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Abstract

SAM has significantly advanced computer vision tasks in natural scenes. However, the jagged
edges of their segmentation masks often compromise the overall quality. Traditional boundary
refinement techniques typically address this by appending additional trainable branches to the
original architecture, which inevitably incurs substantial training overhead. To address this pain
point, this paper proposes a low-cost boundary refinement module specifically tailored for SAM,
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built upon the implicit method of fundamental solutions. Specifically, we resample the initial
boundary points from SAM’s segmentation and perform global implicit reconstruction, signifi-
cantly smoothing the boundaries while preserving the object’s original topology. Evaluation re-
sults on the COCO dataset demonstrate that this optimization strategy improves curvature met-
rics nearly tenfold while maintaining SAM’s full segmentation accuracy. This approach provides
an efficient, robust, and training-free boundary optimization solution for advanced visual pro-
cessing in natural imagery.
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1. 5|8

A EH SR, B 5 E](Image Segmentation) A SEHG R H 37 SR OMES, fEHENE
O BRESARS W R Tl B BRI AE SR B TR SR I s KPR BOREBENEH . BREEINNTE
FURE U LK, R IR E T 7 R Ak AR 3130 B Bl R R 5 iUk Jé . U-Net [1 i 42 H
XIFREI DA - RS ES 45 M) kRIS, A RO T OREE S BN BRI, BN T B EIA
B SIS ME SR o SegNet [2] I I 1 SR A0ZR 1 AT AR L1t FoRAE, TELCRFFEL R 2 kG FE 1 (R B 2 3%
B T BAFITR, PR TR R BRI RR R .

N1 R F SR R E AL, DeepLab R41[3]15] N T 2 AL 23 0] 4 - H5 i AL (ASPP)F LI K
AT, W RHERTE TR KR SF HARBIZRAE J1 . AESL5I 25, Mask R-CNN [4]7EAGIIAEZE i 3F47 5]
NS> 572 37 F RolAlign K5 Faster RCNN [5]H RolPooling H LA EAL IR, #5744
T HFRIREAESREL, 25 1 S0 BESS RS . € HRNet [6]32 12 A, 44K 2 B ER#5R 2 5 SRpE sk
Bl UE R H R E s PR A B AR B, (AR RE RN aiE ks A/ 8E R
F K. HRNet WA AT EZ MR D HERIFE Y30, FRED S MERSHEATE R H 50, feislH
IR B 8 103 SUE RS R R B S R, AR T R G5 MITE  HE I S AR S BRI 1o

35 N Transformer [7]4X, SegFormer [8]5KF 48143 = Transformer Zmfid s, AeWs4 £ N EEHFE,
HAKIG A B gmis, A 80k % T HIHR S IR HER A — 8, AL E A ok MR R T P i) & 5%
LG ST F ARG AR A5, ETE T TS AL MLP 28, RTRRA AR EURRAE, A 3R 5 4 R e
F1, WS RIFRIAGE S E R AE R R . Mask2Former [9]7E Transformer ffh% 2% 4% DALY Fr B (FR 3
G AT SCAT R S AR BRI 350) g O IR SR SR AE S W R D, R R IR IE R VS B, T AR R
Transformer fffit 88 28 XFE R IR CEEBG T A AL E, M SeBlsE Pl st 5 AR RE: [FIR 51 N2 RUE
R PRERAFAE, A AR BRI N /N IR A BIROR s IhAh, s R B R 5 R R I
NGFE« 5INATS S EWREAE . 2Bk dropout ZEfR Ak cicidk, FEANIG TSR (AT HE B ik — P A A M
2023 4F, Segment Anything Model (SAM) [ 10] 1 i) 5 3535 43 FIAF 55 3 ARSI AY I AKX, 38 I 72 X RIAR
Hlln e BRI T R BREAZAGEE Sy, ARV PR A B RPR AT s Bl R, o
FNGE RAERO T UTHRRE IR A E AR . BT S, SR T 48 48 sp A B I N SRR DL
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EF, HE

