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Abstract     

Aim: to evaluate validity of digital quantification when compared with human fast-scoring in rou-
tine classification of chronic gastric wall inflammation.  

Method: 87 bariatric gastric samples coming from asymptomatic severe obese patients were 
examined and classified as normal, with unspecified chronic gastritis and lymphocytic gastritis 
using a fast-scoring, visual analogue scale method. Results were compared with digital diagnos-
tic data (manual segmentation, supervised learning analysis based on intraepithelial lympho-
cytes count criteria). Discordant results were re-evaluated by the human pathologist by direct 
count (ground truth). Helicobacter Pylori diagnostic was performed in all cases (Giemsa). 

Results: Digital analysis classified chronic inflammation as lymphocytic gastritis in 45 cases 
(mean 53 lymphocytes / 100 epithelial gastric cells ±18). 30 cases were labeled as unspecific 
chronic gastritis (mean 25/100±2.8) (p<0.0001). Human fast-scoring classified 43 cases as lym-
phocytic gastritis and 20 as unspecific gastritis. Helicobacter Pylori was detected in 49% of lym-
phocytic gastritis cases and in 7% of chronic gastritis. 47 diagnostics were concordant (54%). In 
36%, digital score was better than human fast-scoring. In 7%, digital results were false negative 
(all cases generated by technical artifacts). Overall, digital quantification had 89% accuracy and 
96% precision when compared with ground truth.           

Conclusion: In our study, digital image analysis produced a fast and reproducible classification 
of chronic gastric inflammation with good precision and accuracy. Technical errors generated 6 
cases of false negative results. Several other limitations of the study (use of only bariatric gas-
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tric fundus tissue, low number of cases, manual supervised learning segmentation) ask for an 
increased number of cases evaluation before validation and clinical use.    

Introduction  

Chronic Gastric inflammation (Chronic gastritis - CG) is a common histologic finding in many 
medical conditions (1). It is often associated with the presence of Helicobacter Pylori (HPyl), an 
opportunistic gram-negative bacterium that infects more than 50% of world population (2). A cor-
relation between HPyl infestation and the development of CG, peptic ulcer, gastric adenocarci-
noma and gastric lymphoma was often reported (3,4). Bacterial induced CG has histological 
features (mononuclear cellular infiltrate that can be associated with active inflammation) (5) that 
allow direct visual grading and classification of inflammatory cells. As the process is laborious 
and time-consuming, it is not sustainable in the daily routine activity. A four points visual ana-
logue scale was adopted for fast grading (6) and is frequently used in routine histopathology 
exams (RHP). RHP is a microscopic exam performed under standard conditions on any surgical 
tissue, even if there is minimal or no suspicion of a clinically significant abnormality (7). It is 
supposed to offer a fast and accurate diagnostic that will improve the management of patients 
after any surgery but is not always precise, fast or cost-effective, at least after some interven-
tions (8). More challenging, when RHP is evaluating randomly sampled, normal specimens, the 
process is labor intense, time and budget consuming without producing significant results 
(9,10). RHP can be a medico-legal requirement. It is often mandated by health laws or regula-
tions and more than 50% of any average surgical pathology lab time and budget is dedicated to 
it (11). There are authors that asked for a more strategic use of RHP (12) but the decision is not 
easy as RHP may detect serious incidental findings that can influence the treatment of any sur-
gical patient (13).   

RHP after bariatric surgery reflects well the dilemma of routine histology performed on normal 
tissue excised for therapeutic reasons. Obesity is an important global public health problem of 
epidemic proportions with a multifactorial pathogenesis that may generate serious complica-
tions. Between many existing treatment options, bariatric surgical procedures gained popularity. 
Laparoscopic Gastric Sleeve (LGS) is a recently added surgical technique able to control both 
the disease and associated comorbidities in a safe and efficacious way (14) by removing a part 
of the “normal” gastric wall (15).  As obesity does not alter the structure of the gastric wall, in 
theory, surgical pathology diagnostics after bariatric interventions should report only normal or 
incidental findings (16). In reality, the number and seriousness of pathology diagnostics after 
bariatric surgery is substantial (17) mainly because of Helicobacter Pylori (HPyl) gastric infec-
tion. As after any gastric surgery, HPyl may also generate early post bariatric complications (18) 
fact that makes diagnostic and treatment of HPyl infestation, a priority (19).  

