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Abstract— Instrument-tissue interaction detection task,
which helps understand surgical activities, is vital for
constructing computer-assisted surgery systems but
with many challenges. Firstly, most models represent
instrument-tissue interaction in a coarse-grained way
which only focuses on classification and lacks the ability
to automatically detect instruments and tissues. Secondly,
existing works do not fully consider relations between intra-
and inter-frame of instruments and tissues. In the paper,
we propose to represent instrument-tissue interaction as
⟨instrument class, instrument bounding box, tissue class,
tissue bounding box, action class⟩ quintuple and present
an Instrument-Tissue Interaction Detection Network (ITID-
Net) to detect the quintuple for surgery videos understand-
ing. Specifically, we propose a Snippet Consecutive Feature
(SCF) Layer to enhance features by modeling relationships
of proposals in the current frame using global context
information in the video snippet. We also propose a Spatial
Corresponding Attention (SCA) Layer to incorporate fea-
tures of proposals between adjacent frames through spatial
encoding. To reason relationships between instruments
and tissues, a Temporal Graph (TG) Layer is proposed with
intra-frame connections to exploit relationships between
instruments and tissues in the same frame and inter-frame
connections to model the temporal information for the
same instance. For evaluation, we build a cataract surgery
video (PhacoQ) dataset and a cholecystectomy surgery
video (CholecQ) dataset. Experimental results demonstrate
the promising performance of our model, which outper-
forms other state-of-the-art models on both datasets.

Index Terms— Instrument-tissue interaction detection,
Surgical scene understanding, Surgical video

I. INTRODUCTION

COMPUTER assisted surgery (CAS) has been a leading
factor in the development of robotic surgery which assists

doctors in performing surgeries based on their understanding
of surgical scenes to improve surgical safety and quality [1].
Instrument-tissue interaction detection with both category and
location information to describe activities, as shown in Fig. 1
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(b), is an essential prerequisite for constructing CAS systems
[2]. It provides a deep understanding of the environment in
which surgical systems are working to provide assistance
for performing autonomous tasks and making decisions au-
tonomously. Incorporating surgical scene understanding capa-
bility in CAS systems provides possibilities for future semi-
automated or fully automated operations [3].

Fig. 1. Examples of the existing instrument-tissue interaction recogni-
tion and our detection task. (a) Instrument-tissue interaction recognition
task [4], represented as triplets. (b) Our instrument-tissue interaction
detection task, represented as quintuples.

We identify two main limitations in recent studies for
identifying instrument-tissue interaction. Firstly, most recent
works did not focus on the automatic detection of instruments
and tissues. Some works [5], [6], [7] rely on the ground-truth
instrument and tissue position for further instrument-tissue
interaction inference. Some other works [4], [8], [9], as shown
in Fig. 1 (a), only focus on category information and did not
provide location information of instruments and tissues. The
location information is essential to instructing operations of
surgical robots and monitoring surgical safety, such as alerting
surgeons when a dangerous area is touched [10]. However,
recent studies did not pay much attention to obtaining the
location of instruments and tissues.

Secondly, existing works only consider intra-frame relation-
ships between instruments and tissues and did not fully exploit
instrument-tissue relationships between intra- and inter-frame.
Interaction prediction is quite challenging since there are
intra-class variances for the same action verb with different
instruments and limited inter-class variances between different
actions with the same instruments. Some existing works [5],
[6], [7], [2] consider instrument-tissue relationships in the
current frame to improve the prediction accuracy of actions.
However, these works lack modeling temporal relationships
for action prediction while action prediction relies heavily on
temporal information since actions take time to execute.

In this paper, we propose to represent instrument-tissue
interaction as quintuple ⟨instrument class, instrument bounding
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box, tissue class, tissue bounding box, action class⟩. A novel
model named Instrument-Tissue Interaction Detection Net-
work (ITIDNet) that detects instances (instruments and tissues)
in the first stage and predicts interactions for instrument-tissue
pairs in the second stage is presented for the instrument-
tissue interaction detection task. In the instance detection
stage, some improvements have been made to the basic object
detection network to better detect instruments and tissues.
Firstly, a Snippet Consecutive Feature Layer is proposed to
combine global context information of the video snippet with
regional visual features and enhance features by exploiting
relationships between proposals in the same frame. When
object appearance is insufficient for object detection due to
occlusion or poor image quality, global context information
is a good aid to improve performance. Secondly, a Spatial
Corresponding Attention Layer is proposed to exploit relation-
ships between proposals in adjacent frames with the assistance
of spatial information. For the interaction prediction stage,
a Temporal Graph Layer is proposed to model instrument-
tissue relationships and predict actions for instrument-tissue
pairs through a constructed interaction graph. In this layer,
relationships of instruments and tissues in the same frame are
modeled through intra-frame connections. Moreover, temporal
information of the same instance in consecutive video frames
is essential for action prediction since the implementation of
an action takes a period of time. Therefore, relationships of the
same instance in adjacent frames are modeled through inter-
frame connections in this layer.

