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Abstract

Aiming at the problem that the segmentation accuracy of liver tumor images is limited due to the
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complex morphology of lesions and the blurred boundaries between tumors and surrounding tis-
sues, a liver tumor segmentation model based on an improved U-Net and attention mechanisms
(DMCAU-Net) is proposed. In this model, a dual-branch multiscale residual convolution module is
designed to replace the traditional convolution module, and feature information with different re-
ceptive fields is obtained through a multi-branch structure, thereby enhancing the extraction and
representation ability of multiscale tumor features. At the same time, a CBAM dual attention mech-
anism is embedded into the skip connections, and the feature fusion is optimized by dynamically
adjusting channel and spatial weights, which suppresses background noise interference and en-
ables the model to accurately focus on tumor regions. In addition, a hybrid loss function combin-
ing binary cross-entropy loss and Dice loss is constructed to further balance classification perfor-
mance and segmentation quality. Experimental results show that, compared with the base-line
model U-Net, the IoU and DSC of the proposed model reach 90.07% and 94.78%, respectively, with
improvements of 18.73% and 11.51%, respectively. The proposed model significantly improves
the segmentation accuracy of liver tumors and provides reliable evidence for clinical diagnosis
and treatment.
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AR R NAR B B S RE2R B 2 —, RHUEET AR SIS BRI H R, AR E TR IR A S 7
fife 7 S HEMESE SCBE AE BTRE o ITAESR, RS RO ZR AR BT[], SRS 2 W R 1 T 1 RV T
BREE., HAEUS). THEHBZE8(CT) SRR MRD S B AN EST IR T 2 4EE .
SR, CT BB A& KEV R, AEGURN /) i g X 3 77 VA DCRERT FE 77, 3 iy B AR i < Uifi
00 FERRTEME S IEE HEUG LR SR RIEN T, T8GR REGE & RA, Fmig
W 3R 5 HE R

AR, IREESE SRR 2] DS N R 5 B iy R, 4 25 AR 22 ) 8% 8] JHG i 281 o P 4R 3 T
Mge 1, TERFNE R M SR 2 B BT S T BB . o, U-Net 453515 LAY 1) dmid 2%
- ARG AR S5 SERIOERE T, PITE ORI R RIS B G SR, IRAE FORFERY B A ik 2 40Tk
fIE, MU RS B AR S TESME R, BT OO B 2 U 2 F1 U808 F B iz B MR R 2 —

DNFETEIFE Ik IR 43 HKE BE, B 73 Bl S8 U-Net S50 & 1 2 07 Th ek - 5K KA [4]%F U-Net 7E4m A5 35 |
NS 3% S b R RS S M AT T RGUAYN, FER AT AE MR B N . 2R 55 RSR[5 4R H
EIRETINER . EE SN & Focal Tversky 2k G2, LiTS2017 SE4G R nH Dice REIET
3.56%~4.21% . BNV 55 556|381k 2 I 28 460 16 JHF K 0 51 5 Jv g 20 B 45 6, FESEIUM R B R X 3(ROT) J5
IS B B — R Al B R, TR T R

R R B A ST AR R 2 UG S B S A AN (00 20 BN RO, E T e o ) A3 AT SR A7 JET Uk e e 4
PEEREUD, TR 5 D & 1) 1 A 2R TR SRR, AT 2 M ek P 30 2545 S 0 P v A e ) 1) R
[F] B 22 20 WX 28 78 %o 993 e X 4t 47 43 B B AR | CNIN (Convolutional Neural Network) [7], & SEEEGE R
TE—EFERE FA IS5, NI S0 Ji5 SR (1 1 5 B S R SR LA il
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e EIRKERAE 3BTRS 2% 220 SRR (1) JHE U b6 PRV IS A7 AE 4 0 45 SRS i AR 1) R, AR S
PRt 7 — P I ES ZERy, USRTE CT SRR IR IR i 70 SRS 2 . AR FE TS 45 R : 1) $2
H T Xy 3 % R iR 2245 AR R LY (Dual-branch Multi-scale Residual Convolution Block, DMRCB), i % /357
A RIRSZ B EARZ, WA RSO IR R AE, 308 1 AN R RS R R AERE 7T 2) fEBRER
#HHHR AT CBAM (Convolutional Block Attention Module)F & Sy HLif], 2125 Vi 2 RFAE 8 6 5 23 (M BLE,
A T IRZ 5IRETE UG B RE, B 71 e 0, ATRAY Rens SRS i SR AR e X3 3) i
T —MREHURREL, 456 T oo Xk Dice ik, #— B4t T BAYAS B S 0 HIR .

