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Abstract
In prenatal diagnosis, chromosomal karyotype analysis is the gold standard for detecting genetic
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disorders. However, due to the complex morphology and frequent overlaps of chromosomes, pre-
cise segmentation remains a significant challenge. This paper proposes a novel medical image seg-
mentation model, KEU-Net, aimed at addressing the precise segmentation of high-complexity, multi-
scale structures such as chromosomes. KEU-Net significantly enhances feature modeling and bound-
ary segmentation accuracy by integrating the KAN-PSP module and cross-hierarchical SIMAM atten-
tion mechanism. KAN-PSP combines the adaptive B-spline basis functions of the Kolmogorov-Ar-
nold network with pyramid pooling to achieve multi-scale feature modeling, improving the Jaccard
index by 3.361%. The SIMAM attention mechanism suppresses background noise in the deeper en-
coder layers and enhances edge responses in the shallower decoder layers, reducing the boundary
fitting error (ASD) by 19.6%. Furthermore, KAN-PSP and SIMAM work together through a dynamic
feature collaborative optimization, maintaining a high recall rate. Experimental results show that
KEU-Net achieves a Dice coefficient of 87.074% on the chromosome dataset, outperforming U-Net
and Attention U-Net by 2.57%~3.94%. This provides a high-precision and robust solution for med-
ical image analysis with significant clinical application value.
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PR WO PR AR SRR . 3R M AR OHOR T B AR ML (WHO) S it itk o, &
BREFELIA 24 J38 A LS RIEZOm AL P 50T, Hrp et i i R B SR &, AR 21
ARG E ML REEAIL). 18 =RER AL R MR R AR B AR R H (1] [2]0 7P T2 Wrd i IR R ) Ltk
S MRS, NIRRIGRIRHECRAKYE . H AT, BEE D TI2WEoRIEUR R, Al a2l oy
J 2 SR IRBAR LR : I A I (NIPT) AR I B L LR ARAZ R M N SRS WEoAR,,
CL R G AR BAIE S 73 AT (CMA) 96 JRAL 2% S8 (FISH) S 4 B M 7 ARSI B AR R K 25 15 1R R o IR Tl B
MFEARHESE NIPT KRS EEIRTT 2 99% UL I, (HHABYJE i &ans, AAAEXT a5 a . IRtk
ka2 EERRNEX[3]. CMA BRREATEH 5~10 Mb KP4 VIR 5, ED0 A 1 e (AR
Rt B S0 A 5 Ar) B Z R 6E 7141, FISH BEAR PIRE Bevt (88 ) PERFAE,  ZEPREIZ W AR
AT RA N RN, HIERAESFEAR . RO o i e KR A R AT ae 1,
A 36 [H 10 7R 22 (ACOG) A [ b= il 12 Wi 7 22 (1SPD) 1 A 7= Wil 12 W iR 12 PRSI AR vHE [ 5]« 1B A E IS
G WA AT E 550~850 2% i 70 M A AT R G R A R R B H S W (I =1k . HuK) SR AR (BRI R
MBI G ) 22 AR LA L >10% kA EE R R A 1A, X EEAG I 4B P 1A RE TR AN 20 T HOR BRI BRI [6] . E1F5
VERRE, A AR P BOR C S ISR KT IR RE 70, (B RO 5 PR 4 45 K A2 5 SO AL RO LA 47
FEEBR I, (A% R O3 b7 8 I PR AT AORE A2 7 T R o S 25 IR %5

SR, ARG OMAZI T R KON T RO S5 25015, A IR, FWMmZEKX
SRR E A SRR E RGO SEIG O B R BT IR, EAE G R BT iR AR A P
SR OANE GO, BT REARX RIS AT S, > EIHE R R EL, E
H20 RTZ W US4 R . 3 Nirmala Madian 55 A [7138 10 88 Gtk R 4T OTSU B AL EEAITE
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WAESR, TREE S SRR IR B G Ak UG o3 2 ) B BB AL BT 42 7, oty 213ty (1R AE R AE Y X B 35 42 7
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FEBRU AR E, A BRI R R Y ORI I HERAE 77 Liu 28 A [12)42 H 5 Ak 2RK IR 29 5 72 I AE
B8, ONFROR IR IE i) R T L . E BB ALK EE /21, Ronneberger 55 A [13] 5855 U-Net 42
FARREE 5 AP 2 UG Ay B AR %A% Song 28 A\ [14]134 T Seg-UNet it 2 REHRFIE & 78, ExttELibE
B X IRIDLHESE; Chen 25 A\ [15]32 H H-203E 755 U-Net 45 MIAHIT I SegNet, i FlRA1E & /i, 1
TR e R R BRI RE 77 o IR A, SEE) o BIRE AL (I A% B IR EAS 2k 2 : Fan %5 A [16]7F Mask R-CNN
HBI N TR ROI XA, RGUfR S il e A S o3 81 b R AE A5 467 17 ;- Huang 25 A [17]32 1
IR - B [F R TRHESE CILA, SA/IMEAR ST AR BT RERT 812, Mei 55 A [18] 45 A IR R
s (NestedUnet) F 7 46 40 531 25 (PatchGAN), Tk T 5T Lovasz-Softmax iR ARAL X HT 2 RE AMFL
MEZE, SEIL T ks B i e ARk MG 20 o SR, AR O T I 28 IR R FE AN RS 25 5 HE BILSE =X 35% (Modie
Collapse), HAIZMEZLAEAbFE s ok IR A B RTE A Z R EIERT, ATRETCIECRFE— 8 o EItERE . 4
WA — e B 7 I, Luo %5 A[19]42 ) SupCAM HEZE @ 7F ChrCluster #dE 4 _E il ZE T
W4, G0 2 RGEIR G RS B R R KRBT, BT T Je ik B 3 7RI AR s Zhao 55 A [20]
KRS L RN s 51 5 2 RPBERFIE R A 560, SCIL T Ml i gtk oy 35 AR £ 73 B A £ E R 4k
T B Y AR RO AR Y (A AL ], Wang %5 A [21] B4Rt il 25 TR 7 b 5 2 B2 ST 11 A2B-
IS HESE, (R ILFER R AR ROt N R B A e A o3 E0 1 R IR VEAT | 20 3 R GemT 524k

