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Abstract
Accurate segmentation of skin lesions is crucial for clinical precision diagnosis and treatment.
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However, existing methods primarily rely on single-modal imaging data, which struggle to effec-
tively address the diversity of skin lesion morphology and the semantic ambiguity in complex cases.
To overcome these limitations, this study proposes a Cross-Modal Attention-Guided Skin Lesion
Segmentation Network (CMG-Net), which breaks through the performance bottleneck of traditional
methods by leveraging cross-modal information fusion. The network constructs a cross-modal data
collaboration mechanism, integrating clinical textual descriptions (including semantic information
such as lesion color and boundary features) with visual features to achieve deep fusion of cross-
modal information. Additionally, a Transformer-based Cross-Modal Feature Fusion Module (CMFM)
is designed, which utilizes a dual-stream cross-attention mechanism to enable efficient alignment
and complementary interaction between visual and semantic features. In this module, the text
branch employs a pre-trained language model to extract deep semantic representations, while the
visual branch adopts a dynamic parameter-sharing strategy to achieve modality-specific feature ex-
traction. Experimental results on the public skin imaging dataset ISIC2017 demonstrate that CMG-
Net significantly outperforms existing single-modal methods in complex lesion segmentation tasks,
particularly in distinguishing morphologically similar lesions, with improvements of 4.2% in IoU
and 4.3% in Dice coefficient.
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1. 5|15

B IR CCR B8 DR E SO E M A BRAg e iy, RRAFREIAE I 9 /G N, HA BB e R R H AR %
PERFIE MBS O . AT AR s, BHERORRMMIEAGREN R ENPES . Fiiskm
1k 99%, T M IR B 22 25% LA R [1], X T R ETREHES W IG R B Ia k. R R BUR T A 4y
Pt EEL W F B, (B IR S2 B0 M0 S . B S R AR R B 2. IR AT[2] 3%
B, fE5 N TAREAFAE R R R AN F BRI AR B AR 22 5 nl ISR 3R iR 7 15%~20%,  1fif H- AN S Y
AR IRIZ 2 8k 30%. TEULTS 50T, FETUREES 2T 1 H 3 7 R A @ T S A kLR RRAE (A i 21 B R
B TERAXFRIGE) SO @ M (32 W2 o A5 ), RS AR AL 2 Wik R T . AR
AN RE S AL AFAE B B LB AL, B AT TG 1 43S A A A R T AR, XA R T PR A
A HBEANME3]

DL U-Net AR I gmfidas - ARD a8 3R HERN T B % BUE 7 R B IS, 78 1S1C2018 £dfi 4 b5l
1 Dice %% 0.91 1) LARMERE4] [5]. SRTT, (EGERRHA M (CNN)SZ IR T R i 32 B ket , R A
o b 5 TE 7 2L B AR 2 ) A R DG 28 I A2 A [ A R, 3 SR /R A o A (s B R BRR Ti PE A Sf
T 7> ERE FE R % 12%~15% [6]. Transformer ZEA 5] NTFJE T & R4 IE R H 20 7: Vision Trans-
former (VIiT)ilid BiE & NI G R/ RE:, BREOARELF e RERE 3.2 B2, B U-Net
$2FF 41% [7]. Swin-Unet Z51R & 228 QR It il & 40 2 %0 DR L], ERERTH R R RI, R
k(A < 5 mm)ks R BUESRTE 2 93.7% [8], trbf RS EE BN - )& RE D FRRALEY
B,