In bariatric patients that do not have any gastric symptomatology, chronic lymphocytic inflamma-
tion diagnostic is performed mainly during the RHP exam. The use of a four points Visual Ana-
log Scale (VAS) (classifying the intraepithelial infiltrate as normal, mild, moderate or severe) (20) 
makes the process fast, but subjective.  

A possible solution to improve routine CG classification is provided by digital pathology. Digital 
pathology research started in the mid of twentieth century (21) and gained credibility once com-
puter power increased and relevant software was developed. Within the field of digital patholo-
gy, digital image analysis (DIA) proved to be a useful diagnostic tool, able to reduce diagnostic 
subjectivity, allowing remote consultation possibilities, better training and lab resources use 
(22,23). Even not entirely validated outside research, DIA showed excellent results in diagnos-
ing several forms of breast and colon cancers (24). In benign histology, tissue characteristics 
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(including stromal differentiation and possible post-harvest tissue necrosis), associated disor-
ders, sampling and staining errors may add challenges to DIA diagnostic performance (25). Any 
digital analysis workflow will involve several steps: image data acquisition and ground truth gen-
eration, image analysis including object detection, segmentation and recognition, and medical 
statistics (26). All of these steps can be performed manually with the help of open-source soft-
ware (adapted for specific laboratory needs) or can be automated, involving the use of whole 
slide scanners and proprietary software. Manual acquisition and analysis of microscopic slides 
is more economically affordable but can be as subjective as human reading. Machine scanners 
can produce precise histologic diagnostics (27) but are still expensive as a solid informatics 
network is additionally required (28).  

Our research objective was to evaluate how manual DIA may improve routine (HE) chronic gas-
tric classification compared to human fast-scoring in tissue sampled from asymptomatic bariatric 
patients that had an LGS intervention.   

Materials and Methods  

One surgical pathologist examined all gastric samples from consecutive bariatric patients that 
had LGS surgery (29) over one year (87 cases). Six fragments of gastric mucosa were sampled 
and prepared for routine histology. One 4-microns section was taken from each block and 

stained with HE 
then examined with 
a standard optical 
microscope (objec-
tive x10, camera 
12MP). Derived 
from Sydney crite-
ria (20), gastric tis-
sue was scored as 
normal, with mild, 
moderate or severe 
inflammatory infil-
trate and classified 
as normal, with 
nonspecific chronic 
or with lymphocytic 
gastritis. HPyl 
presence was di-
agnosed with a 
specialized stain 
(modified Giemsa) 
in all cases.    

Fig 1. Acute Lymphocytic gastritis digital diagnostic (A. HE, training; B. channel selection, C. 
segmentation, in green inflammatory cells; D. binary analysis)	
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For DIA, images were preprocessed as recommended (30). Using open source software ilastik 
(31) images were segmented under three labels: inflammatory cells, epithelial cells and back-
ground (32). Segmentation probability maps were exported and evaluated using FIJI (33) (fig. 1 
and 2). Each probability map was analyzed based on nuclear dimension: 5-15 microns for in-

flammatory and 20-25 
microns for gastric ep-
ithelial cells (34). 
Based on intraepithe-
lial lymphocytes count 
(ratio of inflammatory 
over epithelial cells) 
each case was classi-
fied as normal, with 
nonspecific chronic 
gastritis and with lym-
phocytic gastritis (nor-
mal = 15/100 < lym-
phocytes, nonspecific 
chronic gastritis = un-
der 30 lymphocytes/
100 epithelial cells, 
lymphocytic gastritis = 
over 30/100) (35).  

