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Abstract—In recent years, the integration of pre-trained foun-
dational models with multiple instance learning (MIL) has im-
proved diagnostic accuracy in computational pathology. However,
existing MIL methods focus on optimizing feature extractors and
aggregation strategies while overlooking the complex semantic
relationships among instances within whole slide image (WSI).
Although Transformer-based MIL approaches aiming to model
instance dependencies, the quadratic computational complexity
limits their scalability to large-scale WSIs. Moreover, due to the
pronounced variations in tumor region scales across different
WSIs, existing Transformer-based methods employing fixed-scale
attention mechanisms face significant challenges in precisely
capturing local instance correlations and fail to account for the
distance-based decay effect of patch relevance. To address these
challenges, we propose window scale decay MIL (WSD-MIL),
designed to enhance the capacity to model tumor regions of
varying scales while improving computational efficiency. WSD-
MIL comprises: 1) a window scale decay based attention module,
which employs a cluster-based sampling strategy to reduce com-
putational costs while progressively decaying attention window-
scale to capture local instance relationships at varying scales;
and 2) a squeeze-and-excitation based region gate module, which
dynamically adjusts window weights to enhance global informa-
tion modeling. Experimental results demonstrate that WSD-MIL
achieves state-of-the-art performance on the CAMELYON16 and
TCGA-BRCA datasets while reducing 62% of the computational
memory. The code will be publicly available.

Index Terms—Histopathological whole slide image, Multiple
instance learning, Image classification, Weakly supervised learn-
ing, Window scale decay.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the field of cancer diagnosis and therapy, histopathologi-
cal examination has traditionally depended on pathologists vi-
sually inspecting tissue sections with a light microscope. This
manual approach is both time-consuming and labor-intensive,
and its diagnostic accuracy is vulnerable to inter-observer
variability arising from differences in experience and skill,
potentially introducing bias [1], [2]. Recent advances in digital
pathology—particularly high-resolution slide scanners—allow
microscopic tissue sections to be digitized as whole-slide im-
ages (WSIs), thereby furnishing large-scale datasets for deep-
learning-driven automated pathology [3], [4]. Nevertheless, the
ultra-high resolution of WSIs (often on the gigapixel scale),
coupled with the scarcity of pixel-level annotations, makes it
challenging to apply conventional supervised learning methods
directly to WSI analysis and processing [5], [6].
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Fig. 1. Top: The previous methods employed fixed-scale attention, which
struggled to accurately capture key features in WSIs with significant scale
variations in tumor regions. Bottom: The proposed method introduces a scale-
decaying attention, enabling the model to flexibly adapt to tumor regions of
different scales and thus precisely extract key features.

To address these challenges, multiple-instance learning
(MIL)—a weakly supervised framework that requires only
slide-level labels—has been widely adopted for WSI diagno-
sis [7], [8]. In MIL, each WSI is treated as a bag that is
tiled into many non-overlapping patches serving as the bag’s
instances [9], [10]. According to the standard MIL assumption,
a bag is classified as negative if and only if all its instances
are negative; otherwise, it is classified as positive. Traditional
MIL methods generally involve two stages: firstly, all patches
are embedded into feature vectors using a pre-trained encoder;
secondly, these instance representations are aggregated into
a bag-level representation for final classification by a classi-
fier [11]. Existing research primarily focuses on two aspects:
the pretraining of feature extractors and the design of MIL
aggregator [12], [13]. The former focuses on learning high-
quality representations of pathological images. Foundation
models, such as Virchow [14] and Uni [15], leverage self-
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supervised algorithms like DINO [16] to extract morphological
features. The latter, namely MIL aggregators, prioritizes the
integration of patch-level features. Simple schemes such as
mean pooling and max pooling are common, yet they perform
poorly when positive patches are heavily outnumbered by neg-
atives. Consequently, attention-based aggregators—including
ABMIL [17], CLAM [18], and DTFD [19]—have been pro-
posed to assign learnable weights to each instance. However,
these methods typically embed each patch into the feature
space independently and perform aggregation only at later
stages, failing to capture spatial relationships between patches.
This limitation restricts the model’s ability to comprehensively
represent the overall pathological structure [20].