SUE RS RIBORIAG T R E R, (B SSERRIm PRI Z B AR ZE R . I PRZ W SE R W,
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B R T 1) P S FEA R T 2R s B A . R BRI 65% Wi Wik dl, IR SOk
DURk 20% (U “AEBIAZ R 7 SGORBERIR), SR = RAR I S HE 15% [9]. R, PSR S EIR
BIRB T OE, FRE T BEHE. A EEERET: 1) BEAUIZGHELE: Xie £ A[101#id E &
- SCARBCAERN 2 A, $ETH R ARG IRE B s 2) ShASmE P Li 2 A[11]3 0 H & RAFAE AL
Himg, SRR AR, 3) Transformer FlA2EM): Wang 5 A\ [12]F) S 12 E I 75 /) SE B S A6 B xof
T 4) FRIEEE TV Zhang S5 N [13]145 & Fa 1 I SR 38 AR RFIE R R o R ks, 124U, il =
HPRAR: B, R SCARAEAEE U B R U R M, Xu ZA[URMTTREES SR ERBE T
Bs Hk, BER - SORM ST S BUE Gt B 715 A B3 RS SRR 2 [15]: e, BhaSals Sk L
OB AN R (RS TR AL, 3 ROGHEAS B Ak [16] -

EExt BIRBRER, ASCHEH T —FPIET Transformer [1E5 R Bx 2% S 73 B 45 (CMG-Net) . 1% W 45 i
WA REE RS EGFSCRE R, 1T TERERG BN ERZ AR ). R EARE. W TSR
SEEUG Y EIN LS, 454 Transformer 5 CNN $REUBS AR, 3R TARRAERE J1; Wi T Rk gs
BEASRA s, R B E R LEE EURR SCARE AT S ARSI 7850 RAE R 5 SUARTE 5 BT 5
HSRENIE ;s E 2 AN ATFEE R E E TSR0, TP T TR N4 1A 250

ARSI E B TTHRG F :

1) $#2H T CMG-Net: —Fh%ET Transformer [FES IS 22 B 5 BIMLL, felb 78 o & GRS
SR, I ERE,

2) Wit TS BASRHERABH(CMEM): 8IS 2 Sk BERINLE], A SCARRHIE 2 (A 3 ST B 3
REE, SPLEE SIS B

3) BT T SEIIOIE: £ 2 N AFFEFEBEARE I SLie s R, CMG-Net AH LLILA 4 1E 4 %
45 S T AR PERE

2. HXI1E

SRS I ST OTVEAR LG, BRI 2 O RS T 4 MR P AS (R BEAS 2 R 0 A, b T e AT 45 e
WtE R R . JTAER, SRS IR B 2RSS A E AU EE T B E R, LHRERE
- URBE A EAT SR B H . 140, CLIP (Contrastive Language-lmage Pretraining)ididh X He 2% >] e,
R R AR SCA R 5 2] [F]— 35 SO 1R), SEBL T s AU RS ILIE[17]. 284U, ALIGN Al BLIP %5754 tAE
PSR S TS 1 235 R [18] [19]

TEB AU, T kBB S SOARGE RGNS, DHARFIRE 7280757, flin, Jiang 55 A\ $2
7 ARSI E IR, K BRSO AL gD Ay, JE i B RS R A — P R TR
by B HERPE[20]. Zhang S8 AN JWFRZR T 3T B S5 M7 DD SCR IR G 2RI B 2= UG #0075, FIH
[ 2 AT ) S5 060 AR B 5 1 R AR R 12 ST 6 JI[13] . IR LURIF TE N R A I 2 TR A0 B 5 I — B R
JRARME T JIHISHE o Xu S8 ASR T — P (R 2500 55 75325, etk 1) 19 3 2 0 LRI 5 7 A 2 0 SR
W T SCAHA T E SR 2 G Bl B[ 14]. RIS, Yang £ G B B RHIE R4 5 HAS B
KA, B T MG SCAAT BAE 4 2 () P (R0 55 e, ATk — 2Dt 7 B (P R [21]. B4,
Chen S5 AR H T — AT Z RS EIMA M SRS A HESL, 181 AW EBEIG S UARZ LR,
RERE T 2RSS AR J1[22] 0 X P 7 30 B = B o B AL T8 B, 4 G RIS I (5 B
i S REAT ORI, HETMTHRTT 1 AR DA IR L . O 13— R TGN SRS 2 1A A28 HLAL
Fo L AR T AR T X S U RS SRS T, X R AE BN g 1 BRI S AR
IS, RF IR T R B o BT R AR RE[11] . SR Fh7 VA R LLA AUR A% Gt B )i 2 i pL o
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15 BB AS AR )8, 3 — 25 st oy BIRS B o Huang 55 A UERZR 1 56T A5 U Bt 0 2% (GAN) 14 5 A5 25 i
G, A SO R B T SO IR I MR A RRE ST, TR AR R R 15 O R AR At T SN R 1
T BIGER[23] 0 AT TUN LS I 51 AR 78 B e P A 2 i B 2 BB it T —Fiinidde, A RER
o R .

