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Abstract: Multi-source domain generalization (DG) aims to train a model uses semantic information of
different domains and can be generalized to unknown domains. In the medical image, the gap between
different domains is relatively large, and the model will suffer from performance drop in the unknown
domain. In order to solve this problem, this paper proposes a network structure which encodes images for
features and decodes domain specific features. The model uses a generic encoder, which learns all source
domains for the domain-invariant features, and several domain-specific decoders to reconstruct the original
images to promote the ability of extracting image features. Meanwhile, these decoders also help to generate
transferred image to engage in adversarial learning with images of source domains in order to improve the
encoder’ s ability of learning invariant features. In addition, we also introduce a special Cutmix strategy

which change foreground information of different domain images to augment the data set in the model to
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enhance the generalization ability of the model and further improve the performance of our network
structure. In two medical image segmentation tasks, a large number of experimental data show that the
proposed model has excellent performance compared with the existing advanced models. In addition, a
series of ablation experiments are carried out to prove the effectiveness of the model.

Key words: domain generalization; medical image segmentation; transfer learning; adversarial learning;

data augmentation

i

51

TR 19 25 FR R W 10 5 O e L 7 B o MR 43 BT 55 05 Tl R BT SRR A PERE o TERL 2 M B2 R o)
HME S5 b, T A0 (R R I 2R A PR 1 A T ORE B S, HLOR A TRl — 20 A1, SR T AR LSS AR B
N2 S RS 4 30 A7 e e R DR, R R A (BB AR T RE TG R T A . e LR A I AR 4
B, AN TR A B BN SR AR S BOR [R] AR AR Y
& AAHTR P HAR 25 5 i il 14k 45 91 5 4 4 4
{9 SR 1] Bt . 1) 4n /2 4 P 1 BT R (9 Fundus 200 4
rh, BT RL B A UL ¢ AN [ 15 A SR R 1Y IR TR
TEG OGBS 5 T A7 7E WY Y 22 5 o AR H I
0 5 6 241951 B 22 1 DA T mm———

) % B 0 P BE R R . T — Bl AT A X e s ] Bl 1 Fundus S0 8 0 R R 47089 1% 56 H

B %) 4503 2 T W B 4R 4K 3E B (Unsupervised do-  Fig.1  Comparison of different domains of Fundus dataset
main adaptation, UDA). UDA J&¥E A Fr 2 19 5t

B AR Uk — A mT DL N B o AR 2 H AR RO B 09 8 R Y SRR T LA RO ] 45k 22 ] 22 e 1Y
W), DRk 508 S 5 BE 1 [R] IS, 7 H bR SR Fe e 3 N T B M B e A S R R R RE . H R — 2T
B AU 1 05 3R R T PR A P B U TR S R RE o (R ik SRR A 1 B 5 — Ak
28 3 W P A I 7 T I 2 0 £ A R L T 0 U sk R ) BT I 2 e R G B R T R A A
PRI ) RIS G IR . o3 — D B IR A K2, i T R AL PR 4 A S DAL, A 6 400 Jul P 4R T e TS 125 4R A, 3
235 W) TG MBS 40 a3 0 7R RS 26 3 B b g T AT

453877 Ak (Domain generalization, DG ) J& fift g [ 38 0] # () — > E Zig 14 . Uz I 4h— &%
AR AL, N2 A G0 27 2] {5 B 78 A R R0 U0 BE % 6 B HY R 19 20 B PE RE AN T BEAEHAh 1Y
RS AT ISR, H A 35 WA 45832 b R B 2 27 o) 45180 28 5 4F (Domain invariant feature)™, i1 4k
BRI RE 5 I\ 22> PRI b S HOHY B — B B SR AS AR B B RRAIE , DA T B A8 78 AT R R0 A e B 2R
13 H AU A AR FRAE R 70 B S5 R b RIS PR RE . H AT & AT 19— 282 o] GiUSUR AR R Ak 1 J7 15 4
T 2D 05 BRI 3 XA AR A A S S R i LI ek AR A LA . R, T RE S A R
52 E TR SO ENE B T E R R o FI AR . AR SCE IR T XA I B 5 5, SR FH — i B e
PR B R AT AR T X B Y )

UL P 55— Hh R R R B 1 AR BT T R UL A 35 R R AT R G T AR e ) B s
VO R AR VRS B RS R . BRGAEAR Z 858 5 1 B R T Mixup'® | Cutmix! A4, Ho
Mixup H4 B AL A9 P 5K 18 1 2 L IR &, Cutmix 8 181 7Y — 355 20 U 31 s 100 5 48 nid B8 BILFG A 191 7 A 1R R
(B, X R HE ) 7 IR RS A R B P B R P . AR SCHBTR T AN BT BE A IR O HIAE 55 1 R AR
Cutmix % % .




