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Abstract — Computer-Aided Detection software relies on annotated data set of X-rays to be developed. The annotation task is
time-consuming and requires extensive know-how. This work presents a sampling method to select the most relevant images,
which will be annotated for the development of a tuberculosis (TB) screening platform based on machine learning algorithms.
The sampling task optimizes the annotation process by reducing the number of images to be analyzed without compromising
the diversity and the significance power of the images in the dataset. We developed an algorithm to select images in a dataset to
be annotated, based on similarity and dissimilarity measurements of images. Public TB image dataset was utilized to conduct
this research. The experiment consisted of a deep learning feature engineering step, followed by topological analysis based on
Self-Organizing Map and K-Means. The effectiveness of the process is evaluated at each of its stages: Classification, clustering
and the final sampling algorithm which is based on similarity and dissimilarity features.
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1 Introduction

Tuberculosis (TB) remains a major global health problem, as it is one of the leading causes of mortality worldwide, especially
in low-income countries [1]]. Before the COVID-19 pandemic, TB was the most infectious disease killer globally. In 2020, there
were 5.8 million new TB cases and 1.4 million deaths [2]. The pandemic period has caused serious disruptions in the management
of TB, setting back the fight of the disease pace by several years [3]].

Medical imaging has an important role in the diagnosis and management of pulmonary tuberculosis (PTB) [4H6], especially
in the early stages of the disease, as chest radiography (also known as chest X-ray or simply CXR) is a sensitive screening
tool for detecting TB in children and adults who are at higher risk of contamination [2], being recommended by World Health
Organization (WHO) as an effective screening for PTB and also as a diagnostic aid to complement bacteriological tests [7]].

Nevertheless, the radiographic presentation of pulmonary TB may exhibit diverse and heterogeneous characteristics, making
the diagnosis a challenging task. For example, it is important to distinguish between active and inactive TB. It is only possible to
achieve the goals of sustainable development goals if we treat both [J]].

Although both have distinct markers, there is considerable overlap between their appearances [9]. In addition, the limited
access to high-quality digital CXR imaging in low resource sites and a lack of trained readers make the task of image interpretation
harder [[10].

*This work was funded by CNPQ (process 440129/2020-6) The authors would like to thank CAPES and FAPER]J for their support during this work. Also,
the authors would like the acknowledge the researches of the project “Diagndstico auxiliado por computador para exclusdo de tuberculose ativa em contatos de
pacientes com tuberculose pulmonar — quebrando a cadeia de transmissdo” for all the insightful comments and development suggestions.
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CAD software packages have been used to support radiologists during clinical practice in detecting potential abnormalities on
diagnostic exams [11]]. In some applications, the CAD software is also used to indicate the likelihood that a CXR image represents
a specific disease process [12]. They often rely on Artificial Intelligence (Al) algorithms to perform the image analysis. Al usage
to detect TB in CXR has progressed significantly in the past 30 years [[12H17].

Recently (2021), WHO has recommended that CAD applications could be used as a complementary alternative to human
interpretation of digital CXR for Tuberculosis screening and triage of adults aged 15 years or more [2].

Annotated databases of images are fundamental resources for building CAD applications based on Al algorithms as the model
training task depends on them [18]/19]. Therefore, the quality of the annotated dataset has a direct impact on the quality of the
CAD software. Since creating a large, annotated medical image dataset is not easy, most researchers rely on the public available
CXR datasets [20]. However, in most cases, the X-ray imaging annotation on those datasets is not accurate and/or certificated [21]].

This imposes a challenge that precedes the development of the models used in CAD: in order to use qualified annotated data
for the model training, a reviewing annotation process must be conducted. This process is time-consuming and expensive as it
requires extensive domain knowledge to catalog and index the images manually.

Therefore, the process of sampling images to enter the new annotation phase must follow a selection criterion that prioritizes
high diversity images to maximize the data information. In this context, this work presents a sampling method to select images
based on similarity and dissimilarity criteria to decrease redundancy and maximize representativeness in the CXR images selected
for the annotation process.

In the first part of the analysis, we trained a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) [22] to perform binary classification of CXR
images into TB or not TB. After the training phase, we discarded the last layer of the network to get its embeddings, found during
the training process, of the second to the last layer. Then, the embeddings were projected into a Self-Organizing Map (SOM) [23]]
responsible for transforming those samples into a 2D grip map. The final part of the analysis consists of a clustering algorithm
used for sampling CXR images based on similarity and dissimilarity criteria: each image is assigned to a SOM unit and these units
are clustered according to their proximity to their neighbors. In such a manner, it is possible to collect different kinds of images
from the map regions. Those who seem to be “misplaced” (neighbors of different diagnoses) are considered dissimilar. Otherwise,
when most of the neighbors are from the same class, the CXR may be considered good representatives of their clusters and will be
marked to be of a similar type. In the end, the process will create a list with 40 similar images and 60 dissimilar images.