REAE B o HR e i 5 0k, T AR B i) 23 BIFE I (Mask) TEVMA D b 2 BB B 1 “ BRI R (Jagged Ar-
tifacts)o IXFPAKEIN R SAAEIN T P EEtH S WAk i) B AREES, B SEUT FUHESS Woks K
BLAS NI 1) B = 0 ks e ) = 7 S FH AR R 2R R S EUX S AP I — N R R R 2, EIZ
AT I A T 52 BR T R o R . AR R BT 2 S EUM R S R BOV MRS, B mmERE. B
SRPE = R 3 T BRI THA SRS B, (X P 7 VR AR AR 2 52 BIREAR 25 A 0 PR, B0 32 1) T BRSO
INE S Vor L S| DNINEG RPN

NTBGLR—HME, FARFIFR T KR Kirillov 28 AFEH ) PointRend [11115% T BT YL
SEAR, S8 1 A AT E S PR RS TH 01 0 HE 5 SegFix [[12] ] FH AL B TN 2 545
RN EEEEXIREIE; Gated-SCNN [13]41 Boundary-preserving Mask R-CNN [14]43 i@ 5] AT
IR A 2 A R 4 3, A EITE R AR BT B sk J L2 K . RefineMask [15] & 7ERl& BT Bk
11 3 BN TTEAE SN X J BB LS, DL AR BERFIEAE R B 2 [ 4015 B RAMEAE A o ZAE LR O 6
BET: B, ERHMESFEFEPN) IG5 ER s Gk, SO RIARR BER-IE; Xk, 7EHE
i3 (Mask Head) ™ 5| N Z BB MR SEHS, 1@ILTE Rol-Align J5i& 0 FRFEFEBINATIARHE, A RuatH T
RS 7 1A S B A, @i 5l NI S ENHLE], RefineMask SZIN 1% 52 2010 RS HE A
CascadePSP [ 16|52 T MK 7 #E 2 2 5 7 HER (115 RS RS L . CascadePSP I ik X 4] 25 A8 il (AT RE K i
AT 0T, B R S FONRG BE S A . HAZ O SRR R e At 38 et
FIH5 (coarse-to-fine) M FE ML . FLIAZ N E T IR e MR e R g, d3Ei NG 8= AR T 5
(A, DLSEEIT 1 S T PR e R SR 1B SR, XA L E R R R T e
AR MR AN N— DN 3. T XS 5G4k, EAM B ER AN
SRR T I BB 5 bR R, R B E SR T BRI TS S G

VR i i T B 2 B A AR ) AR . THEALEE SR RS AR 2 A B AT )RR R
TEAFE F Y 3N B 5 4 B AN HIGEL i = B B, T 23 77 F2(PDE) B TG W i Ei i U7 v A B =t
TR I T R AR 35 . o, BEARMEMESYWE N —Fs st HER, W 53 (PREAHZ &
T AT ) B TR 0 =4 J U . fESR BB 2 |, Tankelevich S8 A[171{EH T —FhFIH
PF/MFS HARAT =4E BG5S Mt EA I 738, 8T S i A R T % o — Al — R 7
f(P)=0 & UHBESHR . T —DIRT EA I EEIRL I, Chen 55 \[18]BE 542 H 7 —Fh 6 & PUB i
T 7 RE BT AL LA AR 2R R, SRR IS I = PDE I, MFS {EA— a5 H 5
TSI TE RS 75, Re 8 BT S kR A% 4t K 1132 7 (fictitious boundary) AR, AT KW @144 7 {7
SRR, FFEASCEM S A URRARTT R B T BRI 3

‘ —> MFS-Smoother
L &5
Mask

Smoothed Mask

Image

Figure 1. Overall flowchart

1. AXXERRIE

ARSI T — P AT A2 TR e 77 FE(PDE) A (1 B BOL T L. MFS-Smoother. A SCEEAAITRE
WE 1R, 24 SAM A BAIGATETS S, i MFS-Smoother AL ESFIHERS . AN [T 14 5o R A0 5k
W, %7 AL TN 32 R E W) PR L SR RS AL R IO S 7 RS A A 5 L AR A e
RE, I 4R Bl R AR 37 A S BRI 5 1 B R ERR . SEIREE AR, U IR IR R H AR R
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FNERII RIS, BB IR T 70 0 AR ) T LTSI B S Dt ks 42 0 2% 70 TSI (4 B kP B2 48t 17— Fob
HRHE T ENE S RSB

