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Abstract

With the rapid development of medical imaging technology, ultrasound images play a crucial role
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in disease diagnosis and treatment. However, ultrasound images are characterized by high noise,
low contrast, and blurred boundaries, posing significant challenges to ultrasound image segmenta-
tion tasks. This paper proposes LG-MedSeg, a lightweight ultrasound image segmentation model
based on Adapter fine-tuning, aiming to address the issues of insufficient computational resources
and inadequate segmentation accuracy for ultrasound images. By applying knowledge distillation
technology to streamline the SAM-Med2D model and introducing a parallel low-rank decomposition
Adapter (LRAdapter) module, the model’s adaptability to ultrasound image features is enhanced.
Experimental results demonstrate that LG-MedSeg achieves outstanding performance in thoracic
effusion and abdominal effusion segmentation tasks, with a Dice coefficient of 90.85% and IoU of
84.5%, while maintaining only 13.15 million parameters. This significantly reduces computational
complexity, and experiments on multiple public datasets validate the effectiveness and generaliza-
bility of the LRAdapter. Our research provides an efficient and lightweight solution for medical im-
age segmentation, particularly suitable for deployment on resource-constrained edge devices.
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1. 518

B B2 AR F AR BRE R B, BB ARSI 1697 U3 DAL AR IR 45 T R 4% A ok
EBERL]. ERESAR I INERS T L FXMERAN TARE, BERIKEA S22 FE WA &
MIsEm . JEAER, N TAReRe R IRIE S SRR O 2 N T B =BG i iids, R RIEER 4
SYEES S T BERR[2). TR IR GRS [ 3h R 44 OS2 A% TP AR B 2 IR IRRAE , T
S ERG FE I 2 A i AR XA B IR R AR SR BRI SR SRR, ARORAR & TS W BCRAIUERA I . R 2
EERKARKE. REETFHFTFZNARTYRT, f@RFEENEFSLEMNEFZERHRTE, A
T Redi B B F AR 0T o] ORI AR Tl N B3R LB AR 5, NS 15 21 i I Rua 1R 4 T 58 F /)
MISCFE. TERZERFVBRER AT, HAERERARHARRA . o5 SEh SOGRE #5 s bl
2N TSRS IR b . A B P It ARBhia T . S XU T 55 5 T B R
X, HEBN TR AE AR AR K AN R S 5 F

SRR AL AT AR OR AN T R ATk A5 iy e 0 R ) — P AR, I ot o 4% AR B 4 1 7 4y
TN AR BREARZ AR S, B 2 FHAES R R TR ARPERE[3]. BE#E OpenAl #ith
chatGPT, Kifi 5 M ALHGE K B IF IR T E KRR, BOM A LR ReSUs i AR . A\ 2 3E Kk, JF
SRR BT EH LA AT i KA AT, Meta B 2 A T 43 %1 — DIt KA SAM (Segment Any-
thing) [4], 7 1100 Ji/MEUE EIZR T — AN ATHoRE 8L, (EFH T Re 68 SEOL IR R AR AZ A 1 AT $2 R 43 4T
%o IXLLILARRLE T L R EHEE BTG, BAARAKMEREARCE A BREARITR RG], (EMER
Y2 NUAT S0 o ot KT 77, A BT e B E e A A & B (5] TINZR B B H R i
B, Vr2Ht5iE s B b S AL T & 3R PO SRR, DA T — S8 R AT 55 1 1 R .

e SAM TEZEST SIS B A , VE 28 F0R B AR R 2% SAM BEAT T , DA R 2% 2 BRI RE .
Cheng J [6]%5 N\ B 78 H AR AR ) 460 J3 5K U 19.7 JTAHERD_FHET 0 15 3] SAM-Med2 (SAM
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to Medical 2D Images), AHXIT SAM Kiit, SAM-Med2d 12 & 5 £ (22 24 G 4038, 78 2 Fkdg o7 2N
FE2p G EEERF IR DL, BRSHERLAN 271 M. L B R O 27 2 R a6 1 2 27 B |
PRI A I RCR, (AT 2 BT SEBr B A B IR 15 # K 2 R Gk & B Nk &, Hh B
PR DERE, FA BT E X LR R R TR, BhAh, R SAM 7E 2 R 2 UGS L RO R 47
PITERE, (HAERE S IR BRI R IAIN S5 . A B A — SRR PR 2, 91 G B P K
X P RERUR . 20 TR DL R O 82 T HRAE, 13K b DR 2 3 A3 A5 204 A 7 75 TR 1 o 3 AN R 4 55 B8 o R o
RE T B A B R AR PO AL, R T IR S DO R A5 R A EBAHIEAN R, HAEE AR E
MEFERR, FHHH W TR D o BRI, B AR 2 A2 5 A R 75 TR P R s LA RO Bl ) Smes 7 75 1 —
WARZ, LR TS AR X — U8 1 e R . FH AR