VT HE TR BE 2 S M e A A BT R TG = AL OB H—, B @A E R A AL
& G5 B AR ST A 2 J LA I A2 7 5 0 A 8 R B, A DA A e Y (AR S il L I B S R R IR S R
FHORRL X IR BIWIR; L, MR RURNES BRSO U T VETE A R E SR AR S R B AL
PR B )k Z W RN, i s R T 5 91 R G i s X3y B e s H =, KRR
TREFREJIER G S LR RD A8 (0 147 B L oRFE SR BRIEHE, X Yt thumhil - 35 2R K AR 25 (] G R M R A A
B, PR G AR BN IR PN AR R

EExt Bk kAR, AHF 7R KAN-Enhanced U-Net (KEU-Net)#74,  HtAR E0 7 «

1) $EH KEU-Net #2781, JEF U B IRmA T KAN-PSP BXABEHURT SIMAM 85 7B VE R SIbLS],
BERTE T AR RIRRE S S .

2) $2H KAN-PSP BAAHFFFSRIUBIEL: I8 I A 2 ) B 26 25 oR B (KAN) B 7S EASE L (5 (A E R PERFAE,
HEE Aol B G AL (PSP) & 2 RS BN SC, R SR T 025 il et A B 3 X3 1 7 BIAG 1

3) Wit SIMAM 5] 31 REFE B NG EgmMAILEA IR TS SIMAM BB, 85 58 & R 4L
IR ZS) AR ARFALE B b SR R P e, SR s R S il B R
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KEU-Net (KAN-Enhanced U-Net)&—Ffiii [ 44 4 BUER o F P R 2 AL IR BERF I 2%, HARMET U
RO FRImAG S - RO 2 AE e ra fdt, BAREE M ] 1 o

KEU-Net @i PUZR T RAES FRAEAE SCILEE 22 BUR RS HE > E o S fis 25358 7 8 A7 2 A Kt
IR Z JEURHAIE 382 20 2 AV 4 2 DA SR 08 SUAE s AR 28 TR P e A AR AL A 4 (0 A
WA e, G BhERIE RS IR 30 B AN TR E . TEGm ARG 38 22 S SIZ, BLAY BHr M b
5| N KAN-PSP BEA 1R, iBid Kolmogorov-Arnold 4% [22] AR LR MEINA fE 1 5 &7 8k (PSP) I 2 R
FERBENRFPE[23], PR IAN 54 R LT SURIRER G o A — P IRARHIE IR R, ARSI R R
SIMAM VE R SIS AR AE RS RBERFAEALE , A 80 1 50 34 58 B bR X0 B, AT 7E 52 2% A
SER AT o B SR FE

@ Convolution Block @ KAN-PSP Block I:> Up sample

ﬁ SIMIM Block = = =3 Skip Connection E> Down sample

Figure 1. Architecture of KEU-Net
[&] 1. KEU-Net 3244

2.2. KAN-PSP BX & 4HEIR BUER

2.2.1. BhSIELMBITE(KAN)

KAN-PSP BX-& R AE S BB P2 S0t G (AR B 7 FIE 55 BT I BB Rr IR SR IS 1), 1l 456 KAN
B AE LR IL BE 715 PSP AR 2 ROBERFAERL & RE 77, SCINT G (R 57 4 T 25 10 1 280 43 B (5 A dn 1]
2 FiR). BAKIN S, KAN-PSP BLHUR FH =B B4 ik 4h 1 DA S 22 ROBE AR AIE A 5 AR R M R IA R T B b IR
k. H4E, KANLinear i#id =P B #5620 @ AE &M AT, B2 5 A2 I A% A
g54 SILU B0E s BON b FE AL R R M, A I & P i SR B R s B AR Ak, AN X AR 2R 1
TERIERASERE Sy K, 1ERA KANLinear B/E A —1 3 x 3 FIRE R B EH, HagaMER—fhyS
ReLU MG s, 15 KIEFEHRSEE (LN EG T LC) I RIR R BOCHE S MIRHE. e, @il &FE
ARSI N2 R B R UER, S EREIg HEMIB(L x 1. 2x 2, 3x 3. 6x6), Wt RE
WU NEARAE I )5 28 JF U /0 2 Ja AT e Hf 4, JRiEId 1> 1 BRURYE 2 5@ a4, SEles REE UE B

DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.145457 1067 5 1 A


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.145457

H5ase, KA

& 5 Rk,
KANLayer =2 KAN G, KAN FFR G v] 27 2] 1 3R 26 Mo oh B0 B T8N 5\ R
fE, FXFHEATHE, DB AT IR e R 2 RIFIRERI S R, Mgk — 08 sm i R 7R & J A1 3 B0

(R e
KAN-PSPHHR
_ g
@) Z 5

- | Z o )

= % = Z

2. 5 = 2

% E = z ARERES x

» A fan] (@) — =

E szl o2\ 8

= 4

5 3 y; R 2 °

==

PSPModule
< N
g —Joww— O
_§_ @ — CONV —> @
B =
2 — coNv. —> @ £
o] -.POOL > @ —1=>
. ~ B -
8
o — CoNV. —>
o CONCAT
N /

Figure 2. KAN-PSP joint feature extraction module
2. KAN-PSP BX & HFEFREVIEIR

KAN 25 FH 1R 0o 2 3 it T 27 ) =l 2 1 25k o B2 5 SR B R FIE R IR B ), FHEA 2 F Kolmogorov-
Arnold 7R E B M 45 . Kolmogorov-Arnold & B fi . AR 2 SUIESERREL f (X, %, X, ) BT RIR
A RS AR R A B

f(x):mz_;lq)q( n_1¢q,p(xp )] @)

Hep, o Mg,  BOVPARRESE AL, X -HIBRA T KAN SRt BUEE A2 5] iRk i AL
HE @I IRFIER R, MAMEGER LI INBORA, KAN SR S5 E GG Hink 1 fos.
XFTREANIN X, KAN #1248 T it Y 20 25k o B30 AT HE Bt A 4
¢(x)=w, -spline(x)+w, -b(x) )

Hrr, b(x) e mARLIER (W ReLU/SILY), FRULRGE MIBREAERR: o /o, B FfEHEES], Sl
JE RS AIREAE spline (x) 5425 1 F S b(x) 745 spline(x) A2 B8 MIRE S e 8L, Sl I Fih] 15 g0 B 5 R
HENAHRAELR IR, BT JEE S, Hlin =X B FE& T ERR:
spline(x)=>"c, -B,5(x) 3)
k

KAN ERUEEHES 2 RSO R ORI, BORMEEER | 24 n DAL T, 2R S ) 4
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JEY &R 2n+1, KX an+1 M E AR, R& i f(x) Q)R 2 Kolmogorov 5E B i A%
FR, WRRBCEITRE S, T BB AR R AL -

Xig =D+ % (4)
Horb, AR RE ©, 1703 B KAN #1248 01 il

¢11(X1) ¢12(X2)
O, = ¢2,1(X1) ¢2,2'(X2) 5)

1A g, , HRLASTHY KAN 2878, SSHUIA x, SR HDBIR g B3k Py
IR KAN %, NS KAN J2:
KAN () = (05 0, o ,)(x) ©

Wt TR R ORI N\ Bt S BRI, KAN A5 AR X 2% AR AR 2 1 A5 T Ak R 2 2 3T

Table 1. Comparison between KAN convolution and traditional convolution

= 1. KAN EI 55 &Rt

R e G5B KAN %1
L AERIE Ii] 7€ 0 B F (A ReLU) RS + BASBERNG
PG SMHE, FREHES BE AT SE i AR A
T N ESi=ES i | 3o 4R SRS B VE 3o e
e O(k*-C;, -Cyy) O((2n+1)-C, -C,,)
2.2.2. PSP f&k
PSP L% 0 AR JE il 2 RBE AL R R R 4 R B R SUE B el AN A RS AL

FURRAE EIBEATIBA R A A X S A JE R AR AE /e — ke, AR SRR 0T 4 R B A B A
BEBRMANFFIEE N : X eR™WWC, HdH . W . CoORAmE. % EMmES. e it
BIEA K ={k Ky, Ky} (WK ={1,2,3,6}), REAELAH] k; XF R LU A
KRR RIS k< K 17 X8, BEAT 4R R SCEREL. DL & RSP -
S, = AdaptiveAvgPool, (X)e R )
P RS T DX RFAE B 2 DX 38 A BT AT T8 36 (1 P34
i 1 x 1 BBEEEES, > TR R AR L
F =o(W,*S, +b,)e R (8)
Hor, =« FoRBRERME, WM b NEFREMME, o) W#iERE(An ReLU), ¢’ yRedE ) i imiE %
(BF C'=C/N, N ALLLBIEE).
e B 4 = RS AIE bR 28 SR A0 R H X
F' = Upsample,,, , (F) e R )
SR T VR B R A B BB
K 803 SCAL B FRRFE 55 00 i N AR AE VR 0 4 P %

Z = Concat(F),Fj,--,F}, X) e R (e® (10)
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SRR A PR S ORAE, R R A -
O=0(W,*Z+b, )eR™" (11)

Hoh, W, N3 x3BRUL, C, L.