XL TURY, PRI G TNAAE R BB B P EE T R, BRI IR A 1w A iR
%2 SORE BRI 8 O ZRINEDUS 71D SR, (B0 ] SIS B X 55 BB AN STARRAE
WD TUARE BT, W st Sh A Rl & S, ARYE B ARAE 55 TR RGBS M vrik s, 52
WA R 2 PR 23 350 AR A e 1 2 2 [

3. /&%
3.1. CMG-Net 452244

CMG-Net (Cross-Modal Guided Network) &4 f an 4] 1 firow,  EZALHE = AMZ O

PR R IESR U H (U-Net + MASA):  FET U-Net 2844, R 4l BIE R IHLHI(MASA), it B
AT MASA R HE DR EUEUR M 2 B RFE, 354 /(5 Bl fe Ak

SCARFIESEBUREL(BERT): #5 7uBUE (Wris Wi il . BB 4R 25 e b bt Ak SCAS IR, I T39I 4%
BERT #5714l Ay [F] i 4t 55 (K SCARRAE, UG - B A5 B

PR FHER S REHL(CMFM):  5E TSRS Transformer 2244, g [ 18 SN HE0S Zh 25 Bl & UGN
SCAKAE, AP BSE R IR S RALE, 1T EIRS R

)

ERHA SCRBIA
(REKER) ((GESD%:5%9)
— -—
R  S——
EMRIHEREVR SR XAFFERBUESR
(U-Net + MASA) (BERT)
v
BARZSISER SRR
(CMFM)

i NEIER

Figure 1. Diagram of CMG-Net network architecture
& 1. CMG-Net M4&ZEH[%]

3.2. BE&4HEREL: U-Net + MASA

72 ERRFAESR I BE, ASSCRAT T U-Net 2844, FFEgntSas il 20 SR 1 2 Bl 5 T HLI (Multi-Axis
Self-Attention, MASA), LU i s R X6 52 2% 95 A8 DS IR BE 77« W] 2 i, s o B4 P IR B AR 1R AT
BREHIZN 3% 3, FFEMALIA—1L(BN)AT ReLU il s Bt AT A0 B . 3l AL 20T T RAE, 1B 0k
A TAIYESE, SEBUCEIRZ K SCRFE . Sihdas S0 AT U RAE,  DUSE R I 2 REHHIE. (ERJE
JZ, M MASA HEBOR G s R 1) 42/ (5 S AR BE AT -

MASA ({140 BAE A 2 ANl e BT 5 BVER YT, iR BB 2 REERHIERE 2. BRI,
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MASA 7E/K - 3 B ALEE = ANEE Ay BT BRI sE Il SRR 4 R it . it it
FERT LA A LA A IR
MASA B /e K - 3 EANEE =AY LR AR . WA, HONRHIE R o
XN ) (Query, Q). B (Key, K)FI{E (Value, V), Filid fifltHEE AE. BAAR T
AHeNtion i . (Q. K,V)

1
= Concat (Attention o (Q. K,V ), Attention ..., (Q, K,V ), Attention ;... (Q. K.V )) @