In recent years, Transformer-based methods have attracted
considerable attention [21]. These approaches employ multi-
layer self-attention mechanisms between the frozen feature
extractor and the aggregator, facilitating the effective modeling
of nonlinear dependencies among instances [22]. However,
given that each WSI comprises tens of thousands of patches,
Transformer-based methods incur substantial computational
and memory overhead, typically exhibiting O(n?) complexity.
This renders them impractical for large-scale WSI analy-
sis [23], [24]. Additionally, recent studies have shown that
task-relevant patch features comprise only a minute fraction
of the total patch set; applying global self-attention indiscrim-
inately to all instances can homogenize their representations,
thereby diluting the contribution of these critical local fea-
tures [25]. To address these challenges, the R2T has explored
region-based instance dependency modeling, which captures
feature correlations within local regions [26]. Nevertheless,
this approach predominantly relies on fixed-scale region atten-
tion, which fails to account for tumor regions’ scale variations
across different WSIs, thereby limiting flexibility and accu-
racy in characterizing diverse tumor features, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(a). Furthermore, cancer cells tend to exhibit a clustered
distribution, suggesting that patch-to-patch correlations should
decay with increasing spatial distance. However, conventional
fixed-scale attention mechanisms treat all patches within a
region equally, failing to effectively model the varying sig-
nificance of local patches. Therefore, it is crucial to develop
a modeling strategy that can adapt to varying tumor scales,
dynamically adjust correlations, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b), and
improve computational efficiency, ultimately enhancing both
the accuracy and efficiency of WSI processing.

In this work, we propose an innovative window scale decay
multiple instance learning (WSD-MIL) framework for WSI
classification. This framework integrates two key components:
a window scale decay based attention module (WSDA) and
a squeeze-and-excitation based region gate module (SERG).
The WSDA first applies a clustering algorithm to analyze
the instance embedding vectors, leveraging a feature sam-
pling strategy within each cluster to reduce computational
cost while preserving feature diversity and representativeness.
Subsequently, the module employs a progressively decaying
window-scale attention mechanism to model local regions,
capturing the correlations between patches in tumor regions of

varying scales within WSI. Moreover, the module dynamically
adjusts attention intensity based on the relative distances
between instances. To further enhance the capacity for global
information modeling, we introduce a SERG module, which
captures dependencies among different regional partitions on
a global scale and dynamically assigns varying weights to
different regions. This design facilitates a comprehensive fea-
ture optimization process that transitions progressively from a
global scale to a local scale and back to the global scale. The
contributions of this work are summarized as follows:

¢ A novel window scale decay based attention module
is proposed, utilizes a feature cluster-based sampling
strategy to reduce computational overhead, while em-
ploying a progressively decaying window-scale attention
mechanism to model local regions, effectively capturing
the correlations between patches in tumor regions of
varying scales within WSI.

+ A new squeeze-and-excitation based region gate module
is proposed, which assigns different weights to different
regional blocks to capture the dependencies among them
on a global scale, thereby further enhancing the capacity
for global information modeling.

o« We conducted extensive experiments on two datasets,
including Camelyonl6 and TCGA-BRCA. The results
demonstrated the effectiveness of the proposed method.

II. METHOD

A. Problem formulation

Given a dataset of N whole-slide images (WSIs)
D = {(X, yz)}i\;l where the slide-level label y; €
{0,---,C — 1}, our objective is to learn a mapping:

frXim 90,0 = f(Xi) =y (1)

Under the multiple-instance learning (MIL) paradigm, each
WSI is subdivided into n non-overlapping patches, yielding
a bag B = {x1,---,z,}. Following the standard MIL
assumption, a bag is positive if at least one patch is can-
cerous, and negative otherwise [27]. Every patch is encoded
by a pretrained network FE (-) to obtain instance embeddings
zj = E(z;) € RY, aggregated as Z = {21, -+ ,2z,}. A
permutation-invariant aggregator A () produces a bag-level
representation i = A (Z), which is then passed to a classifier
g () to yield the prediction

g=9g(h)=g(A(E(X))) 2

However, conventional MIL approaches typically (i) over-
look the complex spatial and semantic dependencies among
patches, relying solely on simple pooling or attention-based
aggregation and therefore failing to capture the macroscopic
tissue architecture; and (ii) incur prohibitive computational
overhead when processing tens of thousands of redundant
patches, causing critical information to be drowned out. In
the remainder of this paper, we introduce a framework that
simultaneously models long-range dependencies and dynami-
cally selects salient regions to alleviate these two bottlenecks.
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Fig. 3. The structures of the decaying window transformer and the squeeze-excitation region gate.