2. &
2.1. BEMEEH

BT Ik 968 PR 73 BT 95 Hh A7 AE R R RS 2253 0K 32 S B0R) DL KRR i A b R 55 Tr AL, AR
H T — MG U-Net P25 288)——DMCAU-Net (Dual-branch Multi-scale Convolution and Attention U-
Net), @I 1 PR . ZMEEAELRFF U-Net £ SRR S - ARG E5 4 EEAE b, 8 51U 302 R
ZAGBBIH(DMRCB)FIEIE ~ 22 [FIFERE I HLHI(CBAM), A 8RT 12 LKL SR EURE /) R A i) B 7R 3¢
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Figure 1. Architecture of DMCAU-Net
& 1. DMCAU-Net R4& 454

DMCAU-Net [FI3EAARSEM gmtthds « ffRD A Ak BRI B =30 0 Rk . SR as 30 7060 2 DU R SR AESS
¥, B H—> DMRCB 5 —A> 2 x 2 R Ab A F 4 . DMRCB B AL ORHMESR IR TG, R
FARG 3CHFAT 77 AL H 2 ROBEAE B, R [R] I 47 SR A/ I8 1) JR3 =59 5 R RS IR i 42 R b F SUfE B
TE R RAEL AR, FHE RSB GOk:, s E SRR, B SRR & 735

FEBRERIE R AR b, AR ERE ARSI N T CBAM BEH, iZ M He A 5@ v & A A &
PIAN TSI, R D2 O VR B R IE I R D TR L . 76 5 AR 3R IE AL A 1T, CBAM X gmig a4 Sk 1)
RIZE S BT B3GR, Stk B bR DU 5 B, A R R A I IR A A S A A
A T
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RS S SRS A X AK,  FIREEL S DU 2 EoRFESH . R ol B BB R SLIURS IR, AR5
B L RFERFIE S 42 CBAM 95 4 i 25 RAAEREAT B HH%, BiJR 16 A\ DMRCB MBUHAT R & 5 5
H o ZE TR R 22 RS SUE B SBEROERT, AR T R B RE B0k, e
—JZ R 1 x 1 B RUR 2 I IERHE PG Oy BEIE, BoA Sigmoid 0 BR EUH YR A AE HERR AT, SEBL
BRGE.

2.2. WX % REZREERIRIR(DMRCB)

fE48 U-Net 4af s K S — ]OBE SR, e DR I RAS [RDRSE IR (R RR (S S . FFIE R B 4%
A MK B BORANEE 1 [ 58 )T SRR 2 ROBERHIE FE MR 2, 5 S BN R A O
IR D 2 5y A HER . IR UUX — 1), AR SO T 3 2 REEFRZE BB, i 2 .

DMRCB #4584 AN 40 SCHLL, AN 73 SCOHFAT A AN 6] RO B B R AR B A N AFRFAIE . 3R —
OSCEE 1T VR 3 x 3 B, TR BOETE R ) ¢ SRR AR 22 AL 55 =0 SIS 1x 10 3x3
5= 5B, 2Rl AT HRA R R BERREE . BT, DMRCB R [FI Z N REE 4k
PG A 4R R A R AR, SE TR SRR 2 A

EEANEREAERE, # A= —1k(Batch Normalization)Fl ReLU Wid i %, LA W 2% f R 2kt
KiLRE ST, BEIE, Bl R ZIERE M ARHE S B RERE S B AT, #hR1E B A &tiE, JEL
OB BE BRI EN o X Tk 75 25 A A TR 1 R 2 I 28 v FRDBE FEE Y 2 I At RIS ER B 1 i N RRAIE Hh ) s A 1 (S
B, 7T T Mg R .