b o TR B DR R 1) P 1) R, E e R AR TR 7 SO B AT R Ak, AT DA T R BRI i SR IR
NG FE . AR 287 E M Hinton SEN[7198 5, ) V2 R T o ASE 2 6 A 1Y) ) 8
Lucas %5 A [BLIL SLAGHE B, A fR 255 AR A2 A Y S Ak — BB N . 3@ RO BOE 1 s A R K )1 25
TR I AR 2R MR A R B R AT (1) 555 . MobileSAM [9]41 EfficientSAM [10]3iEH] T %FF SAM k
BT RN ZR IR 3 o (BT B 7 40, ARG TR A IR

TR SRS R R AN S B 7 T I i 2 BRAR . FEIREE 222, N T KRR 4 b TI)I A 2
FBIARA, — s SR 2R B S R LOE R H TS5 . TER S EG r Bdk,  4x &5
BATRSHED Hh BRI R PG, I8 RSB IERE, (A4S0 7L S bR S A i I 22 07 T 1)
ik, B, EEMATEEHESNSH, IS EFENRKEITERIE, [N, SEMIENE e
TR T R B AR HAE LAR (i 05, B2 R AR R BER & AR B 5, SRR B bR E s
FAESERRIRAE: HbAh, 2 BARES B /A 5 RIS BRI 22 6, R v] R S S8 LR
MEME IR SIS, B AR 5 SR YR 2 ST B iR . X SRR R R 24 T A A 1 5 2 1% 43 B Ak
Tz N

T v A B O I R BR A AR AR AR B 2 AR A BT 55 R E R, B AR T 2 R
R T, B DU TS AR A 75 SR S R (g P R S5 e [11] . o Adapter [12]43% 1
Al Lora [13)isi#E 1z N FH o Adapter BEHAE Ay —Fi AT [ /NI RPE IX Z5 2540, LA P I R A A g
JEAE o LB BT S VPR H TC AR R IR B T A5 R T R E G, X PRI (75 Adapter 7 [RIAT45 [A]
(3R RS R AR5 T (3R, AN 75 B 4 B8 IAH B2 ) Adapter FER BN AT SEET453EFE . ML Z R, Lor J5
VRIS AR AR AT AR S R SIS B, SR AU R, FEAT S5 D)4 i 75 2 ER R Rk
RERE, MR &I T RGP . b2 N Adapter BFIREERAL BRI AL AL 1 Se B AR, ISR T &
GER TP FEYE, A L AENE PR E NS [F (1 S0 7 SR AN B . IR T G T S B 2 AR
115, i 2 HBOE AR R G B BB R oK

A B LEET R FE B BT S5, 4 ol 2 i s B AN I s AR ) 1, it — P s R T S S o
N T SR A SR A TSR B IR AN AR R R BR Y, AR SO BT MR U 4 E KB SAM-Med2d
I iR )y Bk TR Rk, 2R3 Adapter SR TR, WAL IR AE I 7 BE S B AT
W o ARSCHY H AR A2 T BYLE Bl i AN s R 23 A 55 R B VR, RISV AR L X T R I 755K
DR P R ) SIS 43 1 S S i —Fh el AT BT T &R

2. BEIT 525 %

A RFE T Adapter fO IR B S EUE B LG-MedSeg,  HoAZ O BRI G 2k 2297 &
155y B SAM-Med2d 38 it FiiR 2818 1) 77 X0 H B G gmt 25 1T B B0 15 3] LG-MedSeg 157, W&
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2 (1) Adapter BB\ B4 (10 BB GRS a% T, JEE AR R Bl SR R REAT O, AR B g bR N
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2.1. LG-MedSeg R {kiELS