This work is part of an ongoing project. Researchers are expected to access other public datasets shortly and new annotation
efforts might be required. For this purpose, an experiment to assess the model generalization capability is presented and discussions
are made in the results section.

2 Background Material

This section details the proposed signal processing pipeline, which, as shown in Figure[T] consists in the following 4-steps
pipeline:

» convert CXR images to grayscale and resize them to a fixed size.
* extract a set of discriminative features in order to exploit different aspects of x-ray images.

e project data in a non-linear way for both reducing dimensionality and representing the data set in fewer elements, preserving
the topology of the observations.

* Group observed samples (or projections) into clusters according to similarity measures.

CXR images resized The last dense layer 135 neurons in the
is removed from the

to 128 x 128 and CNN model. 128 code-book to be

decoded to gray features available. clustered

Supervised feature Data Projection Unsupervised
extraction (CNN) (SOM) clustering (KMeans)

Figure 1: Proposed sampling method pipeline.

2.1 Feature Extraction

Feature extraction is one of the most important steps of medical image processing, which requires extensive domain knowl-
edge [24]. For many unsupervised learning techniques, replacing raw images with features extracted by convolutional neural
networks (CNN) leads to better results as this kind of architecture can efficiently produce a set of discriminative features without
any expert guidance [24}25].
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2.1.1 Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN)

CNN is a class of deep neural network architecture widely used in image analysis and it consists of an input layer, hidden
layers, and an output layer. This specialized type of neural network performs convolution operations on images due to the way
weights are shared throughout the network. After passing through a convolutional layer, the image becomes abstracted to a feature
map, also called an activation map. At each layer, the input image is convolved with a set of K kernel W = {W{, W, ... W}
and added biases B = by, ..., ba, each generating a new feature map X|. These features are subject to an element-wise non-linear
transform o (.) [26]. This deep learning architecture does not need to learn separate detectors for the same object occurring at
different locations of an image. It is capable of learning the parameters and extracting the global and local features that are
more discriminative in an image [27]]. For these reasons, CNN provides the flexibility of extracting intrinsic and discriminative
features from X-ray images [24]] and thus, became a popular design approach deployed in several recent works about tuberculosis
automated detection [[15,28-31]].

2.2 Data projection methods

Projection methods are mainly meant for reducing the data dimensionality by representing the observation in a subspace (lower
number of directions) that concisely describes the data structure and features are preserved faithfully [32]. Principal Component
Analysis (PCA) [33] is widely used due to its simplicity and the possibility to reduce the data dimensionality in a controlled way:
each extracted component (dimension) is ranked by how much data variance it represents.

In summary, PCA searches in an unsupervised way for uncorrelated directions. The eigenvectors of the data covariance matrix
represent the principal directions for which the variance of data has the maximum values. The corresponding eigenvalues define
how much energy the component retains. In Equation 1} if the principal directions are represented by u;, we can define a linear
orthogonal transformation of data x as:

T

pj=u,z=x"u;,j=0,...,N—1 (1)

where p; is the data projection onto a principal component. In order to reduce the original data dimension, one may use only the
major n projections, discarding the projections of smaller variance. It is important to notice that PCA only considers second-order
statistics. Here, the PCA is combined with the Self-Organizing Map (SOM), a computational data analysis method that produces
nonlinear mappings of data to lower dimensions [34].

2.2.1 Self-Organizing Map

The SOM algorithm consists of an unsupervised trained neural network with the Kohonen layer [23]]. The algorithm uses a
similarity measure (usually based on the Euclidean distance) between data samples to embed a low dimensional space (typically
two dimensions) into the original data. The code-book maps the data space into a 2D-grid. The result is a topological organization
of the input data where their most relevant aspects are preserved, revealing hidden structures throughout the non-linear mapping.

The SOM usually computes the Euclidean distance of the input vector to each neuron, and find the winning neuron, denoted
neuron, using the nearest-neighbor rule (competition phase). The winning node is called the excitation center and it determines a
neighborhood of excited nodes (cooperation phase). All the input vectors that are within the neighborhood of such winning neuron
adjust the weights in order to strengthen its response (adaptation phase) [35].

