Modeling and Simulation B 51 H, 2025, 14(3), 337-347 Hans )
Published Online March 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mos
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.143227

SAM2U-Net: EFSAM25U-NetIESE %
SERE

BmAAE, X &Y

LEHEE TR, OGHER S IHEN TR, L
2R TR, EHERE, LR

Weks H . 20254F2 H22H #HEM: 20254F3H15H; KA HI: 202543 24H

wm B

EX2EBSFFEEESH HREREIEM . REFNUERAELMEZSEUES PRIMR, BXE
X EAE S BT, SREZEE M AR T — R USAM22 SRR, BESCILER EZ BB 2 H.
SRR TURISH, IR SAM2 i Hiera & M2 5CNNIRBOIHAT 4 &, 18I 2 RERHMERBIL
HERD FEE . FEFRRG T2 SBEBADFEANEEE LNLRRY, AHEALEDice RE
FMloU L FHRE T 1.46%, MMTHETTHE. GRIEE, SRR EH BIRREA BB KRERHME, ST
BRXBAE, A ZRER S B ES IR SF

XA
HARBRET, BRLH, WEZE, BFER, 238E, E¥ER, URREH, TransformerfiiR,
AT

SAM2U-Net: A U-Shaped Medical Image
Segmentation Model Based on SAM2
and U-Net

Junwei Hou}, Lei Liul2

1School of Optical-Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology,
Shanghai
2School of Management, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai

Received: Feb. 22", 2025; accepted: Mar. 15", 2025; published: Mar. 24, 2025

EG| A ERE, XE. SAM2U-Net: T SAM2 5 U-Net [ 22 B4 4 BIRIAL ). BELS07 5, 2025, 14(3): 337-347.
DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.143227


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mos
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.143227
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.143227
https://www.hanspub.org/

ot X

Abstract

Medical image segmentation plays a crucial role in medical diagnosis. Although emerging visual
models perform excellently in various medical segmentation tasks, most are designed for specific
tasks and lack universality. This study proposes a novel SAM2 learning model aimed at achieving
general medical image segmentation. The model is based on a U-shaped architecture and innova-
tively combines the Hiera backbone network of SAM2 with CNN modules in parallel, enhancing seg-
mentation accuracy through a multi-scale feature extraction mechanism. Experiments on six da-
tasets, including thyroid nodule diagnosis and colonoscopic polyp segmentation, demonstrate that
this model improves the average Dice coefficient and IoU by 1.45% compared to existing methods.
The results confirm that the model can effectively extract pathological features from medical im-
ages, achieving accurate regional segmentation and supporting a wide range of clinical diagnostic
tasks.
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TEAE G e 2 BBy B, 2 BB UG A BR A AR AT 708, H R ET X 5 25 1] R 5
LB B 7. B, R BRMETL[L] XA KR 2RI SR A 3] 5, & OfE T BG g =
EMGHRFE, AR — 2 MUUEAT B bR X 7%, SR, XN A @A ), e Z 4R e =
R ENR . R, 7R R E AR ELG) 45 SRS FE B R B I BR 2 A0, X A% 458 073 (1 3 B8R AR
XPRLZE, ME LA R I RS FH R 5 3K

TRBE 2 SR UG 2 Uy R 1 R VAR . 15 85 T oH SR HLI: BR B R IR A0 22 /> B AR
R EEM ROHR Y, R BE 22 IR AE AN TF I B - BT 55 R R IR IR [ AR S BIJ7E . BRRE
W25 (CNN) [4ME IR EE 2 ) AR B2 —, (RSP0 BT S e It 5L M e, BdE FAR IR 4
TorEl PG 3 RI[5] [6]5F . U-Net [71/E 9 —Fh TGt 1) B2 2 MG 4 B 5EA, 75 2 Fh 4 FIUE 55 X
BT A NIEH IR . R, SRS MNEZIR T SRR, R RS ST e, e
A BN S R .

