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Abstract—This paper investigates the impact of breast density
distribution on the generalization performance of deep-learning
models on mammography images using the VinDr-Mammo
dataset. We explore the use of domain adaptation techniques,
specifically Domain Adaptive Object Detection (DAOD) with the
Noise Latent Transferability Exploration (NLTE) framework,
to improve model performance across breast densities under
noisy labeling circumstances. We propose a robust augmentation
framework to bridge the domain gap between the source and tar-
get inside a dataset. Our results show that DAOD-based methods,
along with the proposed augmentation framework, can improve
the generalization performance of deep-learning models (+5 %
overall mAP improvement approximately in our experimental
results compared to commonly used detection models). This paper
highlights the importance of domain adaptation techniques in
medical imaging, particularly in the context of breast density
distribution, which is critical in mammography screening.

Index Terms—Medical imaging, domain adaptation, mammo-
grams, breast density

I. INTRODUCTION

Regular breast cancer screening is essential for detecting
tumors early. Computer-aided diagnosis (CADx) systems in-
corporate mammography, an X-ray imaging technique, to help
radiologists improve their efficiency in detecting breast cancer.
Research studies such as [1] and [2] have established a strong
link between high breast density and an increased risk of
developing breast cancer. It shows that women have up to
four to six times higher risk compared to those with low breast
density. As a result, mammograms with high breast density are
more common than those with low breast density, the latter of
which is even less common in cases of cancer.

Many deep convolutional networks (CNN)-based models
[3], [4] achieved excellent performance on some well-known
mammogram datasets such as VinDr-Mammo [5], INbreast [6]
or CBIS-DDSM [7] Ḣaving said that, they often struggle to
adapt to the highly diverse medical environments of mam-
mograms, such as varying backgrounds, patients’ specialized
features, and different devices used for screening. It may cause
a significant domain shift between the training and test data.

In mammograms, many works tackle breast cancer screen-
ing using this domain adaptation. Wang et.al. [8] proposed a
domain adaptation method based on deep adversarial learning
to conduct knowledge transfer from the public dataset to their
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target dataset. In the object detection task, Domain Adaptive
Faster Region-based Convolutional Neural Networks (DA-
FRCNN) was the first Domain Adaptation Object Detection
(DAOD) proposed by Chen et.al. [9] to address domain
shift problems. Several latest studies developed more superior
frameworks using the domain adaptation mechanism [10],
[11], outperforming results in adaptation from many popular
datasets such as Sim10k to Cityscape or PASCAL to Clipart
dataset.

Current methods for medical image analysis are typically
designed for clean source domains, which is not always
practical in real-world applications. In the medical domain,
noisy class annotations are common due to the high level of
expertise required of annotators. This can lead to issues such
as high annotating costs and time requirements, making noisy
labeling a significant challenge for medical image analysis.
Liu et al. [12] proposed a novel Noise Latent Transferability
Exploration (NLTE) framework to address the negative effects
of noisy labeling caused by incorrectly annotated and class-
corrupted samples.

Several data augmentation strategies have been proposed
to boost training performance such as Generative Adversarial
Network-based medical image synthesis in breast screening
[13]. Fourier Domain Adaptation (FDA) [14] has outlined a
straightforward technique for unsupervised domain adaptation
that reduces the disparity between the source and target
distributions by switching the low-frequency spectra of the
two.

In this paper, we first design a new robust augmentation
framework for improving cross-domain detection performance
in the designed context. We introduce a local transformation-
based framework that focuses on the informative areas of
breast screening, then applied contrast-enhanced domain shift
information from the target domain to the source dataset.

Secondly, we tackle one of the latest and biggest breast
screening datasets - VinDr-Mammo [5] on the abnormalities
detection task. We split VinDr-Mammo into the Fatty breast
sub-dataset and the Dense breast sub-dataset. The redesigned
NLTE framework with regularization-added DAOD is brought
for further assessment of evaluating the noisy effect of breast
screening annotation. Our proposed method performed signif-
icantly better than commonly used object detection methods.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Mammogram Region of Interest Extraction

In practice, radiologists perform X-ray examinations of the
patient’s breasts containing a substantial black area with no