S, Qu K1V IR B HI(Query). (Key) I (Value). MASA SEILICH! 7 SMK i a2 4 5
HAFIE.
W T SAACEB AR, MASA SIAT A MBI, HUBIE oY1 A 1 1
HIQUBLVIEFA AN, JFRI Softmax i M A BLE . FLAA S T
Attention, ... = Softmax [MJ @)

N

Forb, WRT W, A RTIZRACEE AR, 3 5% 2511 (Query) R (Key) HEAT 2 PEAR 3, DA S T HEAS [w) S 11 1)
ERAES, d G T, 8RR AR E .l SR, MASA BEREARYE S A RFE
[ 3 N7 b AN )l ) 9 R, AT A bl P B R P R B 2

%, MASA REKI- 3 ELAETE =R 1 A9 S 0% 1 24T Pf % (Concat), JFiE — A2k AR
JE R 2 b 1 O RFAE AR S o SR 25 b i RO VE T LR AN BE G A S R P A R B 2 1Y, S e AT AR AK
FROCR,  ANITHETH AR LT B 493 78 X 3 ) Je el i

RS &5 R 2 AT DU IR SRR, B IR R R A 18] 73 R, R4 & g o IR I LIV R 4015,
B 2k B AFIE F, .

45 U-Net F1 MASA, AL EHRRFE SR BUBL B A BE05 A7 KR BUEME (10 2 UL, I ReE
iof 42 Ry A e AL B BB (AR AROC 2R, AT BT BRI AL IR 73 RS

> > > = > > = > > = MASA )I—»I—»I)l—»l—»l)‘—»

l

> |>|>

— Conv3x3+BN+ReLU wm MaxPool 2x2 > Up-Conv2x2 [ | Copy and Crop

Figure 2. Image feature extraction module (U-Net + MASA)
B 2. ESAFEREUER(U-Net + MASA)

3.3. CAYHEIZEL: BERT S 5Hh3TA4ER

AR SCR O S T I e BAE (2 WK R RS L kLA SR ) AR Oy SRR . ] 3 R, AR
B R EAE LR J LA D RR:

e, RIS WARE A AR HEAG 1 SCOARRER . 1, XFT12H4 “melanoma” (& (42 78)
FIEMG, ARtk . “ Asymmetric lesion with irregular borders and multiple colors” , ik 95 28 i JE 255
fiE.

N TR A ) SO IR e A R T DAAL B AR () B, AR SCR A T BIZRE) BERT BAU Dy SCA
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HATRAY . B BERT MR ZRTBRE F1, SO B3y [l 5 48 I SCAR SR IE R 7R, X SRR 5
G EATR G, BRI BIOR . BRI S, SCAREHME IR B ] AR R A -

F, = BERT(T) (3)
Hrh, F RoRiEid BERT BAE I SCARSFIER R, T NI SCARIIA . XS SCARR I 5 UG HF
fiE F, —i NI TR S, DAIGSR AR () R AL e A RIS FE

[ AR (fhilid ) ]

v

Tokenization (43*13)

A 4

#AE (Embedding)

\4

Transformer Encoder

A\ 4

1RER [CLSIHHER

- J

v

XARHFFAE (FT)

Figure 3. Text feature extraction module (BERT)
3. ARHFHER AR (BERT)

3.4. BESHIRS: BREXKEBHTNES

Wi 4 Frow, (EFBASTFERIEBRE(CMEM) S, FIAN 7 A USRI SCAR PR 5 EERHE SN AR
NF eRPYC, Ho HxW NEG RIS 488, C NBEE (W RGB EUE 11 3 ANEIE). X8 EURERIE
SIES BRI E A Z M AR R IR AT AR, AT EE B0 A X SN 1S S0 . SCARRHER N 1B
RN FeRYY, Hp L 2CAMTIIKE, D& SCAMMMANGEE . SCARFHERE T BERT AL, Al
RN T B 22 1E 5 SR [ P BLAS R il A A AT AL B

FUGAFAE AN SCARSAE 22 3 Transformer (#5528 2 A ML HEAT A2 HAH 5.