LG-MedSeg #58 thy =/ L E AR GRS Es . SEongidas MRS 2. BB igas 71 o
i NGB A R R AL, S gt F T4t )P S (52 ELA5 2 (Bl n s« HESE), HERDMRAD a5 0
HRAE EHG R AE AN SR 215 B A BB 24 1 73 145 SR (K 1)
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Figure 1. Overall architecture of LG-MedSeg based on Adapter fine-tuning
1. &F Adapter {18 LG-MedSeg & {k e

N TR LG-MedSeg B4t b7 FHY 28 75 [ b, A Duf R i f 8 B0 0 EAT M B8, K LRAdapter A5
AT N BN ER S 23 11) 2 SKIE R/ JZA MLP J=, 08 A R RFEHEAT B 3G N 148 . LRAdapter 5
Pt — M BRI R, 2 AE 2.3 P RANA LA . AR ZRd R, A ExF LRAdapter
B S BAE O R AR P BEAT S, T At B 0 I 2 B R AR

2.2. Adapter Z5#9i&3t

LG-MedSeg 1B gmit 3% & — AN m AL SE Transformer #78, 1 £ 4> TinyViT Block H#E 8 1 il .
A TinyViT Block 182 < AVEE /IHLEI(MSA). R #3547 2 (Local_Conv)F1£ R AIFL(MLP). Hir
MSA JZ 6t Sei it UG KB B RO R, 1 MLP J2 U 6 5T X RFAEHEAT AR R P AR e AR SR . IX A
JEXHE R RFE SR LR Ty R E ZMEH o N T KBS Smid 2 & i 288 75 B 7 BT 55, 4 Adapter
BLHE N E] MSA JZH1 MLP 2, AT LA R 3 50 P A 2 R IE SR EURE ), (A5 2 R 68 B 47 b i S 7
BB o #ES

A B OR (Full Fine-Tuning) /& 1L 4% 2% 2] it — Ffis WSRI, &8 RAE T2 B ) 2t b, BTl 2
B R IR AT — 2D %k, UG R E I FUHES, W 2)Fis. X5k R v B 7E R
TR ZRENR B EIET, 38 18 2 HOR B8 I MR B2 9T 55 ARHAE AN T . SR, B T REEH KEMNS
H, H T ERRRT A SRR A, H AN R F AR T RS SRS, R
TRfE 7T TEVH SR IEAR XS G PRI 6L R, Adapter S H7 AR A& —Fi 58 s B0R1 R 3% (1 #4875 %8 . Adapter i
VR E T A58 rp e NN P 2 AL, PR LR FR IR A A SR HIIE LT, (O K 0 14 (1 /N 2R A
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BTN, AR T TSR A R F0L A KUK, [ e 7 AR ()58 K R fE 71 . Adapter fO4F HIiE
AT PR A7 IR PR B RN 7 EUHOE BT SS 13

Adapter FEER RN BT MERE S CEEL, XF SAM MK G gmidas b, @ KA T1E MSA 58
ITHEN— Adapter 2177 AT H0M, Wl 2(b) s XM 7E SAM-Med2d [AE 517 s PRI T
RAFHIZCR, Be8 A 80R ) Adapter BEHOGHASFAEEAT UG R %S, RIS CRAEE s R TH RS8R SR, 7S
BIG 2 EIMT 55 B HR AR APk, a0 G0 RS L X U BEAR DA K H bpids PSRN 5, I okl o SR AR Y
BENG B RE U 1 4 J | F S0 BAUR SRR . AT 5 BARRENSIE — 2 R L& N HbMESS, 2
1T Adapter BEHL 5 W E% ER L, AT BB R ARRFIE LIS B — 2 PR, S EUE BRLE I RIEEAR L,
DA 707338 R 7 R R AREAE 43

FHELZ R, AT S M Rens B0 RGN SRR, Y omAE A ) Rk e ), A CRUE I ZRI AR E P o BRI,
N TR DRI AE S R BT S e RE, ASCHREAE MSA R MLP 244 B EAT IR
LRAdapter #i¥t, HEEMWIE 2(c)fm. XFHTF AL ML LS MSA JZF1 MLP JZ i th T H &
L, R G ] SR AR I TP, AT BE AT A5 IE R S MR IRRAE o0 A, 3R TE - BRE E . Jdid
AT, ARSI 77 R RS AE DR B TN ZRASE A s ORFAE SR IURE ) B [RIINF, PRt id Sk 7 PR 4 I 55 1Y)
MURFFR SR, LT S AL, SRR IR .