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

06
89

3v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

2 
Ju

n 
20

23



Fig. 1. FALCE: Fourier-adapted Locality Contrast Enhancement framework for preprocessing and creating the fatty-adapted dense images before applying
CLAHE under DIP-based created a binary mask for enhancing locality semantic information.

useful information. It causes a high training computational
cost and affects the performance of our proposed augmentation
method through global mammogram distribution. Therefore, a
light one-stage object detection model is brought to capture the
relevant region of the breast accurately from the original scans.
The Region Of Interest (ROI) extraction model is trained by
using active learning, we manually labeled 1000 images in
total. Labeled scans containing four views, then 800 images
were fed for the YOLOv7 [15] model, and validated on 200
images. The model trained on the above initial set of labeled
instances is used to make predictions on the other 1000 scans
before validating and adjusting labels for the next phase of
training. While ensuring that the most informative occurrences
are labeled, active learning strategy help to reduce the time and
effort needed for manual labeling. Finally, the trained model
was able to accurately estimate the bounding boxes of the
breast in observed mammograms and obtained mean Average
Precision (mAP) of 0.9985 on the validation set.

B. Fourier-adapted locality contrast enhancement (FALCE)

Domain shift problems between two breast dataset distri-
butions can be handled in preprocessing stage or training
stage. In this study, a novel framework called Fourier-adapted
locality contrast enhancement is proposed for applying the
local transformation on mammograms for mapping two dis-
tribution spaces closer. Inspired by FDA [14] and Contrast
Limited Adaptive Histogram Equalization (CLAHE) [16], the
framework aims to conduct spectral transfer, mapping a source
image to a target without changing semantic content. Math-
ematically, given that FA, FP : RH×W×1 → RH×W×1 are
the amplitude and phase components of the Fourier transform
F of a mammogram, we have

F (x)(m,n) =
∑
h,w

x(h,w)e−k2π( h
H m+ w

W n), (1)

where k2 = −1. F−1 is the inverse Fourier transform mapping
spectral information back to 2D-image space. With mask Mβ

contains zero value except center region with β ∈ (0, 1) as

Mβ(h,w) = ℑ(h,w)∈[−βH:βH,−βW :βW ], (2)

Sampled images xs ∼ Ds,xt ∼ Dt are taken randomly, FDA
is shown as

xs→t = F−1
(
Mβ ◦ FA(xt) + (1−Mβ) ◦ FA(xs), FP (xs)

)
,

(3)
After that, the fatty-adapted dense breasts are passing

through CLAHE for enhancing the global information for the
detection model. However, the enhanced FA Dense Breasts
with noise in the background might lower the overall per-
formance. The original dense breasts are brought to create a
binary mask by using Otsu thresholding combined with the
opening operator. Given that the morphological opening of an
image f by a structuring element s (denoted by f ◦ s) is an
erosion followed by a dilation: f ◦ s = (f ⊖B) ⊕ B, where
⊕,⊖ are dilation and erosion operation, respectively. Opening
tends to smooth contours in the mammograms, remove isolated
bright points, and break tenuous connections between regions
in the image [17]. The output of the framework is an over-
layed image of a created binary mask and its corresponding
enhanced FA Dense Breasts. The fatty breast images also are
applied CLAHE before we use them for the training phase.

C. Domain Adaptive Object Detection with NLTE framework

The domain gaps between labeled source data and unlabeled
target data have been narrowed using unsupervised domain
adaptive object detection. In this study, the detection model
is built based on DA-FRCNN and consisted of 2 parts:
Faster-RCNN and Domain Adaptive Components. Faster R-
CNN is a two-stage detector that primarily consists of three
key elements: a region proposal network (RPN), a region-
of-interest (ROI) based classifier, and shared bottom convo-



Fig. 2. Overview of redesigned loss Noise Latent Transferability Exploration for adapting and noisy handling source dense breasts and target fatty breasts.

lutional layers. In this NLTE framework, the ROI part is
redesigned as Potential Instance Mining (PIM) for recapturing
potential foreground instances from the background as follows:

P
s
= {pi | o(pi) > τ, pi ̸∈ Ps,∀pj ∈ Ps : IoU(pi, pj) = 0},

(4)
where P

s
and Ps are features from PIM and original proposals

generated by RPN, respectively. o(pi) is objectness score as
the output of RPN, τ is the threshold, and IoU is Inter-
section over Union. PIM is used for both source and target
domains. Only highly confident proposals are kept through
the PIM method, ensuring that missing items are recaptured.
This improves the number of correctly labeled examples for
improving discriminating ability and enriches the diversity of
source semantic properties.

