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Abstract. The Resolution of feature maps are critical for medical im-
age segmentation. Most of the existing Transformer-based networks for
medical image segmentation are U-Net-like architecture that contains
an encoder that utilizes a sequence of Transformer blocks to convert
the input medical image from high-resolution representation into low-
resolution feature maps and a decoder that gradually recovers the high-
resolution representation from low-resolution feature maps. Unlike pre-
vious studies, in this paper, we utilize the network design style from
the High-Resolution Network (HRNet), replace the convolutional layers
with Transformer blocks, and continuously exchange information from
the different resolution feature maps that are generated by Transformer
blocks. The newly Transformer-based network presented in this paper
is denoted as High-Resolution Swin Transformer Network (HRSTNet).
Extensive experiments illustrate that HRSTNet can achieve compara-
ble performance with the state-of-the-art Transformer-based U-Net-like
architecture on Brain Tumor Segmentation(BraTS) 2021 and the liver
dataset from Medical Segmentation Decathlon. The code of HRSTNet
will be publicly available at https://github.com/auroua/HRSTNet.

Keywords: Transformer · Swin Transformer · Self-attention · Medical
Image Segmentation

1 Introduction

Although convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have been widely applied to dif-
ferent computer vision (CV) tasks, there still exist drawbacks of CNNs, such as
the locality property of convolutional kernels preventing CNNs from providing a
richer representation of contextual information for pixels. The performance of CV
tasks may be compromised by the induction bias of CNNs, especially for dense
prediction tasks. The Transformer, which has been successfully used in Natural
Language Processing (NLP) [1,2,3,4,5,6,7], excels at establishing long-range de-
pendencies of different words in a sentence, which has attracted the attention
of CV researchers. A collection of studies utilizing Transformer to improve the
performance of image classification [8,9,10,11], object detection [12,13,14], se-
mantic segmentation [15,16], representation learning [17,18,19,20] and medical
image segmentation [21,22,23,24,25,26,27] have emerged in recent years.
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Since a large number of medical images are generated each day, automatic
medical image segmentation is urgently needed to aid doctors in the diagnosis
of diseases. Existing medical image segmentation models [28,29,30,31] usually
adopt U-Net-like architecture to generate semantically meaningful representa-
tions for segmentation by gathering local and global information for each pixel
in the medical image. The U-Net-like architecture comprises an encoder and a
decoder, the medical image passthrough the encoder and gradually generates
spatially reduced and semantically richer low-resolution representations which
contain global contextual information, and the decoder takes the low-resolution
representations as input and passes them through several network layers to re-
cover the high-resolution representations for segmentation. To further improve
the global contextual information of representations, researchers replace CNN
layers in the U-Net-like architecture with Transformer, and the newly gener-
ated Transformer-based architectures [22,26,27] achieve state-of-the-art (SOTA)
performance on several medical image benchmarks.

Although U-Net-like architecture can provide affluent contextual informa-
tion, the procedure of recovering high-resolution representations from low-resolu-
tion representations may harm the spatial precision of the generated segmenta-
tion masks. The HRNet [32] maintains the high-resolution representations and
connects the high-to-low resolution representations in parallel, which can re-
move the necessity to recover high-resolution representations from low-resolution
representations and hence may generate more spatially precision representa-
tions, Unlike existing Transformer-based methods for medical image segmen-
tation that all adopt the U-Net-like architecture, in this paper, we propose the
High-Resolution Swin Transformer Network (HRSTNet) that combines Trans-
former with the HRNet architecture for volumetric medical image segmentation.
Concretely, we employ the Swin Transfomer block [10] to generate parallel fea-
ture representations, utilize patch merging and expanding blocks to downsample
and upsample feature representations and design a multi-resolution feature fu-
sion block to fusion features of different resolutions.