326 R EB L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 38, No. 2, 2023

ARSCHE T —Fhz AL g, R 4% — i i 7 =0 BRI &, 6 A 3% F UNet 9 4m i5% 2% 1% 40 4
i ok A VRS S TR AR B R e R AR R AR B o O T ik g 5 2% B B T 22 U AR Y Ry
TE,BIAT 24 88 S A5 45 L 00 505 Ok B AS [5) 4038 A e A A 0 28] i 05 28 0T g i 403 . [ BT, 348 i
&% T A A BN T HE A ok i A RIS . XA Y T AR AT B AR I R R T — YR )
2] o R, AT DAAT S50 kb 7 firk Sk 0] B T ol ok B M BB R R IR, B X AN S A T I iE AT T REE
1) Cutmix Zb AL BE , LLBE 0 EGARFAE (19 Z2 B M, DT B2 v A58 20 1) 45 4 e

AR SCHE TGS B 2 A% 43 BT % Fundus'® ' #l Prostate'™ F#EAT 7 KA S2H . SCUe 25 S R0, A S0y
BT RE b T e S 0 R B EL A O R L R, R A T Rl S B E BT AR SRS R v A A B A
Ey Qi

B A SO E B ST -

(DRI T —FhF T 5 538 B2 22 MG A R IZ AL 2%, 2 0 465 R 4351 2% 45 1 e e S 2 78
90 28 1 4% /1 A o 4003, 1) 39 91 T 2% 2 il

(2) 48t 7 — Bl B 0T A 2 79 2 45088 1% XS 1 % 5% 7 58 [ BN 8 A 000K e 4SS e X fige i 45 R 2R A7 58 Ak

(3) R T —F mAT B AL IT a0 % T AR U Cutmix BUE 3 58, 2 5 1E W 19 43 3 W 4% | 2 7 A 0 &
Bk

(4) R A B0 750 fg % 2 RS 43 04T 45, B0 1) s R JE &1 44 (Fundus ) 43 %1 F11 AT 371 B¢ ( Prostate ) MRT
BUG or 8045 BIAE A KU SR A 6 MBI 48 EbAT 1) 2 B9S2 6 o S0 0 B30 0 T il S 06 45 SRR B TR
SCH VR AT ROME

1 HEKXIE

G Z A S A U 2R BB FE N E AN I RAE DL R R R Y L v Ak B At ok S
U, A SR B 5 R SOR DG R AN 32 2T T .
1.1 EFEITABEBATR IO ZL

BT U AR R 0 U0z A6 i B2 B EUEMGREAE | Ol 5k S8 R AE AE N ] S5 rp S A A B R
A — b DA B A% K 3 26 R AE 7% B B W] i S s b il B . H A 1R 2 G Ak D7 1k AR R T X R A
o R Tz AR, AR K R R AR 25 ) e 22 5 B T 0 AR A 2 S /N S SO AR R A i
= 2 B AR B A X R LB Tz AR T o H T 3R A 4 B I T A o) SR AR SRR T ik R T
(5 0 B B 2T AR X S ROR AR KU fe /MR

A SR X B ) b R O B A SR B . Ganin SR T 8RR B M 4 W 4%
(Domain-adversarial neural network, DANN) #1748 [ 1 [ , % 2B Bl A% 5] g 2R A XF f il 2k Il 254
)8 R DX, [0 1 5 2 B 2 30 B 0 31 88 00 o o) R AR R R o LA A Ak T SR T X —
B . Gong %5 1 78 iV 25 1) v 8 T /N sk 22 SR il PGB . L 2RO T — Bl AR 1R R AR X
i M 2% (Conditional invariant adversarial network, CIAN) J T4 587z 1k o 5 %F Pt =L 40 88 43 25 4b , Zhao
28O 5 i /NP S TR DI R 38000 2642 40 AT 22 180 104 KL BORE , 51 A A1 148 1F T Ak, 98 30 I 45 2 >0 450 R 28
FRAE o SR, DA b A R R 43 T ik 1 2 ol T X 470 90 4% 1 A 2 2 M DT -3 B804 A8 2 38 {1 T o 0 3 181 31
ERsNEEA S