The input data space is fully connected to each neuron from the Kohonen layer, and the weights are computed iteratively using:

wj(n +1) = wj(n) + n(n)hi;(n)(z(n) - w;(n)) (2)
where 1(n) stands for the learning rate and h;;(n) is the neighborhood kernel. In this application, we used a Gaussian kernel:
—d2.
hij(n) = eXp(ch?(ZrJL)) 3)

where dfj denotes the similarity measure, and o(n) is the monotonically decreasing width of the kernel. In the end, after the
training procedure, the network outputs are calculated for each neuron using Equation [

w; = T w; 4
where the vector w; represents the weight that connects the input data to the neuron i. Hence, the vectors w; ;—1 ,,, form the SOM
code-book.

The obtained map offers powerful tools for data exploration due to its bi-dimensional (in most cases) nature, which allows
identifying cluster borders, projection directions, and possible dependencies between variables [32].
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2.3 Data clustering

Clustering methods are widely used for grouping observations into smaller subsets (clusters) defined by a similarity measure.
In other words, samples belonging to a cluster should be as much as similar to each other and quite different from observations
from other clusters.

The most common clustering technique is the k-Means algorithm, which is described in [36]. The SOM can be viewed as a
clustering algorithm that produces a set of clusters organized on a regular grid [35].

2.4 Clustering consistency measures

The k-Means clustering procedure does not provide any measure of how consistent the estimated clusters are. Hence, the
silhouette index [37] provides a measurement of the consistency of the estimated clusters through the following equation:

b(i) — ali
(i) — ) —ali)

max{a(i), b(i)}
where a(i) is the average dissimilarity between the 7 — th sample from a given cluster and the other samples in the same cluster
and b(7) is the lowest average dissimilarity of the ¢ — th sample to the remaining clusters. The above expression can be rewritten
as:

&)

1—a(i)/b(i), if a(i) < b(i)
s(i) = {0, if a(i) = b(i) (6)
a(i)/b(i) — 1, ifa(i) ; b()

It can be seen that —1 < s(7) < 1. If the ¢ — th sample is well-represented in its cluster, then s(i) is closer to 1. Otherwise, s(i) is
closer to —1. Data samples with silhouette values close to zero are in the border of two or more clusters. The average silhouette
index, considering all data samples, is used to measure the performance of the clustering configuration.

2.5 Neighborhood similarity

An important aspect of SOM is the neighborhood similarity. This is active by measuring the distance among nearby neurons.
In our case, we are also interested to measure the similarity related to the diagnosis status (TB or not TB) between the input vector
and other vectors that activate the same neuron and its neighbors. Therefore, we need to define a neighborhood function.

First, the number of data points of a given class is computed for each neuron. This way, it is possible to understand the
empirical probability of the input vector to be labeled as TB and not TB. Then, the Gaussian function is used to propagate the
influence of the input vector to the neighbors. Thus, the neighborhood similarity function is defined as:

N M
SA=>"3"Cij x N(i,j,0) (7
i
where ¢ and j are coordinates of the SOM, C{J‘» is the number of data points of class A that activate the neuron (7, 7), N (4, j, o) is
the Gaussian function centered in coordinate (7, j), and S is the neighborhood similarity matrix computed for class A.

2.6 Quality measures for comparing SOMs

When training multiple SOMs, comparing them is a difficult task. Usually, only some topological differences are assessed via
visual inspection or a couple of measures are computed to compare vector quantization. Both ways are not enough for studying
map stability across a range of training approaches or to further analyze data. Quality measures based on data co-location and shift
analysis of output space mapping can be used for an analytical way of performing the systematical comparison among different
SOMs [38].

Data Shifts Analysis (IDSA) This method can be used to find out how stable the mapping is, and how steadily a data vector is put
into the neighborhood of other vectors on different SOMs [38]). In other words, it measures how much of the data topology
on the map is caused by the attributes of data, and how much are due parameters or initialization.

Cluster Shifts Analysis (CSA) This method is similar to the Data Shifts Analysis, but compares SOMs on a more aggregated
level, by comparing clusters in the SOM instead of single units or neighborhoods [38]].

In this work, several SOM maps were trained, especially for studying their generalization capabilities. However, as our method
consisted in using different subsets of the data in each training (through cross-validation procedure), it is not possible to perform
the DSA. The CSA is more suitable for our purpose, as K-Means clustering has already been used for clustering the SOM units on
a more aggregate level. Moreover, as every model was created using overlapped data from other models, it is expected that clusters
present a more stable behavior [39].

The CSA is computed by extracting the same number of the cluster on two SOMs. The clusters found in both SOMs are linked
to each other. The highest matching number of data points for pairs of clusters on both maps, the higher is the confidence that the
two clusters correspond to each other [38]]. Here, the Jaccard similarity coefficient [40] is used to calculate the confidence level.
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3 Experiment Setup

This section describes the proposed pipeline to deliver the most representative CXR images from an extensive database will be
used in a later annotation task. This pipeline is designed to select images based on similarity and dissimilarity measurements.