TEZ 73 SOFAT AR AE f5, DMRCB Sl BHEERAER 9S40 SO RHIE BV @ E 4L 31T & 97, T2k
— MG 2 RS B RRHEE . B RHER S 1 x 1 BRGNS, KBRITRFHMEIFRUEA KGR, &
2 M AR AL J5 BRI ] o 3X — i R OR 1ok B AN A RUBE BRARFE RE 8 4 78 2 Al &, AN TSR FHEE AR () R 30 77
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Figure 2. Structure of DMRCB module
[ 2. DMRCB &R &515E

2.3. CBAM

JE4H U-Net [B6RE H ELE P A L & 000 Z R 5 AP 3 B0 IR ZRPAE, B T AN A R RFIE I 2
S UL TE 5 7 ) 4R ST AL 2 IC . AERHIR IR 2 BAE 95 b, R AEY IR 5 A ) 5 A 00 D0 5 e
e DX IR R 2 S5 P AV . I, ASCHEBRIRERE TH RN 1 CBAM XU R I HLAI[8], i B A RHE
MR A SR 25 5 A AL 4% ) (RO R IR S A

CBAM & — Mg B yE R L, 30 i 3 3 A 2 (A0 v e U A B S R e S e . LS54 7y
NIBTETE R 1T (Channel Attention Module, CAM)F1 % )% & /) T 153 (Spatial Attention Module, SAM)
PRI, DA IR DT s B TE - R i AE, il 3 pos. R ) PR PG T 5 4

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2026.163104 792 THEAURF 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.163104

e R

JRRFAE Y EEAVEAL T, R R ORI, MG SRR AL A TE A Y ORI . A IR R ) TR U Ay

BRIAICR, SNSRI R 4R A 82 X, PO M 4EE B EZE D . X PR L] A o7 B &t

CNN A FZ S, QidiE i & T EAA SRR G SAT WP ARG o, 22 (R)3E i 0 T e & IR SR 40

Bres XA RIGTER CBAM @M A 2RI, BB R AR 55 I8 L,

&MMT%%EM%%%@%W%%E@%&E:ﬁﬁ%ﬁ*%%%%%%%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ*%%iﬁ%
W EESTINAUS,  BE AR HEHBRS FF AN AR .

ﬁLE%ﬁ R
Tt TR
e \ / T
LN Linge]

Figure 3. Structure of CBAM module
3. CBAM &R EEHIE

A R P R A R A A A S AR A T () AR A L, SRR I AL T . E SR
12 R T Bt AL (GAP) M 42 &) B K i AR (GMP) X i N RFAE B EAT XU AR 22 (R I 4 73 ol 3 HBUCRFALE 1) ) B A
IR ARRFE AR 0 5 5 R AL o B S 38 I S U2 A ) 2% (ML P) 222 ST 3 [ P AR R VAR R 2R
RZIE Sigmoid PREUE A —ALBIER E &, WK 4 Fos.

AL
PN P
b 0>
\\+ ffffﬂ/ﬂ \\\*Efffﬂ
LN i Ll

L AL

Figure 4. Channel attention module

E 4. BEEENTER

A (AN TR B TR B A s RV B ARAL, S S SR R L B AT PR T, sk HARIX
S L N R ﬁ%ﬁLLE%ﬁ%&m%ﬁIﬁﬁkﬁ%ﬁ%éﬁ$ﬁm%ﬁﬁkmwkﬁ,h%ﬁ
P s 48 N 23 11 IR AT o 4556 R B B HEAT 25 (8] B AR 5, AL 3 IR B 4l BE A B 1 10 2 () AR AR &R
TR 2 A I 2 RS P R s A 5 S PP AEE P 88 R 7 X 3, ] 5 s

2.4. LB

FERT R B 7 AR 55 o, bR T e DX B P 15 o LD, A7 A8 ™ 3 SR AN 116 ) R
B 45 R PR O U ROT T 0 PR REAN 2 FURGE . i, AL T MR S BURREL, 4 el
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Figure 5. Spatial attention module