2. SAM &R+ 48

Segment Anything Model (SAM){E Jy 1+ SEHUAN 3 U ) — THIFBUPE TAE. & 2 JEoR T SAM 4% (1) ¢
RZER . SAM B PERLE T “AI$ER4rE]” (Promptable Segmentation) 4 #vu s, i S @ T
M JAFHHE, SURBCRHBSHEID S Z A 2 B R, RE BoRS R e A IR BB P R B AR . X
—HESRH E R, ARRHEE BAR a8 T HE G BRI SA-1B R4, ZHEEaS 7 10 21
e iR AR AT 1100 F35K e HE R ER . HAZ O R SAE TR 4R 7 A& m B E Ve i) “ Wik Seiefn
Wo FT0E T ALGUREE S0 73 RIFTBR S, A A AE T RE A (zero-shot) 2 SJHELE R RIS, o HASM)IZRRD
Al EAZ A FE D E R AR R AL . 1A, SAM TE R G IT BTG Wb Al 1% 3 1) B 4 R R R EL
HRRBERMPERAL IR, AIAECRIE kS BRI IR R, SEBL 1 AR ey R S e 2 R0 % . X b e L
PO A E RIEE S E SRR, i 2 SRR S AR AL 1RO R ZE A BN 5]
PR BEAIS 1 5 2 PR 25 Hh AR 3R PR E AR
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Figure 2. Network of SAM
2. SAM ZE#[E

2.1. Image Encoder

7t Segment Anything Model (SAM)I1) B JmA &5,  Hd MSLUAAR 28 2% 1] 21 v 4 15 SCRFAE 2 18] 1R
BEA T — A% s sk BRI . B, S W HARAEL R = o R N RO ~Hl s
TE N 1024 % 1024 x )P EIRI 73R 16 x 16 K/NKEAE Z 1) G (Patches). BiJG, XL EGHUEIT L
MR 2 R T I Wit 42 i 4 B el 2 (R (VOB 4E 4 D), (RIS B i mT 27 51 (10 246565 7 B 4 A DL AR B9 S 46 1)
ZREFANC R, B EE th = 4R IR B T 25 [BRSE N 64 > 64 TRIEHCA D FFHIET 5. TEERE
FRAEAR AU B, LR AR IR 5 i 2 M5 Transformer (VIT)HEZ bR, 43358 2 B R 3 & 1 A
A WL (Windowed MSA)5 45 F17E & /1ML H(Global MSA), fEUAAYERE 64 x 64 x D gk &4 A AR
MIRTHE T, ABERAnE SURHEIIR KRS 1 B UM B2, Sl 2 2 BRI SR B R
NIZ BRI AT M 4% (Neck Module), Hm4EiBiE D #7 R Z 56, m&HH RN 64 x 64 x 256 [1)%
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EF, HE

£ BB 4k A\ (Dense Image Embedding). M7 MEHE TR IAKRE, EUE DA 52 T — IR 0] 5 B 2 5 4]
1/16 141 KM B RAE SRR TE 1 5k P R 46

2.2. Prompt Encoder

TEHEIR Y5 8% (Prompt Encoder) F, AN [RIRRAS (1958 HL 36 A4 405 A0 A G — 4k BE (FRFAE ) B G 48 FE 5
HH 256), LMESEUR RN GAT ARG . X T MiBife R (Sparse Prompts), 7140 7 sk (45 (8] s Al bR 5
HFHE, W25 SR A E 4mfid(Positional Encodings )W LM NS 4ERFE, FF5RAEFERISMI W] 22 2 ik
NTAJEARIN: 3NN SOG4, B 5] N TR ZRIE CLIP MR SR B S AL 7 51 0T 2 8538 7R (Dense
Prompts), BRI $EALHHEID(Mask), HATGEHIN 7> HEERIE T A 256 x 256, ZHEEMIL KX EL £ 246
LG, AT RAERE 4 65 PR S IEE T4, R4 5 EUIGHRHIE R T 58— 501 64 x 64 x 256
fiE . TEEURMMA S, XL AR A FE 1) B AR RFAIE 23 5 UG i 2 4t 1) 42 R BRI A T8
RIERMIN, RSB RAFAE /R IS Token 751, BLHEIEN RGO FERDAARD 35 o