Firstly, the CXR images are resized to 128 x 128 and decoded to a gray-scale single channel, where each value varies between
0.0 (black) and 1.0 (white). The resulting vectors are normalized by the standard deviation. Then, deep learning-based feature
engineering is performed using a CNN architecture.

The CNN setup uses a 6-layer network structure, which is consist of four convolutional layers and two fully-connected
layers, as shown by the schematic diagram in Figure[2] Dropout and ReLU are deployed to address over-fitting and convergence
issues [41]]. The model was trained using Adam optimization algorithm [42] with 10 epochs and batch size equals to 64. The
optimization parameters were learning rate equals to 0.001, betal as 0.9 and beta2 as 0.999.

(f) Conm2d [ MasPooling2D (§f] Dense [f Dropout

Figure 2: The proposed CNN architecture proposed has 6 layers: [1] Conv2D (32 filters), kernel (3 x 3), ReLU, Max Pooling
(2 x 2) [2] Conv2D (64 filters), kernel (3 x 3), ReLU, Max Pooling (2 x 2) [3] Conv2D (128 filters), kernel (3 x 3), ReLU, Padding
Same, Max Pooling (2 x 2) [4] Conv2D (128 filters), kernel (3 x 3), ReLU, Padding Same, Max Pooling (2 x 2) [5] Fully-connected
(128 units), ReLU, DropOut (0.5) [6] Fully-connected (1 unit), Sigmoid

The available dataset was divided into 10 separated partitions using a stratified cross-validation split [43]] procedure assuring
that we have well-balanced classes in each train and validation subset. Also, an early stopping strategy was adopted through
motoring the validation set using the SP (Equation [8) index [44] at each iteration.

SP:\/\/Px(l—F)x<P+(;_F)) @®)

where P denotes the true positive rate and F' the false positive probability.

After the training process, the last dense layer is removed from the CNN model and the CXR images are fed forward through
the network. The efficiency of the network architecture is calculated by computing the mean SP vaie of the validation set for each
partition model. In order to select one single model por operational use, the model with the highest mean SP for the entire dataset
is used. The representations found by this procedure will have size Ngmplesx 128, Since the dense layer has 128 neurons and will
be used in subsequent models: PCA and SOM. At this point, those models were trained also using the entire dataset, with no
generalization strategy. A more in-depth analysis of this choice will be addressed after the operation model building phase.

PCA is used to reduce the dimensionality of the embeddings found by the CNN. The SVD decomposition is computed using
the divide-and-conquer approach for computing the SVD [45]]. The first 10 components were enough to capture approximately
100 % of the variance of the embeddings and thus used for analysis.

The SOM model built for exploring the nonlinear statistical relationships among the extracted features were optimized to a
15 x 9 (135 neurons) grid using a rectangular topology. The number of neurons is calculated from the number of data points of the
training dataset using the Equation [9} as proposed by [46]):

M ~ /51 (€))

where M represents the number of neurons, rounded to the nearest integer and [ is the number of CXR images.
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The SOM network weights were initialized by spanning the first two principal components. This initialization does not depend
on random processes, making the training process much faster [46]]. As training parameters for building the map, the learning rate
was set to 0.5, the spread of neighborhood function was equal to 2 and the maximum number of 1000 epochs. Euclidean distance
was used as an activation function and the Gaussian function was used to weigh the neighborhood of a position in the map.

Later, the SOM codebook was clustered using the K-Means algorithm varying the number of centroids from 2 to 20 centroids
and the results were compared using the silhouette index. At this point, we are not interested in finding the very best clustering
model (with higher silhouette values).

The clustering configurations are exploited to understand the intrinsic structures evidenced by performed non-linear mapping.
This task aims to select samples according to similarity and dissimilarity parameters and the silhouette index will help to understand
how well-fitted the given model is and how well the clustered samples are conformed inside it. In other words, how similar a given
sample is to its neighbors.

The next section will show the obtained analytic results.

4 Dataset

Some of the difficulties in building CAD software for lung diseases are due to the small datasets (j10%) publicly available,
which also presents some additional artifacts created by radiologists, like text and symbols written in different parts of the image.
Nevertheless, this work uses the Shenzhen dataset collected at te Shenzhen No.3 People’s Hospital [47], containing normal and
abnormal chest X-rays with manifestations of TB, also including associated radiologist readings and initial classification labels
used to train the CNN.

