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Abstract

U-Net has become the mainstream method for medical image segmentation due to its effective fu-
sion of multi-scale features through skip connections. However, its architectural hyperparameters
(kernel sizes, channel numbers) and attention mechanism selection heavily rely on manual design,

SCEES|I A g B TR TR AL R A EE R U-Net BRI R D). THENLRIE SR, 2026, 16(5): 472-482.
DOI: 10.12677/csa.2026.165198


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/csa
https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.165198
https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.165198
https://www.hanspub.org/

i

lacking automated optimization methods. Incorporating attention selection into the search space
would lead to dimensional explosion and significant computational overhead. To address this issue,
this paper proposes PSO-AttUNet, which searches U-Net architectural hyperparameters through
Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and independently selects the optimal attention type (SE, CBAM,
AQG) for each layer using a score-based attention evaluation mechanism, achieving parallel optimi-
zation of architecture search and attention selection. Experiments on the BUSI breast ultrasound
dataset demonstrate that PSO-AttUNet outperforms baseline models such as U-Net and Attention U-
Net in metrics including Dice, IoU, and HD95, while reducing the parameter count to 1/47 of U-Net,
validating the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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IAESR, BT H WG IR % 2] i B T A B s 2 R o RIS T B R . B A W 4%
(Convolutional Neural Network, CNN)#Z 47 B FH 7EIX AT 55, Horbr U-Net [1] 58 f5 Rl (1) 45 4 F gk k%
PN, BAARR IS HRAERE U R B SCE R Ty, BT T EINERE, BON IR T RIS o B A
e HL R ) R AR

SR U-Net HAEGR /- FINERE, (= H AL (18 2 B (W4 25 IS AU OR /D« i s ) 47
FEMCHIN T8t A8 MmN FAE S5 77 B s AU B . A, A7 2 B R b s
TR TN AR S R AR B R IA[2] . M4 I 2% SR 4E R (NAS) Bk ] e 4t T B Zh v B, 3
WOk 7L AL (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) [3]1E N —FhEER GEACIL BV, FAAEsCIL I . BRI
SR ARMRE RS, IR IE G A B B FR A (R R ) 4] AR R ik R
WMPANFE R =, SSEEE RGN, R HE T H G .

EExt Bk el @, ASCHEH PSO-AttUNet, 3T PSO MIZEMIIR R 53 T4 IO3E 2 S EAG HL A 45
G BT IX RS TR IR R I RS TR T . A SRR O TR T

1) BEMLIESEAL: 4 U-Net %2 I0mAGE8 . IR30ZE FARD2S 1036 AUZ /N S @i 5 g
T IR A 2R 2 6], R PSO 1E B S 2R 2% [ R g AT 2848 28, AT SEB 1 240 B sh Ak .

2) T rER IS 75 PSO B REF, BEVHAGBIEE: B35 28 = L v
B, BITEEE e ERERAIRE, LBS MBS TR R, B TR R IR
YN PSO 4812 7% [B] 71 R (1) 4k P2 A3 e 1) R

3) RGMESLIIGIUE: 7 BUSI i4E4E I, 5 U-Net. Attention U-Net 252 M ELFRET T 2 i bx
[l 4xTHIXTEE, 7E Dice &%, loU. HD95 MARM S 48552 M atr L3RG T1Tt.
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2. HXI1E

AR FEN PG ARSOHK M TAE. U-Net [IR X FRF gt ds - WALEREst, SRkRERS S,
CLONEE 2 UG B (OFR LR AR . ZE bRt b, U-Net++ [S1E 5 1k 2 (035 SR Wk BRI 1235 5 4 /N AR ]
JERIA)E L ZERE ;s ResUNet [6]445% 223145 5] NGB FABL DLGEARIR BEVH R A f . IR ARTERFE 5t R HL
BT —ERIMEREIR T, HEAR KN TEK, & ZERERZ AN, B ES T ER
— R, B A BARAESS B AT B