Mt Bt A RS (Vision Foundation Models, VFMs)f H 3 9 G 7 B 4T TR 1 3RO 9e 5 1l . Herpr, 4
HIMEAS A /2 Segment Anything Model (SAM) [8] & ekt A SAM2 [9]. SAM2 7 SAM (13t I, F)
FHTE RS EAR SEEAT ISR, FRERBYEeR FHkT TR, 2R, R IR, A RtFaiR
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A BUA I TEAE B2 2 TG 0 BV U IAS 1 2 5 ke, (ELAT) i o e [ A 20l 308 ) 0 200 5 A 42 )=
R SCE Rk R AR B R R BE SR RN, BUA R R A AT X DAAE OR K o 70 1 25 14 [ I R A iR
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Figure 1. SAM2U-Net structure
B 1. SAM2U-Net £5#4 /5

2.1. SAM2 5 U-Net $HERI & 458

FROERL A gD 2@ i 51 NS IRAT BIRFAE SR I 2 32, (1S NS BER8 RN A 3 R A R s B . X+
SAM2 733, Ymith 23 ff H i SAM2 T 2RI Hiera [14] T, 45w 2 fiw.
5 SAM1 4l VIT gmissAitl, Hiera SRAZE58), TIDAHIRZ RERHE, FiE&®iT U
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Figure 2. Hiera structure
[&] 2. Hiera £&544[&

2.2. RERFFERRRDRE

figE it & 50 23 B A & 71171 (Attention Gate, AG)HL, K b — 2 A5 &% (1 _ERAFHRFIL 5 24 /2 0IEE &
TG ARG &, SEILZ RRHERI RS . SR, (G AT B (CAM) B Rl & 5 AOARSAEHEAT AL B,
WERRF LRI IRE . HEE, KRR CAM BB [0 i 1 B AR AOE B0, AT W BN . ek,
Kook B YA AR TN K B 45 RATI R, P AERA R FIE. X, B2 RIS 5224
ARFH, AR RENE A Rl SE AR TR A 23 2

TEEIITTAG)RE — M T 14 50 v 3 B DO IR AR ST A5 2L, a5 nls] 3 s, 2
AN BRI 23 [R5 292N A A 5T 5 DR AR AR B, AT 5 AR H AR X R e .
A% R AR L i R ST HLABIRE AN R XS AT DA, AR R B L3 1% 7 MR 554 F B RFAE 170 2
LRI RBTIHII Y . RAEABER AT S B £ H AR =N A R
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3. AG £5#E

VR T BTN SR — AR I R, BN E B R R,
HARE) (@)%

0 (9,X) = 0 (BN (C, (9)+ BN (C, (x)))) ©)

AG(g,x):x*az(BN (C(qan(g,x)))) @)

X 0, () #7 ReLu Wil B4, o, () 7% Sigmoid BUSEHL, C, (1)« C, (). C() FmERRIE,
BN (-) 7y Batch Normalization #1F, g 1 x 73527~ b — 2 b RA 5 AR AL AN 38 T8 VE 5570 %t AU RRAE

LA S Y(CAM)IE L 45 & 5 AR 5 1 2 WU R 40 AR AR WSR3 o AR TR 0T S B [X 43 10 57 o
CAM bR = T Al IV E R J1(CA) 2 IAVER J1(SA) [5G FH A i, SLRIRFHSAE I RILRE S, 45
I 4 fos

CA I i 78 e B2 AN 58 PSS [ 4R b o ATV R TE B, RERS SEORE i M e 3R 14 o 0 723 1)
OYAHRFAE, AT SEBURHRFE [ A R I R THIEIR . fERFESREN b, R 47 (R & /iik LR 5
RN BAE B RS, CA KRRIE R 7 AP AT I BYERFIE, A 200K =5 18] AL AR 15 BB 5 31 A i)
HEEIEY . X G)FiR:

CA(X) =0, (Cy (3 (C.(Py (X)) )+ C2 0 (C. (Pu (%)) ) @ x ®)

SA I iHRALHE 42 Ry P AL MR G, 73 SR AR T 2045 BB REAR R, IR (s Bk
TS, AERIERIBE., IR, AR R S A RN AL B N, SETHRF AL
FEA B 1. Hat AR Im@)Frr: Hrb o(-) 7y Sigmoid BuG ¥, C,, (-) F1C, (1) 7R
BT R EABME, C ()2 —>7x7 H. padding v 3 IEHZ
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Figure 4. CAM structure
4. CAM &84
SA(X) = (C(Cp (%) +C, (x)))®x (6)

Hho(-) A Sigmoid Bk %, C, () M C, () 7 mF RIS R RMEMFAME, C()=&2—P7x7 H
padding A 3 KB Z.