3/ R AT B i % R I AR B 10 R OO L, R T U R R R R
LR AR J . LA IR B ARG 2 R URRHE, A0 A0S T M BRI (2 b A S, AT
BRSO A AT SRR . K 2 RS R AE SRR 7R (5 R 05 A R A (5 ., i Ak 48
BARLTF, WRE R BT SRR . R RURTEAEUEL T, SR BLHRENS HE B TS
bR AA TR, W B TR . IR, % REENALRG 31 A (A HE T R R 4
N FRILE TR, BRI T HEAE SRR AE 55 (i ERRAR I 18 SCAM . S5 1) 2 A
SRR, Bk, SRR T RO B 4 R ATRE 7, A SRS AE 25 30 T Tl
R 2 S

2.3. SIMAM FE 5| SHEHH]

et i o BT 5 T BRSPS . X0 58 X KNI, SIMAM [R5 AT £ P b4
FHEAIVERE . SIMAM JE T4 28 ) 2 23 () 0 | 3802 o ) )40 1 392 (Lateral Inhibition) [24], HAZ .G AR RZ
T I B AR T (] IR SE L, IG5 R N IR TUR B B ANt , WK EME T
RN TS SR S A SR TT IS E, TSR E S5 5, MG SRS A0 EEEE . 6FRith, 7E4
SR, RREE R E R EMEA TR EE, mRX ARG, R E XN 52 ]
i, AT SE I R B i SRR SR

X TRINFHEE X e RE™Y HME R Gt (ML Tl ¢ WA E (hw)), & XHER @GP H
@W%ﬁ@ﬂf%%i@ﬁ:

1

M —

&= Ml 14 (~1-(wx, +b)) +(1-(wt+b)) + Aw} 12
— -1 — —_
BRSSP T

e

H AR P2 e 20 ] H AR ARE T0 t IR PR3 wit + b L T 1, (S HAERE I SN 3, A3
SRORBEAT AR . A, J IR 7o) SR A B4 Te X AR EDEIL -1, DI A 2o
S (AR RN, AT R 7 5 EE R X . stAh, BT IEBCE w il K S BUSE, AER R
G NIE ML SR, AR A AR THRFAE 70 ¥ RE 0 1) RN R B AR E PEANZ AL BE T o S/ MERER i K e, FTHL
BT AU w A B b PR, IR S AR, R MR . Bk, fER-EEN, X
PRZTC(ELIE HARIE 0 ) THE A R E R 7 2

ey 2 (13)
“ 1Y ~\2
5 =y 2% (14)
FESLFER b, RBEE @ IE 2 T R A, ARG E DT . e
ARk
_ 2(t-p)
Y (t-a) 262422 (15)
by :__(t""r[l)wt
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Hrb, gy 2(t—p) R E R E T Sl TE S E e S AR, (e RSO, BUEE I A XEBR R B
(t= ) +26% + 22 V)R S LU S A0SR 7 22, 36k S ol e P PR P AR . W P RN RE LR SR, e
NRERAE W RIS N
X 4(&2+/1)
g = — (16)
(t—a) +26%+24
X Ao AH o B/, RKE HARPIETC t LERHIE B o (0 2 25 PRk (R 5 ) B e 2 oo 22 Silok), AT
T S R R AR 1), B A SRR X SR ) S
BEXf G (AR R IR A, SIMAM Sd 5 B & bk 2 S e 82 X5, A 28020 A DX 4 (24
JRAWE )BT, TR TR A K AR e ). AEARXT LU R, SIMAM . BE A% 3 5 4% 0 44 32 R mi 2,
(7] B S5 A AORA DX 3, 2 v E bR XA I B R o B Ah, B B & YR R R, SIMAM S8 I JR) 0] L FE v
SR iR B A X b RS G AR ) B35, AR B R 5 X - RS K . SIMAM il o e 2 AH 0 (B0 AT
Sigmoid H—4k, AN =4EER N EGEE x & x W), 5 EIGRHMERIZ TR, DU RO
FHIERIL, Bl

% - sigmoid(éj@ X (17)

Horr, Sigmoid BRI AR FH &K A B B8 46 22 [0,1] IXTA), DARA CRAL R 1) & BRI ANAR 2 1. = 4EER I
[ P A P T TR 2 ) A P S 2 49 5 S R A T 1R 7 (A e € A = DXIORS ML A SEIE) T
[0 45 FE ST et A R B B DX Jo RS ELRE S (RIS T SRS . BeAh, SOTE RS
B, AR TREANTT SR, TR R SN R R, FIRRTHZ A RE
2.4, WKEH