PR I 2 B A48 2 (NAS) B 7R8I A BN TH 28 22 LA A THR A, 472 R T U-Net B4R
fho BEFRMUEVER AR IE A S EUEERIL: GAUNet [718 5 i 1% 51k F i1k U-Net % 21
S CTU-NAS [8]4&H % HARHEIL NAS HESE, [FIHHRAL 5> BIKE 18 5 47 24, EU-Net [9]i 1 5] AR
[F] (P RS R A 8 ) s 22 23 JE A S K T H R s i) T S e

KR (PSO) [3]2— P32 B 0 847 08 R BHAR ek, B A kL1 g AN R B AR
AR r) 5 SER R HIERE A E 5HE ., SuEFEMN, PSO Joiiss AR s#fE, ¢
PUSECN T, UNSICE R, RIOE A A B S TR A R A AR ARG I . 7 CNIN 224448 22 07 T
Junior 28 \[41F PSO N FHTVRE CNN ZUi8 %, Midgmis 6 240E . B BRESESHIHUE T
SEPERE. Saifullah 2 A3 HI T PSO-UNet [10], B3t PSO X} U-Net (S HE47 104k, 1E BraTS 2021 £
R FEUE TR EIERE, FIR SEEWAA B, UF T PSO 7 U-Net ZER9H R o 1A &L
P,

R INUHITE R EUR /- B h R I 2 B0, R E AT AR 7E U-Net 5] AR IpLE]. SE
R [L1]5E I A e P it A S A e X 45 2 S IRIE R OC R, SRBLEE 4EE 1 G RN CBAM
[L2)7E sy = Al bt — 2B 5l N2 T, Ao a0 2 (Al 4 FE AT RFE B AR € - Zhang 55 A\ FF
CBAM {fk N U-Net HIBEERERH[13], DL gmiDas H IRRFIEAE S, DB SRR, HEmiie Tt o B v ae .
CA-Net [14]7EIBIE . 25 (AN =N [ 51N AL, SRt 36 0 22 Fhids 2 i B [ 4 RE g (5
FARTF > EIRS . Attention U-Net [2]447E 2 /11 74% (Attention Gate, AG) ik N BkRERE I HUE T B3 1t
$eFto BbAk, B Transformer FIRGGEE, WFFE#K HIE R AIHMLHIGI U-Net DA FR K : TransUNet
[15]#F Vision Transformer ik Agmfd 25, 7Rt 7 AiER N4 E 4/ bR SO ERAS 2 s Swin-UNet [16] A
ali Transformer F i Zm RG2S, FIFHAS AL & 117 201 S A FRAE R

SR, IR Tl AL M 2% ) T R R — A R — B = L], AN 52 2 R e B A AN (8] )
B SO E R 23 (] 0 e, — 2RI (3R R D L B DA % B R 1) 22 AL % 3K . Hassanzadeh %5 A\ [17]F
RS B B BT B R IHLHIT CNNC 228, REE R I HLHIAE o T 48 2R 1 X 28 4L T R 22 R
oyl

CA-Net [14]f3E = AIHLHITCE L0 A Zh i £, =T ML 7772 BRIl T B ahtk, (Han w2
HER IV RPN B RSB, PRI, TN —MER, ASCRH AT e E
PTG L] A8 S0 28 0 28 B A6 5 93 UL B AT R, AEA TGN 2 2 A (AT 32 N SElyd: S L
HELERE. B PSO HET i M B /1w LHIAE S &, 38 T — Rl 20 U-Net 22938 %07
%, REfE SO 25 4R SRR UNLEI AT A, TERRIRT R R I AT S R R T R R B
PERE.