SCHR [ 17 T4 M T — o (9 52 401 18 £ 1 AP FR 530 12 L DA /3 AN T D G5 dul 4 800 0 58 1) 5 e . G
D5 VRS T AEREAE 3R R 0 8 B e 1 et CRIVRRAE B J7 22 ) v 44 i 1) €00 38l 455 7 XU RN Q0B AS A8 P 25, O 3
P Hb O B T 4T A A2 10 IRUAR A L o

SCHRL18 4 i T — b StableNet 19 [0 2% 25 44, B ) T30 o YN 2R FE A 114 2% > AR 26 SR A5 IE =2 (1] £ 44 3t



v E R T R AR ML 6 RZ AL E 3 AL B ok 327

R FR R itk Y I 5 o0 I 5 A 22 T R A 43 A1 8 A 0 5 T, 33 A B T R R ASE AR A I R AR 0% A OGP B i T
L VE T ORI REAE FIAR 2 22 ] (1 ELOEHR & .
1.2 EFHEEHTEZE

BRI RNl gr 2= D B A TR HOR 2 — o MR 38 7 B VE G 48 A% e % 4 it R AR
IR A TR R T A W T b AR R A (0 A R A i A I i & L IR
LRl AR 22 4588 7 A 05 5 SR T R LA B 38 ) vk o AR AL AR L v i — R 32 0 5 R

TR BE B A S — A SR BRI R AR BURT R BRHE f SE B PR Ay T A
I A BRI A A DT AR AL 8 A2 2 ) B o DL A AT A A s A AR ) A R B A ) AR ) B
AR B 2O B R LA P L B 7 B8 v % 0 A [ 26 750 154 B LI 75 45 . Tobin 280 ¢ S i % 05
v B0 85 o A B 22 I 5 00 L T A ELSCIR B B 4792 Ak . Prakash 26N 7E B AL E 64 0F
TR s A Bt 2 — 2025 1 T Y R B A oA A 2 I 4% A A D E G I BB 6% 2 2] AT TR S,

LRI 24 9 32 08 1 77 3 Mixup™® B H AR Ft Al Cutmix ™ 28 B4, Al A 10 48 4 — M2 W 3k ok A
AN TR) SR 0 P8R R AT A ) L) R A o o DG o ) — SR DT IR — 38 43 T8 A {5 B B 55 B 0 — ok
B R, AR HE DI H 00 RN o3 B bR 28 0 A5 8. o AR SOR FLEAT T 38 I M oo i, JF IS T 384T I ke

Pan 252 R T — B R RO BOIR G 07 vk o % B A U Gk A e P R A R T IR R AE kAL O
HE— LA ik B2 b 2 ARG T 58 B A 2R AR R AR AR B Oy 2206 B o S B S 9 BK A BE LR AR 3 ) R A T —
A R0 U BE HL AL T7 2%, X R AR AT 40 Bl , B 48 28 P AR A8 S5 7 1] B 2 A A [A] B 4R 3k T IR
15 T AHER RO

Xu 25T K T — T A 5 (0 L I B0 5 00 S PR O R TR A A R4 G A A
(i) 2 P 4 L, 7 D LA RIS T PR 08 000 2 1] 5 ) T — T Sy B 1] 8000 1 ) £ %) OE 20— Bkt 2k .

R 8 A HC 3T 24 B T2 > J7 5 . Shu S5 SR a2 > 07 ik b AT B s ) 3 7 — 22 21 Tk
Wl Z AR e I HESE . 38— AN F (W) Dirichlet iR A FERFIE R LY o3, 3R R AR SRR B 9 I
g, DLR AN R A S8 e 2 1 2 R0 At S50 R IR o TR T B TT 2 2T AT 55 R OT 2 2 5 RE SR S I I
BT RO T SR AT A R, LSBT S R Y TR Ak

BRI LA, i A — 8 55 AR S0 P A AR S Y 05 125, 7E A Bt 20 40 2 Bl A Han 45207 B2 22 (814 23 BT
55 B RIS I TSR T — P e T IR I B 0 P R L ) R 5 X2 T 1 o AR S T SR LB R
X R[] % 55 A SEBRGE T 2 PR AR A2 AR AT %5 b . Lin &0 B4 2% 2 (Federated learning, FL) Ji
JH B & 28BS 5 BT 55 1 8837 Ak o 78 Fundus B8 45 F1 Prostate £04E 22 H BUS T 540 i 25 58 .