B. Overall architecture of window scale decay multiple in-
stance learning framework (WSD-MIL)

The WSD-MIL proposed in this study is illustrated in
Fig. 2. First, during the feature extraction stage (Fig. 2a),
the WSI is partitioned into non-overlapping small patches at
a 20x resolution, and instance features are extracted using
a pretrained feature extractor. Next, in the model training
stage (Fig. 2b), the extracted features are fed into the window-
scale decay based attention module (WSDA). This module
first employs a cluster-based sampling strategy to eliminate
redundant patch-level features and then utilizes a decay-
ing window Transformer to precisely model the correlations

among instances within tumor regions at different scales. Sub-
sequently, all regional features are processed by the squeeze-
and-excitation based region gate module (SERG), which dy-
namically assigns weights to different window regions to
capture global inter-regional dependencies. Finally, a WSI-
level attention aggregator and a linear classifier are used to
predict bag-level labels.

C. Window scale decay based attention module (WSDA)

The WSDA module is designed to enhance the model’s
ability to capture inter-instance relationships within tumor re-
gions of varying scales in WSIs while reducing computational



cost. This module consists of two key components: feature
clustering and sampling, and decaying window transformer.

a) Feature Clustering-based Sampling Strategy: High-
resolution WSI typically yields tens of thousands of largely
redundant patches, creating substantial computational over-
head. To curb this burden, each WSI is first tiled at 20x
magnification into non-overlapping patches and fed to a pre-
trained encoder (e.g., ResNet-50 or Virchow). This produces
an instance-level feature set

Z = {Zi}?zl , 2 € Rd 3)

where z; is the i-th patch embedding and n is the total
number of patches extracted from the slide. To partition these
embeddings, we apply K -means clustering [28] by minimizing

K
J=3 > Nz~ il “

k=1 k2 eCy,

where C denotes the k-th cluster and uy is centroid. Each
cluster Cy, = {zx1,...,2kn,} contains ny feature vectors,
K

with > ng = n.

To kﬁllrther reduce complexity while preserving tissue het-
erogeneity, we perform stratified random sampling: a fixed
proportion a% of features is kept from every cluster, yielding
subsets C}, C Cy. The final, compact feature pool for down-
stream analysis is then

z=0cy )
k=1

This cluster-aware sampling strategy lowers memory and
runtime demands yet retains a balanced representation of the
slide’s diverse histologic patterns, thereby improving overall
computational efficiency without compromising feature diver-
sity.

b) Decaying Window Transformer: The overall archi-
tecture of the decaying window Transformer is illustrated in
Fig. 3a. For an input feature matrix Z € REXM*F where B
represents the batch size, M denotes the number of instances,
and F' is the feature dimension, a linear projection is first
applied to obtain the query, key, and value matrices:

Q, K, V] = ZW gpp, Wypy € RI*3E (©6)

Next, regional sampling is performed on ) and K to ob-
tain sampled queries and keys, denoted as @,, and K,,,
respectively. To reduce computational complexity, a Nystrom
layer [29] is employed to approximate global attention. The
Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse, denoted by ()+, is used in the
computation of Nystrom attention, which is formulated as
follows to obtain the attention matrix H:

H = Linear (softmax(QK;L) (softmax(Q,, K1)t
(M
softmax(QmKT)V)

Next, we perform multi-head attention operations at window
scales of k x k, 2k x 2k, and 4k x 4k (k = 4). For the 4 x 4

window attention process, as shown in the right half of Fig. 3a,
the input feature matrix is transformed as follows:

HGRBXMXF—)HGRBX4X4XCXF (8)

where c represents the number of instances in each window,
and it satisfies 4 - 4 - ¢ = M. The feature of each individual
window is denoted as H; € RBX*F where [ € 1,2, -, 16.
This partitioning strategy ensures that instance features within
each local window maintain spatial adjacency, facilitating
the extraction of fine-grained regional semantic information.
Within each window region H;, standard multi-head self-
attention is applied to enhance the modeling ability of cor-
relations between instances within the region:

QK

+P> Vi,
Vi,
P = Conv(QK}"),l=1,---

A; = softmax ( ©)

.16

where @);, K, and Vj are obtained by linear transformations of
Hy, dy; is the scaling factor, and P is the positional encoding
information obtained through a 1D convolution. The resulting
output is normalized and linearly transformed, followed by a
residual connection with the features from the previous layer:

H' = H + Linear (Norm (Linear (Norm (A))))  (10)

The window scale is then gradually reduced to capture finer-
grained features. The entire window-decaying Transformer
process can be summarized as:

H = Ruy(Rop(Ry,(Nys(H € RPM)))) (11

where R4y, Rok, and Ry, represent the window attention mech-
anisms at scales of 4k x 4k, 2k x 2k, and k x k, respectively,
and Nys refers to the Nystrom attention mechanism.

D. Squeeze-and-excitation based region gate module (SERG).

Although the WSDA module captures correlations between
patches from coarse to fine granularity, different regions
contribute unequally to classification outcomes. In particular,
regions containing positive instances exhibit highly distinctive
features, whereas negative regions often provide little informa-
tive value. Thus, a mechanism is required to emphasize these
discriminative regions while suppressing uninformative ones.
The SERG module is designed to assign adaptive weights
to different regions, capturing inter-region dependencies at a
global scale and further enhancing global feature modeling
capabilities. The overall architecture of the SERG is illustrated
in Fig. 3b.

Given the input feature matrix H' € RE , it is
partitioned into L x L windows {H;}X" |, where we set L = 8.
First, global average pooling GAP is applied to each window
H IS

XMXF

Zl’:GAP(f{l),lzl,---,LQ (12)

To assign different weights to different regions, we adopt the
Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) mechanism [30], which consists



of squeeze and excitation steps. For squeeze step, pooled fea-
ture vectors are projected into a low-dimensional embedding
space via a linear transformation:

e=0o (W Z'), W, € RE*//rxL? (13)

where Z' = UX, Z], r is the reduction ratio and o (-) is the
ReLU activation function.

For excitation step, the reduced representation is then ex-
panded back to its original dimension:

G = sigmoid (Wae) , W3 € RS XL/ /7 (14)

Finally, the regional gating weights G € RX* X are obtained
and used for region-wise feature reweighting: H,,; = H' ©G,
where ©® denotes element-wise multiplication at the regional
level. The weighted feature map H,,; is then propagated
through subsequent network layers, enhancing inter-region
modeling and improving feature representation. A WSI-level
attention aggregator followed and a linear classifier are ulti-
mately employed to predict the bag-level label from H,,;.

III. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS
A. Datasets

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed frame-
work, we carried out experiments on two extensively cited
public histopathology datasets: CAMELYON-16 [31] and
TCGA-BRCA [32]. Both collections comprise whole-slide im-
ages (WSIs) stained with haematoxylin and eosin (H&E) and
digitized using high-resolution scanners. Owing to their broad
adoption for developing and benchmarking cancer-diagnosis
algorithms, these datasets serve as authoritative reference
standards in computational pathology. Detailed descriptions of
the datasets and the experimental setup are provided in the
following content.

1) CAMELYON-16: The CAMELYON-16 dataset consists
of 399 whole-slide images (WSIs) of sentinel lymph-node
biopsies from breast-cancer patients. Among these, 239 slides
contain metastatic deposits (positive), whereas 160 do not
(negative). The official split assigns 270 slides to training
(162 positive, 108 negative) and 129 to testing (77 positive,
52 negative). Metastatic foci are delineated at the pixel level,
and each slide also receives a slide-level label from expert
pathologists. In this study, we use only the slide-level labels
and adopt a weakly supervised learning paradigm that eschews
pixel-wise annotations. A key challenge of CAMELYON16
is that metastatic regions are often minute, rendering their
localisation within the extensive benign tissue particularly
difficult.