3. FHEig

RERGVEAIA PR ) PSO-AttUNet FYSEI Tk, 151 1 R T OUI EE R ARELE, R S0k
IR ENAE L PSO Bk TER VP HLEAE ML VAL 7
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Figure 1. The framework of PSO-AttUNet
1. PSO-AttUNet E{FHE%42

3.1 BEZEENX

KRR E R 4 20 U-Net /EIEREHESS, MZH 4 NMmidas. 1 MRIUZHR 4 DRI AALL,
9 MBI, BN ERPL N DoubleConv £5#J(Conv-BN-ReLLU-Conv-BN-ReLU), a8 %45 & N H
MERRKRAN (K, K )V BB e, X RSEPRIEES ¢ =2° . TR 2% 2 BoRitfl, FRFHAE
FH R A -

f£ PSO-AttUNet ', JETHI 7 HEOLL I A SUE T U-Net 2R (KIS HL ANEREHER 1K
B, Bl R AR TR R — MEE LS R x; = {encoders, bottleneck, decoders} , Jt AR AN BRI AL & =
MTHERAL G (K, ky,e) 2 D0 R RSB UZ /N Sl fe R, SehRd RO 2° . R T v, 4
TR, ida R =AM EAE R R

BTG, R TRoR—/MEIE U-Net 450, AL B R x AL HES:

X:{Xlenc,._"xznclxbn,deec’._"xgec} (1)
A AR SO = 041X = (ko) 5 ST N2 1 .

Table 1. Hyperparameter value ranges
* 1 BEEHESER

BEH i) fRiEE
S PNAN Ky, K, {3,4,5,6,7}
i hEIE S (PR HOR ) e {3.4,5,6,7}

BN IR RGN N R 2 A B A 125° = 5% ~ 7.45x10% . ARG EE 4 DEETOERE R R E 12K
MR EREIEN PSO R, HRZEMT KeSBHE B Y .
3.2. PSO ittt

VIAEALSEME . AN N = 15, S RIERIRE T = 40, MR PSS EBHE B BUFIRE S
VIS RENURAERI A, S F BRI T s MATAR ooy WIERACARE T BT S5, MR T 3 4]
WHALR 0, 4RI UIE N AT IE A~ —o0.

FRAE PSO BT, fE8 t UGk, KT i A4 d FHREE SMNBETEHAN:
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t+1 t t t t
Vig =W -Vig +G1 ( Prestia ~ Xid )+ 1 (gbest,d —Xig ) )

t+1 t t+1
Xig =XigtVig (3)

Hrb, woABHERGE, c ¢, MINFIREL n,r,~U(0,1) . RABUBVERGE: 1B w=0.9 154 R R
2, JaFBlw=04 Ik Rk, E c =05, c,=0.3 Lkl R

BRALBRET . BV ERIZ /N PR GETE S s B O R R R, T R Oy SR &, ESE
e AR A 5 R AT A [ A

o H t+1
X, g =argmin|x; —s| 4)
seSy

Hep, S, N4ERE d IIREEE & CERZ KN 58 TETR £ 8 {3,4,5,6,7} ).
P, e )RR itEs: 10 AORSEE HRIEF 52 4 ZIER PSSR & R,

3.3. ET S HERIIEEHLS]

I PO 2R 3 B N 7 1 28 T4 SE (Squeeze-and-Excitation) [11]. CBAM (Convolutional Block
Attention Module) [12]F1 AG (Attention Gate) [2]. Kl JyiX =Fyd i 77 18] DA A 538 0 Bk R e 42 1) 1) 22 %
M UL B B P P 22 S T Ron, 30 S B LU I PSO (135 S HT AL SEILAL AL

R, ASCHEH — RS R B PP AL (Count-Based Evaluation), A% PSO [ fLiifE
o HAZO AR ERRHR PSO :ARHT, DUYMHT & i 2R BLml, #emvral — MRS 2 1
J1IRA, i BB R B ENRER I E . RN AT, 7B — A E R
T PSO R ) % JZ B ¢ = 2° (e € {3,4,5,6,7} ) & AL, vl SE 7= IALI[11] 3L il i
SHAE/NBIEERA N2 R Bk, RSO PR A E R SIPLEEAT TSR E ek, R RIS H T
ANFEZHBCE 1 U-Net 228+,

SE BIEERIRESE. TR ALHa 48 2 10 AR vh iy R E BO nT AR Y, B A P [ 7 i B 4 R 4 r = 16,
Al e S EU HEE SRR 00 BHRHX —in) @, G FT A S A A SR R B [ 1815 {1 4 /5 I8 E EoAs
T — M RAME: A SASE [19]H 8T 78 2208 P 4E R 8 r I FH R 2 E) .