R SR

1) IAREW(Qr): SUARNHIEMS M A oA B W R Q , HILIRARYC,

2) EUGEE(KO)AME(Y, ) BURRHEIE I A AV i i A i P s vy B K AR R &Y, TR
RH><W><C .

3) WEERBE: SR Q MEGH K, HEEEIE, A3 08:

;
Attention o o (Qr, K, ,V, ) = Softmax [&]V, 4)

NG
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ok, d IR, Softmax #{E AT TR — (bt 7R AU,
4y ENA AR s N — SR AL AR, SR 1 TS S P A5 A S A 347 2 25
fro B AERREREAAIE ac01], FHHEIBGL, AR

o= O'( fa([Across; FoF ])) ®)
Ffusion= a- I:| + (1_ (l) : A:ross (6)
H, A BEBESERMH, o ZESNFIBARMBERE, BRERIEATLS TR R BRI

ENID

5) 22 RAFEXTFF: G, 22U Transformer FB gl HEB(EF, B0 Al G BUG R SCARSHIE .
X2 Transformer |2 3H RS HVER J1(Intra-modal SA). RS 48 X33 & 77 (Inter-modal CA) R RT3 9 2%
(FFN). HREL IS R — 2 A0, B MR HE 2 3 i 70 HE a0 A, 4705 BRI 25T, AT 2 FHAE 2 0t
YRLEAS BAIRINEE S, JCIAE T AR G R 1 X /AR 25, Refe A R & 7 BIRE

MNEBEE (F) AL (FT)

[ BRI ]

(Transformer )

v

[ BEMIR (o) ]

v

[iﬂﬂjﬁm%%ﬁ ( Ffusion ) ]

A 4

[ LN ) ]

v

[ WMEDRER ]

Figure 4. Cross-modal feature fusion module (CMFM)
4. BERRSYHIER & 1R (CMFM)

PSR TE B U E A OO AL S R RE () A S, shaS AR st U, AT 4 &
BARFILIFRIR . A E TR SEI R LD BB SR AT, R R MU BENS 15 3 It 8 B SCA A [ R AL
Tk, BRIURE ST HeAh, R IVEIETT LIRS RUZ LRG0 4 R
SUAE R EAR T o, R PR, R BT DU SR A AR A BEAVER; TE
TPHERFAL B, FER MU AT ORI AR I A RSO A T . X 2 RO Rl A BE o6t T B e 11 45
PRI, DA B AR08 W B AT S AL RS MRUE -

ENAS BN — AR T T BB R Rl A f AR o ARG R 58 AL T VR TCVE & LA RV N 58k 4
P TS0 A IS L — > 7T 2 5 1R 190 2% A OIS 2 580, ARAE BN STAS (R 3 25 T A 7 i
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2RI BG o B, 5 A8 SO el (55 ) B B JBRAR RIS, SR T DASE I SCACS BRI, A
SCAS R SUE R I T AN LGB VA 7335 T 75 2 DX i) LI, AR T DUSE 22 3
MR EERAE B o Xl B 3 B AR [ % B et ST B DR R R R 2 AN 2 e . B4t SIS InBUR
WL RE MG AR S b SOfE IR BEAE M. I, ESCAREIR R R “PEABEE IR i, BAET DL
5if P15 5 S DX AR s, AT SE HE At 3t 73 3 2 DX 3o

4. SCIE
4.1 BiRESSIRRE

ASEERAE A T 1SIC 2017 A1 ISIC 2018 £y # 4, IX /N HHE £ A2 Je R k- 2 A PR BRI — 0 4, 22
BExT AR RO . 1SI1C 2017 HidlE A7 2000 sKIZREIER . 150 skEeiE &A1 600 skl EIE: 1SIC
2018 #E Sz 2594 5k RGB R JkIi A8 BUR 2, s | AN R r HFae (K 2 b R i A8 2R AL . |l T X AN 4K
PRI R D FEEA — B HAEAREE A D, N T IR AR 1) 22 B 5 G2 A I 28 )1 i A% b i)t
AR, ARSOMEEEMAT T b .

