image characteristics) in order to generalize its applicability. However, different users
potentially follow different segmentation guidelines, which would necessarily reduce the stability of the
performance of the model, as it will continuously adapt towards the most “popular” segmentation style, a
typical characteristic of lifelong learning. This problem can be addressed by implementing selective learning
of the different parts of the model, for example by only updating the “encoder” part of the global model
(extracting the contrast-related features '), and keeping a local version of the “decoder” side which deals
with the labeling. However, this would create personalized models for each user, which would decrease the
reproducibility and standardization of the system. This splitting of the model updates could nevertheless
allow for more powerful models, which could use the same encoder structure and weights, but produce
different labeling (e.g. to segment fatty tissue or muscle groups instead of single muscles).

In conclusion, Dafne’s approach, which substitutes the traditional train-validate-deploy model of machine-
learning-based medical image segmentation solution with a lifelong learning approach enabled by human
supervision, is demonstrably capable of improving and generalizing on new data provided by the users and
can be a viable and practical solution in real-world clinical situations.
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Methods

Client/server implementation

Both the client and the server components of Dafne are programmed in Python and are available as Free and
Open Source Software on Github (https:/github.com/dafne-imaging). The client is installable through the
Python Package Index (PyPI) and prepackaged binaries are provided for Microsoft Windows, GNU/Linux,
and Apple MacOS.

The Dafne client is a fully-fledged application for the two-dimensional visualization and computer-assisted
segmentation of medical images whose interface is based on the PyQt5 (Riverbank Computing Limited,
Dorchester, UK) and matplotlib ** graphics libraries with optimized visualization tweaks (e.g. multithreaded
operation and blitting *").

Nonrigid registration for the propagation of ROIs across slices is provided by the SimpleElastix *library,
and additional image processing procedures are implemented based on scikit-image *, SciPy *, and
SimplelTK *. Data I/O is derived from DOSMA *'.

ROI conversion between mask and contour is performed through connectivity filling of the contour (in the
contour-to-mask conversion) *, or through a custom iterative optimization of the spline until subvoxel
accuracy of the contour rendering is achieved (in the mask-to-contour conversion).

The server component is also programmed in Python and currently resides on a cloud-hosted virtual
machine (Google Cloud, Google Inc, Mountain View, CA, USA). It is encapsulated in a docker * image and
leverages the FastAPI * library for communication with the client. The core functionality of the server is to
provide the most recent model to the client and to receive the updated models after incremental learning on
the client’s side. No model training is performed on the server’s side; instead, every received model is
validated against an internal library of manually segmented validation data, by performing a segmentation of
the data with the new model and calculating the Dice Similarity Coefficient (DSC) ** with the stored “gold
standard” manually segmented masks. This validation is necessary to exclude models that would
unacceptably decrease the model’s performance.

The validation is performed once the model is received and, if successful (i.e. the DSC is higher than a
predefined threshold), the new model is merged with the existing version.

This merging operation is a simple linear combination of the weights of the old model and of the new
model, and it is an operation that is implemented by the model object itself, and it is therefore agnostic to the
underlying implementation for optimal generalizability. The weights of the linear combination are defined in
a server configuration file and are currently set to 0.5 (i.e. the merged model is an exact average of the
weights of the preexisting model and the newly uploaded model).

The merged model is validated again, and, if successful, it replaces the current model as the most recent one
which will be served to any client at the next request.

Deep learning models and algorithms

The deep learning model implementation is designed to be generic and extensible through a plugin-like
architecture. The most low-level way of exchanging information about a neural network model is to
communicate the weights of the neuronal connections forming the model. In our implementation, the models
are represented by files that contain a serialized (using the dill python package *) representation of a Python
object, implementing the functionality of a segmentation model in the most generic way possible. In
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practice, the object not only contains the weights of the model, but also contains the functions that perform
the initialization of the model, the pre- and postprocessing of the data, the incremental learning, and the
averaging of the model weights with another model. All these functions are serialized together with the
model weights and used for transmission between the client and the server. If the source code is accessible
at runtime, a text version of the function is serialized for best compatibility with different python versions,
otherwise the compiled bytecode is included in the serialized object. This approach allows the
implementation of virtually arbitrary segmentation algorithms and is potentially agnostic to the underlying
machine learning framework.