2 ETHEOHBENEBZUEZERGI B FE

WP 2 7 A SCIR 4 F2 20 1At A e SUSE A RS R 45 A 1A 20 a4, P He ol
AE 2T A2y AR . S — SR A IR RS R, 2 B ol AR AR R RO IS 2R Uy (U, - (U, AR
B D1 Dy eee D, AR, 320057 XA 5 00 50 AN e ORI [R] S ) D RE 5 55— 0 I, 2
H it s E A 2> BB C ALl AS ST EE AR« (1) T 224 X0 Bk i 28 1 0 265 52 LA 36 0 1 400 Bl A A
I3 A BRI T 55 5 (2) ) 2331 5 19 26 42 BCH B A 400 sl 5 22 QU A8 O AR AE o T TEDRE DA S 5 T
PEANA ARSI 7 i
2.1 BEREX

SE LX) Xy e X, 00Ok AU 1 AT 2 e B B O 2 e 2 A B R H U
LA 2 oo U B9 55 AR BEAS Y Yo e Y, 20N O BT T T 2 - T IR B AR



328 R EB L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 38, No. 2, 2023

Classifer
3
Feature,
N\
[+ Il £
—— — dis 1
" L,

i gen 1
1 Dis@riminator,
n Featlll‘e,, : \ . i :
Y Encoder : & Diieriminator, =
A T > dis n
:

Decoder;
2 AR5 AE S
Fig.2 Framework of the proposed method
SUSE e SN R 2 e 2, G G A S A B 0 SRR L ] v e v A R R A AR 1 AR 2
AT B E R AR . E L, ., R o KR 20 T A 0 75 B 1T A KR
2.2 EMIEBER
PZASEIY bR S 9/ 3R] B0 B 2 o B SE SR A SR o T E AR AT DR S R B A
B3 M AR IO B8 B0 0 L 2 B 2 U R A AR o PR AR SO T TR A R A [ G RS
W28 B, B A U R 18 R R 2 5 B BT A RIS T M4 46 A C BT R4 . X T i Xk,
EZ5EMHEAS U, 7D 328 X, . 590 B2 AL —Fh AL A B B, 51 EEAR 4 R ok 2 RN
2% AR AT EEAS L T B0 fifp AL 45 R BERE 2 1) 45 41 IR A A I BT A A O SRR 2% o I R (L BE S 4 v
A A 2 00 R R 0, o TR IS N R T G B 2 A B BTN AR REAE A R ) o XS TR X, 2 5 B Al A £
WU R BB X, L IR KR, IR 5 (IR S T 8 H AR B IR R AT — OO B 25, B A
A0 51 g Dk TE A DX 0 3T A% PR RIGE B H s 50 0 P45 T J 4k o TR Dy LA 0 A 05 412 B R 2 8 K
S 18 01 S AN 78 R AR IR iR D 5 A B T 0 LR R AR e SR G A 40Tk . T TR R RS T R 2% R o A R 2%
i BT
MK . 4E — KOk A O X, B EE o, Zad i 8% U S IUE 8515 2IHRE £, R#1E /4 20
W A B 2% D, AN H A i i #5153 T IEB R o, (574 1) AR U BT M 46 1) £ B R a2 7% %t
P00 46 3 1 2R A B A €, 5 B SR OSBRI R R A
Ladv,-]-(U,D,-,x,-,ij):E(lgD,-(Jt,-)>+E(lg(l*D,(U,-(E(:q))))) (1)
Horb B g e LA R v Al AR de R Al o [R)IRE 24w %) o R fige 0t 25 354 D B0 % I 9 T8 5 AR IR A )
DX a3, BT AR AS W AR
BEMIRK . AE KOk AU X, 1 ER 2, 200 G g U S U 8BS 1% BIVRHIE £, FRAE £, 78 220 i
MR e R EEEIR L, .. EEHKERIEN
I,,ec,-(U,D,,x,-):EH U,(E(IJ)*QC,

PRI, BB A 458 % R L3RR

(2)

1



v E R T R AR ML 6 RZ AL E 3 AL B ok 329

n

Lgenzz Arecheci+Aadv z Ladvz’j (3>

i i(i#i)
O Aree T Ay WS HL
2.3 EIMZ

T Gt ) e 72 20§12 JOUCEE N 00BN 728 )RR A L 38 5 ZE X 2k 03 F 8% C o BURFIE R RE T o BR 1 X 43 1
55 3 5 bR B A SRR A AR SRR AN ST R Y Cutmix .