This work is extended based on our conference paper [2]
in both method and data. The proposed ITIDNet improves on
QDNet [2] by comprehensively considering inter- and intra-
frame relationships in both instance detection and interaction
prediction stages. A cataract surgery video (PhacoQ) Dataset
is extended based on the Cataract dataset [2] to include
frames with no instrument-tissue interaction. Furthermore, a
cholecystectomy surgery video (CholecQ) Dataset is created
for further evaluation. The code and the dataset can be found
at the link 1. In conclusion, our contributions are summarized
as follows:

1. We inherit the concept of instrument-tissue interaction
which represents interaction as a quintuple ⟨instrument
class, instrument bounding box, tissue class, tissue
bounding box, action class⟩ to understand the surgical
scene details. We build two surgery video datasets to
detect the quintuple, including a cataract PhacoQ dataset
and a cholecystectomy CholecQ dataset, which will be
publicly available.

2. We propose a novel ITIDNet, which jointly considers
intra- and inter-frame relationships for both instance
detection and interaction prediction. The model improves
instrument-tissue interaction detection results compared
to the state-of-the-art methods on our built datasets.

3. For the instance detection stage, we introduce a Snippet
Consecutive Feature (SCF) Layer modeling instrument-
tissue relationships in the same frame and a Spatial Cor-
responding Attention (SCA) Layer adopting instrument-

1https://gaiakoen.github.io/yanhu/research/Surgical Scenarios Understanding/

tissue relation between adjacent frames to improve the
detection accuracy of instruments and tissues.

4. For the interaction prediction stage, based on our con-
structed interaction graph, we propose a Temporal Graph
Layer to further refine the relationship of instruments and
tissues in the same frame and the temporal relation of the
same instance in adjacent frames for action prediction.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Surgical Activity Recognition

Most existing works for surgical scene understanding focus
on coarse-grained activity descriptions. Previous works on
surgical activity recognition mainly defined an activity as a
sequence of actions or gestures [11], [12], [13]. DiPietro et
al. [14] represented surgical activity as low-level gestures
and higher-level maneuvers. Bawa et al. [15] used verb-target
combined nouns to represent surgical activities and the tips of
instruments to represent the location of interaction. The above
works focus on action verbs, ignoring the subject or object
of the action. Such surgical activity representations can not
adequately describe the information in the surgical scene.

Fine-grained surgical instrument-tissue interaction recogni-
tion has received attention in recent years with the devel-
opment of automatic surgery. To gain a fuller understand-
ing of surgical scenes, Nwoye et al. [4] first proposed to
directly predict ⟨instrument, tissue, action⟩ triplet labels to
describe activities in surgical scenes in 2020. This is defined
as instrument-tissue interaction recognition which is a multi-
label classification task and they created the first laparoscopic
surgical dataset for this task. In 2022, they presented an
extended work in both methods and data for instrument-tissue
interaction recognition [8]. Furthermore, Li et al. [9] presented
a Transformer-like architecture named SIRNet for the surgical
instrument-tissue interaction recognition task.

Some other works for instrument-tissue interaction recogni-
tion focus on relationship reasoning when the location and type
of instrument and tissue are known. Islam et al. [5] developed
a graph network-based method using Graph Parsing Neural
Networks [16] with SageConv [17] to infer the interaction type
with knowing instrument and target positions and types. Xu et
al. [6] developed a multi-layer transformer-based model with
gradient reversal adversarial learning to model the relationship
between instruments and tissues for surgical report generation.
Seenivasan et al. [7] proposed a globally-reasoned multi-task
surgical scene understanding model to perform instrument
segmentation and recognize instrument-tissue interaction with
ground-truth instrument and tissue position and type.

The above-mentioned existing works in the surgical
instrument-tissue interaction task only focus on category in-
formation and overlook the detection of specific locations of
instruments and tissues. A detailed description of activities
in the given surgical scene should include instruments, target
tissues, and their locations and relations. However, most ex-
isting works involve only a portion of this combination, with
only category information and no information on the precise
location of instruments or tissues.
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B. Human-object Interaction Detection
Human-object interaction (HOI) detection [18] with both

category and location information to describe human activities
is a fundamental problem for scene understanding in natural
scenes. A HOI detector is to locate human-object pairs and
classify their corresponding action. Algorithms in this field
provide references for instrument-tissue interaction detection.

