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Medical image segmentation network based on
group attention parallel encoding

MENG Xiangfu', YANG Yuzhuo', ZHANG Xiaoyan', LI Shuai’

(1. School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Liaoning Technical University, Huludao 125105, China; 2. Liaoning Health In-
dustry Group Fuxin Mine General Hospital, Fuxin 123000, China)

Abstract: For the task of medical image segmentation, traditional single-branch convolutional neural network (CNN) ar-
chitectures, limited by their receptive fields, struggle to effectively integrate local details with global semantics. This res-
ults in insufficient modeling of multi-scale structures and weak generalization across modalities. To address these limita-
tions, we propose a novel segmentation network with group attention parallel fusion encoding. It employs a parallel
dual-branch encoder combining Transformer and CNN to extract global semantic information and local details from im-
ages, respectively. The group attention parallel fusion module following the encoder resolves the disconnection between
local and global semantics as well as conflicts in multi-scale structures. Additionally, the spatial-channel dual-attention
gating module in the decoder effectively tackles feature interference in medical image segmentation, thereby enhancing
segmentation accuracy. Extensive experiments were conducted on the Synapse, ACDC and AVT datasets, yielding dice
similarity coefficient (DSC) of 84.86%, 91.66%, and 88.79%, and 95% hausdorff distance (HD95) of 13.54, 1.20, and
4.02 mm, respectively. The results demonstrate that compared with existing major medical image segmentation models,
our approach achieves higher segmentation accuracy and robustness, especially when dealing with complex anatomical
structures of organ data.

Keywords: medical image segmentation; dual-branch encoder; group attention; feature extraction; Transformer; CNN;
parallel fusion; spatial-channel decoding
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FEEGIRME . A8 T 30 B 28 s 3
WA, (A B 2 R A B AE LA R 3 07 T G =)
R, H—, RS 2RiE LR, E5ETE5H
M2 [ 2% (convolutional neural network, CNN) fi*J
A (41 U-Net'", UNet++?', ResUNet?!) 57 {3 F ¥ 1
I JR K AZ 87, N 33 B RN B 36 5% 5 1R R 4D
S, X DA AR A R TR A PR R A ) 2 R, A 3R
PR TCHE G it 3 2l bk =5 5 5 Sl Bk )™ 5 A 1w 2
B A S H bR T . K, 2 RS op
5, A58 B — FRARFEAE 2R G SR mE o kAR i B
i 11 22 S5 AL A T SR 61, 2 Jie AR R 48 SO A8 AR AV
55 R i = 400 JUE O % B0 S5 5 22 ] 1Y) 25 57
H=, Bz LB S, ARZARBIES (0 CT
(computed tomography). MRI (magnetic resonance
imaging)) i 9 B A% R 22 57 8 3, MRI 44
ZUEXT LR S CT B 450 B S R PR A 7E i 3 2
5, FEEAIES BN IE R R E .

1) B 4l AR R A A T S A Ry il S, i RS
TAE#H T Transformer-CNN JR & 28497, Hrp
F A7 % (U0 TransUNet!™®) i i CNN H2& BUIK 2% 45
fIEJ5 %5 A\ Transformer 4t 7y, (HZ By Bt R B 251
R FETH % B XURS: 5 1T JF 47 77 221 v CNIN 4332 i
tH 1 1 23 PR R PR AR AE 81 55 Transformer 43 32 2
A A 2 4 Jey 1 SCAHE 3 7 50 7 38 38 9F 422 (Con-
cat) % TG R AN (Add) BA, X FHEAVEAR R L&
LA e, o T 3SR A A0 S O, B
IR CNN 43 32 BUR ) 4% B 30 2 40750 9% 4 Ry i X
W5V, Transformer AR Y T2 $1 1 JC 75 45 B 50 5
BHREFME ., NREHRUWLELERKE, 75
Synapse Z 7 B g4 I, FRAR A Dice 1L %k
(dice similarity coefficient, DSC) }y 62.85%, {k T
JFIE R 94.71%, 3% —PERE2E 5+ 98 T CNN 45 Trans-
former il 5 7 /NS B B0

BEXT AR (), AR SCHR T — R Y R 25 2
¥4, % Transformer-CNN 43 37 2 i o 43 1] £ B
22y 5 SRR, JF i I o A T A TR A
BEAHFWER (8 RE. TR 2REED),
SEE 22 ROBEREAE A 3 N fl A s FERRAS T B, 25 R) -8
T OB B )4 38 v ] TR S e AR
A EIRE =Wk R U N BN e S 2 g E B
N AEZS CT/MRI Y W 5P 22 S B A HE B — 5 A
S I R R ) 22 RUBEff S 2540 o3 B 5 B ARz Ak .

1 Mx T

1.1 EF U-Net 224904 215
P 2 G 4 B s 0 R W ih T2 B LN

%% (fully convolutional network, FCNU'%) B8 2 {5 K 9%
T R, BE J5 A U-Net 58 £5 H 6 FR g i 15 22 44
FVEN B A Bk BR A B L, B T B2 25 AR Aok B
S ENR U A R & AR I PR SR, SR
FAHARER 3 Kkt y ) FEFRAEAL AL ) T, Den-
seUNet!"?) 3 iif 95 42 1% $2 38 9 FRAE &2 ], UNet++%
FH i Bk B e 445 6 V% B A I 2 4R T A
K BE 5 &1 X513 880%, LightM-UNet!™! GHT £ 5| A
ML Mamba 2%, 7EPRFFEMETHE S 2% B 1 [ B 512
PR AR 2 (R AR A A 5 T 1T ) 22 AR A 1 S A R Y
MM -Unet!"*) 3 3 #5852 285 132 28 7 AL 5 Ak S5 o IXC
BRI, BT R AN DiffU-Net!S)f 9 Bl A=
BCRE TR Ay B RR, 2 — D4R T T AR SR
PE o SRIMIE T U-Net 19 I 2% BG 53 F1 5 15 AF A
B FRAR A OC 2R 07 T RIS 2, X 43 U 242 5%
PN b B O K A R S S A DO N )
(hn =B 20 1M 48 B0 k) B g DR BE B B R
K, Ty 52 Bk BRI 22 h i J2 R A0 1 P TT R e 1 g
1.2 E-F Transformer-CNN ;B & Z2 #1524 &Y