DRI Sy e FH i e T R 5 M B TE VE R D BRI T, HLE K B 4 R B N B4 28 2 ) R 5 AR SO ik
THEERARTE, FrPAARSCROE T B IE N R R B, AR SEPRIBIE S ¢ B TR R 4E R AL

1 c¢<16
2 16<c<32
r(c)=<4 32<c<64 (5)
8 64<c<128
16 c=>128
Rt i i 7 R N BRI AR, R] DU B 25 Y B 4 AR B S T S R A A R

(RIE TE AL
AG IZHASEILE. . 15144 H, Attention Gate (AG) [2] 14D #HEIE R Cyy, 5 MREHS BB IE KL c,,
Hi PSO # &5 (IR IIX R Re M B AG MHEHEILAE 1, %1k NAS-UNet [20]H 235t44
[ABTEERAEEEAPNEE S Sl 8
HX [FIRE S A SO B ER AR, BRIARSCI T T AG ) [R] 38 18 40 75 AR 4 7 & 10 R R B A € -
{Cdec Coiip > Caec
mer = Cdec/ 2 Corip = Coec

(6)
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14 Sf R 25 20T LA D B T ORI, RS vl ) 30 T 005 R A 25 10— B8O BT 78 40 ) AR 2
(IR ERFAE s 2 i 8% 0 /N, 3 22 B o () S 5 mT A TC R S8

VE R VA AL A8 1 5 0 A T 258 BOons SR b — 2 R ORI PR, e RS A5 7 1 B et
R L], BRI BRI -

1) FRRE AL T VAL GG R, SR MR LA RS, LA A R B 0y JIFEA
i 3 N AU — B IBEPOERAR IR L], A5 SE. CBAM 1 AG, HAREMRFFLIEE
73(none).

2) X 3K 43 BIEAT E RN SR - BAE VP4, TR ANE R L

3) FE=AIER KM I G N R @' = arg maX, qe coamagy far TEHMRHHEAT IS

4) FER RIS ARBOV IR L BB I3 S, B — 2 PP BN RS — 5, Radidid
bR R IR FE R4 50 AR 22 2 (8) WT LAk 4 — 2 X ML ) foe (Ui i AL o

C . <C .+4(t) U]
a,*=argmaA?<C,’a, =01, L-1 (8)

Hrp, 5(t) At B, EFRIEEAGET 200) 0y 0.5, JE BN 1.0, Z B LR EAUE ST 12
VARRE L% U} A R i S0 L 4 G o i b2 SV R Ao TR T 5 (AP A fo i i AN O Y R i RN 5
A SRR 5 J 1 T AL (035 3 B R R

Bk 1 s 14 PSO 1 UGEAT RE R, Pl BB 45 AR MR [ 1120 BOTE B VR Al LR (5503

ik

Bk 1 BUGERTE R T4l

BN RSN goest, HRTIEA L, RAGEELT, MR L=4, EREEILEEA, itoHRC
Wit BEHEMIR C

111 (t—1)mod L Il AT RIE R I Z

2: 1 ERSIE VG

3: for a € {SE, CBAM, AG} do

4: FERAAE: K ghet 5B | IR SN a

5.  fa <« Evaluate (Z5{%)

6: end for

7:a" < arg maxa fa I SRR RS
8: /1 HFTIH IR

9: () — 0.5ift<0.2T else 1.0

10: Cia* < Ciax + (1)

11: return C

R BOHEAE RV IR A2 T A AT s U AT, A RS 53] PSO mfiferd, 5%
ZFRIFATI. HTEEINHIAS S PSO KRR, MR EAZEM 7 ER, THE A N6
U RE B 3 YCERA IR B PFA
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3.4. BN

T8 N JE R E 45 A T Dice R loU:
Z‘Y m?‘

Dice = 9)
|Y|+M
‘Y mf‘

loU = - (10)
YUY

fitness =0.5-DSC+0.5-loU (11)

