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1 Annotation procedure
Proximal caries were annotated by six different dental clinicians. Five of them associated with
TkMidt research centre, NTNU, (Trondheim, Norway); and the sixth to Boneprox A.B., (Gothenburg,
Sweden). The annotations consisted of labelled bounding boxes. The lesions were classified following
Espelid and Tveit criteria [1], [2] into grades one to five. An additional label was used to identify
caries whose grade cannot be clearly determined. Observers could also label an image as free of
caries or reject it because of poor quality e.g., bad angulation, or wrong acquisition settings. As
pointed out by the annotators, the biggest challenge was the diagnosis solely based on the X-ray
image, as it was impossible to perform a visual inspection of the patient, to better identify the
severity of the caries.

The AnnotationWeb [3] web based application was used to collect the observations. The
annotation work was divided in three phases. Initially, each observer was given the task of
annotating 200 selected bitewing images to assess the interobserver variability (see Section 1.1).
Next, they were asked to annotate the complete dataset, where the images were randomly sampled
from the dataset. Due to schedule restrictions, when the mark of 13,000 annotated images was
reached, regardless of the number of observers that analysed the images, the dental clinicians were
given a new task to only annotate those images out of the 13,000 that they have not viewed before.
Additionally, the observers were brought together to collaboratively annotate a subset of images
resulting in the consensus test set of 197 images.

1.1 Interobserver analysis
Prior the work done on the consensus test set, a one-to-one comparison was made instead to assess
the variability between the annotators. The results are included for completeness. The goodness of
agreement was measured using Cohen’s Kappa (κ)[4], defined as

κ = 1− 1− p0
1− pe

(1)

where,

p0 is the probability of agreement between the observers,
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pe is the probability of agreement by change between the annotators.

Notice how Cohen’s Kappa ranges from −1 (worse than random agreement) to +1 (total
agreement).

The bounding boxes drawn by the observers were then paired based on the intersection over
union (IoU) score (see Equation (2)). Hence, κ was evaluated using different IoU thresholds.

IoU(A,B) =
A ∩B

A ∪B
(2)

κ values for the six annotators are shown in Figure 1 for the IoU thresholds 0.2, 0.5 and 0.8,
respectively.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1: Cohen’s Kappa values for different IoU thresholds: (a) 0.2, (b) 0.5, and (c) 0.8. Only
grades one to five, and secondary lesions were considered.

Furthermore, the lesions were grouped in more general categories, as described in the manuscript:
caries of grades one and two were classified as "enamel caries", whereas grades three to four were
grouped as "dentine caries". Secondary caries and unknown caries were kept as their own category.
The results same analysis on the agreement level of the annotators can be seen in Figure 2.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2: Cohen’s Kappa values for different IoU thresholds: (a) 0.2, (b) 0.5, and (c) 0.8. Only
enamel and dentine caries macro groups were considered.

2 Pipeline to process multi-observer object detection annota-
tions

The strategy followed to combine the annotations comprised of two steps. First, the annotations
in each image are assigned to different groups based on the IoU (see Algorithm 1). Next, the
preassigned groups are analysed to build the "common bounding box" as described in Algorithm 2.

For each box in the group, a Gaussian distribution is fitted along the two axes of the image i.e.,
the vertical and horizontal axes. The probability density function (PDF) of these distributions are
then combined, resulting in the mixture density function of a Gaussian Mixture Model where all
distributions have the same weight. Given a confidence value (p), the mixture density is used to get
that box which overlaps with the group as illustrated in Figure 3. The Gaussian distributions are
fitted so the standard deviation is a fourth of the length of the box (see Figure 3).

3 Architectures
Details of the architectures used in this study are described in this section.
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Algorithm 1 Group annotations
Inputs:

L ▷ List of annotations of an image
k ▷ IoU threshold

Initialize:
A← L{0}
L← L{1, . . . , n}
T [annotation, group] ▷ Table where to save the group assignment for each
annotation, group_counter ← 0

for i := 1 to n do
B ← L{i}
if IoU(A,B) ≥ k ∨A ⊂ B ∨B ⊂ A then

if T (A) ̸= ∅ ∧ T (B) ̸= ∅ then
if T (A).group ̸= T (B).group then ▷ A and B are assigned to different groups

Compare each annotation a in T (A) with each annotation b in T (B)
if ∀(a, b), IoU(a, b) ≥ k then

T (∀a).group← T (B).group ▷ Annotations in the group of A are assigned to
the group of B

else
Mark T (A) and T (B) to be manually inspected

end if
end if

else if T (B).group ̸= ∅ then
T (A).group← T (B).group

else if T (A).group ̸= ∅ then
T (B).group← T (A).group

end if
else

T (A).group← group_counter
T (B).group← group_counter
group_counter ← group_counter + 1

end if
end for

Algorithm 2 Combine bounding boxes
Inputs:

B ▷ List of bounding box coordinates (X, Y, W, H), with |B| boxes
p ▷ p− value ∈ [0, 1] threshold for the GMM probability

lowerth = 1−p
2

upperth = 1+p
2

for b in B do
Gw ← NormalDistribution(µ = b.X + b.W/2, σ = b.W/4)
Gh ← NormalDistribution(µ = b.Y + b.H/2, σ = b.H/4)

end for
for xin{w, h} do

xsampling ▷ Evenly distributed sampling values, covering the combined domains of the
distributions in Gx

for g in Gx do
PDFx ← ProbabilityDensityFunction(g, xsampling)

end for
mixtureDensityx[k]← 1

|B|
∑|B|

i=0 PDFx[i][k]

cumulativeMDx[k] =
∑k

i=0 mixtureDensityx[i] ▷ Cumulative sum of mixtureDensityx
xmin ← xsampling(max(where(cumulativeMDx ≤ lowerth)))
xmax ← xsampling(max(where(cumulativeMDx ≤ upperth)))

end for
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Figure 3: The common bounding box (red) is obtained from the combined PDF of the Gaussian
distribution fitted to the two blue boxes.