JEAF 3K, Transformer-CNN 1R 42845 B il K £
22 BG4y B G HAUST, SE ok 25 CNN Y SR
HRAF$2 BURT Transformer!®! (1 4> Jay GEAR A 3%, 2%
T T B AR o FIRG D AR TR
TransUNet R4 CNN £-AFE 5 Transformer 13 &
T4 4, PR 53 %) h 8 8 U-Net; AD2Former!*”!
K CNN 5 Transformer 3¢ %5 4 i 1 XU i 2% 1%
11, #£ Synapse FU 4 £ [ Dice REiAF 83.18%,
¢ Swin-Unet??" $2 7} i 2 ; HiFormer®” i i Swin
Transformer 5 CNN X filt & SC B R R 2 R AC
., R A4 B B AIK 30%; SMAFormer! 4 7
$e 24t = L, 7E g 43 #F T T Swin
UNETRP, KM% 5 I AE % G CNN 19 J5 4
IE A1 Transformer f 4 Jay I SCAT, SR FH &7 B 17 52
TR PFZ BRI R, 530 CNN IR)Z 40775 R
fiF 55 Transformer #9155 B i SCRRAE XE DL 5893 X1 5,
i B R IE AR B AR AL 3 o AR TP AT AR B R
1.3 ETFHITREHH S HIEE

B — ER AT SRR X DA SHE BT v A B A Y 5 AR A
TE A5 G5 K0 19 S I U [ 3k — Pk e A 17 T AT
il BIL T B A& Jrg 125261, PCTNet™ i FH i & J1 AL
GRS SRR S5 42 R il SURHIE ; DUNETRE®
I AR MRS B4 RS B RBSTUNet™ 38 31 XU 43
THEBE A SE IS EH S R 53 # Dice AR
#1 93.81%; DFLNetP" 3R JH 4 ] 58 X IF & ) BRI
FUBR DR K 41% . 2 RE# 5 J7 i, ParaTrans-
CNNUY S i #4) 4 7 35 25 00 45 5 A ) 43 B 32
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MU ZE SR 5, Transformer 73 32 76 /INEEAS B2 24 %
fi e LA Gy ad A4, T CNN 433 75 T 6 B A 2
Y5 55 KR 1 02 AL R B2, BRI
il 1 5 T A HOR e R e

2 GAPE-HTC & % E & 5 % W %
AR T —F 3T Transformer-CNN [ 43

e

TR I T S i Y B 2 R 5 FI D 2% (group at-
tention parallel encoding hybrid Transformer-CNN,
GAPE-HTC), #AZEM K 1 fr/R . GAPE-HTC
o 28 335118 20 £ i — A 1) 25 AL, X3 SO0 AT 2
8% . or 22 1 AT RS Bk (parallel layer-
wise multi-scale group attention, PLMG) . %5 [6] - i
WA B T 18 i 2% (spatial-channel dual attention
gated decoder, SC-DAG) 4§ 3 #7341, 43 31 X bz

I
,,,,,,,,,,, |

B 1
Fig. 1

21 WHZHITHBIE
5% UL Transformer-CNN 47280 AR [A], A<
SCHE OB S AT i A R IR AT 454, (i
Transformer 3 3¢ #BK BAR G C R DAl ik &)/ 1
T SCHE SUAF B, FIF CNN 23 57 8 Jm 30 I sz B9 4
L FRIBGN % S0 )2 R EBEHE, fff CNN
#1 Transformer 7332 A LAAH B %0 78, [F] A £f B JR) 8
AT A4 R B R S0, S aR AN SE R 3 4
G, 43 6 BE 2 R RRAE HE AT 2 ROBE FRAE £2
B, S0 SR 3 4 2 4 e il A2 IR LR OR,
FEAT AR T R A MG S R RUBE A i 2544 1 B
BFXT CNN 4332, A7 SR IR Y 1 52 2%
TE £ ResNet-345% {4 CNN 4337 (9 = 1, IFxf 3
AT RS, PR B T BRIk J2 T4 42 2 1 LA 2
ZH RCHT ) = R 45 5 FH G I ) TN 2R A A
ZAr SR AL E . AnlEl 1(a) 7R, CNN 43321
Jeif it Stem 2 HEHUEMR VI LR FRAE, Bl 1912
Ay E It /4 1/8 T 1/16 B4 R 152 30 al 3 J

GAPE-HTC {5224y
Overall architecture of the GAPE-HTC

FRAEHR I, & 2B MR E R = - — )2
B9 2 f%, CNN il LRR N
FO = Stem(I) e R2*2 %2

sl

FCNN — SIC(FCNN) c Rgx%xc

s12 sl
FO™ = S,C(FO™) e R5*5
FOW = S,C(FO™) € Rie16
e Te R 75 CNN 70 3L fi A B8, Stem(-)
FEoR PE IR 1 BRI 4R FRAE, S,C()F R CNN 43
SCH R (1€ {1,2,3)) $RIEI R ] P K¢ AE . CNN
a3 3 )R, o FON 5 FON SRR L5 1 )2
FON, MFON 5FXN 33855 2.3 )2
Bt Transformer 4332, B3 T 3 EHHEHEHL
Bide, &l 1(a) B, B4R AR 48 B e fu 5
Patch Embedding F11 ViT(vision Transformer) 203!
PR 53, 2 R AR 4 U H Y Patch K/ | FEAIE 4
& . MLP(multilayer perceptron) 4 & Fl¥R & S N
xR,
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Table 1 Parameters for feature extraction module