2.3. Mask Decoder

HER i 25 (Mask Decoder) AR AL BEAR 2 — AN = U 2B RHIERN & 5 ERFFRIDIE 2. 1%,
FE D 2RISR B AT BB MO — R TRIRST A 64 x 64 x 256 HIEGIRNRHIE, 2 &
B R RHIE 5 0] 52 2 $ 5 67 £F (Output Tokens) H—4E Token J7 41| . 7E 52 & 24 1) Transformer RS EL A,
B AL ik E v S AU 5 XA A8 X 1ML (Two-way Transformer): —J71H, #&7% Token J¥%]
YE N A 17 B (Query) 256 2 UK RHAIE (Img-EmDp), M 3025 581 5 & 138 SCIRAS (T21Attention); 55— 7
M, FEMGA R E(Img-EmDpPe) [ [ LA R L7~ Token, LR JR#HI 5] $15 B (12T Attention). £83d
USRI IERBL S G, TG I BRUGARE 25 N 2 25 10 LR, @il 2 5 B B FReR 4 15,
WAL 2R 256 x 256 7S [y HE 2. [RIF, SEHTJE 0% H Token M2t 2 2 B ANHL(MLP) LG R ah7s 70 K4
R . 2%, P A4 P (AR MRk (R AE), FRATHI 2N CRE N 3 2 4 MR 256 x
256 FTRIIFERD @, DAL B HERD B A5 21550 (IoU 23 %0). & 3 JE7R T WA Transformer 1945 45 1),
HAZOTE T XA 28 = 1AL .

-------- R LR E L L e L L DT L
Q
—>
K MLP
—
7 A
—

SelfAttention > T2 Attention

YYVY

I2TAttention

Y

Figure 3. Structure of two-way transformer
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3. MFS 753%
3.1. #EFITIE

TEAC PR — 4P 11 15 = FF AT BRI AR, AR A —Fh et B0 8 4y 3 - 200 2% (modified bi-
Helmholtz) 511 A4 T FE M E A . DL iz 4Bk ik Ot 5 B 4l 5 2l 18 .
B{EEBSER SR

BEE AR I T P 1 B AR ) UARTSEAAR B 3sf P A 2R T DA R G 3P X4 Q A . 1P i AT
BAAE p=(x,y), EX—ANREG(p), FHAEEEA R T 2 It o3 77 72 Bl i 4%

(Vz —KZ)Z #(p)=0, VpeQ
¢(p) =1, pel

o¢(p)

on

Hodr, V2RFE i FF R 1, « eSS
R m o TR RN

(p)=h(p), pel

¢(P) = q)A (p)+CI)B (P)
®,(p)= ZLO‘IKA (pi.x), @4(p)= Zl]ilﬂlKB (p1.x)

ULk, p, =||p—a, |, FRVEA £ p 55 1A B HOR q, 200 R BRI . o, R B R A
R M AL TR L

s,
exp(—xpo

_exp(—#p)

Kalos) =g

VEHL N AT 4L I T LA S BRI . KR @ AN RTIR I Ak, BT
Fic Hh M 2 ) 20 B2 AR R A -
M, M, |a e
R

ExE, a=[a,a,], B=[B.By] NRMEGIFE; e RAN 1 HFH R

II:[h(pJ,_uh(PN)T?
G

HEORMAE IR KRR YRR AN m B ik, SN FRE I Henk @I NS R E A (p)
MME, AR — A R B E R AEE L, B

a=0

FEZHUHIS, AR K B IR 77 A AR U T 58 — R i e oK
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M.B=e
PEBEIX — PR 4EERE, 1 AT — R R U B A U 15 B K W 4k

#(p) :iﬁzKB (p.x)= iﬂ, (MJ

I=1 I=1 8K

3.2. HHEE: ETRENIHRRESR

BT R e R S AR A RACAC B AR, M4 — AP S RS, 2847 2D Faalih i E
A B AAERE AR T LRGNy DL TN O A2 3R

F— BIRMER A RE)

SRECH ARPDR ) 2D s BE (AP H 0 — R AR D). 72 LR T A I HEAAR 7 A, ax sk
SRR A E NI A I BCE R, R B AR R .