5. DEPERNFHER

G X #1525 (Binary Cross-Entropy Loss, BCE)il# H T 43315, 7ERFAERR o8], &A%
FM A AT SR B SRR, 12 R BRT DA 2500 SR IO 5 B SR 25 2 1] (1) 2 5+ . BCE 453 2 X0 il
MBS ERUR, Rttt fe e BREE S, (X SERIAS P 0 BB, TR AR -

Ly = Z[y, log p, +(1-,)log(1-p,)]» (1)

Horb, NOUREAR%L p REBRTINME, y RomHEAR%.

Dice #1k/23% T Dice LR E(DSC), # M TEGE I HEIES, BERILIIN XRS5 H LX) £ 5
FERZ. Dice HURXFHIATHIAMUK, BT ELHALAL HARDCRILEERE, (6 T LA 2 0 46 05 $ B A
B, AR T RERIZ N, TR A

2TP

L, =l-—=>— 2
Pice 2TP+FP+FN @

N T S HERA M o B R XA, S5 T I0AE ORI AT Dice UMUK BREL, A RO 7 SRR REA 73 FIRS
FZ, MM RE, & LT

Loss = aLossgq +fLoss ., » 3)

Horb o M1 g RIBEBURRBUPHIBESH, Ak a =04, p=0.6, XN E X% MR XK
HI GG RACLFHE ML A PIRTE Se B DL K S SR BR U Py Xk L PR — B0 25 5 T 32038 BB KT

3. ZWHERE S

SRR AR SCHT$E M ) DMCAU-Net #5570 75 JiF Il i 87 43 E4T 55 70 A 280, AR 15 76 8 1 B b 46
LiTS2017 LJFRE T R SLIGHE A . 1 S/ 28 S50 B FH A 52 e Tk B 54, Bl 5 R SRR L B 5
PR FabR, e 8 X b S 6 A i S 06 o AR R 1 RE AT 4 T 20T .

3.1. BURSE R AR

A5 KA LiTS2017 (Liver Tumor Segmentation Challenge 2017)5#R£E [ O TR 5 5 16E. 1%
ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ.ﬁ[%.@ﬁ‘ﬁ RN T I (MICCAD KL, B4 7 AR KRS0 I R I 58
T B EHE, A2 B AR USRI 1 I ik 83 7 ) B v i 4R
LiTS2017 #ARAEE S 131 BIYIZAEA(E 76 61 1S 55 61 5w E1) & 70 BIARE A . 35K CT K
B RARZE B A RS 34179 512 x 512 83, FIRIA #5558 0.55 mm % 1.0 mm, JZH[AFEA 0.45
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mm % 6.0 mm. A G135 400 B 50 UE N 40 i B I, MR B RS 8 mm £ 185 mm Vi
B, BB RARR R 2 etk

TEHAR AL ER M By, A ORI DL 30 156, BRI A o1 555 2% B IR FE 5 /s B AR A R S
B, BKIRGE 512 x 512 43 HER 1) CT BHE G — 4002 128 x 128 4% . Hk, A7 FIH A BRI 258
FEHG R AN AR TT, KT YNZRFEAR S FO0 AR S b 3 o a4,  BAREUHE: BENLIER: . ACHFRIT: .
PR AR S BN BT S5 . B a, BRI 0 NZ [ (Patient-level)3Z HR 8:1:1 BILLABIRI 4 A 254K
AESERATIALE, MR E AW A CT YA ICHBE R —F8Ed, BB U 9% T84
F ik 5 i) AL

3.2. LGB RiIThIgHR

AR G RCE IR TP I FEEE N Intel Core i7-14650HX (4 2200 MHz, 16 %0 24 £5
), RGNTEN 16 GB, EEALFE S A NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4060 Laptop GPU ({217 8 GB). #f:3F 1%
T Python 3.11.7 #J%E, VRJE2ASIHELL KA TensorFlow 2.10.0, GPU JIi# &y CUDA 11.2, FERI4:%
R EWE 1R,

Table 1. Model training parameter settings

#F=1. RENIGSHRE

BRI 5 4

Ak Adam

Gl CERRS 0.0001
Batch Size 4
Epoch 50

() B Ay 2 T PPAR AL 1 LR 2 B 1 e, AR 58K ) =10 & pF A $8 B - 28 IF B (Intersection over Union,
IoU). Dice #1L &% (Dice Similarity Coefficient, DSC). #Effi* (Accuracy, Acc).