3.1 RetinaNet
Firstly introduced in Lin, Goyal, Girshick, et al. [5], RetinaNet fashions a ResNet50 [6] backbone
network connected with a feature pyramid network (FPN), providing multi-scale features. The
backbone is usually initialised using the weights resulting of training on the ImageNet dataset [7].
As shown in Figure 4, two parallel fully connected networks are connected to each level of the FPN.
Wheres the first sub-network is tasked to regress the anchor boxes, the second is entrusted with
classifying these anchor boxes. The predictions are then combined using non-maximal suppression.
The average precision reported on the COCO test-dev split showed better performance than Faster-
R-CNN-two-stage detectors, and one-stage methods like YOLOv2 or SSD513 detectors. Moreover,
the runtime reported was improved with respect to the baseline methods. Hence why it was included
in this study.

Class

Box

Sub-network

Sub-net.

Sub-net.

Sub-net.

Sub-net.

ResNet FPN

Input

Non-maximum
supression Predictions

Figure 4: RetinaNet architecture, using ResNet as backbone, a feature pyramid network as neck,
and two fully convolutional networks as head of the detector.

3.2 YOLOv5
YOLO architecture was first introduced in 2015 [8], since then, new updated version have been
released, being v5 developed by Jocher, Chaurasia, Stoken, et al. [9], the one tested in this study.
Like its former versions, is a one stage object detector with a similar architecture as GoogLeNet [10].
As in YOLOv4, YOLOv5 uses CSPDarknet53 [11] as backbone. This consists of an enhanced
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fully-convolutional DarkNet53 [12] with the feature splitting strategy proposed in the cross stage
partial DenseNet [13].

YOLOv5 architecture comes in five different sizes,increasing the number of parameters between
each version: N (extra small), S (small), M (medium), L (large), X (extra large). Pretrained weights
for each size are available to use in the original repository https://github.com/ultralytics/
yolov5. The performance is shown to increase with the size of the network, expected with the
increase in number of parameters, making it able to abstract more complex and relevant features.
However, this improvement in performance come at expense of the runtime, increasing from 45ms
(YOLOv5n) up to 766ms (YOLOv5x) [9]. In addition, a version with larger input size (identified
with a 6) of 1280 pxwere made available. YOLOv5 sizes S6 and M6 were deemed an appropriate
compromise between flexibility and resources for the presented application, and better suited to the
image size of our dataset. Out of the five sizes, only the medium model was used in this study due
to limitations in time and resources.

CSP DarkNet53

Input

PANet

Non-maximum
supression

YOLOv3 head
YOLOv3 head
YOLOv3 head

Predictions

Figure 5: YOLOv5, using CSP DarkNet53 as backbone, followed by the Path Aggregator Network,
and YOLOv3 head detector.

A schematic view of the YOLOv5 architecture is depicted in Figure 5. CSP Darknet-53 is used
as the backbone model, featuring the cross stage partial (CSP) network strategy [13] which prevents
redundant gradients, reducing memory requirements, and vanishing gradients by introducing skip
connections through stages. The neck of YOLOv5 consists of a path aggregator network (PA
Network), which combines the multi-scale features, enhanced with CSPNet blocks. Lastly, the
same head block as in YOLOv3 is used to predict the coordinates of the bounding boxes, the label,
and the prediction scores. Whereas the convolutions in the hidden layers of YOLOv5 feature the
swish activation function i.e.g, sigmoid linear unit, the sigmoid function is used in the output layer
instead.

3.3 EfficientDet
Developed by Tan, Pang, and Le [14], EfficientDet is a collection of object detection networks, built
using EfficientNet [15] as backbone and pretrained on the ImageNet dataset [7]. The architecture
features and encoder, with seven down sampling steps, connected to a bidirectional feature pyramid
network (BiFPN), as shown in Figure 6. The output is then fed to a class and a box prediction
networks, both sharing the same fully connected network architecture, which provide the object
detection predictions. Non-maximal suppression is used to regress the final predictions.
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Class

Box

BiFN BiFN BiFNEfficientNet

P1
P2
P3
P4
P5
P6
P7

EfficientNet BiFPN

Input

Non-maximal
supression

Figure 6: EfficientDet architecture, with EfficientNet as backbone, a bidirectional feature pyramid
network (BiFPN) as neck, and two full connected networks as head of the detector.

The architecture is designed to scale up/down, following a compound factor (ϕ), as in Efficient-
Net [15]. A total of eight versions of pre-trained EfficientDet were made available: D0 to D7, each
using the corresponding EfficientNet-B0 to B6 backbone. Due to time and resources restrictions,
only the models for EfficientDet D0 and D1 were included in this study.

4 Extended results
Table 1 shows the per fold cross-validation (CV) evaluation results of the models, on the consensus
dataset. Table 2 shows the evaluation results of both the trained models and the dental clinicians
per class, aside from the average across classes. To ease the interpretation of these values, a
graphical representation is shown in Figure 7.
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