% Patchhh FRAE4EEE MLP4EE IR

FUZE 4x4 128 256 3
HoZE 2x2 256 512 3
H32 2x2 512 1024 3

Transformer 23 55 A B2 K/NHHX WX 3,
Hof H=w=224, i@ iEH C=3. 2% Patch Em-
bedding ¥R F JC 8 & %] 43 7 AT T RAE, B
U AR KNS Sy HAX W/AXC' . H/8 X W/ X 2C" Fll
H/16X W/16x4C", Hoh ¢’ =128, 54244 Patch Em-
bedding #B 7 $2 BRI 19 FRAE S A 2] VIT St — 2
Ab 3, DIy SRR B I8 B8 1 o Transformer 4332
CINYE

F'"=S,V(PE,(I)) € R&%4 "
FYT = S,V(PE,(F\")) e R * 7%
FY" = S,VPE,(FY) € Ri 16

XERM™ 4

\
\

/ v

T =7 it
NN =7 Wiy epe
S 2 )
TS ST N X ER
DFBE SRR AE </

\
——

) BRI (PA)
JREBiE R 1 (LA)

R R T (MRA)

)RR T (GA)

FHr: T e RS54 Transformer 43 32 B9 % A KIZ
PE,(-) f1S,V(-) 43 5| & 7% Transformer 43 2 55 )2
(i € {1,2,3}) ) Patch Embedding #2/E 1 ViT Hetk—
AR IR [ RRAE

X il 22 RO R AE 4 BUAS #1158 4 R
T Transformer B, L& JZ T RAE, FHiEEl
RSTB s/, A AR T E AR,
AR TE 5 )2 68 08 T0 45 &) Hb 4l 412 < R 2 400 ¢
R, R T IR )T P AR
22 SEFENHITHEER

T ¥ CNN AR B & . SO S5 5 8
5 Transformer #& H2 1) 5 (AR 25 14 Fn i A5 B it
TAME A, BAVP BT T — AN i 2 19817
fAlA i (PLMG), t1/E 2 fifR . 4l it 4T
Tl B B 0 A% SEAELE 9 R A i BRI i 5 5 2 )
53R 4 AT A 2, A A3 AL LA TRDRL B X 2
HAVRREHEAT AL 3, (L[ i G H bR ds B Ak
SRS UL R A% B R AR TE RORNA7 E, DA T $
AR T = 6 AR .

—— e

PEAL IS Ak

- - O T . L -

B2 SAFENHITEEER PLMG)
Fig.2 Group attention parallel fusion module (PLMG)

PLMG 5 CNN 43 32 4 BRI 1 Jm) 8 Rp A
S:.C() Ml Transformer 43 3¢ $2& B 3| i 4 J5) ¢ 1iF
SiV() (i €{1,2,3}) #E 47 PR 42, B B0 A R 1k B
X e R, B 5 4w A CRRAE BT 55 03 1 4 A FRAE
Bl X, € Rt 43 3% NS5 j AN B ST 1y 43 41 (e
{1,2,3,4}), Horfrh, w33 3R i A FRE Y =
BE VRN GE B B . 4 4L B B SR
(point attention, PA) . &3 & 71 (local attention,
LA). F#2# & /1 (mid-range attention, MRA) Fll 4=
JRi{F: 7 17 (global attention, GA) M /INEL FE 3] K35 Fl
PEHLEMG AR, BE98 K X0 32 G it 21 4 HCE 1) J)
HRFRAE 5 42 Rl SCRAE DR BERLG, T 2 FhREAE 7E
AR RE LR EAN RS, £ 245 H

T 3 R G x4 R IR AT RS R R ) Rk
AP ARSI R
®2 SAFBENHTHAERBELENERIERSR

Table 2 Feature dimension and module depth information
of the group attention parallel fusion module

= R R
FR 256 4
52)2 512 2
#3)= 1024 1

PA IR WA 3(a) Fro, sl ) A B it
o 2 B R TR T RCE, X g AR AR HE AT AL,
R 1) 5 1 R o PG rb e AR 1 £ L, DT 2 T AL
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&3 ¢, B )5 F§ BN(batch normalization) JZ B4
XRRAE 4710 —fB AL B, P38 7 GELU(Gaussian
error linear unit) J# 7% pRECE 5] AJELE, X —id
BALLRIR A
h = Act(Norm(Conv(X))))

A H X, OB ACFRAE, Conv() &7~ & PR AE,
Norm(-) &/~ H— L #AE, Act(-) R/ B pREL .