In summary, our main contributions are, (1) We propose the HRSTNet that
combines HRNet with the Swin Transformer block, the Swin Transformer blocks
generate parallel features of different resolutions, and the high-resolution fea-
tures are maintained throughout the network to provide spatially more precise
information, while the multi-resolution feature fusion block is utilized to gener-
ate contextual information augmented representations. (2) The multi-resolution
feature fusion block is designed to fusion features of different resolutions, and
it utilizes the patch merging block to downsample feature maps’ resolution and
the patch expanding block to upsample feature maps’ resolution. (3) By re-
covering the segmentation mask from different stages of HRSTNet, a series of
networks with different FLOPs are designed for different scenarios. (4) Extensive
experiments on BraTS 2021 [33,34,35,36,37] and the liver dataset from Medical
Segmentation Decathlon [38,39] show that the HRSTNet can achieve comparable
or even better performance with recently proposed medical image segmentation
methods.
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2 Related Works

2.1 Vision Transformers

Inspired by the successful use of Transformer in natural language processing
tasks, ViT [8] splits the input image into 16 × 16 patches and converts the
patches into tokens. After converting, an additional learnable classification to-
ken together with the image tokens passthrough the Transfomer encoder, and the
generated features corresponding to the classification token are used to perform
the classification task. By pre-training ViT on a large dataset that contains 303M
high-resolution images and fine-tuning to a smaller dataset, ViT can achieve
comparable performance with CNNs. DeiT [9] designs a distillation method and
a collection of training strategies that enables ViT to achieve comparable per-
formance with CNNs without the need for pre-training on a large dataset. Swin
Transformer [10] divides the patches into non-overlapping windows and restricts
the self-attention calculation in the small window or shift window, which intro-
duces locality inductive bias. It also utilizes the patch merging layers to generate
a hierarchical representation which can benefit the downstream tasks such as
object detection or semantic segmentation. HRFormer [40] and HRViT [41] bor-
row the network architecture from HRNet [32] and design a Transformer-based
architecture that maintains parallel resolution features and exchanges informa-
tion from different resolutions. HRFormer utilizes local-window self-attention
to generate features of different resolutions, and the features may lack contex-
tual information from other windows. HRViT proposes the HRViTAttn block
to generate different resolution features and the MixCFN block to exchange in-
formation from features of different resolution. Unlike HRFormer and HRViT,
which are designed for 2D image segmentation tasks, we utilize the Swin Trans-
former block to create an HRNet-like architecture and apply the architecture to
volumetric medical image segmentation tasks.

2.2 Medical Image Segmentation

Since the excellent performance of U-Net architecture [28] for medical image
segmentation, recently proposed Transformer-based medical image segmenta-
tion methods [21,22,23,24,25,26,27] utilize the U-Net-like architecture to gather
the global and local contextual information for each pixel. UNETR [21] adopts
ViT as an encoder and converts the features from four different stage features
of ViT to hierarchical feature maps by using a collection of deconvolutional lay-
ers, and the hierarchical feature maps are fed into the decoder to generate the
segmentation mask. The nnFormer [22] contains a Transformer-based encoder,
decoder, and bottleneck blocks, the encoder and decoder focus on extracting lo-
cal information by using the local self-attention layer, while the bottleneck block
is in charge of gathering global contextual information. TransBTS [24], CoTr [23]
and U-Transformer [25] adopt a CNN-encoder to extract features and utilize the
Transformer layer to operate on the CNN features. TransBTS utilizes a stan-
dard Transformer layer, while CoTr designs a DeTrans layer that pays attention
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to a small set of key positions to reduce its computational cost. VT-UNet [26]
adopts the Swin Transformer block to generate the hierarchical representation
features and proposes the VT decoder block to merge the features from the
encoder and decoder. Swin UNETR [27] designs the architecture like UNETR
but utilizes the Swin Transformer as encoder. Like VT-UNet and Swin UNETR,
we adopt the Swin Transformer block to extract features, but in contrast to
the recently proposed Transformer-based medical image segmentation methods,
we follow the HRNet architecture and maintain the high-resolution features to
provide spatially precise information.

3 Methodology

Inspired by HRNet, HRSTNet maintains a high-resolution representation and
continually exchanges information from different resolution features. We delve
into the details of the spatially more precise and contextually informative HRST-
Net in this section.

Fig. 1: Overview of HRSTNet.

3.1 Architecture Overview

As illustrated in Fig. 1, HRSTNet contains several sequentially connected stages
with multi-resolution feature fusion module insert into the stages (except for the
first stage). The high-resolution features hold constant in all stages, and the n-th
stage contains n parallel Swin Transformer blocks that will produce n parallel
semantically richer low-resolution features. The input 3D medical image feed
into a 3D convolutional block (Conv block) that splits the 3D medical image
into small 3D patches and represents each 3D patch as a vector in the feature
space. The 3D patches’ vectors pass through several stages, the outputs of the
last stage are fed into the last multi-resolution feature fusion block, and the
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outputs of the above feature fusion block are concatenated after upsampling
low-resolution features. The final segmentation mask is generated by passing the
concatenated feature through a residual block, a patch expanding block, and a
Conv block. The patch merging block and the patch expanding block are used
to downsampling and upsampling the feature maps, and the definition of the
patch merging block is the same as the Swin Transformer [10], while the patch
expanding block is the same as VT-Unet [26]. The detailed information of the
Swin Transformer block, HRSTNet stages and the multi-resolution feature fusion
(MRFF) block are introduceed in the following subsections.