2) TCGA-BRCA: The TCGA-BRCA cohort comprises 977
diagnostic WSIs of primary invasive breast carcinoma. We
focus on the two predominant histological subtypes— inva-
sive ductal carcinoma (IDC, 779 slides) and invasive lobular
carcinoma (ILC, 198 slides). Slides are randomly divided on a
per-patient basis into a training set of 780 slides and a test set
of 197 slides. Only slide-level subtype labels extracted from
pathology reports are available; no region-level annotations

are provided. Compared with CAMELYON16, tumour regions
in TCGA-BRCA usually occupy a larger proportion of the
tissue section. However, pronounced morphological hetero-
geneity, abundant adipose stroma and inter-scanner colour
variation make subtype classification non-trivial, positioning
TCGA-BRCA as a realistic yet challenging benchmark for
weakly supervised breast-cancer analysis.

B. Experiment setup and evaluation metrics

_wsl2 o WSIl

_WSI3

Fig. 4. The image preprocessing steps for WSIs. (a) Original WSI samples;
(b)The foreground region of the WSI obtained via threshold-based segmen-
tation; (c) The WSI after background removal; (d) Multiple 256 x 256-pixel
patches obtained by cropping the foreground of the WSI.

During preprocessing (see Fig. 4), each whole-slide image
(WSI) is first subjected to threshold-based segmentation to
delineate the foreground region (Fig. 4b); background pixels
are then removed to generate a binary mask (Fig. 4c). Only the
foreground is subsequently tiled into 256 x 256-pixel patches
at 20x optical magnification (Fig. 4d). Each patch is finally
embedded into a 1,024-dimensional or 1,280-dimensional fea-
ture vector by means of a pretrained ResNet-50 [33] and
Virchow [14] backbone, respectively. All experiments were
conducted on one NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU. The Adam
optimizer was employed to update the model weights, with
an initial learning rate set to le-5. The batch size was set to 1,
with a total of 100 epochs. All other baseline methods followed
the same experimental settings. We selected accuracy (Acc),
area under the curve (AUC), and Fl-score (F1) as evaluation
metrics and reported their mean and standard deviation under
five-fold cross-validation.

C. Sample results

To systematically evaluate the capacity of the cluster-based
sampling strategy to curb resource consumption while preserv-
ing classification performance, we fixed the sampling ratio
a% at 100%, 60%, and 20% and conducted comparative
experiments on two schemes: “R2T-MIL [26] +Sample” and
“the proposed WSD-MIL (denoted as Ours+Sample)”. During
the feature clustering process, the parameter K is set to 10.



TABLE I
THE CLASSIFICATION PERFORMANCE OF THE PROPOSED METHOD AND THE R2T-MIL METHOD UNDER PATCH SAMPLING RATIOS OF 100%, 60%, AND
20%, RESPECTIVELY.

Methods Patch Sample o %

Camelyonl6 (rcsnets0)

Acc AUC F1 Memory (GB)
R2T-MIL [26]+Sample 100% 89.44 15 50 91.3842 64 85.74 43 08 12 (100%)
60% 89.704£1.94 92.311.89 86.03+3.42 8 (66%)
20% 89.7011 35 92.0441 27 86.5312 53 5 (42%)
Ours+Sample 100% 90.46£1 .93 93.594 9 27 88.06+1.69 13 (100%)
60% 91.21+2 16 94.092 66 88.96+2 29 8 (61%)
20% 91.2043.25 92.7441 .92 87.89+3.69 5 (38%)
TABLE 11
COMPARISON WITH STATE-OF-THE-ART METHODS ON THE TWO DATASETS.
Methods Camely0n16 (ResNet50) TCGA-BRCA (ResNet50) TCGA-BRCA (Virchow)
Acc AUC F1 Acc AUC F1 Acc AUC F1
Mean Pooling 87.1842.69 89.8249 56 82.2843.10 84.864+3 .84 89.43411 91 68.64+7.09 93.04 12 36 94.39.1 3 29 82.9946.26
Max Pooling 754441983 74071557 68231515 82191163 85324452 643915928 91.811151 91.85+14.02 79274545
ABMIL [17] 87941144 88894292 81.7843.19 87.611228 88.891433 70.641530 91914347 94784315 82324719
CLAM [18] 89.581239 90471278 84.6811.51 86.80+274 89291088 T1.264574 93.051234 93431323 82.6316.02
TransMIL [22] 89.49;&2‘71 90.67:&3,14 84.55:‘:3,14 89.77:‘:282 89.54i3_90 75.58:&5_75 91.3113,75 93.88:(:3,32 80.26:‘:8,54
S4-MIL [8] 88.6949.99 89.8141.39 84.6643.70 88.1343.46 90.564509 73.1348.39 91.8141.39 93.2143.01 80.4944.21
R2T-MIL [26] 89.70:|:1A35 92.04:5:1‘27 86.53:5:2‘58 89.25:(:217 89‘44:(:4‘13 74.54:|:4A41 92.51:‘:2‘29 93.95:&:312 82~60i5A61
Ours 91.20+3 25 92.74 11 92 87.89.13 69 90381164 91141332 77.6813 06 93.3512.81 94.83.13.15 84.19.16 61