BT S, B ERR G EEET 8 FhASE 7 I I Tes:, T e M 0° 3 360°, KK 45°; %
X HER Ja 1 EUE 2 B AT i ORI A RGB JEIE PR AR EE, AR RCE N2 R BB REA . JE i b id
18, HREUE T LAY 78 24 TEAS R G (FE e 1) 8 MG . ek J5 4w riml A 221 8 i FE LA
Lk lE4 RGB P ALEE ) 8 MRIEMR). A 7 IRFFEME IR SO E EAKRE, AT REE Fit
1T T BT K B 4R 256 % 256 153 . fcfa, ¥ 70 )a AR 42 IR 8:1:1 (1 L BB AL R 43 Il 25
e BAFEEANNALE, 2 TR ISR, SEFI B 24 VF A .

4.2. SRRIFEE

BT SEIe I (E Python 3.10.13 345% 3247, i/ PyTorch 2.0.0 Al CUDA 11.8 JFEBE{T IR 2% ST )
L. AT ERIRSEIRI A, BT ML 2E S R G — e 0.01, FFR A BENLESE T B (SGD)LiL28,
HESHCH 00001, HEER/NEEN 24 BEANYIGRIFEILHAT T 400 5035 T FEIA AL 5 N5
AIFERERE, ARSCAEYIZRS R T Dice REE KA SRR NAEG, WELEEN 05, Friawk
USR5 %, 32 GB A7) Nvidia Tesla V100 GPU Eitt47, iR T w8l et 2 .

4.3. T EHR

T PR BT EE Y CMG-Net FITERE, “F-#% Dice #H{L R E(DSC). 2 FFLu(loU). A& B (Precision).
Hm# (Recall) M1 F1 73 ot FIAE = 20RO 4R bR . Horbr, TP (FLFHE) AT TN (ELBAE) 73 501 227 IEAf 7 1 Y
BRI AR SR W IEE, FP (IRFH )RR R s 10 R A 1) B R s, PN (B ) £ow
PR TN N S 0 R R R R R AR . X PP R AR IS FEIAE 0 2 1 2 (0], HE#EE 1, RoRsy
EGRMLY, 2 IRSR. DSC. loU (323FLh). KE00E . A RIRM FL 98t 5 AT

2xTP

DSC=—————— )
2xTP+FP+FN

oUs__ P ®)
TP+FP+FN

Precison = L C)]
TP+FP

Recall = — (10)

TP+FN
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F1-Score 2x Pre?crson x Recall (11)
Precison + Recall

4.4, R

4.4.1. £ 1S1C2017 ERISCIGEER

FRYELE 1S1C2017 Hd 4 b A szB 45 (WL 1), CMG-Net 7E T A 1Pt F7 (IoU . Dice %% Precision.
Recall #1 Fl-score) 3R, JEHAEMNT LM GG R TIMIGO T, BERI T B,
5£48 1) U-Net AT Transformer (AU LL, CMG-Net i s ARMA G XIAGE R, A3
AN TR A, $2T T B AR AR BERHAE R O & 2 i I Ab 3 A R 8. LA 1, CMG-Net
7 loU Al Dice Z¥ E0HIHRE T 4.2%F1 4.3%, 1E Precision Al Recall F (42 H B &, FRIRAILERRAR
DX 35l PR R S R AT RO RE 7T AL 5 BT ARA S ST LA, CMG-Net 7RI & BRSSO 1) =
BUR EAT REAER 7> DR AR DX, /DR AR A, P IRAIE | SRS R R & 1A R, $Re AR
H&pEtERZ A RE 11 .