(c) TRVER /1 (MRA) (d) 2 JRHER ] (GA)
B34S AERTIL

Fig. 3 Visualization of four attention modules
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Az B A
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A o () F 7R Sigmoid PREL; a i A2 I B 1AL
=, HAEECN [0,1].
i JE, B A RRIE X, 5 1R I A a
Fe, FHRUMALS B FFAE, I 5 UG f A CRRAIE X 5%
ZEVEHE, 19 2 Hh AL
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o oRIRBITR AR, X 1% 20 Fe 2 1) i
FHIE
LA 83 nf&l 3(b) B, Ja df i i ke
i R v A AR A, SRR T AR Y R B IX
S, A ) S R 8 R A A R, T
THASE RN o 26 5C i DX I YU RE T o i ARRAE
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X, = Act(Norm(Conv(X))))

o X T ARRIE, Conv(H)ZF B EAE, Norm(-)
TR T — AL HRAE, Act() 3R TS BRI, X, 1% 5y
e 28 1 i Y RRAE o

MRA &3 WK 3(c) rn, e ik
i ik 22 RUBE Re Ak $ BRORN 9 3 LA, 47l 2 4 B 1)
R RE T 57 B A L, DATTTT 2 THASE 2R 0 88 B i) 5[] 5C
R B AU BE Ty o TERFIE T SRAETR A, A
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AL TNy 3%3 [ e R AL 2 AT R SRR ARAE,
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TR R E YRR . X — i FE AT DLRIR
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FRAE, T LSRR H
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15 B, 5 200 5 2 ) A R il 312 i 2 40 757, (A Ik
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23 ZFE-BEIEENIEBDESR

TEZ 2 B o EUE S, T8 Z 0] ) 5
SRR RN DL B RUBE 2R, A2 G 1Y) il A 28 AE RRAE
FEWCFN o> B FE P R S Z B T, RRE R AR TR
A E PR SUE IRV, A DL R B A 3OS [R] RUBE ()
FRAE, 3050 H0RG BE T RE . R T i e ask 2 () T
AR T s 8] 38 18 RO BT R
(spatial-channel dual attention gated decoder, SC-
DAG), i 1 )22 G AL R A HEDL I, 43591 7 38 18 4E
FE ) TG # B R MRS 7R 25 (A4 BE B A R AR
fif I F

SC-DAG fift fith i #% 0> 2 UK 43 & SCAM Bt
(spatial-channel dual attention module), SCAM H7E
CBAM(convolutional block attention module) 27
LA b AT TRk, G e A T R B (chan-
nel attention block, CAB) %% [A] 3 & JJ Ht (spatial
attention block, SAB) A9 R /E FH, & 2 Ml A 4%
B TR] A 2 T8) HE e R 5 O &R, DT A 80 )
FROETH0, Sh & REMHH A . SC-DAG %t
A 32, B— 2T SCAM H | F#1IE i % 3
A ESRAESE (N 1(c) Fran). SCAM By 45 #4 4n
K4 s

(a) CAB oy ]
i
- Y HE
N - fih
HHEE - R ;
B i Y
25 § H # CAB
\
!
SAB
(b) SAB ,
SISER ST E %
LTI i
== C X -/ i
AP ‘ RFAEFE | ()SCAM
FibER TN 4

B4 ZE-#EENESHEHR (SCAM)
Fig. 4 Spatial-channel dual attention module (SCAM)
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REAE A A 38 18 E AT A AR B0 REAE B Feas, A
[ RN O BTB = Sk (1 1 I 2 N SR NS BT R
fiE . SCAM He iy 18 1 & S B (CAB) RH T
GELU 7% pR %, BUL T CBAM He il 18 4 7 1 HL
il 7 i) ReLU(rectified linear unit) J7% PR, X —
PO d 2 T G R AR R R IR R T,
ol A5 TR % B A A b AR B2 R 2% R RRAE DG R, AT
1 b 3 N R 2 R BT 55 I oK

SAB BB E5 R AN E 4(b) B, HoB O AR S
Se 5OV E (4 A TR R e KB AR AR TR, AR 5 B X
2 AMFRRAE R PR, s 0] 2 [RLRRAE il 5 45 AR
23 Sigmoid P PR E AL BEA B2 [R]ALEE RRAE F]
Fugo X EERUE X ARRAE B9 A4 25 [
BEAEAT AT, DA T 34 5 A 2 () X3, 9 A
A3 A X 8, SCAM B b i 25 ] 1 75 S 3k
(SAB) 7 CBAM 1925 [a)E & T ML 6 al B AT T
PR, MTHREESE WA EER, SABSIAT
Z RERFAERLA AL, 8 246 U2 B[R]
FRUBE () 25 [ A, I8 X SE AR AR A Al o 3 Fff
BETT T 35 0 5 TR A X AN ) RO R AIF A3 1 RE
1, FERRTEAL ¥ 2 3% 43 HIATE 55 1, 65 A AL
D7 Xt 2 BT B ROBE 22 S5 R it i) 45 M 8 3 Il AL, Ik
Hh, TER Rl TG R IE S A B R — A B2 2
HIT, i FH repeat 7 12 2h 25 IR R AF A9 18 38 %k, LADT
Hic 4 U2 i A B TE oK o X O T 4R AE
FE 38 18 45 B E S ek, R kE fe 1 P G AN
VCHC T 8 R

X T2 SCAM Heih B 5 1 FR1E & Fyp, i H:
& NFRIE RS H RN LSRR B e 245 B 2 i 2
o o, FEAE MRS He i 3 x 345 BN 2 Al
ReLU JZ AL, b RAEHAl H 5% & G T R
Ko 3 2R ER 0 AR 2.2, 4 5 FH4E R 5,
HFRAE A S 45 2 43 B RS

2% [B) =30 18 WL N 114 i 4% SC-DAG fig
AT AL T 22 3% 8 43 H rh A RRAE TP IR R, 25
Gy BURGEE o 7E 3 J2MEAD g P i R — 2 s T
RIS AN [v) IRUBE REAIE 1) b B R

3 LBERE AT

IIGHIEE

Synapse £ 7 ‘B A4 4 1) 415 30 14 15
CT £, L1+ 3779 s K/h Ry 512x512 R ZE 1k
w3 R X L) Ao AR T AR TransUNet 19 1%
B, 18 f 3 2 212 5K 2D Rl m U1 A AE I k4,
12 4] 3D #% XA CT HHE VR R MK LE, X FE 3k