LAHE CAM B 7 — AN SCEE 4y, W B —RINGRE . BRI IEL 30 s 5 .
ConvBlock 13 BT 52— DR BRI AL REE (0 /5 B . B E @i sl E 0 rr =, figkm
ERH A VAR AR 2, 1 — Ak e Ae s IRt R, i Rl kil s (7) iR :

CoanIock(x)=J(BN(C(0(BN(C(X)))))) %
Hr o (-) 9 ReLu Wif B84,  BN(-) 2 Batch normalization /2, C(-)2&—13x3 HBHZ.

TEM 25 () JE B B, WA E R AN R 2 IR R REAE B 20 73R4T 4 % 8 £ 16 £5 A0 32 % 1R FE, 4i—
FSEREGGEE R, B DYASTII 25 Rl A ok AR R i & P ] o I — 3 Rl e i 4342 57 (element-wise ad-
dition) >R Z5 A3k F AN Rl 43 23 R0 2 Uk ) T 45 S o i ik xof PO A TR0 45 SR AT PRIz 5, A Bl AN R 2
WIRHIESS B A, AR & 3 E A0 NS SUE B s A& E . (@) fins:

output = o (pl+ p2+ p3+ p4) (8)
o, pl. p2. p3. p4 43l VYA TN Sk AR R R AR AIE B o 38 Ik 02 6 3R V2R X DU AN T 45 SR AT Rl
ARG 25 REE 456 R A AR Z IR RHIE S B . B3, WlEErgE RN A Sigmoid BUS K%L, MM
Az RS 2% (R TRLI A H
3. SAM2U-Net iR BB Hi% B SKWER 51
N T IGUE ARG 80, B AR SCRT SR AR I 23 55 75 FOUR BR A5 S A0 U2 A 43 B B3R A 5 L Ath S AR 7Y
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HEATXTELSEES . DA R #80 MBI 3 TR . 1) DDTI[16]: &K E 299 4 B 1 347 4L HUIR R A
B, FFHTBURRHE AL XML SO ) S8 FOIR B AS 34T 1 PE4BE R A2 TR . 2) TG3K [17]: B4
3493 KA AR EIR A A EUER, HAh a5k B & P& AL IR e ot B 45 T HE R AR I . 3) Kvasir-SEG
[18]: x4l BB RE - FIFIN B EIREE, ARk B 45 A 207 511 1000 AN S A EHE 3L
F5%% . 4) CVC-ClinicDB [19]: L5k H 29 NANR P Fil i 45 W B ks & 480 1) 612 7K K144 . 5) ColonDB [20]:
ColonDB ##iE A i 1 22 FEPERN LS FABAR, CLFEAS [ 2 T f) S5 PR 85 o4 A A5 2% 1 6) ETIS [21]:
AR T AR G AR B bR, SECh 196 Tk A T TN ZRANDEAL,  BE SRR 4y
RNINGE ., WAFEANRE, 7205 5 REEE 70%. 20%F1 10%, AR TR AE 1) 78 0 36 1E -5 IR

3.1. SAM2U-Net BB £#1& B SM T IEIR

AR Adam AL 2R [22]50F PR AT HEAT A4k, Adam H AR EE 52 5 (weight decay) WL BT 1k
BREE . ERFEGSEIT, BT EEEBRN SRS S, SRR bl B2 SN R8s b i)
Wk 7 BRURE TE FEASARAE, S ECE AR YRS R R, WIURS )R 1% E N 0.0001, BLEFEFEN 0.1, it
& K/NA 8. 1EFF Dice Loss [2311F Ak si%l, BHAEEZEE 2 EUES HRIH G, oA Rt H R
SRS SO P . BT B KT G LA R S5 55T PyToreh1.13.1 528,  J£7E Windows 11 FR35 Rl
2%, 3 H NVIDIA RTX3090 GPU (24GB A7) hnidk it .