In every run, a frozen ResNet-50 backbone served as the
feature extractor, and all remaining training hyper-parameters
were held constant, ensuring that any performance differences
arose solely from the number of sampled patches. Besides con-
ventional metrics—Acc, AUC, and F1—we logged the GPU
memory footprint (Memory, GB) after each training epoch to
quantify the storage and computational burden introduced by
the sampling strategy.

As reported in Table I, reducing the sampling ratio from
100% to 20% does not noticeably degrade the classification
accuracy of either method, confirming that discarding large
quantities of redundant patches has a negligible effect on
discriminative power. At the 20% setting, R2T-MIL still
attains 89.70% Acc, 92.04% AUC, and 86.53 F1, whereas
WSD-MIL reaches 91.20% Acc, 92.74% AUC, and 87.89
F1; moreover, WSD-MIL achieves the table-wide best AUC
(94.09%) at the 60% ratio. Crucially, GPU memory usage
decreases almost linearly with the sampling rate: at 20%
sampling, both methods require only 5 GB, representing sav-
ings of approximately 58% (R2T-MIL) and 62% (WSD-MIL)
relative to their full-sampling baselines. These findings demon-
strate that the proposed clustering-driven sampling mechanism
effectively alleviates memory and computation bottlenecks
while maintaining—or even slightly enhancing—classification
metrics. Consequently, all subsequent experiments adopt the
20% sampling ratio to balance efficiency and accuracy.

D. Comparison with State-of-the-art methods

To rigorously assess the applicability and superiority of
WSD-MIL under diverse data distributions, feature extrac-
tors, and mainstream multiple-instance learning (MIL) frame-
works, we conducted experiments on two representative pub-
lic datasets: Camelyonl6, which contains a low fraction of
metastatic tissue, and TCGA-BRCA, noted for its pronounced
morphological heterogeneity. Frozen features were extracted
using a shared ResNet-50 backbone for both datasets and, for
TCGA-BRCA only, the state-of-the-art pathology foundation
model Virchow. Keeping all experimental conditions identi-
cal—training hyper-parameters, five-fold cross-validation, and
evaluation metrics (Acc, AUC, Fl)—we compared the pro-
posed method against seven representative baselines: Simple
aggregation (Mean Pooling, Max Pooling), Attention-based
MIL (ABMIL, CLAM, S4-MIL), Fixed-scale transformer MIL
(TransMIL, R2T-MIL). This hierarchy—from conventional
pooling, through fine-grained attention and fixed-scale trans-
formers, to our adaptive-decay transformer—allows us to
objectively quantify the gains of WSD-MIL in modeling local-
to-global correlations and coping with tumor-scale variability.

Table II summarizes the comparative results and shows
that WSD-MIL delivers state-of-the-art performance across
all experimental settings. On Camelyonl6 with a ResNet-
50 backbone, it attains 91.20% accuracy, 87.89% F1, and
92.74% AUC—improvements of 1.5% and 1.4% over R2T-



TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY FOR WSD-MIL.