3.1

MRAE 725 A RFRE . AR . IR S 4 8 MR
s E AT,

ACDC BE4E Y 4055 100 .00 JF MRI $14,
15 22 0 % (left ventricle, LV). 0> JLJZ (myocardi-
um, MYO) fil 450> % (right ventricle, RV) 3 />l #3
BaEH . AR TAEENE TransUNet 158, K FH B
BLEI 43 1 70 6] MRI 48 4E I 2645 (3Lt 1930
kAR IR, 10 BIFE R 5EIEEE, 20 FI7E A4

AVT %4 5209 405 56 4 CT I 45 3 52 H 4
BlE, ol kPR 3 AT 4, 4058 KiTS Grand
Challenge(K F4£, 20 #1]%5 %) . Rider Lung CT(R ¥
£, 18 Bl fil) . AR BHE= B (D F 4, 18 i3 fil) o
AT AR 38 ] CT I 15 52 B (15 044 5K fli 17
YA MR ZREE, 18 FlE Rt 4E .

32 ZWMEETXWER

T A 52 55 4 7E Bk 1 474 80 GB ) NVIDIA
A800 | 5¢ ik, K JH Python % #2i# 75 i Ffl PyTorch
2.2.1 HEZR I 25, 76 B 700 Ak 34 B B R FH Bl AL TiE
EERUKOT- B EAT B 1 5 o A RIS 4 11 25
BSEN R 3 Frw, BT A B0 4 S A IR () 14
BR/NY R 224x224 185K o AN, S2EG R PRIE AT
S, B A R 0 BEALFD -, T ) e
B

3 ARABBEMNISBSH

Table 3 Training hyperparameters for different datasets

Btk sy witheed R RN RE
Synapse ~ AdamW 1x10™ 6 400
ACDC  AdamW 1%x10™ 6 200

AVT SGD 1%10™ 4 200

R 1 TR 2 AR ER G A3 S A M R X S G
B 523, GAPE-HTC M 4% % F T 28 Ui i1 2k iR
A Dice Btk BN AL G o TEARSLIAE S, ¥
PP 2 BR B A R X 3 B R 0.5, HI

L=05 Lz +0.5- L.

s Leg A Lisiee 53 971 2878 28 SUE 5 2K {5 A1 Dice it
PRAH o YRt B, MR 3o fe /b i 4 A i
P RO 2 2 T i i RIS H, SEE HARER B
PEAT R 435 o SZ56 R H Dice AHALL R EURT 95%
FE T 2 R IR B AR N 43 BT S I FR A o
33 HEASKIE

FETH fl S 55, A ARG T AR R A S A
BT (224x224 B F), FFAE R —B0H 4 L4731
GMPEAL . N T B OREE R T SR, A LR
FEAR R IR T HEAT, Y ZRde BRI fb 2% 3 8 A
Fr—3,
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3.3.1 AHOH ek

Transformer £ 1 (#0076 T 1 A 3= 1L
il AR 7 91 2 () B OC 2R, AR IE4E B (Dim) &
FEBRFRE RN OCHES 8. A T 2T
fili Dim XL 1 58 1 52 ), A T AE7E Synapse %X
WAL LRI T — RPN SLE, 43006 Dim % &R
16, 32, 64 F1 128, [A]AF LR 45f# 545 o %) Transformer

JEHOC & (L1) Al PLMG 58 B 8 B I 8 (L2) AN4E,
SEEGZE RN 4 TR . 24 Dim iy 128 A}, DSC ik
Fl = A, HD9S ik B ARME, BRARIE R 25 H
B o3 P R L B A, JU R AE R L AR A
B EAE S b o (E R Y 53 B BE7E Dim N
32 W R BB AE, £ RFREE B X Dim 5 808Pk
NGB

%4 Synapse BB FHIBHERMRBL R

Table 4 The results of parameter ablation experiments on the Synapse dataset

FHIE DSC/%?
Dim LI L2
DSC/%? HD95/mm| sk MH%E =W AE MR BR AE =)

16 (333) (421)  83.05 28.43 89.43  67.68 8572 83.62 9494 70.64 90.75 81.62
32 (333) (42,1) 8447 14.49 89.16 7426 8654 8384 9554 69.61 9227 84.53
64 (333) (42,1) 8285 19.39 88.12  71.19 86.17 8423 9485 69.68 90.66 77.93
128 (233) (42,1)  82.93 20.59 88.76  69.80 8626 82.00 9544 6921 9036 81.61
128 (3,34) (421) 8326 17.40 89.33 6927 86.14 8437 9511 67.68 9189 8227
128 (343) (421)  82.69 22.03 88.68  64.07 8694 8461 9460 6826 90.94 8345
128 (333) (41,1)  83.55 16.74 8823 7022 88.05 8495 9551 6865 90.73 82.06
128 (333) (221) 8336 16.99 8821 7262 88.07 8279 9528 6824 9157 80.07
128 (333) (422 8296 18.03 8827  70.84 8551 8325 9530 66.08 9136 83.03
128 (3,33) (421)  84.86 13.54 89.15  71.53 88.18 86.18 9538 7228 9127 84.87