The used data set contains 662 frontal chest X-rays, of which 326 were labeled as normal cases and 336 were cases with
manifestations of TB, including pediatric X-rays (anteroposterior). The chest X-rays are from outpatient clinics and were collected
from the Shenzhen No.3 People$ Hospital, Shenzhen, China. The images are provided in PNG format as 12-bit gray-level images
and their size is approximately 3000 x 3000 pixels.

5 Results and Discussion

To obtain the performance measurements of the CNN, the entire dataset (train and validation) is passed throughout the models
trained in each phase of the cross-validation procedure.

Table[T] shows the CXR image classification performance (average value, error bars from one RMS value) considering TB or
non-TB detection using the test partitions from the cross-validation procedure. Here, sensitivity refers to the efficiency for the
correct classification of TB images, while specificity stands for the efficiency in terms of the not TB identification.

Envisaging the practical operation from a single model, the selection was made through evaluating the SP index when models
were fed from all the datasets. Next, results are from such a selected operation model.

Table 1: CXR image classification performance for TB or non-TB detection using the test partitions from the cross-validation
procedure.

SENSITIVITY  78.2% +- 10.0%
SPECIFICITY  88.0% +- 5.2%
SP 84.4% +- 3.9%

The high standard deviation, shown in Table[I]is due to the fact that the dataset used for developing the models was not assisted
by any data quality modeling. Thus, there are images with artifacts, decentralized lungs, lateral images, CXR of children, among
others. This might account for fluctuations and lower efficiency values. When these images fall, within the cross-validation draw,
in the test set, the network may find it difficult classifying them. Besides, such data quality issues increase statistical fluctuations
along model training.

All results shown in Table|l|were obtained using the threshold found by the SP index, which aims at a balance between the
false positive and true positive rates. Better performance in terms of sensitivity could be achieved by choosing a different threshold.
This is illustrated in the Figure[3al which shows the ROC curve averaged across all 10 folds used in the cross-validation process.
Anyhow, as the overall aim was to sample images in the dataset when diversity and similarity are of concern, a balanced figure
between sensitivity and specificity would provide the best threshold, as is the case when we apply the SP index as the figure of
merit. Thus, the embeddings provided by CNN would reflect such a balance between TB and non-TB cases.

A Transfer Learning technique was also applied, using the same cross-validation partitions as the CNN trained from scratch. A
ResNet [48]], with loaded ImageNet weights, was retrained for the CXR images with all its layers frozen except the last two. The
results are sumarized in the Table[2]and the ROC curve is shown in Figure [3b]

The classification performance of the Tranfer Learning approach is similar, within the uncertainty bands, with the CNN trained
from scratch. However, the medical field may find it suspicious to use images from other areas to classify diseases based on
images of patients. Hence, we decided to use the embeddings of the network trained only with radiographic images.

The two first principal components were computed and together they represented 80 % of the PCA explained variance and the
ratio between them is approximately 5.39. As said before, the two components are used for initial determination of the SOM
topology (15 x 9) neurons).
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Table 2: CXR image classification performance for TB or non-TB detection for the ResNet training using the test partitions from
the cross-validation procedure.

SENSITIVITY 78.0% +- 9.3%
SPECIFICITY  88.9% +- 6.5%

SP 84.8% +- 5.5%
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(a) ROC Curve averaged across the cross validation folds for the trained (b) ROC Curve averaged across the cross validation folds for the trained
CNN ResNet.

Figure 3: ROC Curve averaged across the cross validation folds for the trained CNN and ResNet.

Then, the features are projected over the SOM map and the result can be seen as the graphical representation displayed in
Figure[a] Each neuron is represented by a circle (neurons with no hits are hidden from the graphic) which shows the ratio between
CXR images of patients with and without TB that hit the neuron. Filled circles represent neurons hit by vectors extracted from the
CXR of TB patients. On the other hand, hollow circles demonstrate neurons reached only by vectors from CXR images with no
TB detected.
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Figure 4: Results of SOM projection and K-Means clustering over the SOM code-book.

The graph clearly shows a cross-sectional band (from upper left to the lower right) which divides two regions, one with mostly
CXR images of TB-infected patients and the other with non-TB patients. Yet, both regions presented neurons hit by both kinds of
patients. These “mixed neurons” might represent images with a high degree of dissimilarity, as they were excited by images from
distinct classes; while neurons that hit only one type of patient might represent a degree of similarity, especially when located in
regions with similar neighbors.