Foof, Y REUERREE, Y 9T e AR T ISR 20 epoch JE T BLERIEE, FEE MK RR.
4. SREREER

AET EEA QN L BN TETIT R SR et S 4 R . BIE PSO SRME R 1 SLia il B
SRR, 52 R EL eI IS UERE T 170 (7 I PR ML P RESE T V8 RSB

4.1. PSO 2418 & sSEe

WREE. M PHEIENSH: MBI N =15, HKIERT =40, BHEREW=0.9/04 (Hi/)5¥
B, WHAHc =05, c,=0.3. FHKi T4 20 epoch, Lik# Adam (Ir =0.001), bV K/ 32,

Fitness Curve

| = Avg Fitness
—— Best Fitness

0.55 1
0.54

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Iteration

Figure 2. PSO search convergence curve

2. PSO # R e phzk

M 2 AT USRS FOEEAE OB S, 1 N SR TR S, FEARREAE — K. 2R
RARAESE 36 AARFEE 1T 10 A BEATTERT, RIS 1 58 /i 1 0T DU 2 A 2 AL DA i A o 545 LA o
4.2. IFLESELE

SEIOPRE . R TG, RSN S H AL EE A AT X LSRG . SEES S8 I ZREeECh 300
epoch. L4k 38y SGD, #HA 1% 0.01, K Poly 2 >] R E AN, S2UKET PyTorch HEZESEH, [
SRR (K S0, FELRAAY DU A8 RAS 3 1 S R A48 B I 2RI 7E NVIDIA 1) 5090 GPU _E#EAT 145,
I BENLRP T 42 BEATRENLME SR 48 220 FE LRI 2535 °K H BCEDice (40 &35 2k R 4L :

L= 0'5'£’BCE +‘CDice (12)

Hr, Loge WRUSIRK; Lo, /9 Dice 1K
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ASCKHULT 7 AM8F5: Dice &30, loU. REUE SE. ¥Hfi%E PC. F1 7%, #ERIR AC F1 HD95
(95% Hausdorff fE B) ATV, R 7 MEARFIERLRR . — AN LT 2030 E 1) U-Net 221448
R J71% EU-Net [9]5 A SCHE H I 7 L3 T 5T LE

Table 2. Comparison results with baseline models
2. BERBE LN ER

TR Dicet IoUf HD95, SEtf PCt F1f ACCt Params(M)| FLOPs(G)|
U-Net [1] 0.7574 06133 37.10 0.7049 0.8286 0.7574 0.9600  34.527 M 65.522 G
Attention U-Net [2]  0.7662 0.6230 37.51 0.7083 0.8439 0.7662 0.9616  34.879 M 66.632 G
ResUNet [6] 0.5867 0.4166 8553 0.5309 0.6498 0.5867 0.9339  13.043M 80.984 G
UNet++ [5] 0.7482 05995 33.15 0.7259 0.7820 0.7482 0.9569  26.904 M 37.626 G
ResUNet++ [21] ~ 0.7212 05655 41.01 0.6902 0.7606 0.7212 0.9530  14.483 M 70.994 G
TransUNet [15]  0.7534 0.6067 3249 0.7391 0.7768 0.7534 09572  93.231 M 32229 G
EU-Net [9] 0.7296 05807 41.46 0.6824 0.8074 0.7296 0.9562 1.341 M 9.175G

PSO-AttUNet (Ours) 0.7752 0.6375 32.12 0.7550 0.8049 0.7752 0.9604  729.145K 15.467 G

M 2 LIS E]: PSO-AttUNet 7E Dice il loU U B AR, mmﬁ%MLﬁFﬁEﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁ
HEE U U-Net 1) /47, 1X3RW] PSO 43 (¥ S IE BLAE 2T 00 SRS P 1A 7] A 48 28 B AR 17 A28 A 2

EHE PSO-AttUNet U-Net Attention U-Net TransUNet

Figure 3. Segmentation results visualization

3. SEIERTMML
Al 3 FizR, PSO-AttUNet X ARid (R4 SEAS i, AH L U-Net A1 Attention U-Net Ji/b 1147 %1,
AHEE TransUNet 3870 T R 5%
4.3. EBRNVHEERASCE

£ PSO ZEFJ48 LG, Fe 400 A i B R e R T B VR B I H U o AR R S8 R S 56 58 IR 7
PSO 2R b 5] NI T 1H o0 R R S AL 2> B RE S T B Damik . SRE6 2 514k 1) = Fifkit
EESIBEI AR SE. CBAM. AG.