TE: IR R R a2

T ¥R 1T Transformer )2 B0 154 58U P GE 1) 52
e, A TAELRZE%F Transformer JZ2E0HAT T S H0H
RSz Es, 2y iR T (2,3,3). (3,3,3). (3,3,4) Al
(3,4,3)4 FAS ] 19 2 B0MC o X LB TE B A9 il X
Fi A th Transformer 43 % 3 JZ i 5 %% 1) Trans-
former JZ2%8 ., SCHAS R 4 PR, K4 LY
FR 5 25 Y Transformer JZEACE . 24K
Jic B (3,3,3) B, AR TR A 38 AR - HDORS E I R Bd
£, DSC 1k %] 84.86%, HD95 Ui/ & 13.54 mm,
FFHALBCE . BLAh, ANIFEBY B HY Transformer
JE BSOS A AL P BB 1) 52 W A AE 22 55 o AN, Sk
J2 B B i) 2 HO 53 F0RT BE 42 T 5 Dy (B35, T
e 2 R 2 B B ) J2 O 0 43 FORS BE AR AN
1R

AT B E PLMG S [R) R B T e ) 45 A8 42 g
52, A TAE BRI T (4,1,1).(2,2,1).
(4,2,2) 1 (4,2,1) 4 FCE, X SEHCE 55 31 X5k 2
A 12,3 ZIIRE . SCIREERINE 4 PR, &
W L2 1 R 4 4 R IF AT Rl A R G TR R T
B, R (4,2,1) B9 IRFERC & ), B DSC
HD95 f8 bRk Bl fe b o ARG LI 25, 54 mik )2

FER JZREAE TR B2 RT3 00) 300 2 i FHASE AR %) 241
w5 R EERE 7, AT B R 4 HORS B iR 2 R
AU P % X A5E H  BB  52 T A5E /)N o
3.3.2 #EHH ek

T ¥ AE GAPE-HTC #5145 Fy 5 A7 R bk, A
T AR R AE BL Bl 7Y ResNet34 B 37 CNN P25 |-
4E A Transformer 4337 . PLMG #i 3 Fll SCAM #
He, 78 Synapse B4 b 1 45 ¥4 18 mil S 56 45 51
£ 5im. 59l A Transformer 4 X J5, &t B
DSC f5r i & $2 5, HAE1k DSCahri 5.08 &
43 15, {H HD9S #6845 F % 0.64 mm, PLMG b iE
43 20 DUAS TR B 2 R B 3 5 1 Rl A SRR AE,
FWRTET ES K MR E SRR E N ER R,
HEXE ST 5.92 A0SR, 15
A2 B B, AR TAES] A RS SCAM A5 B 75 3 3 4k
FE ] TCOC#5 B R MRS fE 2 R 4E R S S R AR
fEEl S, ERE T 2885 B E,
T I S AR () B R S 2R, AR F 2.99 F
5.50 A AT AL, ARG B R Al S ) BN
&5 B, BfASSER (432 A5 38 in, T EDUL L5 31 o 2
EOREy =Wl | I E SO 20 1By i
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Table S The results of structure ablation experiments on the Synapse dataset
B FHIE DSC/%%
T - ,
DSC/%?1  HD95/mm)| Tk B AW A" FiE BRI B

ResNet34 76.50 21.24 87.07 62.40 86.44 72.86 93.93 50.30 85.94 73.05
+ Transformer 81.58 20.60 88.46 70.14 85.23 80.24 94.72 63.38 90.37 80.13
+ PLMG 83.60 18.82 89.53 68.54 87.55 83.91 94.95 66.78 91.52 86.05
+CAB 83.90 17.13 88.60 73.65 88.17 85.23 95.37 69.89 90.29 80.02
+ SAB 84.86 13.54 89.15 71.53 88.18 86.18 95.38 72.28 91.27 84.87

TE IR R IR AR, N RIZFO R4S

ResNet34 + Transformer + PLMG + CAB + SAB
Vi3 Vi3 ____*Ss¢am ]

5 EBMABNSESEENE
Fig.5 Segmentation and attention maps of the left and right kidneys
¥ PLMG B s i 58 B, WAL & miE =T
(PA) JHif, 120 1 I HAt 3 2R B, 5 3 X FE X
S TCE PR RE, S BT A o0 2 ASE RO AR B ) K
AE R0 . SRS 3% 6 B, i it Xt

3.3.3 PLMG A3k %

N1 A 4B AT A R e
(PLMG) " AN [R) 3 20 5 W6 %o A5 U P 68 19 52 T, AR
AT T — RGOSR SCIR SR R A Syn-

apse 0I5 4L, TH Bl 5L 56 5K W& A 43 A B [ PLMG #%
Herp i 5= T (PA), R E 71 (LA, PR
B (MRA) fi & Jmid 2 51 (GA) i, DL a4

FEAS R LA A & PR RE, B0 T 4% 7 4B R
TERS R A B 2 . SRR AE R R W], PLMG B
TR B O3 R R RS I BE AT (5

% 6 Synapse ##E& FH) PLMG R EBSLI 4 R
Table 6 The results of ablation experiments with the PLMG module on the Synapse dataset

- H DSC/%?
Btk -
DSC/%t  HD95mm|  Fzk ME  £F A% N B MU B

PA 80.91 39.25 87.84 6258 8190 8133 9493 6851  90.16  80.06
PA+LA 81.77 20.50 8797 6455 8696 8450 9511  66.07  89.66  79.38
PA+LA+MRA 82.51 21.94 88.33 69.54 8514 8020 9482  66.06 91.63  84.38
PLMG 84.86 13.54 89.15  71.53 8818  86.18 9538 7228 9127  84.87
ZBRPA 83.09 18.97 87.85 68.68 8747  83.18 9557  68.09 9051 8335
EBRLA 83.38 23.34 89.36 67.87 88.03 8199 9468  70.08 90.66  84.34
ZERMRA 81.76 19.42 88.21 7094 87.16 83.87 9558 6643 8727  74.64
ZFRGA 82.88 22.08 87.65 69.51 87.86 8382 9484 6830 9092  80.10