BRERL 452K R R H Dice 451 2% (DC)FIAE UM 51 2K (CE) TR A 451 2K BR B A8 SR 2K FH T4 e 28
it 230N

1 ePi‘yi

LCE:_ z ch[yi]. _Iogzepi‘c

N ictmlez
Hor, wy, 2R E R, HTABRAEE: y, 2R WELENRE: p AR RIET
KA c FIFTNMER; N 2F 8GR 25
Dice $5 2 fif & TN X 3 5 B X P S E . SHEA255) ¢ 115 Dice REL:

22 pi,c ! yi,c +e
Z piz,c +Zyi2,c +e
Horp, py RBREE TR TR0 ¢ KTIAR R (2 Softmax 4bEE): vy, RERIZEE TR K It
R0 20 1); e R IR (DT 1EER ). HE4& Dice 512k 4:

szc [C] ’ (1_ Dicec ) if Iogdice:False

_Z Wdc [C] ' |Og ( DiCGC ) If IOgdice:True

(18)

Dice, = (19)

(20)

Loc =
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Hof, w, KRR R, TR KR B, log,, J True B, A FIXHOR SRR N H b
ek B R3S SRR 2 T Dice 2% I BLRI

Ly = Weight,, - L +Wweight ., - Lpe (21)
Horr,  weight,, 1 weight ., & B & SCIIACE, 561 P9 2845 25 1) 5Tk .
3. SREAMLER
3.1 BEHKSLRAET

TEER Ak, B RS EE A S ERA M, WRERANNGEESHERG . Fit, AT
FH B2 B0 SR AN R o X — AR5 P 8 73 R o3 ol it LA T (1) = 2 A8 B 1 = 2 2 Wit 5 v ) — K
Phik[25]. FRAITE I E BORZEHE a7~ FBHE B Fe L) ChromSeg-SSL #E4E[21] LT 179280 ZEdR4E
£7% 4185 5K 53 HE3 0 1600 x 1600 15 7 1 AZ0 M 15, o 615 Gk MR H T 2256 = 5 4 ik 27 5k
17T ARTE. SRiRid R, BMEPREE S 512 x 512 R R, MARE SIS E I EE B Ok,
BAVRH 424 sk Gt R EUGHEAT ISR, 121 5K EUGHEATIGUE DA K 61 5K B 3EAT 01K

J:F PyTorch HE4E, 7E NVIDIA A4000 GPU _E5E8 T T HH A A o 028 250K B BE ML B2 Feds
(SGD)ATHhifk, Hzh&E N 0.9, VI 2IF A 0.03, IR H 2 WA I Jl SR w24 o) R T . 145
R IEE4T 300 N (epoch), fitE K/ (batchsize) % B A 8.

3.2. E B4R

b 1A S5 F Y Dice B304, VPAL R AR L 6045 -39 3 111 25 (Average Surface Distance, ASD) [26].
# 01 Z (Recall) [27]+ Jaccard FE%%[28] LA K F1 43 %1[29].
1) Dice &#

Dice =

(22)

Kb, AFBRFRFESEXIR, B AMATN X, Dice ZEH T8 MNEEARMABIFREE, FEaEH T
Iy EUTESS i X ek B B PPl 24 Dice (LT 1, FHITINS B S Tk BA & —8ut.

2) F¥RHEEE(ASD)
ZXESA d (X' SB)+ZyeSB d (y’ SA)

|Sal+[Se|

ASD = (23)
FEARH, S, FIS, 3 AR 7R FLSLhRAE X IO T X IR it e &, d (%, S) Bon s x BI5ES S 1
IRFIRE RS o T-¥ 3R I PR g T R P X 3 S B SRS S B ()T EE B . ASD fEBRD, R
WL 5 Bl FU R . TR R BT 55, ASD F T VP At A8 A ads O il i b i 1« 810 ASD 1B
R R BRSSP e AR (T 25
3) H[EZ Recall

Recall = _TP (24)
TP+FN

FEn A, TP ZORHIEBIRECE, FN FORBURGIRIECR . 85408 0 IR AR 2 i IEREAS o
FIT A SEPRIEREA L . B ) 7 [ 2 3R A 2R A s 1) L R 20 IR G (AR X IR, A s 1oL b
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4) Jaccard 784}
|AnB|
|AUB|

Jaccard TEHUHT K /2 FSEARTE X I A 5 F X 8 B 2 [ (M E SR, HoE S E LR S5 L.
By Jaccard $RECR IR LU 5 70 B O A X 3805 TR I R 4F . Jaccard RELRENS 25 & [ WAL /E
D B M B L RARTERE, AT S A BUE S I E Z e 2 —

Jaccard = (25)

5) F1 4%t
Fl_2. Prec_is_ion~RecaII (26)
Precision + Recall
i1 % (Precision) i XLy TPTfFP Bt EP FER B E B . R B B MR T g T A

FIREA T SE R N IEREA BT EL] . FL 20 B0 RE B 2 M 1 [0l 3 TR AN T 280, DR oy B R SR AL 7 —
AT TR SR AR o BRI FL 0 Bk IR A MR VR0 AN 7 ) e (AR X O T R I €, BERERE /iR
K (BIEG]), XREW PR ICImhs (B Bl).