The component loss of the base model is the sum of PIM
and ROI classifier loss is Ldet = Lpim + Lroi. The RPN and
ROI classifiers both include two loss terms for their training
data: one for classification, which measures how accurately
the predicted probability is predicted, and the other, which
is a regression loss on the box coordinates for improved
localization.

To synchronize the feature representation distributions on
those two differences of breast domains, domain adaptation
components for the images and instance levels are proposed.
Denoting that Di is the domain label of ith training image,
where Di = 0 and Di = 1 stand for source and target domain,
respectively. Cross entropy loss is used for the image-level loss
with the output of the domain classifier pi defined as

Limg = −
∑
i

[Di · log(pi) + (1−Di) · log(1− pi)] . (5)

To align the instance-level distribution, we train a domain
classifier for the feature vectors in a manner similar to the
image-level adaption. The result of the instance-level domain
classifier for the ith image’s jth area proposition will be
denoted as pi,j . Now, it is possible to express the instance-
level adaption loss as

Lins = −
∑
i,j

[Di · log(pi,j) + (1−Di) · log(1− pi,j)] . (6)

For balancing and strengthening two branches of image-level
and instance-level adaptation, we added consistency regular-
izer term to be enforced with loss written as

Lcons =
∑
i,j

∥∥∥∥ 1

|I|
∑

pi − pi,j

∥∥∥∥
2

, (7)

where I stands for the number of activations in a feature map,
and ||.||2 is Euclidean distance.

At the bottom of Fig 2., the Morphable Graph Relation
Module is conducted for simulating the adaptability and tran-
sition probability of class-corrupted samples. It examines the
underlying domain knowledge and semantic information inside
these samples. Using morphable graphs, the category-wise
relationships are regularized between noisy local prototypes
and global prototypes. After that, Global Relation Matrix
(GRM) is synthesized which is updated by the aggregated node
features to model the class-wise transition probability in the
context of domain crossing. Local relation matrices (LRM) are
constructed to investigate the alignment viability of noisy data,
and the GRM regularizes the transition probabilities of noisy
samples. To regularize the transition probabilities between the
local relation matrix and the global relation matrix, we employ
the l1 loss defined as

Lmgrm =
1

r

∑
z∈ℑ(Z)

|zr − πr| , (8)

where zr, πr, respectively, are LRM and GRM. ℑ(Z) is the
non-zero columns within Z, showed that the rth category
exists within the batch. This framework applied MGRM to
achieve effective semantic alignment between source and
target knowledge.

The domain adaptive detector plays a min-max game to
produce a saddle-point solution, thereby reducing the target
domain’s performance degradation

(
ϕ̂f , ϕ̂det, ϕ̂dis

)
as(

ϕ̂f , ϕ̂det

)
= arg

(
min

ϕf ,ϕdet

(Ldet − Ldis)

)
, (9)

and



(
ϕ̂dis

)
= arg

(
min
ϕdis

Ldis

)
, (10)

where ϕ̂f , ϕ̂det, and ϕ̂dis stand for optimal parameters of
the feature extractor, the detector, and the discriminator, re-
spectively. The whole DAOD framework ϕ̂ is the combination
of those optimal parameters. Similar to the domain classifier
branch in the traditional domain adaptation technique, the loss
function of the discriminator is written as:

LEAGR
dis = −

∑
i,j

z log
(
ϕEAGR
dis (psi©ηsi )

)
(11)

+(1− z) log
(
ϕEAGR
dis

(
ptj©ηtj

))
,

where psi ∈ P s, pti ∈ P t, ηsj ∈ Ns, ηtj ∈ N t are, respectively,
source feature, target feature, source corresponding logits,
target corresponding logits. z is known as the domain label,
with a class source value of 1 and a target value of 0, © is a
concatenation operation.