Fig 2. Acute lymphocytic gastritis with massive oedema, marked lymphocytosis and follicle for-
mation 

Discordant results were re-evaluated by the human pathologist using direct counting. The accu-
racy and precision of DIA classification was finally calculated (36).  

The bariatric population consisted of gastric asymptomatic, severely obese patients.  No adja-
cent pre-op HPyl diagnostic was performed. LGS was the only bariatric surgery performed and 
no pre-op endoscopic exam was recommended and done. Population was residing in a high-
prevalence HPyl geographic area (37,38). 

Statistics 

Data was stored in a standard Excel spreadsheet and was analyzed using MedCalc open 
source statistical software (version 19.0.7, MedCalc Software bvba, Ostend, Belgium). Basic 
statistic results are expressed as mean ± standard deviation. Differences between means were 
tested for significance with a p-value set at p<0.05. 

Ethics.  

Before bariatric surgery all patients provided standard written, informed consent specifically 
agreeing with the process and analyze of the pathology gastric samples and for participating in 
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pathology anonymized research. The hospital IRB approved the digital analysis of images study 
(1122/2020).  

Results  

Patients (63.21% women) had a mean age of 37.78±11.11 years and a Body Mass Index (BMI) 
of 41.05±3.76 kg/m2. Differences between gastric wall inflammation quantification using VAS 
fast scoring and DIA results are presented in table 1.  

Table 1. 

Table 1. Comparing gastric wall diagnostics stratification based on Visual Analogue Scale and 
Digital Image Analysis (NCG=nonspecific chronic gastritis, LG=lymphocytic gastritis, IF=incidental findings). 
RH_HE=Hematoxylin Eosin HPyl+ detection. Giemsa=modified Giemsa HPyl detection.  

Clinical-demographic data and inflammation classification for both classification methods are 
presented in table 2.  

Table 2.  

Table 2. Clinical, demographic and inflammation classification data (RH= routine histology, DIA=digital 
image analysis, CG= chronic gastritis, LH= lymphocytic gastritis, BMI= body mass index, IEL=intraepithelial lymphocytes count, 
NA=not available, * p<0.0001). 

Age 

Group

Nr. Normal NCG LG IF Chronic Gastri-

tis

HPyl+

VAS DIA VAS DIA VAS DIA VAS DIA RH_HE Giemsa

<20 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 0

20-30 24 9 3 5 11 8 8 2 13 19 3 5

30-40 32 7 8 10 9 17 17 0 27 26 3 8

40-50 16 6 1 5 6 5 10 1 10 16 3 6

50-60 12 4 0 0 3 8 8 1 8 11 2 5

>60 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

Total 87 28 12 20 30 39 45 4 59 75 12 25

Number Sex Age (years) BMI (kg/m2) IEL

Normal VAS 28 6m / 22f 36.5±11.3 41.75±1.9* NA

Normal DIA 12 3m / 9f 34.8±7.03 39.54±2.8 14.3±0.4*

CG VAS 20 6m / 14f 35.7±7.3 38.9±1.5 NA

CG DIA 30 8m / 22f 35.86±9.6 40.28±2.85 25.4±0.2*

LG VAS 39 17m / 22f 40.2±11.8 37.2±2.4* NA

LG DIA 45 19m / 26f 40.25±11.4 38.6±3.4 53.1±15*
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HPyl was identified using modified Giemsa in 25 cases (29%). All HPyl+ cases were graded by 
the human pathologist by direct counting in an area of maximal inflammation. 3 of HPyl+ cases 
had moderate chronic gastric inflammation, 10 had severe lymphocytosis and 12 had signs of 

active in-
flammation 
associated 
with chron-
ic inflam-
mation 
(fig.3). 