3.3. EWHERE ST

3.3.1. tHEES T

AT SIE KEU-Net [F563EME, AT 1 /NS HA AR 70 SRR E s Le B e, R 75 A5 1]
Bt E . UNet 7E R 5 70 B S 1 48 ML R 28, ORHRR G A 425 K RSk BRI H AL A Ji5 S0 9 B LAl
SegResNet Jl I 7k Z=H 5 Hmidas &5 &, 78 3D 2= B b R BIUL 5 [30]; Attention UNet 5] NidiE -
2 (B VE R IR, B RR T T B S T H AR EALRE 71[31]: UNeXt KA EAAR G444, ¥ CNN
JREBIEEN S Transformer 4R RE5 6, TETHE AR 5K B[R HUAS-F#7[32];  Rolling-UNet @ it )75
S22 REERFIE F G R A, ETD B AR 73 SIE S5 BAA 564 J7[33]: UKAN IR KAN 8 LLEG IE
BB A A ) 0 L [34]

Table 2. Performance comparison of different methods

? 2. BIEMEERE

7k Dice (1) ASD (}) Jaccard (1) Recall (1) F1(1)

UNet (2015) 84.508 12.969 76.478 85.694 85.123
SegResNet (2018) 83.128 19.378 74.402 84.731 83.402
Att-UNet (2018) 85.126 12.139 77.241 86.086 85.467
UNeXt (2022) 84.098 15.851 76.004 85.627 84.713
Rolling-UNet (2024) 83.844 14.855 75.598 84.964 84.391
UKAN (2024) 85.881 11.747 78.289 87.606 86.291
KEU-Net 87.074 10.42 79.839 88.338 87.210

M2 WG, RGO EUES T, BB NSRS H AR RERILE VI % . UNet ff 92k
iR, SEAE XS PRI AL % - ARAD 88 BT AR RRIE SR, REWS A AU IR IR 40T RRALE, HE R —REE
BUZAE RN G A R 25 0 G B SUR N A7 AE R IR, S BOL A BMIFS 2] ASD O 12.969, JUH Rt iASL
MK 5 7 AR . SegResNet FOE I 7k Z2 EF G2 M T BAFETH R ), (HELET XS 3D BE2A R IAL I =
UGB — AE g R BB T SINERTUAR TS, ADURBESETHEFE (Dice 79 83.128%), S 1l I 4AIE K
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JEIE A ) O H5 30 ASD ESBAL Z 19.378, h i TR SAT S IEFE M ) MR . Att-UNet 7EBRERIE
Berp 5l NJEE - SN E RS, B S ARE R T 2R, b S5 R X 45 1% . (Recall A
86.086%), {HILyE = SIHLHIER = 85 2 gt R, M DUNX G R R I 25 R HEAR , 70 8 S X7 7E 12.139
B30 Pk 2 . UNeXt KRB EAIRS Wi, % Transformer i4 R B AIR NI E ML, BIRIEYE T8
&, (HAREE TR et R SR AR 2 R A AR AR 0, R IR Jaccard FREUIN 76.004%,  JLILAEARNS B AE
X 3873 #]— FEA 2 - Rolling-UNet 13125 4 AU @ T 748 T8 45 A1 0d B R B2 97, Bie BiE & gt
2 RERS, BHNESHEOTER GRS SCRERMG, 15 Ik 22 57 A h iz 4P 52 B (Dice
H 83.844%).

3.3.2. AIMRLS R

3 IR BTt — P B0 E T KEU-Net 7E58 X QLA A5 B9 AR 55 ARk . L (uREPf R, A5
RUTE S A8 X /3 BRI SN R, Refe SE HERG RO B e AR KA S5 2., AHECT UNet, L s
B (ASD 2 10.42) 827t T 19.6%. iX — et 2 B4 25 T KEU-Net KA I o BURHE R B 2 ROBEAS Bl
GG, A RENS TG RO AL PR R T A I G AR S 1, ATl 120 SRR A 73 ISR

A o ™ ,“ - * s -
At . (L 4 {2
nkp o/ h&p D/ TEp 2/
o~ ~ [J’,/ a £ @
=N (& =

L
L
£y

.