& learnable

e frozen
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Figure 2. Comparison of different fine-tuning methods

E 2. TRIMIAARIIEE

2.3. AR RAVEEL Adapter
2 L1 Adapter Z5H4 ER A 40 B2 )2 AN ARLR IR IE A, W0 3(a) Tz o S T4 N FRUARFAE ) & x e R,
JR UG Adapter 54 1] AR R N :
Adapter (x) =W,, - NonLinearLayer (W, - X) 1)
Horp, AT DU AR LR M R AL, 49120 RelL U GeL U Sigmoid 25, W, € R™n B 451 (forward_down_project),
T NRFIE o, 4ERER r 48, W, e RO RTHAEMRE, FHRHEM r 4ETH30d, 48 —MORUE, v IEUE N
d, /9 1/8 B 1/4 fiki. TREERAIZE, Ay 7B S BRI RS v fE W RE 2 S BURHIE 2 W]
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MIRIKRE I AL o I R R R A 7T RE 2 IR B i S N RHIE Z REPE I RE D, JE S 4EE B E K,
R A S AR TR AR AN 4 Ry 1R SO R IR AR RE 7 A S TR

N T PRAERAR AR5, A AMIRRR S iR LRAdapter 2544, 2t — B/ id i i s Bk
M5 W Wygyn AP MERRIEFE U 4o,y € R™ IV, € R

Wi U goun Viown 2
FIRERE W, HEAT A3 21U, € R ATV, e R
W, 2U, -V, )]
HHAR B4 At 5 A BEAR N SR 06 Adapter 454, 15 8RR 4 i LRAdapter (123 2
LRAdapter (X) = (U oun Vioun ) NonLinearLayer((Uup Vi ) x) (4)

KRR 2> 2 J5 1 Adapter SRR ORI, R IRk Y T SR ) 2 2 BE A O(d,, - k) P 3
O(d;,-k+k-r), Hitk<r.

T (S scaling T
ﬁ@ Adapter LRAdapter
[0 0000 0] [0 0000 0]
forward
up_project m
forward
downi,‘pl)roject W

i
O OO O0OO0O0

|00 000 0]

(a) Adapter 4513 (b) LRAdapter 513

Figure 3. Comparison diagram of Adapter structures
[& 3. Adapter fRHXTLEE

2.4. LRI

TERT SAM BRI ZRr, 38 45 FH 45 0k R U — PR & IR B8, 1R R B4 & 1 Focal
Loss. Dice Loss #il Mask loU Loss [ si. FEEIT BURr EESSH, HFRMAFHEEBRIAE, Hiast
XA 3 H T > T AR A X, 3T B0E G2 (115 38 ZAi 2% ek HOqE DA 280 A A 12 57 DX 3 43 1 45 L
N T fRPGX— R, 7E SAM JEA 4R ek £ T, @i\ Boundary Loss, %01 T s AR AU H
FRid S ST B

Boundary Loss A% 0 JB AR 2 il i TR A it 5 i 2 (R B, BRI S IX k) 43 i 2
o SERNGERIRKEECAF, Boundary Loss & —FlE T SR REL,  fels T LF b 4E B AR
JURTTEARFAA FHUE B, 85 v B T2 575 e 2 A (P BE B ok e X, {8 A Hausdorff 2 B 2E 4T i 55 5
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Boundary Z Hdlst ( pred ! . ) (5)

Horp Bl 25 | AMFEARTITIA T, By &5 | MEARMEIAT, H g RILFZ IR Hausdorff FHES .
Y5 EPRAS A A F1 B, Hausdorff BE 5558 X .
—j (6)

o, sup FoR_ BRI L5, inf FoR TR KT ), [a—b] £ a F b 2 R KL RAGEEE .
Focal Loss /& — Rt FI5e SRR S B 8, et 3] N — N R T, b 50 20 REAS B 2 Bk, B

4 REAS AR e Tk, T PR S T 40 REAS 122 51 B 7. LA RN
Leoew == +(1=p) -log(p)~(1-a)-p”-log(1-p) ™

Horp p AT OMERAE, o RIIE, B TP IEGAEA, y & Focal B+, F-THTTE S AR
WE, AT RE )y =20, =025,

Dice Loss &3& T Dice REMIM KL, Tz HTEFEE 5 #I1ES% . Dice FEUM & Fi 45 F A H
AR 2 (][ E B FERE, Dice Loss NI Dice REUMHM . HARWTF:

2Zp. gi+e
D|ce= zp,+zg,+€

Horh B AT A0SR | MERIBERIE; g, RHESAREMF | MERIMEO 2 1); e 2D HEUL

H i (A B) = max (s::g inf Jla=b], upinf

®)

i B
Mask loU Loss A& 4% 43 LE(IoU) B B8, A T OGRS 5 F s 2 ] 0 LA PR
HARIT:

Zzpi'gi+g

L — [}
MasktoU Zpi+zgi_zpi'gi+‘9

Hr, P, g, flle e X5 Dice Loss 1—%, pred_iou ;& B2 MK ToU 1H .
LR R RO -

—pred_iou 9

Loss = 4 Legear + 4 * Liice + 45 * Litaskion T 24 * Lsoundary (10)
Hf A 4 A A 2 S BRI E
3. KR RERDH
3.1. HEs

SEIG R 3 FLAE T DA A S B A, S = AN A T BE SE BUSI (Breast Ultrasound Images Dataset)
[14]. DDTI (Digital Database for Thyroid Ultrasound Images) [15]#1 TN3K (Thyroid Nodule Region Segmen-
tation Dataset) [16], F1—/MFAA %dfi 4 USEFD (Ultrasound E-Fast Effusion Dataset), £1 7 1 L e /5 14
FFODR ke P PR L fes AR VBN 08 s AR e 7 PRI

BUSI #fi4 & — M2 ML UGB A5 R B 4, B8 1 600 44 it 8 1 780 TR IEMR, BF MRS
JUHEITE 25 2 75 & 2 JA]. K BURHRI WA M A S, XGRS IRGEEG 223, NIk
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AR B RSP . DDTI B4R Lk T HUR I A BB TS, A& T 637 sk A E
B, GREBEH A G RZLRIARE, W 2R RN, ERERUIRIR 2 . ORI 45 iS5 .
TNIK b /& — /N 1A HURIRGE 1k A R 0 BdE 45, 8 TR A 2421 4311 3493 kK14,
AR AR R R D — N R IRGE T X3, O TR TUAR, TNSK 7E A — X sl A [A] — i
HHAENEZREGBR T, (R T —iRARMEEG . X PR 7% SRS Ok T 2B 0 2 Fe
AR, 75 TNSK B PR R 22515 o R 23 814 55 v 1) o R A B 4

USEFD & — /N3 T 10 s ARBRA IR R AR D R 8 75 s AR B0 8, sk 1 ISR R R ) 84 452K
IR A o 12 5 B I b R P AR TR . AERA AR AT 52 AR X 3, A E-FAST (Extended
Focused Assessment with Sonography in Trauma, ¥ & QI{%HE 7 B S PPAl)HE S A A SRS RF . Bl e
23,457 SR EURAIR S (1) 23,457 SKIBIDAL AR 5K EUR R s ARG B R R PRVE, Fnide N 2 B4 i s A
TR R

32. SKRE

P ARSI ZR A HE RS B T Pytorch IR 7 SJHESE, 7E— & Hl#% RTX8000 GPU MRS #% FiHAT .
NG G — Ry 256 x 256 1oy Hde, kT IH—AbEE, BRI R H R O FRRENLIE: . KPR
FBENRITSE, DUHRFBRZ A RE D). ISR AR Adam AL, BIMG% I%EE N 5 x 1074,
batch size BB A 16. HifE AR A (8 A 0 Bcd 42 42 18 8:1:1 R LR &Il o AN GREE . BAEALANIREE . 512k
BRSNS E N, =200 4,=10. 4,=10. A, =2.0. SEIFF#EHIGEREIZ% 15 4
epoch £33,

3.3. LB

1£ USEFD %4 45 I, A1 1% DU Fp A% 7 (SAM-Med2d, LG-MedSeg, LG-MedSeg + Adapter A1 LG-MedSeg
+ LRAdapter) [ BEHEAT T ATV, 2 B 48 F5 U455 Dice 2 %(Dice%). 22 3 Eb(1oU%). i, ¥ 0 Adapter
{4 F B AT 11 Adapter 4544, ¥ LRAdapter {47 1) LRAdapter &5#4. SEIG 45 un4 1 fr.