Finally, the following objective function is defined as

L = Ldet + λ1

∑
i∈ζ

Li
dis

+ λ2Lmgrm + LEAGR
dis , (12)

where Ldet refers to detection loss of base Faster-RCNN
model. ζ is Domain adaptive components space, whereas λ1

and λ2 are trade-off parameters to balance the effect of the
domain adaptation branches. EAGR proposed in NLTE frame-
work to perform meta update to achieve Gradient Reconcile.
The adaption process of noisy and clean samples is balanced
by this tactic. It then drives the gradients of clean and noisy
samples to be consistent toward a domain-invariant direction
and associates class confidence with the discriminator.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Dataset preparation
In this study, the VinDr-Mammo [5] dataset is used to

conduct the experiments. The dataset contains 20000 images in
total, including 1768 and 18232 images recorded with finding
and no finding annotations respectively. In the finding images,
we divided them into two sets: Dense Density Breasts (DenB)
are densities C and D, and Fatty Density Breasts (FatB) are
densities A and B. Our experienced doctor verified and prepro-
cessed the dataset, the cleaned DenB and FatB contain 1499
images and 181 images. DenB set is used for training with
annotation as the source dataset. We stratified k-fold split FatB
with a ratio of 6:4 into the target training dataset and target
test dataset. Due to a lack of samples, there are 4 classes of
annotations used for training including Mass (MS), Suspicious
Calcification (SC), Asymmetry (AS), and Suspicious Lymph
Nodes (LN). AS is a major class of global asymmetry, focal
asymmetry, and asymmetry sub-classes released in original
data. In conclusion, after our clinician has cleaned the noisy
target test dataset, the models are trained on the source dataset
(annotated DenB) and target training dataset (FatB without
annotations for domain adaptation).

TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS (%) USING MAP ON THE PRIVATE TEST DATASET

Methods MS SC AS LN mAP

Yolov7x 72.2 17.4 28.6 63.8 45.5
Faster-RCNN 71.60 17.00 36.30 25.70 37.70
Libra-RCNN 66.90 11.60 48.30 29.40 39.00

Sparse-RCNN 69.80 21.80 46.20 59.70 49.40
NLTE 66.88 30.26 44.49 76.36 54.50

CLAHE 71.19 34.19 33.53 81.82 55.18
FDA 70.40 36.16 33.10 80.68 55.09

FDA+CLAHE 70.53 30.24 32.71 88.92 56.83
FALCE (Ours) 71.42 38.35 33.83 89.97 57.96

B. Detailed Training & Evaluation Metrics

For all of our experiments, we used the same architecture
(ResNet-50 [18]) as the backbone for the Feature Extractor
part of the Detector. The model was trained for 10 epochs
using SGD optimizer [19] with an initial learning rate 1 ×
10−3 and decays by 0.1 after 5 and 6 epochs. We resized
the shorter side of the image to 640 in both the training and
testing process. Our study was built on Pytorch version 1.9.1
and conducted on a machine with NVIDIA RTX 3090Ti GPU.
For evaluation, we used the mean Average Precision (mAP)
metric on 4-class findings.

C. Experimental Results

Table I illustrates the experimental results of the proposed
method and the traditional object detectors. It is shown that
the object detector with domain adaptation performed better
in terms of mAP than traditional object detectors. Specifically,
the NLTE object detector improved mAP by 5.1% compared
to the best traditional object detector, Sparse-RCNN [20]. In
addition, NLTE significantly improved the performance of 2
classes (SC and LN with 30.26% and 76.36% respectively).

Based on the superior results of the NLTE method compared
to traditional methods, we applied additional augmentation
methods and combined them with the NLTE method to boost
performance. According to the lower half of Table I, it shows
that the application of augmentation methods improved per-
formance, with our proposed augmentation (FALCE) method
achieving the highest possible performance (mAP 57.96%)
and improved the performance on 3 classes (MS, SC, and LN
with 71.42%, 38.35%, and 89.97%), indicating that our pro-
posed augmentation is robust for the NLTE method. However,
the NLTE framework is based on Faster-RCNN, which has
some limitations when capturing hard-case patterns like AS,
achieving slightly lower Sparse R-CNN and Libra-RCNN.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel unsupervised domain
adaptation for Mammogram Abnormalities Detection. The ex-
perimental results show that the proposed method significantly
outperformed popular object detection methods. As the dataset
is small, we plan to investigate and exploit pre-trained models
from large datasets, such as ImageNet in our future work.
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