(a) Image ' (b) Ground Truth (c)Unet
’," L P ,," > & ’," x L 2
-, ( "6 7 4
£ e L } nav
f:' ‘ 1?" ol .
(d) SegResNet (e) KEU-Net () Rolling-UNet
L . 7’ _\ o - ” .
\ A TR \ (A T LRy Cb G L >
& 5
wip g’ wEpi’ uSp g’
| 59 l(..%@ | s
§ L ' L] ' L]
(g) UKAN (h)UNeXt (i) Att-UNet

Figure 3. Visualization of model results
3. AILLARBILER
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H3ast, KRR

MHZ T, BEAEA UNeXt fEMZT SRR EZIR. T sk 2 RERA LS, 3
RAESRIRE F1 8055, EER XI5 I ks, B A IR (R 3.7%). XKW, fE7EH
ARGV HNUES , AURFER BT LRIE 7> B 56 8 4%, T KEU-Net Jid 5 9% 1 RHIE R IL BE ) 7
JIR 73X Bk, A ORUEAE R S P[RR 2 BRI 1 DR A AT R o

SR, fE/NGOARE B EUES T, SRR G —E R TERERS. sk GHER TR, & UNet.
UKAN AT UNeXt ££ 385513173 7 T B4 B HERf it 7> SN Getatk, (B FZIE T3 ARG . XA BE
5/NE PRI S E R R IERIA R IR 5%, 3B BUAEAG A AL K PR AR E -« Besh, T/
AR ) EAFERRITE SR R, ARAER G B2 I 28 FE 6 = K5 € 1K) H AR 5B LI, X AR ORI 5
Bk, 5 IE L SR L 4 R AR AL -

BRI S, KEU-Net ££ R 438 XA 70 BIAE S5 h FE L 1 SEARAITERE,  BEMS L DRI AR 1 1 [R] i
FTHIA MGG L, ARG . RAETE DR AR E B R EUES T, B RRIAAAE — € 1R PR (Gl
HE), 1B KEU-Net IRFEALBEROCR LRk — %, RUPLRHERIX G IIEAFEF S5 T BT €S
.

3.3.3. SIMAM &R 2 R ERtSoIE

ik BR FVEE NI IC R, AR SIMAM R 1k A A7 B #E1T RGMEMNR (5 3). 52
IOEE LRI, SIMAM BRI HR AT B0 R R 1 R A7 7E W 3 s, HOA R 2RIk 7 e S B REE AR
I o

Table 3. Impact of different SIMAM embedding strategies on model performance
7= 3. SIMAM 7 [E)Ex N\ SR BE X AR BY 14 RERO S

JZH Dice (1) ASD () Jaccard (1) Recall (1) FL(1)

7 SIMAM 86.344 11.241 78.937 87.792 86.753
2 86.957 10.796 79.571 88.229 87.162
Mz 86.576 11.081 79.162 88.091 86.781
=2 87.074 10.42 79.839 88.338 87.210

FEGLAAR S ENESS 1, SIMAM {3 TR 2= 00 B A M e A AR 2R i), X — IR m] o A
RVGER SHFAE A EHUFIRN R . 103 3 B, 24 SIMAM BB 0 2B 1IN % 3 26, Dice L
“ETE- TR - HETE ks, KRR 2 RI0TE I S RHMERISRE I E R A R R

MIESE— 2RI SIMAM i, Dice M 86.344%32 7t %5 86.957% (+0.613%), ASD M 11.241 [% %
10.796. HAZ O HLHIFE T AGARIEREE R I35 70 R IR B IR SR IE (I e R 500 5 . T 4L
Xof FEFE) RGN, G I e R B AN AT DX SR e 8. [FTE, AR RS O 2 R v A Bk B R T A
AN gD A5IR 2 =1 0 HE 3R E 5 AR AL 380K 2 Bl SCRFE B E L L

1 SIMAM BEHy J 2RI 20, SRR T IR R FAFIERRAE S, AN N R T
ARESFEUE BIUAR, ERMERBCAE R, TR ERRAINSR . BT SIMAM FEAER T @B 4
MRFIET I, 2 A2 GRIRIRE 5 NAZALH v] Be (B 1E i R T-355), FRARSIRAFAEXRT FE B2, AT 22X Dice.
Jaccard F F1 fibr NFF. Ak, o B v i B /e vl BRI S5 A A0t 10 SR A 15 (M 2 i §8 /g, A ASD Fds b
Tt RPDGWEREEREL, S OB, 00 kH, £2 SIMAM AlRE5 RAFE TR
BEFETH AR I, AHR )22 S 15 BAEIR E 9, Roma B 1A 7 3R

24 SIMAM B8y £ 0T =20, BRPERE LT, £ SIMAM HLHIZE o 5 gmpd g imf, I

DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.145457 1075 5 1 A


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.145457

H5ase, KA

AR BRI B TABOREE, NG aE TRRL A A R D AL R AR . BT S, AT =E R
SIMAM J&, FEBTEAREIRE F R AARHEFERE )y, MR BRI R L EAE BRI JUL 3 IR
2, [FIRHRE A3 1 4 R R AE SR B RE A3 ) T 358 . AHEE TAZERT PR EIRON, LR BROARFAE 73 A 52 00
Yt BRGRAIE T RS 4™y ks an Zm, OB T 5 B IURAORIRZ M. thah, T SIMAM #ithim
BB TREARZENE B, Ei =2, HERATHRRT R, 1 fes s m i b gis
MRFIERRIL, fSRFAE (R AR O R EBE I & B, HEIM R0 X 2 Be I AL S G K FE . Rk, SIMAM
I AR ON SRS H T LA FH Y LR AR A IR B A L o ANAE BT PR JE R NPT RE T BUR SRR AE I B i, 1T
K FHAERER, N5UREBIURFFHERS: 24 SIMAM § R ERT =2, HAERE. +
R E R4 BENTRIERE /1, SCILT R 5 4 RS BRI E AL, BAAR i T A RIE R IRET.
3.3.4. jHmhsCLE

NG UE S B A A ST DTk, FRATT I I DY 4 ST Ay A SR e He . BRI KAN-PSP. SRR I
SIMAM L) 2215 F KAN-PSP + SIMAM IS (1)1 e 26 B (L 22 4).