Fig. 2: (a) shows the Swin Transformer block. (b) illustrates the multi-resolution feature fusion block.

3.2 Swin Transformer Block

The Swin Transformer block is introduced in the previous studies [10,42], and it
is illustrated in Fig. 2(a). The Swin Transformer block contains two cascading
layers, the first layer calculates the self-attention in a small window (W-MSA)
of the input 3D patches and the second layer calculates the self-attention in the
shifted window (SW-MSA) of the outputs of the previous layer.

Assuming the input 3D medical image is X ∈ RD×H×W×K , where K is the
number of channels of the input 3D data. The first step of the Swin Transformer
is to splitX into small patches, the patch size is set to P×P×P , so there are S =
bDP c × b

H
P c × b

W
P c patches. Let X = {x1,x2, · · · ,xi, · · · ,xS},xi ∈ RP×P×P×K

denotes the collection of 3D patches. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the collection of
patches X are fed into the Conv block, the kernel size and stride size of the
Conv block are set equal to the patch size, and the output of the Conv block is
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denoted as Z ∈ RbDP c×bHP c×bWP c×C . Since each pixel in Z represents the patch
embedding vector, we resize the feature map Z into a 2D matrice Z ∈ RS×C ,
where each row of the matrice Z represents a patch embedding vector, and there
are s rows in total. After patch embedding, the set of patch embedding vectors
is fed into the Swin Transformer block, and the output of the Swin Transformer
block is calculated as follows:

Ẑl = W-MSA
(
LN

(
Zl−1))+ Zl−1 (1)

Zl = MLP
(
LN

(
Ẑl

))
+ Ẑl (2)

Ẑl+1 = SW-MSA
(
LN

(
Zl

))
+ Zl (3)

Zl+1 = MLP
(
LN

(
Ẑl+1

))
+ Ẑl+1, (4)

where the definition of W-MSA, SW-MSA, LN, and MLP are the same as in
Swin Transformer [10].

3.3 HRSTNet Stage

The HRSTNet contains several stages, and each stage will generate multi-resolu-
tion feature maps, except for the last stage, the n-th stage contains n Swin
Transformer blocks and n patch merging blocks, while the last stage contains n−
1 patch merging blocks. In the n-th stage, the n parallel Swin Transformer blocks
process n different resolution feature maps, respectively. Each Swin Transformer
block is followed by a patch merge, which is used to downsample the output
feature map of the Swin Transformer block.

Take the third stage (Stage-3) as an example, the input to this stage is three
feature maps with resolutions of D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 , D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , and D

16 ×
H
16 ×

W
16 ,

respectively. The three Swin Transformer blocks process the three feature maps,
and the output of the Swin Transformer block has the same resolution as its
input feature map. The output of the Swin Transformer is fed into a patch
merging layer, thus yielding three feature maps with resolutions of D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 ,

D
16 ×

H
16 ×

W
16 , and

D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32 . The feature map with resolution D

32 ×
H
32 ×

W
32

is directly fed into the fourth stage (Stage-4), while the outputs of other patch
merging layers and the outputs of the Swin Transformer blocks are fed into the
multi-resolution feature fusion block.

3.4 Multi-Resolution Feature Fusion

As shown in Fig. 2(b), the multi-resolution feature fusion block is used to ex-
change information from feature maps with different resolutions and produce
new feature maps that are spatially more precise and semantically richer. Fig.
2(b) shows the MRFF block that follows the fourth stage, and this feature fusion
block fuse features of four different resolutions.
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The fourth stage of HRSTNet contains four Swin Transformer blocks, which
process four different resolutions of feature maps, and there are four feature
maps with resolutions D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 , D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , D

16 ×
H
16 ×

W
16 , and

D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32

generated by the four Swin Transformer blocks. The feature maps with resolu-
tions D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 , D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , D