Table 3. Attention evaluation score results

3. EBRNTHMEBNL

BRERIERE = SE CBAM AG
W12 1.0 5.0 2.0
H2E 1.5 2.0 45
HIE 2.5 45 1.0
Fa4E 2.5 3.0 2.5
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M 3SR LIS SE IBRRIILLAZE, CBAM 1L KM IR KNI RBLAHLT, [FIN AG
FE5E RIS oo

Table 4. Ablation study of different attention configurations

* 4. FRIEENEERHRSILE

EEIE Dice?t loUt HD95|
N,N,N,N 0.7752 0.6375 32.12
C,N,N,N 0.7626 0.6189 31.16
N,G,N,N 0.7680 0.6257 31.66
C,G,N,N 0.7842 0.6462 31.06
C,G,C\N 0.7533 0.6071 32.71
C,G,C.C 0.7554 0.6164 32.06

of EE e B (SR E LI R A8 2801)
S,5,5,S 0.7619 0.6178 33.21
C,.CC.C 0.7596 0.6162 30.09
G,G,G,G 0.7792 0.6415 29.51

MG 4 RIS — RIS 1) I — R 5 ANBSLRE R LA L Btk Pk el o, [RIIRE
BINIE IR S iy, BRI FEERE TR 2) CGNN BUS VIRIFIIRIL, X 4R
PR R IR B 2 () W] REAFCE D88 CBAM SRR R RFIE I 2 (] e A2 Be 71, AG A 7 [1] J2 i e 1k
R 5B HRHERRER, —FHREEAMATIRTT 7Bk FIrtEae.

4.4. FIRYESTHT

AR S5 FAUEW] T PSO-AttUNet (A R, X — ARG B SRS TIRGFRIRIL, JFHSEI T
TEE TP AL 5 2 R AT IR o (HRRX — JE R AE T 73 R PR TE: PSO 1ROy — R B R 503,
HACR 32 BIRPRENITZ0, ATU0 0 SRS (R % 7T RE 2= LESVERS N R S B DR I TR 3RS R AP IURCR s & T
T3 B R PP AL JCVE A R 2 IR AU, e iy oL 3 22 W] e & S B0 FOTAH Y,
HEE WU R IE S th AR s, BIansels i SE RIAE, X sSeis s RnT ge & AL .

5. &g

BEXT B 22 R HIE S5 TP e I 28 QK T TR AEBER . FER MU R 5T B s R R ) T 50T
OGS A R, AR T — R TORL TR U-Net ZEMHH R T, IR T — AR Tk T
TINLEITEAL J75 (PSO-AttUNet),  FFAT 1% ZR SR AL A 22 00 2% ) S0 BRIV 8 B o 12059 B 0o BTk
T

1) ¥eit 1 U-Net BEEAOR T T 5, #5202 B AU K/ LB TE 2R Sem i vk L &, 5F
I ARAE PSO HUTEE - 7 B S HTE 2 R R 2 A P HEAT 2 R AL o B EA EE HENK A 3 40 S T
SRR 1A R AR AR VEAE Rk

2) 1R 7T HER VRS, R R SR RIE R PSO [RIESE B M h ik, i 4 Il
AR R B BR A SR ST R S PUTE R WU o I B ST SR S e 1 DAt 4 R
A EENE

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2026.165198 480 TFEARY 5N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.165198

i

W AE BUSI 4R EseiaRi], PSO-AttUNet 44245 B M 2L 7E 2 T Bl ds EART U-Net.
Attention U-Net. U-Net++55J2088 o JHRRSCIGUERT 13 T 170 MVE B PP D3RR B L]k 4%
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