T M FR IR IREE 2R, T RILFR R4S

SRR M (PA) B G MR Ay S
FUE B bR 5 R R TR R Y A B b R A 2,
DSC FFET 4.19 H A . X UL S = i

TEAL 2R B Y OCHE sURRE I HAT IR VR T, BEfS
$& THEL TS 4035 A IRANBE 1 o R IR RO S5 A 5 A2
7%, B V2 R AR R, R IR R A Al
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PR S OC B A5, DT A 43 o R v B A TR A 1Y
SN AE B

R bR Rl B (LA) J5 , BB e IR R
B E BB, DSC A3 R R T 3.66 F14.19
5y o XU R R ) B RE AT AL 2
B RFRAN . MR AAT B R SsiRoh E 4y,
2 R N R S 45 R T v K R AR AR B IOk S
B 50 1, Ry 1 T T A B e 4 R ok 4 SC A X
AR, 3 $R TF T IR X S 28 B AR B e

BER PR E B (MRA) J5, BORLTE H /Y
JyE|H, DSC FRET 10.23 FAr A, X2l N E
() 43 B T BB R TR B AR B 4y, 87
B S A R A s B S R R, R
VR G T 22 RO RRAE 4 ORI VR B ) AL,
AE NS T B2 45 B 1] 9 RE A7 A S, DT 4 T A6 7Y
X} 7 B 6] 25 [8) 56 2R A BRLAR AU RE T

R4 i A (GA) Ja, 15 B 7E JBE R
B E b KB R %, DSC 235 TR T 3.98
477 B 438 TR RN B 14> BT 26
TR AN, T AR X S A A B
(AN B, 4 JR VR T D S L RE 8 T 2 2 2% B AR A
PG A7 B R A4 R B R SO B, T4 7

AR SK h B oR A  A F BERLAE R J BORG

Wit B MA S EES . REEE S b
WE AR B B, BB R ae g 4D
T, B AR 52 PLMG B iL B R 35 ) f 0k
fiE, DSC N 84.86%, HD95 Jy 13.54 mm, %38/
2 R I HILH RS A A5 A R A s A 4 ey i X
5, 0 P TR OR [A] RUBE R B O
FEEE
3.4 3fLb3Eg

J Al GAPE-HTC £ Z Fit 5 2% K 7 ETE 55
Hh P BE, 4> JI7E Synapse. ACDC 1 AVT %4 4
F, 5iF+4E3KE CNN M %5 | Transformer W 2% L &
1R Transformer-CNN 1 % 28 3847 %F L 2347 o
341 M3 EZEHE

Synapse B0 HE & [ ITAL g5 SR an 3k 7 P,
GAPE-HTC 7£ DSC H1 HD95 $5#5 b ¥HUE 1 i
PEfE, 235N 84.86% F113.54 mm, 5 CNN M2
Transformer M %% L1 } Transformer-CNN J& & ¥ 2%
H) fe AL RUAH H, DSC 43 5142 7F T 7.09. 1.97 il
1.00 H 435 o AH L F IR PEA L, A TAF A A R 7E
A B R A ELR SR A DSC A3 A B Y
O, AP ER T 2.34 F12.49 o

7 Synapse HIEE LR XWHER

Table 7 Comparison experiment results of models on the Synapse dataset

gk o iialc DSCRet
DSC/%! HD95/mm| Fzhillk MWHE L% 4L i B M 8
U-Net™" 76.85 39.70 89.07 69.72 7777 68.60 93.43 5398 86.67 75.58
CNN AttU-Neti*! 77.77 36.02 89.55 6888 77.98 71.11 9357 58.04 8730 75.75
R50 U-Net!® 74.68 36.87 87.47 6636 80.60 78.19 93.74 5690 8587 74.16
Swin-Unet!?!) 79.13 21.55 85.47  66.53 83.28 79.61 9429 56.58 90.66 76.60
TransDeepLab®!!  80.16 21.25 86.04 69.16 84.08 79.88 93.53 61.19 89.00 78.40
Transformer ~ MISSFormer*? 81.96 18.20 86.99  68.65 8521 82.00 9441 6567 91.92 80.81
DAE-Former™™! 8243 17.46 88.96 7230 86.08 80.88 94.98 65.12 91.94 79.19
SSTrans-Net*! 82.89 15.55 86.72 72.87 86.99 8333 94.61 6498 9223 81.37
VM-UNet*) 81.08 19.21 86.40 69.41 86.16 8276 94.17 5880 89.51 81.40
Mamba CCViMI#! 82.65 17.83 87.63 6845 86.23 8322 9467 67.12 92.05 81.82
TransUNet!®! 77.48 31.69 87.23  63.13 81.87 77.02 94.08 5586 85.08 75.62
HiFormer® 80.39 14.70 8621  65.69 8523 79.77 94.61 59.52 90.99 81.08
TransCeption”  82.24 20.89 87.60 71.82 8623 8029 95.01 6527 91.68 80.02
TRAZEM ParaTransCNN®! 83 86 15.86 88.12 6897 87.99 83.84 9501 6979 92.71 84.43
SMFNet!**! 81.11 18.10 86.84 6249 84.65 8178 94.86 64.46 90.74 83.92
AD2Former?”! 83.18 20.89 88.94 71.76 83.54 80.00 9516 69.71 92.14 84.23
GAPE-HTC 84.86 13.54 89.15 71.53 88.18 86.18 9538 72.28 9127 84.87