16 ×
H
16 ×

W
16 , and

D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32 are referred

to as f4, f8, f16, and f32, respectively. Each of the four feature maps will be
downsampled or upsampled to the other three resolutions. Take feature map
f4 as an example, f4 sequentially passes through three patch merging layers to
generate three new feature maps with resolutions of D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , D

16 ×
H
16 ×

W
16 ,

and D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32 , and the three newly generated feature maps are denoted as

f4_8, f4_16, and f4_32. It can be easily infered the feature maps generated by f8,
f16, and f32, and the generated feature maps are denoted as {f8_4, f8_16, f8_32},
{f16_4, f16_8, f16_32}, and {f32_4, f32_8, f32_16}, respectively. We then concate-
nate feature maps with the same resolution, e.g., [f4, f8_4, f16_4, f32_4], where
the symbol [ ] indicates feature concatenation. After concatenating the feature
maps, the concatenated feature maps are fed to the residual block to produce the
output of the MRFF block, thus producing four feature maps with resolutions
of D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 , D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , D

16 ×
H
16 ×

W
16 , and

D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32 . The output of

the MRFF blocks after the second and third stages can be easily derived. As
shown in Fig. 1, the outputs of the last MRFF block with a resolution lower
than D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 are upsampled. After upsampling, all the feature maps are

concatenated and used to generate the output segmentation mask.
Except for using the last MRFF block shown in Fig. 1 to generate the output

segmentation mask, we can also use the outputs of the MRFF block that follows
the second stage or follows the third stage to generate the segmentation mask.
The architectures that only use the outputs of the MRFF block that follows
the second and third stages to generate the segmentation mask are denoted as
HRSTNet-2 and HRSTNet-3, respectively. The architecture shown in Fig. 1 is
denoted as HRSTNet-4.

4 Experiments

In this section, we illustrate the performance of HRSTNet on the BraTS 2021
dataset [33,34,35,36,37] and the liver dataset from MSD [38,39]. All the ex-
periments are implemented in Pytorch [43]. We utilize MONAI1, a healthcare
imaging processing framework, for network training and data pre-processing.

4.1 Implementation Details

The BraTS 2021 contains 1251 MRI scans with shape 240 × 240 × 155, and
following VT-UNet [26], the 1251 MRI scans are split into 834, 208, and 209 for
training, validation, and testing, respectively. The task is to segment the three
semantically meaningful tumor classes, namely enhanced tumor (ET), tumor

1 https://monai.io/
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core (TC) region, and whole tumor (WT) region. The liver dataset from MSD
contains 131 CT volumes. The 131 liver CT volumes are split into 87, 22, and 22
for training, validation, and testing, respectively. The tasks for the liver datasets
are tumor segmentation.

The depth of Swin Transformer block in each stage is two, and the heads of
Swin Transformer blocks for resolutions D

4 ×
H
4 ×

W
4 , D

8 ×
H
8 ×

W
8 , D

16×
H
16×

W
16 , and

D
32 ×

H
32 ×

W
32 are 3, 6, 12, and 24, respectively. The AdamW optimizer is used to

optimize the parameters of HRSTNet, and the learning rate is 1e−4. The cosine
decay learning rate scheduler [44] with linear warmup is used to adjust the value
of the learning rate, and the warmup epoch is 50. The sum of the dice loss with
the cross-entropy loss is adopted as the loss function. For a fair comparison, on
the BraTS 2021 dataset, the dataset preprocessing and the evaluation method
of models are the same as VT-UNet [26]. The batch size is 1, the BraTS MRI
scans are cropped to a fixed size of 128 × 128 × 128, and the cropped MRI
scans are fed to the HRSTNet. To illustrate its superior performance, on the
BraTS 2021 dataset, the HRSTNet is compared with three Transformer-based
methods, UNETR [21], VT-UNet [26], and Swin UNETR [27]. We train the above
methods for 300 epochs on the training dataset of BraTS 2021, and compare the
performance of these methods on the testing dataset of BraTS 2021.

The CT volumes from the liver dataset are cropped to 96 × 96 × 96. Other
training details are the same as training on the BraTS 2021 dataset.Since the
liver dataset splitting method in this paper is the same as VT-UNet, we compare
the HRSTNet with the methods listed in VT-UNet. The compared methods are
3D UNet [29], nnFormer [22], and VT-UNet [26], and the experiment results are
employed from the VT-UNet directly.