ToU #7512 Tl 5 SEBRbR A ) B SRR L, HBR RSB Tl s iy, tH A N AR

U= @)
TP +FP+FN

DSC M TVEAE PN FEA AL, EEEE T 1, RS s brr 2t AH AL . 38 757> BT 55,
DSC #Ji2 T & oy 045 R 1, 52 T Bk

2TP
= (5)
2TP+FP+FN

Accuracy 7 & IR AER 5 SRR S FEAR R L], 8% TP h 5 AR S B RUR,
AR FR:

DSC=

TP+TN ©
TP+TN+FP+FN

Horb, TP NMRG R B EAR TN A R A0, TN AR 0 E R TN AR R K S, FP oAk
IR A 2R B R T DA PR AR, FIN DR A R B T Dy AR e )

3.3. MHEEWE S
SNUGAEA SCHE H ) DMCAU-Net B (45 261, 7 LiTS2017 $idE 4 Ei%HL U-Net [3]. U-Net++[10]+

Accuracy =
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TransUNet [ 11 ]{E R AERI AL AT XS LS SG, SIS EE SRk 2 fis.

MFE 2 SERGSE BT LA EL ], A i DMCAU-Net 7EAZ OiFM 4R R EI R I T B E0H .
IFE 983 X 3 23 EHS 2 51T, ToU Al DSC 43 51iE ] 90.07%F1 94.78%, 44t U-Net $#2£7+ 18.73 NH 2 A
1151 ANE A, 8 TransUNet 527+ 4.43 NH 20 A1 5.86 N H 70 mle X — B0 IR T X045 3 2 RFE,
ZEASRUGTHOE I i I8 120 % 4105 PR35 S A U RE /g, BA S CBAM VR I ML R IR IR I 5 2% (AR (1 B 4
RHE, ARG T A% 4t 75 1k v DR ] g Ik 52 BT 3 B R AR 188 0 @ . A4 )= 1% B8, DMCAU-Net L 99.65%
(THERf 2 AR BT A 0 P, SRBIILTE M A AR CT MG B S s Bk ki ee 7). (EAR
HEREMZE, U-Net++B7E ToU LRI THAE U-Net, {HH DSC B3 N, Skt 2852 Bk 454 nl G A
FHIETUR S8 3 — B B#IK . ] TransUNet @3 5] N\ Transformer fiZRKFRIKHISE R, 7E DSC BUSL
#, (HHHERRIEICT U-Net, $2n4 R =E AIHLHI AT REBORTY S 4.

Table 2. Comparison experimental results

=2 WHRWER

Method IoU DSC Accuracy
U-Net 71.34% 83.27% 98.84%
U-Net++ 77.69% 73.17% 98.62%
TransUNet 85.64% 88.92% 98.03%
Ours 90.07% 94.78% 99.65%

3.4. AIRUERS ST

NEW RS EICRZE 7, AT T R A AR AR A AT AT AL XS EE 2 . AU
6 FIARALES AT DA EE 3] U-Net 152784 7E b 330 FRAOR ) FH I Sk g DX SN A7 76 B 2 AR 2R 2 BB, 84 I
JEIN A5 B R 8 U-Net++18 8 B IR FE BEAREC B4 3K 77 A BT ol AELZE I P98 oA 30 7 2 2 R AAS
HESEIX IR, JrE| SR TransUNet B B Transformer 4 R @MRAE 11, 78 K RSF IR 40 ) b 3%
AL, AEE /N RS e R A2 2% T 28 0 Ak PR ARG DUVKS B2 7545 AN 2« AHEEZ R, DMCAU-Net £ 2 JE2S b
R EMESS b R Bl R R . AR 1L FHE N J51H ., DMRCB MEHul i 2 KNSR AT B, fig
() B 47 SR e R 120 2% RS A SUEE R ARRCBR AT S, (B TNA S s iE S E & . fE N 78 se B T
[, CBAM 3 & WL R 11 Sehe s 40, AR A ag 5 vt R A T I X 4, i fo 1 20 B4
SR () 73 I R R R

