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Tissue Pgy, Rar  Flgb  Pym  Riym  Fliym  Pium  Rtum  Fltum

Unimodal Transformer (GEB Trained)

Breast 0.71  0.65 0.68 0.55 0.65 0.60 0.85 0.85 0.85
Lung 0.80 0.79 0.79 0.56 0.65 0.60 0.83 0.80 0.82
Prostate  0.88  0.83 0.86 0.28 0.09 0.14 0.78 0.85 0.82

Spatial Transformer (GEB Trained)

Breast 0.70  0.70 0.70 0.58 0.59 0.59 0.85 0.84 0.85
Lung 0.79  0.82 0.81 0.56 0.63 0.59 0.87 0.79 0.82
Prostate  0.88  0.85 0.86 0.31 0.09 0.14 0.80 0.85 0.82

Dual-Modality Transformer (GEB + MEB Trained)

Breast 0.90  0.90 0.90 0.90 0.87 0.88 0.92 0.95 0.93
Lung 0.90  0.93 0.91 0.94 0.81 0.87 0.91 0.91 0.91
Prostate  0.93  0.89 0.91 0.71 0.66 0.68 0.86 0.92 0.89

Multi-Input Transformer (GEB + MEB Trained)

Breast 0.93 0.85 0.89 0.84 0.93 0.88 0.92 0.95 0.93
Lung 0.93  0.87 0.90 0.77 0.96 0.85 0.90 0.92 0.91
Prostate  0.93  0.87 0.90 0.30 0.85 0.44 0.85 0.91 0.88

Table 1. Performance metrics for AI-sTIL predictions
across tissues. Abbreviations: P = Precision, R = Recall,
F1 = Fl-score; fib = Fibroblast, lym = Lymphocyte, tum
= Tumor.
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Tissue P, o Ry c Fly ¢ Pena Rend Flenda  Pepi Repi Flepi  Prav Rypiv Flyiy Pmae  Rmae  Flmae Pi_e Ri e Fly

Unimodal Transformer (GEB Trained)

Breast 0.77 0.79 0.78 0.80 0.76 0.78 0.94 0.97 0.95 0.85 0.80 0.82 0.82 0.83 0.82 0.89 0.87 0.88
Lung 0.94 0.87 0.90 0.94 0.93 0.94 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.92 0.92 0.88 0.95 0.92 0.93 0.94 0.93
Prostate 0.54 0.55 0.55 0.84 0.76 0.80 0.92 0.97 0.94 0.89 0.85 0.87 0.89 0.80 0.84 0.84 0.77 0.81
Spatial Transformer (GEB Trained)

Breast 0.81 0.75 0.78 0.81 0.76 0.78 0.94 0.97 0.95 0.81 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.88 0.89 0.88
Lung 0.88 0.92 0.90 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.97 0.98 0.97 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.92 0.93
Prostate 0.76 0.49 0.59 0.88 0.75 0.81 0.93 0.96 0.95 0.88 0.87 0.88 0.80 0.85 0.82 0.84 0.79 0.81

Dual-Modality Transformer (GEB + MEB Trained)

Breast 0.78 0.83 0.81 0.94 0.68 0.79 0.94 0.98 0.84 0.82 0.83 0.85 0.82 0.83 0.90 0.89 0.89
Lung 0.91 0.92 0.91 0.95 0.92 0.94 0.97 0.98 0.94 0.91 0.93 0.91 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.95 0.94
Prostate 0.78 0.49 0.60 0.94 0.74 0.83 0.92 0.98 0.91 0.88 0.89 0.90 0.82 0.86 0.88 0.76 0.82
Multi-Input Transformer (GEB + MEB Trained)

Breast 0.78 0.82 0.80 0.69 0.82 0.75 0.97 0.95 0.79 0.84 0.82 0.79 0.86 0.82 0.93 0.84 0.88
Lung 0.95 0.97 0.96 0.98 0.98 0.98 1.00 0.99 0.92 0.95 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.97 0.98 0.97 0.97
Prostate 0.21 0.74 0.32 0.82 0.77 0.79 0.95 0.93 0.94 0.83 0.88 0.74 0.85 0.79 0.81 0.76 0.78

Table 2. SingleR FMTEARFHAFRIERES AR, F5: P = KifiE, R = f{BF, F1=F1135; T b_c =B 4,
end = WEAM, epi = LRI, fib = MAT4EAHE, mac = EWEAARE, t c = T 4. GEB: JHPMiRA, MEB: JESHRA
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