Supplementary Figure The visualization results of 20 elaborate annotated slides.
There are five slides for each grade.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Here we show the visualization results of 20 elaborate annotated slides. There
are five slides for each grade so that the model generalization can be better proofed.
The overall accuracy of the CNN model with cross-entropy loss (baseline) is 82.52%,
while our proposed model achieves 87.81%. Slides of grade 1 have low malignant
degrees and are difficult to distinguish. Visualization results show our model is more
accurate for these samples. The same conditions are reflected in some slides of grade
2 and grade 3, especially some ambiguous regions in the tumor. As for slides of grade
4, the two models’ predicted results are basically the same.