Fig 3. HPyl presence in relation with chronic inflammation grade 

Discussion 

Routine histology findings on normal tissue excised for therapeutic reasons are often incidental. 
Bariatric surgery is an exception: as many patients are infected with HPyl, the bacterium may 
increase the frequency and gravity of gastric wall chronic inflammation and may generate post-
op complications (39). Frequently, for asymptomatic bariatric patients, gastritis diagnostic and 
grading are performed only on surgical samples, part of RHP exam. As the process is based on 
VAS fast-scoring, it is subjective, time and budget consuming. Digital quantification of the in-
flammatory process may help improving classification precision and produce a fast, reproducible 
classification.  

Our study aim was to evaluate validity of manual digital quantification of chronic gastritis classi-
fication compared with human grading. Images of microscopic slides coming from 87 consecu-
tive obese patients were prepared and analyzed using both an open source software and a rou-
tine human fast-scoring classification.  

A significant difference between the IEL machine count results was observed when normal tis-
sue, unspecified gastritis and lymphocytic gastritis groups were compared. Previously published 
data concerning IEL value in gastritis classification performed using direct microscopic cell count 
(40,41) reported similar differences.   

In our cohort, HPyl presence was diagnosed in 22 cases of lymphocytic gastritis (48%) and in 
only 3 cases of nonspecific chronic gastritis (10%). Within the lymphocytic group, 12 cases had 
signs of acute inflammatory activity (IEL mean of 60.3±18). 10 HPyl+ cases did not show signs 
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of acute inflammatory reaction (IEL mean of 49.4±13). For the 3 cases detected in the chronic 
nonspecific gastritis group the mean IEL was 24 (±0.2).    

DIA quantification results were concordant with human VAS in 47 cases (54%). All 40 discordant 
cases were re-examined by the surgical pathologist by direct counting in an area of maximal 
inflammation. DIA results were true positive in 27 cases, true negative in 4 cases; in 3 cases 
results were false positive and in 6 cases were false negative. Slides technical artifacts (that did 
not generate any difficulty for human scoring) were responsible for all 6 false negative results.  

DIA demonstrated a robust accuracy (89%) and precision (96%) when compared with visual 
analogue fast scoring.   

In our general surgical pathology department, more than 60% of time and budget is allocated to 
routine histology diagnostic. Of it, 5-7.5% of all RHP exams are performed on normal gastric 
tissue sampled after laparoscopic gastric sleeve from gastric asymptomatic, severely obese pa-
tients and is focusing on gastritis and HPyl diagnostics. Gastritis classification is performed us-
ing VAS and may be subjective. Digital quantification of inflammation, as an alternative to hu-
man scoring, was fast, reproducible and worked well in classification of moderate and severe 
lymphocytic infiltrates cases. Mild lymphocytic infiltrates classification generated most of differ-
ences between human fast scoring and machine analysis.  

A well-known limitation of DIA diagnostic in benign histopathology (seen in our study as well) is 
given by fixing, cutting and staining techniques. Better slide preparation will improve DIA diag-
nostic validity by eliminating false negative cases. Another limitation of the method was the se-
lection of LGS cases (fundus gastric tissue only). Both chronic inflammation and HPyl presence 
may differ at the fundic level from other gastric areas. The use of bariatric patients without any 
gastric symptomatology allowed a homogenous patient population and LGS is the only laparo-
scopic procedure performed in our centre on asymptomatic patients. The manual segmentation 
process (an important aspect of digital analysis based on supervised training) can be as subjec-
tive as the human fast-scoring process.  

To our knowledge, this is a first study that evaluates the utility of digital image analysis in routine 
histopathology. Based on our data we consider that digital image analysis can help routine di-
agnostic in terms of time and reproducibility when normal tissue is examined even when a man-
ual analysis is performed. Automation of the whole process may increase the performance of 
the diagnostic but will also increase operating costs.  
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