Table 4. Results of ablation experiments
F 4. SRR

KAN-PSP SIMAM Dice (1) ASD (}) Jaccard (1) Recall (1) FL(D)
84.508 12.969 76.478 85.694 85.123

v 86.344 11.241 78.937 87.792 86.753

N 86.505 11.494 79.126 88.374 86.846

v N 87.074 10.42 79.839 88.338 87.210

TH ARSI 25 L], KAN-PSP 5 SIMAM REHULE Gy (oA 43 FIE 55 o J L B35 S Tk 5 o [R) AE
TRBIN . FELEAERL (IS KAN-PSP. J& SIMAM)(¥] Dice Z %A 84.508%, ASD N 12.969, )= R IEABILE
X P i Rty SUAR LR VR TR FE AR A B R DA RS S R U, 580 Jaccard TR E0{X R 76.478%, JUICTE MR
YLt AR B X ISR AS 2 5 = (Recall 2 85.694%) . HUAl 5] N KAN-PSP #Htf5 , Dice #2714 86.344%, ASD
PR 11.241, BUUET B FESRHE bR 00y SOMT AR IS I & S & 7 B AR e 0k 4 Joy T S IR
P, ARG Ay E]— Bt B2 2% (Jaccard #2117 2.459%), {EUKSIE X 38k (RIER BH 1 SR AThik 7.3% . T BT A
F SIMAM #5it, Dice ik 86.505%, Recall #2714 88.374%, it At 5 ok AUz A1 50 YL (44 - THFE
HH Q0 RS ST, AEWTL R b A B8 TE 3.2%, (B T8z 22 REHRHIE SR, Sl graat giag
J1E R, Jaccard #5%1(79.126%) 1K T KAN-PSP 41, 4E:4 5] N KAN-PSP 5 SIMAM H, 71 GE S
AT ZEH%: Dice BATHAE 87.074%, ASD 4% 1042, AJET HER LML - k™ mHSH——
KAN-PSP $#2 it f#) 2 REEFRHIEN SIMAM B35E JLAili, 1 SIMAM 73 JZ R HEAE SN TR W B, ff158 S gufh
IR IR PE RN 7.3% P4 % 4.1%, Wi PHEAERRITTE 18%. [EHFERERE, BCAHAN Recall
(88.338%) FEMSAK T-HL M SIMAM (88.374%), {H F1 73p3($e 4 87.210%, 2 BHH @I Pk i % 5 4 [l
R T AN - FIERE, GIINTEIR R OCEAT S, =MAERM FL 38 3.5%, AREEA kgL tihsy
B Jaccard FREUE N 4.2%, ENE T 2 REESMEEBES TR SO EAMERS, NEREZER
SEIRAE T CHRRAEAE AR - AR PRI ) E T AR R

4, g5ig

LT U B 3Rl 4 KAN-PSP BEAHIHUFI SIMAM 85 R BEvE & ML, A iR 7 KEU-Net f 54,
HRERT T Yt AR BIRS BE 5 & ke . KAN-PSP iU It 45 4 B FEA RS 2 Rk, AMUE
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RO T YR SUN AR MERAE, IEI5E T A RTEASRMAE ), ML T 2 #I45E . SIMAM &5
MU B ASRFAEE R, 3Tt 7 A0 Yo B R gu T R ATRE 77, Rl R 7E WL e Rk Al o, b
TR . PEBCA MR, AR TS — B g RG], IE7E 2 A RFs L SEIl T B E R,
U1 Dice %% ASD. Jaccard fEEUFMEPH R . @ AT AL M, #E—PIAIE T KEU-Net 7E 4L A58
XX IFAFRGE B AR o B g, Rel £ S GG FEAT H bR 7 BIRS BE 7 T, FREUE S8 UNet ZE44 R 30 H
THEARMIEE ). BRI S, KEU-Net Sl o8 B F I RFIE AR B S 700, g 3R 1 B AE et ik
S EUES RS S E .

SRIM, B R AR AT i, B VAR AR KRR B AR K AR 2dl, e SEpR i, 3R
HO R 8 1 v A e B AR B R A (D b e e AR ) A A B A OB . X Ry a2 & S SO A 7
AR BRI S EIVERE SR T B DN TR — ), SRR I TAE AT LA RRR 1A 2R I T2 M B 2 ST HE
B8, DAY AR B AR, [ BT R o 1) 2 RS
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