Two models are currently provided by the Dafne server, and they currently share the same basic
implementation. They are able to segment 12 muscles of the thigh (vastus lateralis, medialis, and
intermedius, rectus femoris, sartorius, gracilis, adductor magnus and longus, semimembranosus,
semitendinosus, and the long and short heads of the biceps femori) and 6 muscles of the lower legs
(gastrocnemius lateralis and medialis, soleus, extensor digitorum longus, peroneus, and tibialis anterior),
respectively.

They are based on the previous work by Agosti et al '°, where customized versions of the VNet * and ResNet
% architectures for deep convolutional networks were used. These networks employed a contracting
topology for classification tasks and extracting deep features from increasingly compressed levels of
resolution. An expanding topology was employed for resolution decompression and performing the
segmentation task. The models were pretrained on 44 datasets in order to provide an initial working
implementation for the users and to avoid catastrophic forgetting during subsequent incremental learning
steps V. These 44 datasets were axial proton-density-weighted gradient echo acquisitions of the leg and
thigh, with a resolution of 1.04x1.04x5.0mm?, with the field of view containing both the right and left limbs.
The network architecture, the training data and the training procedure are described in detail in Agosti et al
1 and implemented using the Tensorflow * and Keras * libraries. However, the models were adapted with
the goal of being applicable to a wider range of acquisition protocols. While the original implementation
was using a single convolutional network for the bilateral segmentation of both limbs, in the current
implementation the models were modified to only segment one single limb, thus being able to accommodate
multiple choices of fields of view. A preprocessing step was included in the model code to appropriately
split and mirror the input images where necessary. Similarly, the input images are preprocessed to adapt the
size and resolution to the original training data. By removing the dependency on the resolution and image
size, the main source of variability in the data introduced by the widespread release of the model to multiple
users is the image contrast, which can vary significantly in MR acquisitions. Incremental learning is
performed on each used model every time a segmentation on a minimum of five slices is performed by a
user. The incremental learning consists of five epochs of training of the model on the refined images by
using a batch size of 5 and an Adam optimizer *, employing a class-balanced weighted cross-entropy loss
function, where the weights are calculated in a preprocessing step and compensate the different frequency of
pixels for each segmentation class, while focalizing the attention of the network between neighboring
muscles, as in '°.

Performance evaluation

The main performance indicator used to evaluate Dafne is the average Dice Similarity Coefficient (DSC). It
was calculated for each ROI and for each slice in the segmented dataset with the formula:

2<ROIauto N ROIT@fiTLCd)
DSC =
RO]auto + RO[refined R

where 2O1auto N ROl fined is the number of common voxels between the automatically segmented ROI
and the manually refined one.

The average (global) DSC for the whole was calculated by taking an average of the DSC for each ROI and
slice, weighted by the number of voxels of each manually refined ROL.

DSCs were analyzed separately for the leg and thigh datasets.
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The local evaluation was a retrospective analysis of anonymized clinically collected data performed under a
waiver for the requirement for informed consent provided by the local ethics committee. It was performed
by analyzing 38 datasets of patients with suspected myositis who received a routine MR examination which
included both lower legs. The acquisition protocol was a 2D axial T1-weighted turbo spin-echo sequence,
covering both limbs with a resolution of 1.04x1.04x8.0mm?. Thus, while the resolution was similar to the
initial training data, these datasets had a different contrast, to ensure that the performance of the system to
generalize to different contrasts was tested.
The statistical evaluation of the DSC trend was performed in Python (Jupyter Notebook) by using a linear
mixed effects model (mixedlm class of the statsmodels package *').
As the first point is forcibly set to 0 because of the calculation of the relative DSC, the intercept of the
model is constrained to 0, thus resulting in the formula:

relative_score ~ 0 + model_version + (model _version|dataset)
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