Methods Camelyonl16 (gcsnets0) TCGA-BRCA (Resnets0)
Acc AUC F1 Acc AUC F1

w/o WSDA 88.1842.71 91424204 83.7844.25 88.2211.37 89.1042 60 72.1043.43
w/ FixWin 8x 8 90.4449 g0 92.37141 .08 86.8814.37 89.8712.17 89.5712.83 74.6516.60
w/ FixWin 32x32 89934317 91941219  87.104329 89251306  89.1843097  74.391s 46
w/o SERG 90.46+2.14 92.5941 61 87.6942.17 90.084-2.76 90.834+3.13 76.1547.11
w/0 WSDA, SERG 87.94j:1.44 88.8912492 81.7813.19 87.6]:5:2,28 88.8914.33 70.64:|:5,30
Ours 91.20:|:3.25 92.74:}:1,92 87.89:|:3,69 90.38:{:1.64 91.14:|:3,32 77.68:&3.96

~
~

MIL in accuracy and F1, and 2% over TransMIL
in AUC—highlighting its heightened sensitivity to sparse
metastatic foci. When transferred to the morphologically het-
erogeneous TCGA-BRCA cohort using the same ResNet-50
features, WSD-MIL maintains a clear advantage (90.38% ac-
curacy, 91.14% AUC, 77.68% F1), exceeding the conventional
attention model ABMIL by >7% in F1 and confirming its ro-
bustness in complex tumour contexts. Substituting the ResNet-
50 features with high-dimensional semantic embeddings from
the Virchow foundation model further raises overall scores,
yet WSD-MIL still leads (93.35% accuracy, 94.83% AUC,
84.19% F1), underscoring its strong synergy with large-scale
pretrained representations. Collectively, these findings demon-
strate that the proposed adaptive mechanism—progressive
attention-window decay coupled with region-gated weight-
ing—effectively overcomes the scale inflexibility of fixed-scale
transformers and sets new benchmarks for weakly supervised
whole-slide image classification.

E. Ablation study

To quantitatively evaluate the contributions of the two
key components in WSD-MIL—Window Scale Decay Atten-
tion (WSDA) and the Squeeze-and-Excitation Region Gate
(SERG)—we designed five ablation configurations on the
Camelyon16 and TCGA-BRCA datasets: (i) removing WSDA
(w/o WSDA); (ii) replacing WSDA with fixed 8 x 8 window
self-attention (FixWin 8x8); (iii) replacing WSDA with fixed
32 x 32 window self-attention (FixWin 32x32); (iv) removing
SERG (w/o SERG); and (v) removing both WSDA and
SERG (w/o WSDA, SERG). Except for these alterations, all
other experimental settings matched those of the complete
model: a frozen ResNet-50 for feature extraction, five-fold
cross-validation, and evaluation using accuracy (Acc), area
under the ROC curve (AUC), and F1-score.

Table III shows that both modules markedly boost perfor-
mance. Relative to the complete model, removing WSDA on
Camelyonl6 lowers Acc/AUC/F1 by 3.0/1.3/4.1 percentage
points, respectively. Replacing WSDA with fixed 8 x 8 or 32
x 32 window self-attention is slightly better than full removal,
yet still trails the baseline by 0.8-1.3% in accuracy and
0.6-1.0% in F1, indicating that fixed scales cannot adequately
model multi-scale tumour associations. Eliminating SERG

primarily affects global discriminative power: F1 drops from
87.89% to 87.69%, while Acc declines by 0.7%. Ablating both
WSDA and SERG further degrades performance to 87.94%
Acc and 81.78% FI1, confirming their synergistic benefit. A
similar trend emerges on the more morphologically heteroge-
neous TCGA-BRCA dataset: removing WSDA causes a 5.6%
F1 decline, removing SERG costs 1.5%, and removing both
results in a 7.0% F1 reduction. In summary, WSDA is critical
for capturing local correlations across scales, whereas SERG
enhances class separability via global region re-weighting;
in concert, they deliver consistent gains of roughly 3% in
accuracy and 5-7% in F1 across both datasets.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a window scale decay mul-
tiple instance learning framework, termed WSD-MIL. This
framework utilizes a cluster-based sampling strategy to re-
duce computational overhead, while employing a progressively
decaying window-scale attention mechanism to model local
regions, effectively capturing the correlations between patches
in tumor regions of varying scales within WSIs. Additionally,
we design a squeeze-and-excitation based gate module, which
dynamically adjusts the weights of different window regions
to capture the dependencies between local regions across
the global scope, thereby enhancing the model’s ability to
capture global information. Finally, we compare our approach
with Transformer-based methods, and the experimental results
demonstrate that WSD-MIL achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance while significantly reducing computational costs.
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