Table 1. Results of different networks on the 1SIC2017 dataset
1. TEIMKA 1SIC2017 BiEE LR

Network loU Dice Precision Recall F1-score
U-Net 0.75 0.80 0.78 0.72 0.75
TransUNet 0.77 0.81 0.79 0.75 0.77
Swin-Unet 0.80 0.84 0.82 0.78 0.80
MedCLIP 0.79 0.83 0.81 0.76 0.78
CMG-Net 0.84 0.88 0.86 0.82 0.84

4.4.2. £ 1S1C2018 LHOSCIG 4R

7E 1S1C2018 HifatE FHSEIR s b (W4 2), CMG-Net fEFTA TEMLTE R IR s, XEH],
CMG-Net J#id FEILASE BIA R G, W5 E 1 B w28 7 RIS FE A itk U HAE AL 3 5 2 5]
FMEXT LEE AR, JRBLH SR K RIMERE . MedCLIP BREIL)S, RBIBAER LS, JoILAEREH A A 85K
FHzE CMG-Net, #E—BIGHIE T B IEAS 5% S AR Be 5 G 4 B b (1) 4 A - Swin-Unet FIRILBCAHARE
T AR R A A Fr oy, ST MedCLIP, {HEERAMERE 13RI B 4F. TransUNet 7€
loU 1 Dice H% FRINT, (HEREHHEFHE [HZ FRgE T MedCLIP 1 CMG-Net. U-Net 1E 9% #LH
%, REEERFEG S RIPAR2TZ R, (HE5EERMMLZ I CMG-Net)fitL, JLHAEAAHE R 5
FNARL LR AL RS, PERERE A2 . A 6 TS T LLE i, CMG-Net 1EEE 22 BB 4 #ITE 55 h R I
BRI, FEALRAE R RS SRR LR AR X d, @ Al A B SCARE R, ARERTE T o5k .

Table 2. Results of different networks on the 1SIC2018 dataset
2. FEIMKTE 1S1C2018 HiEEE FHIEER

Network loU Dice Precision Recall ACC

U-Net 0.76 0.84 0.80 0.78 0.79
U-Net++ 0.80 0.87 0.83 0.81 0.82
TransUnet 0.81 0.88 0.84 0.83 0.84
MedCLIP 0.84 0.90 0.86 0.85 0.85
CMG-Net 0.88 0.92 0.90 0.88 0.89
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4.4.3. jHmhsCIg

TEARSERH, FRATH CMG-Net BEBSHEAT T VM RARSELS:, PPN T A FEHOS R m (042 3). ik
H) “(wlo)” Fon EBRZBEHRE I SIR 5 R . E5E, FEAERIAL U-Net PEREEUK, ToU y 76.5%, Dice iy
84.2%, 55N 85.1%, HEIFEA 78.3%, HEWIF N 87.4%. i CMG-Net (5845 1) i i il A& UG A AR
FE, SERTE T AL, loU A% 82.3%, Dice N 89.7%, FifE N 87.8%, HHIF A 84.1%, HEHIFAN
91.2%. AT MNIE 7 Fiome BAR 2% S i 2R 40 44T -

1) 25 HEEIPLHI(MASA) P TTHR

2Bk MASA BH(CMG-Net w/o MASA)J5, BEAYFIIERE R 2 R 1%, loU [£2% 80.1%, Dice /y 88.3%,
FhFEN 85.9%. X KB MASA 1E BURFFIE @B A 2 1 OC/ER . MASA I /E/KF . 2 B ALEE =4
PPE LIFEAERS, REHIEEGHNEZ REREER, JRHRER R SR LB AR X,
MASA BEE A 5RASRLN 4 R {5 B R AL RE /) .