U-Net++ TransUnet DMCAU-Net

Figure 6. Visualization results of comparison models

Bl 6. EEARBUATAMLLER
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3.5. HEASCIE 594

N T IGAERR Xy 37 % R FEIR 2 B A Y (DMRCB) SRl & CBAM R4 2tk  AHF 7851t 1Y
W EbSEE: U-Net. U-Net + CBAM. U-Net + DMRCB. 52##i%!(U-Net + DMRCB + CBAM), SZitZh
R 3 FR.

FH 7 3 (Y Al SO0 45 AT LA Y, S B A5 2y B 1k BB 2407 A T RS M) o B4R A8 U-Net 7E ToU
DSC # Accuracy 845 20514 71.34%. 83.27%A1 98.84%, ¥4k EIVEAEANT AR . £ U-Net H15] A
CBAM & LG, ToU 1 DSC 73 B3R TH % 88.55%41 90.44%, Accuracy $27+% 99.39%, #HB] CBAM
R 0% 380 1o T8 5 2 (R T ) 1 S AR S U PR X I DGR R T, T RS o ELSR . AEIAN
DMRCB #i#t ] U-Net + DMRCB #8 [FFEHUSVERESE T+, I ToU F1 DSC 43 7liA 2] 86.45%F11 89.76%,
Ui B 22 ROBE R 72 A AR 5 A0 A B T 304 S S ARl A [ ROBE T e g R AiE ) R AR e 77 o i — 204 DMRCB 5
CBAM EYUHZE G 5, SERBTE S IVPN 4R bR RIS REE R, ToU. DSC Hl Accuracy 43 Jlis%|
90.07%- 94.78%F1 99.65%. _ik%5HF %W, DMRCB 5 CBAM REHERFAE HE B 5 HFE§7 1% 77 T B R
TP BN, OV R F R 68 2 2 4 I s 23 B RG FE 5 B i

Table 3. Ablation experimental results
=3 HMALEER

Method IoU DSC Accuracy
U-Net 71.34% 83.27% 98.84%
U-Net + CBAM 88.55% 90.44% 99.39%
U-Net + DMRCB 86.45% 89.76% 98.96%
U-Net + DMRCB + CBAM 90.07% 94.78% 99.65%

4. G5RIE

AR SCER O I e B R T A Ak 1 PSR DL S 22 ROBEARRAIEAE DUAE S8 A 55 1) i, 2l 17—
R U-Net 73 #Bi% DMCAU-Neto %A@ 5] N W43 3022 R ik 22 4 BB ER 8 i 1 6 AN ) )R
IR AE A RAE BE /1, AR B ERIE R PRl & CBAM W= MU, A RERTE T2 5IE ZRHE Rl A iR
o [, Wi T 4G o XA S Dice BURRNRAHUR KA, Lt — PR m BRI gt e S
Iy EIRERE o

1F LiTS2017 HE4E st ah R, Frid i i) DMCAU-Net 7£ ToU. DSC Al Accuracy Z5iFA ¥4
B F IR T LA U-Net K2 Fhcli iz, JHmhscitdt— P I0E 17 2 R R Z R 5% 2 L A
R B o AR o SRIR 25 SR e o U B, BT I 75 1k e B8 1 52 44 JFF U Jif 8 4 14 55 v BT B8 Ay A
T e 14 IR

RERL TG T @ JCR, ABAEE— SRR, Bt KA 2 O B8 (2 A e 71 Rtk —
WIAE . AR TAER % &5 N 5 B4 R B i, DASR TR AE SERRIG R B o )38
PESHE A .
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