The model with the best Dice-Similarity coefficient (DSC) on the validation
dataset is saved for final evaluation, and model evaluation tricks such as model
ensembles are not used in this paper. All the experiments in this section are
performed by using two RTX 3090 GPUs. For a fair comparison, the three com-
pared methods are retrained by using the same dataset preprocessing methods,
training devices, and evaluation method, and the results of the retraining are
reported.

4.2 Experimental Results

The Dice score and Hausdorff Distance (HD) are used to quantitatively evaluate
the segmentation result on the BraTS 2021 dataset, while the Dice score is
utilized on the liver dataset from MSD. For a fair comparison, we utilize the
method provided by nnUNet2 to calculate the Hausdorff distance.

As illustrated in Table 1 for the experimental results of the BraTS 2021
dataset, our proposed HRSTNet-4 achieves the best average Dice score, while
HRSTNet-3 obtains the smallest average Hausdorff distance. Even the method
HRSTNet-2, which has the lowest FLOPs among the series of HRSTNet, has a
2 https://github.com/MICDKFZ/nnUNet/blob/5c18fa32f2b31575aae59d889d196e4c
4ba8b844/nnunet/dataset_conversion/Task082_BraTS_2020.py#L330
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better average Hausdorff distance than the other three Transformer-based meth-
ods, and its average Dice score is comparable to that of VT-UNet. For enhancing
tumor segmentation, the Dice score of VT-UNet-B performs the best, but its
Hausdorff distance is the largest of all compared methods. Swin UNETR has a
comparable Dice score with UNETR, but its Hausdorff score is better than UN-
ETR. Considering that the difference between these two networks is the encoder,
we conjecture that the ability of the Transformer to construct the long-term de-
pendency leads to the improvement. Overall, the experimental results illustrated
in Table 1 indicate that the HRNet-like network can achieve better performance
than the UNet-like architectures, which implies that HRNet-like network design
is a valuable direction to dive into.

Methods Average WT ET TC
HD95 ↓ DSC ↑ HD95 ↓ DSC ↑ HD95 ↓ DSC ↑ HD95 ↓ DSC ↑

UNETR [21] 11.04 86.18 6.18 91.40 18.31 81.80 8.63 85.33
Swin UNETR [27] 9.84 86.13 6.06 90.42 15.27 83.36 8.19 84.62
VT-UNet-B [26] 13.36 87.31 8.96 91.20 18.69 83.85 12.44 86.87
HRSTNet-2 8.99 87.22 4.15 92.06 15.63 82.64 7.20 86.95
HRSTNet-3 8.06 86.94 4.79 91.81 13.91 82.20 5.50 86.80
HRSTNet-4 8.94 87.48 4.09 91.90 15.62 82.92 7.11 87.62

Table 1: Segmentation Results on BraTS 2021.

Fig. 3 shows the visualization of the segmentation results on BraTS 2021,
from which we visually find that the segmentation results of HRSTNet-4 are
better than those of the Transformer-based UNet-like architecture.

Fig. 3: Visualizing of the segmentation results on BraTS 2021. Row 1 shows the coronal view of
the segmentation results, row 2 illustrates the axial view of the segmentation results, and row 3
demonstrates the segmentation results of the sagittal view. The colors of the green, brown, and yellow
represents the necrotic tumor core (NCR), enhancing tumor (ET), and the peritumoral edematous
(ED), respectively.
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As demonstrated in Table 2, the performance of HRSTNet-4 surpasses the
previous methods by a large margin of +9.63 tumor Dice score and +3.76 average
Dice score for the liver tumor segmentation. The experimental results demon-
strate that besides the segmentation of MRI scans, HRSTNet is also excellent
in CT volume segmentation. Again, we clarify that no model ensemble is used
in the experiments conducted in this section.

Methods Liver
Organ Tumor AVG.

3D UNet [29] 92.67 34.92 63.80
nnFormer [22] 89.43 31.84 60.63
VT-UNet-B [26] 92.84 35.69 64.26
HRSTNet-4 90.72 45.32 68.02

Table 2: Segmentation Results on the liver dataset from MSD.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we present an HRNet-like architecture HRSTNet for medical im-
age segmentation, and experimental results illustrate the superior performance of
HRSTNet. For future studies, we will conduct experiments on more datasets to
verify the performance of HRSTNet, and we will also design new HRNet-like that
has better performance for medical image segmentation.
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