At this point, K-Means is applied in order to surface the intrinsic relations. Figure [#b|shows the silhouette index values for
several clustering initializations. The number of centroids was varied from 2 until 20 and each setup was initialized 100 times. The
best-fitted models have 2 centroids (as could be foreseen from the cross-sectional band analysis described earlier) with silhouette
index slighted over 0.50, with minimal variance. Models with 3 and 4 centroids present a silhouette over 0.42 for all initialization,
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with picks of 0.48 and 0.47, respectively. These three configurations were considered for the exploitation analysis since from 5
clusters the silhouette value drops to below 0.40 on average, with little variation as we increase the number of centroids.

5.1 CXRs selection procedure

At this stage, it is time to exploit the intrinsic relations uncovered by all nonlinear methods applied in sequence. For this
purpose, the following characteristics will be observed: the samples best conformed within a cluster (indicating similarity);
samples with higher silhouette values, but placed in a cluster with neighbors labeled differently (indicative of dissimilarity); and
samples located at the borders of the clusters, in transition areas with little activated neurons (indicative of dissimilarity). This
analysis is performed on the best models with 2, 3, and 4 centroids. In this way, samples were chosen until completing 50 samples.

Figure[5|shows the SOM Maps for different clustering settings and each one allowed the detailed analysis according to different
aspects, describe as follows:

A) Figure[5aldisplays 2 clusters and TB patients are pointed by hollow circles varying their sizes according to the silhouette
value. The bigger the circle, the better the CXR is fitted inside the cluster. The predominance of circles in the cluster on the
bottom of the map is visible, mostly with values between 0.4 and 0.7 (except objects located in the border area between the
clusters). This region is mostly composed of neurons that were excited by images of patients diagnosed with tuberculosis.
Therefore, objects (25 images) with higher silhouette values with this class can be chosen as good representatives for the
criterion of similarity with TB. Figure[8adisplays an example of this group of images.

B) Figure [5b] also displays 2 clusters, but it shows only non-TB patients (cross marker sized proportional to the sample’s
silhouette values). As expected, the crosses are mostly located on the top side of the map. There are some objects located
at the Cluster 0 with high silhouette values. These are interesting cases, as it would be expected that only images of TB
patients were in the center of this cluster. The clustering result shows some features turn non-TB patients similar to infected
ones. Hence, these images (like the ones displayed by Figures[8b]and are good examples of dissimilarity for non-TB
images and, for this reason, will be picked for the final sampling. (15 images)

C) Figures [5c| and [5d| exhibit the SOM map split onto three clusters. It is possible to notice neurons presenting well-fitted
samples for both TB and non-TB patients, especially in the center part of the Clusterl. Those samples are interesting
for representing images that don’t share similarities with the target classes. This way, they were picked as dissimilarity
examples. (24 images)

D) Figures [5¢| shows the map divided into four clusters. Cluster 3 shows some samples of TB patients in a region mainly
activated by non-TB ones. Therefore, those are sampled as exemplary images with high dissimilarity to other TB images.
One example may be seen in Figure [8c| (8 images)

E) Finally, Figure [5f] presents the non-TB images split into the same four clusters. Cluster 2 is located in a region where no
CXR image labeled as a TB patient was projected. All samples are from non-TB patients, with high silhouette values of
around 0.6. These samples might present relevant features to distinguish and differentiate them from positive-TB X-Rays.
Hence, they are picked for final sampling by their similarity to non-TB samples. An example may be seen in Figure[8d|(16
images).

After the sampling, one hundred CXRs images were chosen. The location of these images on the topological map are shown in
Figure[6] which summarizes the results of the clustering analysis. Neurons are colored according to the distance computed to their
neighborhood. The four-cluster setup is highlighted by ticker edges and hatched areas. Not sampled images are marked as small
dots, making them easier to compare To the visualizations presented in Figure [5]

Selected TB patients are represented by red markers and non-TB uses blue markers. It is easy to observe in Figure 6] that the
analytical procedure was capable of selecting images from all the clusters, depicting different areas from the map, which should
mean a good statistical representation from the dataset, thanks to SOM analysis properties [49]. TB patients sampled due to the
similarity criterion are concentrated on the center of the cluster 1, while the ones sampled due to the dissimilarity criterion are
spread throughout other clusters. On the other hand, the non-TB patients are located in the left (dissimilarity criterion) and upper
right (similarity criterion).

Figure [/|shows the similarity index for each selected image to each class. It is possible to observe that images selected by the
similarity criteria (first and second sections of the horizontal axis) present a way higher probability of being from the same class
than their neighbors. Another way around, the dissimilarity criteria (sections 3 and 4 of the horizontal axis) picked images with
lower similarity to their classes.