I TE Cutmix. X — ANz Ak 19 J5 ) & & 1A T — 4> Cutmix 305 42 BAKR AR B AT BT
AR B T K P e, R R R A 0 AR 0 3 S R bl L SRS AR R o 1 b 6 S 4 L A3 S DA
I 2R R 0 RIS o B FEAGOIR 5 T A 450 38 ) T 5 R AR R, DRI T 246 T LA o ) 15 B fm = Y 3 X
5 548 R RS U A AR AR Y BE 7 o 81 3 JRIR T 4R 2 Cutmix (4 7] ML AR 1]

3 A U AR E Cutmix (1945

Fig.3 Some samples of domain specific Cutmix

B X, 2, £ Cutmix A0 # 5 1 EURACAE ¢, BRI 23 045 2% T LUe AR
Lsegf(Iis Cis yx) - L(:E<Iiv yf) =+ I‘(‘E(Ch yz-> + LDI(‘,E(IN yx) + LDICE(Ii’ y1'> (4)
Lsegzstegf (5)

2.4 Bk

ZE BRTR SR AT LR R

L08s = Agen Lgen T Aeg Laeg T Aree Lree (6)

A HE SR E 438 I 4 R T T I 40 2 B, Al TR I T S T Unet 18 4 A% 2% , 43 %1 5 I
RALTE I 2% E M4 25 88 Co B I 265 Hy = Ot ) 2450 R0 L T Ja8 o 00 3 ) 70 R 28 20 B o 3 BB R T
SE S e g A AR E AR R A5 B BT SE AR ALE . BEATH 4D ERREI A G2
L HERI A% T XA R R T RGO AR BB . i A B0 25 0 A AR [l B 2R 4 48 4B B2 A
W 2 (B A e AT A 250

=

3 = v

I T R i 10 AR RE VAN T AR R T IR 0 RO . ELAOR U K AR SO TR S LR AR S 1 ik i
17 HOB, I HEAT T Fl 552 36 5 BF 9 4% b 249 R 2% 11 X 5 2 ek 8 1 S i
3.1 HES

S 7E WA BOE SR b EAT 43 0 S RIS AR JEE P 4% (Fundus) ™ G 41 i T2 A MRT &% 5008 4
(Prostate)"”, H:vh Fundus ¥4 4 BEAT disc A1 cup B9 43 1, % 50 42 F 4 ARG PR 0> o Prostate 5t
PEHEA 61K A A VB A AR o T I 2R 0 R bl BR X EOR R A 2 256 18R X 256 18 R, I HAMAH
[F] A U5 — Al B A, A X 2 A5 AR 1 9 2



330 R EB L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 38, No. 2, 2023

3.2 LAY

JIT A R S B T AT 256 Ty 1) b ¥ SR R[] 0 38 e, L v 4 B 258 R 0 1) 25 2 I T Unet A 178 B30 7Y
Ak 45 >Rk H Adam, batch_size W& K 16, HEI #5 2% 2 Ky 0.000 1, AR He 2% 2] 5 0.001, T 7 2 >
S B I 25 R T 0 o 4508 T B B A B R 1.0, A BESE R 0.1, A BEE K 1.0, 4, B E N 0.5, 1R
fith & Pytorch 2 ¥, Fundus 5 2 1 8t NVIDIA2080TiGPU 5¢ i 52 % , Prostate 75 2 3 5t GPU, 4>y [i]
WK 254 he
3.3 iEMIERR

R T PEAG SIS A5 AL SR AN H Y i Dice R 20(Dice) APE¥ R MR B (ASD) , 43 51 4 3 4~ 4
R X 358, 0 3 TR TR R B9 40 0 485 SR AT 2 ST o Dice 3 %3 ] T 3120 00 45 SR 55 2 52 AR 2 B9 AH LLEE | Dice
(B =, o PR AR o SRS 51 ASD I 2 100 45 S5 B S AR & 22 () A9 S X B S ASD AR AIG,
N el 3o
3.4 5EMGUBZHAENIRERILE

A At A5 Ak SR P Y S B L SR P HERR — AN SR AT I R 0 S ENAE K— 10 A 2 U L kAT
YIS, B 26 HEBR A9 A 0T 0L H AR L AT o DR ik, HR RS P 20 54T 55 45 4 2 AL 5 1), i 41 i MRI
Gy RS 6 AN Z AT 1] o AR SCrp HoA 5 % 1) 45 SR SR A T SR R A i SCEk[26] .