¥ 0 iIMERES

THRS N R T SO 2 [ e SEPE R, SRR/ NEER, K d,,, -

M 256 2 At SR BT 5 1) B

K= S/dmin

Fb MELME T EA
R T SCHE S H IS TE I EE 22 T R R AR 2 ST R R e AN

exp(—lcp)
Kolpr) =g

HRAE T RO Z T I BR IRER B p FISEAF IS8 o, 13 BN TT R4
M,B=e
SV SRR 23
W ERMIELF R FERE M N B B R s b, WA A M, B =, IR EREAE B, .

Wb MdEER BT IO W= MG WIS SRR EP TR PGS

(61PN ) e Frredl TR SRR
B H AR R 2D LS S SE T A A Bl N S8 M EBounding Box 4= 2D
MR PR 2 A () B3 AT B SRS, T A% 9 4 (e.g-, 100 x 100 points)
BRI B M= Rp

ARNIE A 2 TP A
BRI,

BRI

N
$(p) = ) BiKa(pr.x)
(Y

°‘\v/:.
i FHMarching Squares
! IR
pa——— LTS
)
| T ) =
(4 SRR IR —50) SENEENG T

Figure 4. MFS calculation process
4. MFS itHid#2
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AL SIS AL  SE LR L (TE A Hh k)
PR IPAl s 7E AL 1% 5 2 1) T SAE (Bounding Box) P, AE R 42 1) - 4E A% 55, (f511 4 100 > 100 [
PP D KRB R R B AANITOE A3, THETH RS R — APl R R AR 237 o 8 -

ﬂm:éanu%@

PEHUM 2k TEVH S SE AN T I B BUE S, 8 A 1% 0 Marching Squares 25 SVESRHUH R U 4 (p) =1
FITERI BT AAR AL B o XA @ (p) =1 55 {E 2R (Isocontour) i 2 B 24 £ R 1T HL3st P Y 2D il 2%
4 JER T MFS (A5 8 BT ERFE, 2N T Az o JE 2T,

3.3. WMERH - XBBEEH NS

7E MFS [ER A R, $EH 77 REREFE A A SR RZ O, EAMRIE T BRI B EXERE, T H
S 1) FH AL R A ROCR ARG E I o B B8 o S 51 [ 17 R A A T X -
= /K >1n )> K by ) = 7
¢ (P)=2 /K (p.a,). K(p.g,) Fep—
KRR EA T R, q, RENRFIBOEEHR MMM E. q, BEREED 2 AT X
TR RTTRE[19], EREAREIZIT:

o
k(o) 55 ] e, )
Hor, g a4, J 25— U ZE/K K H(Bessel function of the first kind)JS LT L ik i) 7 3 b 57,
K(p) 5E 7550, G R R . PRI, AR SO% B 1 Ol R S R - X 25 T
W AAH BELS.
4. T HEIRNTAA
4.1. g
th 22 Ge SR Ak dh A sl th 1 1) R S i AR A2, )2 R FE 2R e FE VAL R RN, R
R BB E RO, W) Sk A BRI 2 . = AR BNE[20]2 — A0 B B2 M B E T T
%, BTGB R 2o an BAR - RIER B (A AR R AR S R S i RE il . AL E AT
— AR LA IR AER— B L BRI =A s DIME— R e —AMMERE . ik B3Rt R 0 T
Z VIR R 515
X RER IR I, ALY Bl R T DI A Q0T R X, Z SR T VR, AR
_ 4\/s(s—x)(s—y)(s—z)

xyz

o, , s=%(x+y+z),

ok, IR R B SR x = [ X =],y = | X - 2]z =2 -7 .
4.2. ZFHEEI0U)

IoU (Intersection over Union, =& b)) @& vHENIANLw s b i & H brda il 5 B 7> BIHERR L A% O 4R
b, HA G I SRR TR X 355 SRR (Ground Truth) X 38 (1) 55 B HU A SRIFAL T i &2 7250
Fik b, ToU & T WA XIRAZ S A AR BR LE AR R B AR, BUETEEIE 0 3 1 2 (8] FEdken 1, 4R
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RIMAERE L HRBEY) G R, HEEET 0, WA SE AW T HAx.
s A AR TN X I (Prediction), B AR L IAREEX 3 (Ground Truth), HAUIF:
|4 B|