2 TRR FEE 2 S 48 IR 45 R B, 4l 2556 VR (epoch) W BN 50 I, it 43RS AL E At 5 | A
i SEE R A TIOR8 2 (I ZREC IR AT R S BN 45 BE S A, T /b T 50 S8k AT g SN AL
5 IR 1 ASCIEARAE FUR IR B 48 DDTI Bl Zadi 2k (Loss) M2k, Hrh R RiZ R IIZRmEe ik, 3R
XL AR . BRI, RSO SEER BRI ZR56 B B 50.
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Figure 5. Dice loss for 50 epoch
5. 50 epoch B dice loss BiZk

ASCfE ] Dice £%4[24]. 223 Et(intersection over Union, loU) [25]3Ffk 48 b5 S DEAG AR 14 R
Dice REUE—FIEEGMHMUE E R, HTIHE 2 BI4 R 5HRE 2 RIARRIE, GEsAa ol & p A~ a7
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MEEE. HIFEARMO) R, ok, AT E & 52 18 1) B & LR RO S th(loU), B
EMNESIFENHR ., BERBLT, LN ER SR e &N, Dice ZECM loU MEXIN 1,
RRTBRIDFIRR . HE AN Q0)FR.

Dice—m (9)
X+l
|X Y|

loU =i——o (10)
|XUY|

Hobt, X AY FoR X RY BEAZ e, || it R,
3.2. BRI RERIEL AT

FEARTT, AT LR e Er B G B 84T 7 4w iEAh, PAEGIFRRA ALK MERE. % 1 R T
7EHUIRIE DDTI 54 5 TG3K Hdli 4 szt 45

Table 1. Results of different models in the thyroid nodule segmentation task

% 1. FEMERIEERRREETS 5 BT 5 s

Methods DDTI TG3K
mDice mloU mDice mloU
U-Net 0.870 0.772 0.702 0.611
DeepLabv3 [26] 0.878 0.785 0.736 0.636
DeepLabv3+ [27] 0.887 0.708 0.747 0.652
CCSDG [28] 0.873 0.775 0.740 0.649
META-Unet [29] 0.896 0.812 0.739 0.656
SAM2U-Net 0.911 0.832 0.779 0.683

Table 2. Results of different models in the polyp segmentation task
2. TEEBESRANEESHHNEIER

Methods Kvasir ClinicDB mDice mloU
mDice mDice mDice mloU mDice mloU mDice mloU
U-Net 0.818 0.746 0.823 0.755 0.504 0.436 0.398 0.335
UNet++ 0.821 0.744 0.794 0.729 0.482 0.408 0.401 0.344
MSEG+ [30] 0.897 0.839 0.909 0.864 0.735 0.666 0.700 0.630
SANEet [31] 0.904 0.847 0.906 0.859 0.752 0.669 0.750 0.654
MSNet [32] 0.905 0.849 0.908 0.869 0.747 0.668 0.720 0.650
SSFormer [33] 0.917 0.864 0.906 0.855 0.802 0.721 0.805 0.720
CFA-Net [34] 0.915 0.861 0.933 0.883 0.743 0.665 0.832 0.655
SAM-Path [35] 0.828 0.730 0.750 0.644 0.632 0.516 0.844 0.756
Yolo-SAM 0.852 0.742 0.895 0.810 0.893 0.808 0.933 0.875
SAM2U-Net 0.928 0.879 0.925 0.876 0.904 0.842 0.937 0.882

AT SAM2U-net iR 5 5 ANATFRT AR SGEE FUIR ARG TS 0 273k T T e R . 4R ER,
SAM2U-Net 7£ Dice Al loU #5845 I F HAMRRY . #5502 1E TG3K FidiE b, SR META-Unet
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AL, FATIRTLLE Dice fabr EHETH T 4.0% (M 0.739 #2715 0.779), 7E mloU EHETF T 2.7% (M 0.656
PEF+H) 0.683). X —WFE T T AUMEF R FFAT AL A 450, GREEE TR meRER.