Table 1. Performance comparison of various models on the USEFD dataset

5% 1. USEFD i & L R RAHREXTEL

T Dice (%) loU (%) Params (M) FLOPs (G) HEFRHJE (ms)
SAM-Med2d 77.00 65.39 271.24 325.7 89.2
LG-MedSeg 79.34 67.53 13.08 12.8 15.3
W/Adapter 90.25 82.10 13.28 14.6 18.7
2W/LRAdapter (ours) 90.85 84.50 13.15 13.2 16.1

SAM-Med2d il LG-MedSeg 1 NFEHER, I Dice 205714 77%H1 79.34%, loU 4354 65.39%7F1
67.53%. IXFHH LG-MedSeg 7£ 4> &K _EIS AT SAM-Med2d, {HFE HITERED A — & RRM:. Eid5I A
IERCAH R T ERE. #3471 Adapter ) Dice R#%iA %] 90.25%, loU A% 82.1%747 45| A\ LRAdapter
B4k, Dice REURTHE 90.85%, loU #271 % 84.5%. ¥ LRAdapter 2 J5, HEAIZE Dice 2%, loU
EIHE PR 1X3R I LRAdapter i85 = 24 S BOR L FIRENE SR E B A8 B 3 N A A

ESHE T, SAM-Med2d HIZ 5 & mik 271.24 M, 1 LG-MedSeg K& 4517 )y 13.08 M, #zk
HO PRI TR . LG-MedSeg 7E 5| N\ Adapter J5, S3EIEIN 0.2 M, 5| AN EEE R4 - FH4EAE,
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FLOPs $11 14.1%; £5| A\ LRAdapter &, Z¥EAVNIEHN 0.07 M, it KL if(k = 16), FLOPs {3
hn 3.1%, hTiE Adapter. I HAEA —HEM02, X T4 MK Adapter, KA # T LRAdapter 7£
Z ¥/ F Adapter [ITEGUT, HAEREBIE M TIE 1 Adapter. FF HARFAERETRILIE R Mk, ik A
) TR T P S A8 5,296, 4330T JRLUR AR

"IN LRAdapter 2 J&, HAIZE Dice Z2%1. loU EAE T, X% LRAdapter i it 5 = 20154
I FHANVRAAE S B RE % 0 3 B 7S PR 4y 1, g — 2Dk 1 43145 SRS FE AN UL RC S8R

Fe R ORISR AT LRAdapter HH#k k FIBUEIEAT 7007, 4 k KRB, SEESMHERER, 4k Kb
i, AT RE AP R B IR, SRR TR, U RRIGE R T S

Table 2. The impact of different ranks on the performance of LRAdapter
= 2. TEFEXT LRAdapter B4 BESZIR

UiS Dice (%) loU (%) Params (K)
k=4 68.22 57.68 17.8
k=8 84.54 76.22 35.7
k=16 90.85 84.50 71.4
k=32 90.88 84.55 142.8

B 2 g5 505N, 2 k BUER/INS (W1 k=4), SR SHE BN 17.8 K), (HAFESRELEE /1A &2 (Dice
1% 68.22%);: BEA k K (k=8 & k=16), HRIVERERZEIET:, MW SHETRFFG IV (12 k 4k4:
WR(k=32)KF, PEREFETHEA TR, Dice {341 0.03%, SHEHEIEE 1428 K. Kk, Zathfe 53
R, TE LRAdapter AR BCK R E N 16, %% B RETE CREFEE R 20 3R 1) [ i 4 R 200 53 % T

T BAIE LRAdapter A &GME, R ORE =ANE 2 EB P4 (BUST. DDTI A1 TN3K) X EE 7k
LRAdapter BRI MERE . SRIGEE Bunde 3 s,

Table 3. Performance comparison of LRAdapter on the BUSI, DDTI, and TN3K datasets
%2 3. LRAdapter 7 BUSI, DDTI 1 TN3K ##B4& FA 4 BEXTEE

- w/o LRAdapter w/LRAdapter
itk : :
Dice (%) loU (%) Dice (%) loU (%)
BUSI 89.12 81.03 93.08 87.35
DDTI 81.97 70.42 92.24 85.76
TN3K 81.62 70.44 91.26 84.62