T MR IR ARAE A, T RILS R4S
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J T 2 BIE GAPE-HTC # AU (A ek, A
SCXTEEG T d5HT B 3 T 5 9% Transformer 1) SSTrans-
Net*! R 3T Mamba [ VM-UNet™*! F1 CCViME*!
FERY SIS I, GAPE-HTC 7£ DSC il HD95S
Febr b0 T e d i A X UL RS . BT
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GAPE-HTC i# & JF AT 48 M O AL 34, e s o 4f b 4
e 2 RERHE, I ERRE S B A e bR
W, fEBER S EIME S, GAPE-HTC () DSC
VM-UNet Fl CCViM 43 3] & H 13.48 1 5.16 H 4

(a) FLIARSE (c) Swin-Unet

(b) U-Net

B Sk R e AE o aE

(d) TransUNet

M, X F G2 T PLMG A5 e BB U5 4 411 M Ak $ ik
iR B 52 A% ff i S5 4, I 38 Ao o R I PLEL, A
A5CHT B JR R %) 0 i s B R A A, DT $ T 3
HIRERE

wmE 6 Frs, 4 /) U-Net 7% . Swin-Unet
77151 TransCeption 77 2 7E 3 EI A5 . e i A Bsf
B B R A A A0 (&L 6 AR 1 B2 HE T ),
U-Net J7 7% . Swin-Unet J7 1 Fl TransUNet Jy i %}
JERRR AT 43 F B3 HH 3T 0 SRR R 4 T A 1Y)
W (WE 6 H155 1 5 #AEITR), il GAPE-HTC
155 Y RE A A TR0 AN A B DL B R RS B, =
Ay 25 R RRF 1, A ORI 43 ¥ 1) 2% B 45 1 T
InoE e, h T nF-, 2B A T R A
SERE AR . &

(e) TransCeption (f) GAPE-HTC

B 6 Synapse HIEE L RERBATALSENLER

342 SIERE 5 F

ACDC i 5 I iy Ak 25 R an 4 8 i w,
GAPE-HTC B EI ) DSC & 91.66%, #H b T H A%
I FR B sUEE A B, (H HD9S 5 e B AU AL e

P54 — 8 210 . REBUAE A2 0 % 4 B R A5 CR KR 42
Th, AT RARA R DSC 2T T 1.05 H 43 45, 4H
H T HiAth Transformer-CNN JR &4 % DSC % /= 12
T 1.97 B4 A

#* 8 ACDCHIE&E FHRBITLLLIRE R

Table 8 Comparison experiment results of models on the ACDC dataset

. FHE DSC/%?
SESa7) s N N N

DSC/%% HD95/mm| A L JEE

U-Net!" 90.68 1.51 91.65 84.82 95.57

CNN

AttU-Net) 90.90 1.52 91.33 85.79 95.58

Swin-Unet®! 90.25 1.32 90.67 84.92 95.16

TransDeepLab*"! 90.41 1.12 91.45 84.54 95.23

Transformer MISSFormer!*? 86.78 2.32 86.04 80.44 93.84
DAE-Former™” 89.78 1.91 89.91 84.38 95.04

SSTrans-Net*! 90.31 — 89.02 87.51 94.40




1205 » T FEAE, G FETF oA 1 B AT T 1 B 2= R o R X 4% %5 1
BRs
. FEE DSC/%?
[ 28 45544 FEEA

DSC/%? HD95/mm|, i AL JENE

PHMambal*! 91.04 1.24 — — —

Mamba

SegMambal*”! 90.74 1.19 — — —
TransUNet!® 90.79 1.08 91.56 85.24 95.18
HiFormer?? 90.12 2.15 91.06 84.54 94.77
TransCeption!*” 88.47 1.78 87.88 82.87 94.66
RESH ParaTransCNN' 91.31 1.16 92.76 85.84 95.34
SMFNet!®! 91.52 1.06 89.98 89.01 95.57
MCT-Net"*" 90.91 — 90.13 87.36 95.23
GAPE-HTC 91.66 1.20 90.44 87.90 96.63

TE: MR A RA 2R, TR AR U 2R, MR R S0 R (E

TE ACDC $udis S 1 %F Lt e g v, iR 51 A T
Y 3E T 1 2% Transformer [ SSTrans-Net 5 51 L)
M HEF Mamba 9 PHMambal*®! 1 SegMambal®® f5
AU, SEESAE R R, GAPE-HTC 78 DSC $8%5 FALT
FA X AR 5 SSTrans-Net #H ., GAPE-HTC
TEZE D E W B A W4T, DSC 27+ T
2.23 A 43 4., 1 PHMamba Fll SegMamba 9K 7F
HD9S $845 R IELIT, (H7E DSC F5 b5 I 1 2B
AN GAPE-HTC., X2 [H A GAPE-HTC HY3F1 74244
FEA% T g i A 3L 0 R B A 52 Z R N A, i 2
WAL

V] — 308 30 WU 2 SRR (SCAM) A R T HFE T
e, Ak 13 Hlih 2k, Ik 1 o0 EIAS 4 i R

ACDC ¥4 b 138 7 T Ak 45 SR an 1 7 fr
N, AR SCHEALEERE T 3 49 3R 4 A A 47 ] 14k
X Ee, AT AR 25 S nT LA B], GAPE-HTC £
O HUZAZE 0 % 4 B RCR B, R 8] T B
Sy EIPERE, HA Iy A AR 43 H 20 O I BT )
ARG, A SCHEH Y GAPE-HTC A RE RS
TR 220 = LG WUZ B FRFNEE R, DL A0 L5 )
%%, #3042 1) [

OL WL

)
“J

(d) TransUNet (e) TransCeption (f) GAE-HTC

B7 ACDC#iF& EAREE AU RILER

Fig. 7 Visualize segmentation results of different models on the ACDC dataset
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Table 9 Comparison experiment results of models on the AVT dataset
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Fig. 8 Visualize segmentation results of different models on the AVT dataset
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