IoU =
|40 B|

5. KT 5K SER

FESEIGIRTT, AHF A FEET NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU T {4 & %% T SAM (Segment Anything Model)
TSR RL . AT COCO 2017 HAREE HBENLIEL T 306 5K A A 7 Fre G, dHATHE 5 0%,
B0 A Y B L 1y B AT T R AR, RIS FRATTECEL T CascadePSP, PointRend [7] MFS-
Smoother [IRR, LIGLE R K, MFS-Smoother flifb )5, 7> HIAEFE ToU JUT-AAE, [R]4E R #h 25K
R PR, LTI AR ETHE S, 5 CascadePSP. PointRend 25 i BIEM L, 1% 7 VELE AR5 ks 1 23
FIEIE, SEEL T BRI E T ERE, SRERIME B . HIIE T4 MFS-Smoother 532 12 51
B, AT T AR L SEas, seib s Binde 1 5% 2 fior. # 18R 7 MFS-Smoother 1AL 5
FIAZ R AR AR AL s A JE BT 1 228 3 L (ToU)IA B 0.9586, [R] I 21 L il 2 AH 4 & 0.025, % B SEELE(RAE
S BRI FIR, A 8CEE T aEia s, & 2 #—2%% MFS-Smoother 5 4§ 3= it 114 SR AL J5 5
CascadePSP. PointRend 3748 A %F o 5236 %4 7%, MFS-Smoother 7 ToU $845 1A F] 0.9586, &
ZMT PointRend Y 0.8224; [FIRffE4 A1 FEFE AR I, MFS-Smoother I Z (A A 0.025, ZKT
PointRend f¥] 0.2878, Fa7r50ilE | Frif BEAE o EKG FE 54 i & EIRORE RS, Reis G MUkt 407
B il AR . RS )

Table 1. Experimental data before and after MFS-Smoother optimization

52 1. MFS-Smoother L4 Al /5 B SEI8 #038

AL G AL Er
IoU 0.9586 0.9598
R AE 0.025 0.300

Table 2. Experimental data of MFS-Smoother compared with CascadePSP and PointRend
%% 2. MFS-Smoother [&] CascadePSP #1 PointRend HYSC3G #E

MFS_Smoother PointRend CascadePSP
IoU 0.9586 0.8224 0.9599
e 0.025 0.2878 0.303

I 5 FE X LEAT BURBL, MFS A XU 7 B SEE LG 406 P R A5 . PointRend A1
CascadePSP fEACEE R AL, AL AL R A S B B DOIRFE 3R, LA (A 52 IR T MaskR-CNN (1
FER > FINESE, BEE W AR > BRI, T2 ToU $RAFM LSBT SAM A —%E T -

6 1 E e FAERC T PURREA AR GAE IR R Al A RIS aiEpite . Raamk
RRBARRKBE .. OEBES A LMA%N WL, ULRGRKREZFNEAKE L. HEALENTE
BLY e B B R i BT RAT E e SRR TR DA B R R T, DL R T RS SRR
SEFR%E(Ground Truth), AR E BARFR R B0 B3 I PIAT S0 T HARYIAR S AL 5, JFRI%E
FERERE 7 R LS R sE SR, I DR REWT D MR BIAAR “IRAL)E 7 BB B A2 2k HLARR “ A mn”
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MIER ORI B R OTIAT R oK RO L, TR A I RIFRIAGIROR T 8 5 BEAT X b, 1
WOE RGN T, 2RO 5% 2 i A W AR RRAR AR R 1A e, 170 >R FH 2T I A P B ke 26 RV At
FE R TN TR ORI B A I, 2RI T I E 2k B AR 2 iz EE MR A . 2
RS BRI ORAR SR A0 R 2083, A IR T2 EA R A ROE R IR bR, PRI P Had &
R ER . K7 RoR T HIA TR BCR RO B sk, 3P IGE T T MFS-Smoother 5%
FEAF 5 T AT e

Image

MEFS PointRend CascadePSP

Figure 5. Comparison of different boundary refinement methods

5. FEAF MU ERIELE

Image

GT

MFS
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