SIGEE K, 51\ LRAdapter 5, #EA7EZ AN EARE EITERESTS R T IS, BAKITT S, 7E BUSI
4 I, Dice REUM 89.129%% 75 4 93.08%, loU M 81.03%% =14 87.35%. 7E DDTI ¥4 I, Dice
RE 81.97%3E = 2 92.24%, 1oU M 70.42% 032 =1 42 85.76%. 7E TN3K #i#f54E I, Dice REIM 81.62%
PR A 91.26%, loU M 70.44 $E/ 4 84.62%. IXUEELHE 78 /- UE ] T LRAdapter 7 $2 T2 14 58 7 THI A
Rtk

T BAIE K R ATE R P U o BT S o B 2, B TR SEIG Ho R Guthxd L T AN R4 2% R 5L
YA AE R UG BT S5 i RE R L, 4% Focal Loss. Dice Loss. Mask loU Loss 11 Boundary Loss [
4. SHIOTE USEFD kAT, seiest Fansk 4 fiow.
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Table 4. Ablation experiments on different loss functions
= 4. TEHRK R HHRLLE

Focal Loss Dice Loss Mask loU Loss Boundary Loss Dice (%) loU (%) Hausdorff Dist

~ x X x 85.20 73.80 10.5
N N x x 86.80 77.55 9.8
\ \ \ x 87.02 78.85 9.2
\ \ \ 90.85 84.50 7.2

4V {# FH Focal Loss i, BEAYTEMNRLE L1 Dice %N 85.2%, loU 2 73.8%. iX—45 4131, Focal
Loss REMEA RAAR UL AN TA7 ] 2, S8R 0T M FE AR I OGTERE JT o AR, BRI TR 2 5% 40 1) B B X3
AL TR B A, B EIPEREAE R A R, G R AEID SIS FORE A B E 3R A % (Hausdorff 2E B4
NE

7E Focal Loss [ %:Aili EA Dice Loss J&, B84 P Re it — 2032 7t . Dice REUM 85.2%3 T+ % 86.8%,
loU M 73.8%% 7t %% 77.55%, Hausdorff #H 25 M 10.5 P2 9.8, X —45 5%, Dice Loss REHS A RUhAL
o EI 25 FL 0 S X3, FRTREAUNT H bR X B A oy BB D SR, R TR = 6 S ) B A AL, Hausdorff
PE TSR, AR I DX I 43 RS FEAT A 3R T 23 1)

BE—B NN Mask loU Loss J&, BREIIEREARS:ARTT. Dice R¥ik%] 87.02%, loU i&%F| 78.85%,
Hausdorff fiB{f&MILE 9.2, X455 E W], Mask loU Loss A& R THERI oS30 A RSB, 30—
ARG B2 R A =

1E Focal Loss. Dice Loss 1 Mask loU Loss fFEAH - in A\ Boundary Loss &, #7 f): gEIE 2 H AR
Dice Z¥ 7% 90.85%, loU $2T+% 84.5%, Hausdorff fEES#E— PRI E 7.2, X —45 5% 8], Boundary
Loss e EBALALIL AL IX RN 7 B 45 51, R TPBRAL 10 AL X SV E RE /7. 5 A{# F] Boundary Loss (]
FERUA L, Hausdorff P 5 ()4 FT BRI 8.5 FHRA 7.2)% W, Boundary Loss 7E$2 i1 543 S B2 7 1hi B
A EBEVE . R R AR AR A G e A T bl B RORIIZ RO 2 1) BB, Rk R B A R L
TERBIH

4. BEERE

A T —FhdET Adapter St R S A BB > HIREAY LG-MedSeg, 3 I FIR A& TR AR 20 fif
TR, BRIAE R R 2R L 1 (RIS R TR I 2> BURS EE o JFAT Adapter S5 1A e (AR R e % BE 47
IR P R R X LU AR RIS R, T 22 A 55 1 5K B B 51 N iE— 2B 4R T 13 5 23 S0 K HE R 1
SIS IR T ZAR TR A B AR AN R A BB 0 AR 55 R DU e, RN J 7R 1 AR 2 AR B R 4R
ERZE

JYE LG-MedSeg fE S PRI, (H AT 32 BR T8 v o B AR et (0 MO LA S A 52 2% M 171 25 1) B
PR 5N WIZALRE ST RFR T o BT RRTE Zobie R 5 (0 1], AR SRR PR 28 0 B B i o >
Jrids FIRIARSRESGR bR IERAE R TR B RRCR A AL TT . RIS 25 AR e 4 AR A ek 57
A, BB R, ) LG-MedSeg 7F ¥ 52 PR 1 4 1A SR F

&E 3k
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