Figure[§] shows sample images selected through the explained analytical exploitation. These CXRs were evaluated by a pair
of radiologists in order to establish a validated annotation for the baseline. Some considerations can be made: both agreed that
Figure [8a| presents a patient with typical features of Tuberculosis; Figure on the other hand, presents an image that was
originally labeled as a non-TB patient, however, the experts understood that it was a case of inactive TB. Something similar occurs
with Figure[8e] where the original label indicates TB and there is a consensus that the image depicts a patient also with inactive TB.
Figure [8c|shows an image that was originally labeled as active TB, but the radiologists couldn’t determine the TB activity. And,
Figure [8d|shows an image that was originally labeled as non-TB and the experts concurred labeling it as a normal non-TB patient.
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SOM and the CXR images sampled through analytical inspection according similarity/dissimilarity criteria

-1.0
. ® 3. [ - ? i/ K Ve S BN A # ..
81 » A A °. / W= N A NS ‘e A t
A A . - o 40 N y \
71 ‘% A s A ; o, . N N\ & * X
3 -08
| A A o A ., .o /5 Y A .:' #
1 & s 1. 0 i s O A e+
s o . *® . . 2. d . O, . +* e
1 &, % 4 S IR 1
*®- t 3 . A . . O \ -06
. 5 Z ® . / / S '/ / ° :’ L N LY
ER / ) . . / N
.- o e . A, 04
4 ¢ j %
oo o o* o VA& e
2 N oy s .
S 7 7 ., 18 w o 3 ho i /
N Z DA ﬁ 0000 T 77
s % > * % 7 v V’ /e / ._: 7 % i o . _02
. o 7 » . e 7 S (. / .
VY7744 G % ?' % L ?-_ A, 50 Z o

« Not sampled V¥ TBSimilarity & Not-TB Similarity # Not-TB dissimilarity A TBdissimilarity

Cluster 0 Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Cluster 3

Figure 6: Sampled CXR images through the analytical exploitation according to the similarity/dissimilarity criteria and their
location in the topological map. The normalized distances among a neuron and its neighbors are shown by the gray-scale heatmap.
The 4 clusters setup is highlighted (edges and hatched area). TB patients are represented by red markers and non-TB uses blue
markers. Different markers are used for evincing similarity and dissimilarity.
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5.2 Model generalization

In the previous section, the unsupervised learning part of the model has used the entire dataset for extracting the clusters. This
approach aimed to build an operational model, capable of sampling a list of the most representative images for being delivered to
the radiologists.

After the sampling task was completed, one question was raised: how this method would generalize to other datasets? For
answering this question, another experiment was set. This time, a different map was created for each step of a 10-fold training
procedure. For each step, the 10-folds used for creating the CNN models were used for training the SOM (using 9 folds for
building the model and reserving one for testing). Therefore, 10 maps were created. Figure[9] shows the full-data map and one
of the 10 maps created, as an example. All points highlighted represent images selected in the previous method. The displayed
images are part of the test set for a specific fold configuration (Fold 1).

Source SOM (Full-data trained) New SOM - Fold 1 (Plotted data not in the training dataset))
1.0 - - 1.0
i = | i
B ——
; | P — —= =% o
x L= 3— X 1 1
0.8 - & 0 3 - 0.8
61 6 1 I
x 0 = - —X
51 [ — s *ﬁ ]
0.6 - * = - 0.6
px
4 q 4
39 x| 3
- 1 1
04 1 2 -0.4
2 1 2
02- 1 x N 1
—_— -0.2
0 0
-

O H N M S N VW ~ © O O A N m © H N m ¥ N © ~ © 0 o o
= oH A

12
13
14

Figure 9: The operational map (full-data trained map) versus one of the ten maps created during the 10-fold cross-validation. It’s
possible to observe that the map on the right preserved the topological structure of the full-data map.

It is possible to observe that the newly created map preserved the topological structure of the original map. Indeed, the
quantization error mean for the 10-fold training was 1.71 £ 0.02 which is similar to the 1.76 obtained in the full-data model.
Continuing the visual inspection, it is possible to notice that the data points are distributed similarly to the first map. Comparing
the 4-cluster setup for both formations, none of the displayed images have migrated from one cluster to another.

Figure [I0]shows the results of the cluster shift analysis, using four clusters as reference. The operational model is used as a
source for the analysis and all models created for each validation fold are used as a target. The bar plot shows the mean value
for the Jaccard Similarity coefficient between the source model and each target model for the validation dataset. The coefficient
equals 1 when all input vectors grouped in the same cluster on the source model are present in the same cluster on the target
model. Otherwise, the coefficient equals O when none of the images from a cluster source model are represented in its target
model corresponding cluster. The confidence interval is represented by the error bars and it is inferred using bootstrapping. The
larger clusters (0 and 1) have the highest similarity coefficient. The smaller cluster (2) has the lowest similarity coefficient and the
larger confidence interval due to the under-sampling of its images within some of the folds (in the final sampled list there are
only five images, considering the entire dataset). For all the clusters, approximately 80% of the images are represented in the
corresponding clusters n the source and target models. This result gives an analytical measure of what was perceived through the
visual inspection presented in Figure[9} samples are stable across corresponding clusters in different models. This is indicative that
the new models preserve the topological structure of the original map.