RICH LU BT AT e . TiGen™ s @it B M S 7k D SR AR KR 5 B . Big
Aug' ™ s — i 3 K B B e T R AT IE ) Ak — e R 2 2 M T v o FedDG! s —Fhoxt B 3527 > 14
DA 5 L RE 0502 T TS0z A6 20 2R 55 b . DST™ L 5% ] — 2 90 B4 48 1 S mis 47 18002 4k L 4045 Bl
PLBIAL MM AL RS 5 R R X AR AR B Eh B A SR MRS . SAMLY L B TR Y T
2 2] 38 2k E U Siad B e A R 05T I R e I g A i AL SR A

F 1M 2 )WL T AR SOy B E Fundus B3 55 6 IR L2820 B0 45 SR A0 1 0l o mT RLWEE 21 ] Y

%1 ZRXFHETE Fundus 25 £ Disc.Cup 7 2| & R A Dice iR 5 EM A2 E R E
Table 1 Comparison of the proposed method’ s Dice results on Optic Disc/Cup segmentation from Fundus
images %
Iy RS AR #] (Dice) AL #] (Dice)
CGRmei) A B C D -y A B C D -1
JiGen 80.81 79.46  82.65 84.3 81.81 95.03  90.47  91.94  91.06 92.13 86.97
BigAug 81.62 69.46  82.64  84.51 79.55 93.49  86.18  92.09 93.67 91.36 85.46
DST 75.63 80.8 84.32  86.24  81.75  92.2 90.77  94.02  90.66 91.91 86.83
FedDG  84.13 71.88 83.94  85.51 81.37 9537 87.52 93.37 94.5 92.69 87.03
Ours 83.58 78.92 85.31 85.67 83.37 95.25 87.14 94.72 94.05  92.79 88.08

JEYEN

F2 ARXFETE Fundus HIEE Disc.Cup B EIE R ASDIERSEM A EZLERHILR
Table 2 Comparison of the proposed method’ s ASD results on Optic Disc/Cup segmentation from Fundus
images

I3 EUT 55 AR 4] (ASD, voxel) MAE45rE (ASD, voxel)

CRAGiE) A B C D By A B C D T
JiGen 19.56  13.99 11.90 8.92 13.60 8.95 14.09 11.35 12.57 11.64 12.62
DST 24.42  12.89 10.91 7.05 13.82 13.24 14.00 8.52 10.05 11.45 12.31
Ours 16.73  15.52 9.94 8.45 12.66 8.42 18.82 7.21 6.43 10.22 11.44
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P85 7E BT A D J7 1) 43 3 1 FedDG 2 42 7 2.21% F10.75% , 78 2 07 ] bt 43238 T4 17 46 i KO .

R3 AXFETE Prostate HIFEE S B E R Dice IEIR G HM T EE R R

Table 3 Comparison of the proposed method’s Dice results on segmentation from Prostate images %

4y HME S5 Hi 51 i MRT 534 (Dice)
(A Jn 451 ) A B C D E F -1y
Baseline 85.30 87.56 82.33 87.37 80.49 81.40 81.40
JiGen 89.95 85.81 84.06 87.34 81.32 89.11 86.26
BigAug 88.62 86.22 83.76 87.35 85.53 85.83 86.21
SAML 89.66 87.53 84.43 88.67 87.37 88.34 87.67
FedDG 90.19 87.17 85.26 88.23 83.02 90.47 87.39
Ours 87.33 89.38 84.43 88.98 85.28 88.58 87.33

R4 ARXFETEProstate BIRE N EERMWASDIERSEM A EZERPILE

Table 4 Comparison of the proposed method’s ASD results on segmentation from Prostate images

I EMUE 55 AT 51 B MRI43-#] (ASD, voxel)

(A Jn 4338 ) A B C D E F Sy
Baseline 1.22 0.98 4.68 1.51 3.95 4.23 2.76
BigAug 1.70 1.56 2.72 1.98 1.90 1.75 1.93
SAML 1.38 1.46 2.07 1.56 1.77 1.22 1.58

Ours 0.98 0.79 2.75 0.79 1.64 0.77 1.29
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Fig.5 Ablation study of the proposed method’s Dice results on segmentation from Fundus images
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Fig.6 Ablation study of the proposed method’s ASD results on segmentation from Fundus images
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