2) SCARYFAER) DTk

LBRSCAFFIE(CMG-Net wio Text)f5, HEFIPEREE—0 T F%, loU f% 79.3%, Dice 24 86.9%, %
[ 84.2% . 1X B SUARHIEAE 70 FUE S Pl B T E R BIE o SUAME B3R EE T = 2 IRIE XL,
Bl AR A AL E AT E R, X LE BR VRN BB E A 2, LR AR E B 5

3) PERLASRHIE R A HEH (CMFM) Y Tk

R BLS LG I (CMG-Net w/o CMFM) = , 1528 F P fE 1225 T B, 1oU [ %2 78.9%, Dice 4 86.7%.
TX 7% BH I AS A AT il 2 o TR F S M AR B AR T 2 B, CMIFM 383 h 2 IR S 136 o7 b s 25 P
GASCAKHE, 385 T 1) B P2 B s AU 7 32 1) Jm PR A

4) HIE R (o) (1 5T R

FBr BIE R IAHLE(CMG-Net wio o), BEBIFITERERSA T, loU 4 80.7%, Dice & 87.5%. iX
O E IS RO FEAA AR AI SCARFFE R G e 2] 7 SRR . B S RO i i 2 74 8 5 1]
GANSCAHFAE B, BES AR S N B8 (R e S R0 BC R RS I Tk B, B A8 10 LR 1) 15
BUR S ARSI SCARRFIE R, TR AR S5 R I SR i, AR 2 B 22 b A BB RRAIE o

Table 3. Ablation results of different modules
%= 3. TEMEHAYHRLSEINEE R

Network loU Dice Precision Recall ACC
Baseline (U-Net) 76.5 84.2 85.1 78.3 87.4
CMG-Net 82.3 89.7 87.8 84.1 91.2
CMG-Net w/o MASA 80.1 88.3 85.9 81.7 89.8
CMG-Net w/o Text 79.3 86.9 84.2 80.3 88.5
CMG-Net w/o CMFM 78.9 86.7 83.5 79.9 87.7
CMG-Net w/o a 80.7 87.5 85.2 81.0 88.9

5. &iRig

ASCHR ) CMG-Net st 456 2 4h BV E = AL (MASA) FIES S RHIE RS B CMFM), S
BB EUG A T B BB . LIRS R, CMG-Net 7£ 2 MNEfabs LI TBUA FHR ML, Joit
TEARN L9 28 X RN A2 27093 31 vh R I BE O 9 HE o AH EoA e s 24 MG 43 #1735, CMG-Net 7E ToU F Dice
RE RS T 4.2%8 4.3%, JUILAEARNT LGB 28 X 355 1 43 BRE F52 W R4 v, MRk T AR T VR e R
X 35 A o i P ]
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(@) Input images; (b) CMG-Net; (c) Groundtruth; (d) U-Net; (e) Trans-UNet; (f)
Swin-UNet; (g) MedCLIP.

Figure 5. ISIC2017 Comparison of skin disease image segmentation results
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(a) Input images; (b) CMG-Net; (c) Groundtruth; (d) U-Net; (e) Trans-UNet; (f)
Swin-UNet; (g) MedCLIP.

Figure 6. 1ISIC2018 Comparison of skin disease image segmentation results
[ 6. 1S1C2018 X ks El & 53 B 45 R AT AL XS EE

RR N
i3 e
(a) (b) (¢) (d) (© ® (€4

(h)

(@) Input images; (b) Ground Truth; (c) CMG-Net; (d) Baseline; (e) w/o MASA;
() w/o Text; (g) w/o CMFM; (h) w/o a.

Figure 7. Visualization of ablation analysis of key modules in CMG-Net
[E 7. CMG-Net X BEHEHGHRL 2 A AT
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ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ@m%%%ﬁﬁiﬁm%x%@,Wﬁ?ﬁiﬁafﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂbﬁ JEHRAELL
HAARAG BBOVEMI X 38, Retsitmn BRI . thab, SRS B
T&@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%i%ﬂm,ﬁ%&%wwﬁﬁ,#LﬁLTI%ﬁﬁ%&if %ﬁ%?%ﬁ%@

T 70 T R

CMG-Net [IQIH L& 50, JCHAEAR DR I X E S5, %/%T?*“E‘Jﬁt*%“ GV €1 N
CMG-Net A FEK 1t ihG WS, HAENNREE EORSS 1B s As e . S5 REKW], CMG-Net MR
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