2 JEoR T IRATIRH ) SAM2U-Net #5281 5 HoAh e it VAT BRI EME S LR LLER . 45 1R,
SAM2U-Net 7E AN iz A H BRI =AM E R I T SB HEE . 7E Kvasir 20854 I, SAM2U-Net
15F] 7 0.928 () mDice 1 0.879 () mloU, XMAMEFRAILT BTG L%, {E ColonDB H1 ETIS ¥4 4
k., 2399175 0.904 1 0.937 1) mDice, S5 4 HERITERER I . 7£ ClinicDB ##%4: ., 122 1 0.925 [¥) mDice
F110.876 ] mloU. ESRFEIX/NEHE S _E CFA-Net ) mDice 1%75(0.933), {H SAM2-Net /38R 48 Tk 2 H
fh7iE, Bon T HAEANE B AR B Rt Az A Re

SAM2-Net FRIR 7 2 IARUR T HAHT I N 28 324, X 28 M0 ReA Akt 45 & )R i 4 15 A4 /) B R SUE .
FERNRTEAC IS A SO IR 0 2 AT, AR e I T B R A

3.3. jHEhsCIE

N T VA Hiera 1 T M12% ROT % SAM2U-Net PERERISZNT, RATHEAT 7 — RINHRSER . %3 R T
ANTF] Hiera hig A #E DDTI £ 58 L1170 31 45 R LUR AR R f) i 2% 1 55 e

Table 3. Segmentation results of different Hiera models

%% 3. N[E) Hiera S EILER

DDTI complexity
Backbones
mDice mloU Params FLOPs
Hiera-Tiny 0.879 0.786 76.2M 7.1G
Hiera-Small 0.893 0.809 76.4M 8.6G
Hiera-Base+ 0.911 0.832 77.1M 14.6G
Hiera-Large 0.897 0.813 79.5M 445G

SRIGEE RIS MR, B T A RT RN, B AR AR . AR 7E DDTI HdE4E
_F: mDice M Hiera-Tiny ] 0.879 #£ 7+ % Hiera-base+(] 0.911, #2&% 1 3.2 NE 4> #i. mloU M 0.786 #2 7+
$)0.831, &S 45 ANE A HE WS RSB, R I E AR R, ETH K
A (FLOPs) ) & 2 14 4.

4, g5ig

AWF TR T A 2 B B 48K SAM2U-Net, B4 T B R0 2 k4% (CNN)-5 Segment
Anything Model 2 (SAM2) 1] 2 7 #2373 J2 480 o 1A AL5E I CNIN A8 S IR A [X 3 =) 350 SR AR AIE R RS
PEHL, [FB R SAM2 12 ]S BIHLE] 56 2 R SR S FERAE, &M FEH RERA TH
MR G5 A0 o S R PRI A8 DX IR 2 B B o e, BN H & MBS = sl T /s - 4Ry
TR BhASEE TS, 8RR I8 E 1 B3 v AR e Ak T 2015 B R G 206e .

FT 2 E AR BRI IR SE SRR, SAM2U-Net 762> Mk GEfa br 7 T R B B &34 . 72
DDTI FEAEEIE S EASZIGIIER Y], ZEMAE Dice Z%(0.911) 172 I 11 (0.832) %5 4% Lo 46 b5 1 B 2% 8
FRILA it ik, Hh Dice REU B AMAERIRTE 1.5 AN 4> . BEBIRERAE L3t — B IEsE, %204
X2 PR AR B IR R AR e )y EIERE, HADHT YR RHME RS LG R o TG TR B AR 5 M T
PE 32 SRS AN DX 73 0] 2R RBON I R & 252 AR 0 B sh A fr i it 7o igve s, Hmks Ry
FIRE 1T A AR N THE M E M2, NIGIRISIT PR AR A T SR A
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