Moreover, Figure [I0] presents a line chart that shows the mean values of the Jaccard Similarity coefficient considering only the
sampled images (that were available in the validation dataset). It is important to notice that several folds didn’t have any sampled
image representing the cluster 2, and these empty folds were not considered for the analysis as the similarity coefficient would be
0.

As a result of the visual inspection analysis combined with CSA, it is possible to affirm that the models built through the
cross-validation were able to preserve the topological structure and clustering of their SOM units produced similarly clusters to the
ones extracted in the full-data model. The sampled images, whose were originally located at the central part of their clusters in the
original map, haven’t moved from one cluster to another.

Continuing the analysis, it is necessary to understand whether the data are kept in neighborhoods similar to those found in the
operational model. This is a step forward from the previous analysis because by increasing the granularity of the analyzed groups,
each individual is characterized by the individuals around it. Even if a sample remains in a corresponding cluster, it may migrate
within to a region with intrinsic characteristics different from those found in the original map.
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Figure 10: Bar plot represents an estimate for the Jaccard Similarity between the operational model and each model built through
the cross-validation process. The line chart represents the similarity coefficient only considering sampled images from the
operation.

Figure [[T] shows the similarity index for each sampled image to each different selection criteria, considering only the models
where those images are on the validation set. It may be observed that the samples are distributed in similar neighborhoods like the
ones found in the operational model.
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Figure 11: Neighborhood similarity index for the selected CXR images. The x-axis represents the images sorted selection group
and y-axis the normalized measure.

Images sampled by the similarity criteria are still located in regions with homogeneous characteristics. In contrast, the images
sampled by the dissimilarity criteria are distributed in hybrid areas with similar probabilities for both classes (TB and not TB) of
the dataset (with a small the advantage for the opposite class of the image).

The last step of the analysis is to assess whether the images would be sampled using the validation set of the newly created
models using the same criteria based on selecting samples with the higher silhouette indices. Compared with the previous analysis,
Only 54,5% would be selected. If we consider only the top 25 samples, only 6 images would be selected. Focusing only on the
dissimilar criteria, no previously selected images would be selected. This is a result of the fact that the images are not being
used in the training process. Although clusters and neighborhoods were preserved mostly stables through different models, their
centroids were slightly shifted compared to the ones on the original map. Also, the centroids moved in an opposite direction than
the projected image vectors, so, even if they are active neurons in the central region of the cluster, they are not with the highest
values for the silhouette index.

6 Conclusion

This paper described how images from a popular CXR dataset were sampled using a machine-learning pipeline. In the end,
100 images were chosen after extensive exploitation of the non-linear relations among the entire dataset due to the deployment
feature engineering, data projection, and clustering techniques working in conjunction.
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The images were sampled according to similarity/dissimilarity criteria and the silhouette index was used as a measure of
the quality of the selection. The highest the silhouette index, the higher the chance of picking an image with the characteristics
observed through the visual inspection of the obtained clusters. The obtained images maximized the representativeness of the
dataset and this was demonstrated using exemplary images to illustrate.

SOM models were used to extract the topological structure of the dataset and the neighborhood characteristics were considered
for selecting the images. Hence, a neighborhood similarity index was proposed for the measurement of how similar a given image
is related to its neighbors. The index computes the empirical probability for each class being represented within the SOM unit by
considering the number of occurrences of each class in the own neuron and its neighbors. The index was able to measure the
similarity and dissimilarity of the images.

After the sampling task, a cross-validation procedure was performed in order to evaluate whether the operational model would
be able to preserve the topological structure for new datasets. Results show that the newly created models had the structural
aspects from the original map and the clusters were similar on both methods. Also, sampled images didn’t migrate from one
cluster to another and they were preserved in similar neighborhoods. However, the sampled images wouldn’t be picked up by the
generalization model, as the centroids of the clusters shift away from the projected validation data. Maybe CXR images could be
sampled using the neighborhood similarity index, as it seems a more robust measure for this selection criteria. Further studies are
needed to investigate this possibility.

Regardless, future research could continue to explore the use of the proposed sampling technique for other public CXR datasets,
like India dataset [50] and Montgomery County dataset [47].
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