Most HOI methods share a serial architecture. In the first
stage, humans and objects are detected using off-the-shelf
object detection models first. Then in the second stage, human-
object pairs, which are generated by matching humans and
objects one by one based on regional features, are fed to a
network to predict the action between them. In recent years,
with the successful application of the Transformer [19] in
the field of image processing, transformer-based methods are
also starting to appear in the HOI detection field [20], [21].
However, it’s difficult to train the model well because it is
hard to generate a unified feature representation for two very
different tasks. Recently, Zhang et al. [22] argued that the
success of Transformer-inspired HOI detectors can largely be
attributed to the representation power of transformers. They
proposed a two-stage Unary-Pairwise Transformer which out-
performs state-of-the-art models. This proves that improving
the detection model in the first stage is also a new way for
performance improvement in the HOI detection task.

Surgical scenes differ from natural scenes in many ways.
Firstly, the boundaries of most tissues are unclear such as
transparent tissues in cataract surgeries. Camera movement
and bleeding also obscure the field of view, resulting in many
missed and false detections. Secondly, the subject of an action
in HOI is always human, while a variety of instruments
can be the subject of an action type in surgical scenes. For
different kinds of subjects, there might be the same kind of
verb description. Therefore, directly applying HOI detection
methods to surgical scenes cannot achieve desired results.

III. DATASETS

As summarized in Table I, existing surgical workflow
datasets mainly focus on coarse-grained workflow representa-
tion and no dataset matches our task. To evaluate the efficiency
of our algorithm, we build two datasets based on different
surgical scenarios, including a private Cataract surgery and
a publicly available Cholecystectomy surgery. We label the
two datasets under the direction of doctors. Their detailed
illustrations are listed in the following.

A. Cataract Surgery Video (PhacoQ) Dataset
We build a cataract surgery video dataset, named PhacoQ

Dataset, based on phacoemulsification, which is a widely used
cataract surgery. The dataset consists of 20 surgery videos with
a frame rate of 1 fps. We make the dataset to be more suitable
for actual surgical scenes by adding non-interaction frames.
These videos are labeled frame by frame with five annotators
directed by ophthalmologists. The annotation for each frame
includes the location of instruments and tissues as well as
the type of instruments, tissues, and actions. Twelve kinds of
instruments, 12 kinds of tissues, and 15 kinds of actions form

Fig. 2. Pipeline of the proposed ITIDNet models. Instruments and
tissues are detected in the first stage while actions for instrument-tissue
pairs are predicted in the second stage.

32 kinds of interaction labels. PhacoQ Dataset is randomly
split into a training set with 12 videos, a valid set with 4
videos, and a testing set with 4 videos. Some examples are
presented in the first row of Fig. 6.

B. Cholecystectomy Surgery Video (CholecQ) Dataset
We construct a cholecystectomy surgery video dataset,

named CholecQ Dataset, based on two publicly available
datasets CholecT50 [8] and CholecSeg8k [30], both of which
use the endoscopic images from the Cholec80 dataset [24].
The data are obtained from laparoscopic cholecystectomy
surgeries at the University Hospital of Strasbourg, France.
The dataset is also labeled with five markers, including the
bounding boxes and categories of instruments, the bounding
boxes and categories of tissues, and the categories of actions.
We have labeled two kinds of instruments, five kinds of tissues,
and five kinds of actions, forming 17 kinds of interaction. The
CholecQ Dataset contains 181 video snippets with 17 kinds
of instrument-tissue interaction annotations and each video
snippet consists of 80 image frames. The surgical video dataset
is split into a training set with 145 video snips and a test set
with 36 video snips. Some examples are presented in the first
row of Fig. 6.

IV. PROPOSED METHOD

The pipeline of the proposed Instrument-Tissue Interaction
Detection Network (ITIDNet) is shown in Fig. 2. The frame-
work follows a two-stage strategy with an instance detection
stage and an interaction prediction stage. In the first stage,
bounding boxes of instruments and tissues are detected using
the instance detection model. In the second stage, these
detected instruments and tissues are sent into the proposed
interaction prediction model to predict interactions.

A. Instance Detection
Due to poor image quality caused by movement or bleeding,

mutual obscuration between instruments and tissues, and tis-
sues with unclear boundaries, such as the transparent corneal
in cataract surgeries, directly applying the off-the-shelf object
detector to our surgery scenes cannot provide desired detection
results. Under these circumstances, relying solely on the visual
proposal features itself is not sufficient to detect the object
well. Combining global context information in the video snip-
pet with visual features is a good way to improve performance.
Furthermore, as medical prior knowledge, instruments and
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TABLE I
SUMMARY OF EXISTING SURGICAL WORKFLOW DATASETS.

Dataset #Videos #Frames Annotation Anatomy #Avt #Ins #Act #Tis Extracted
HeiCo [23] 30 1499750 Phase Colon Rectum - - - - Yes
Cholec80 [24] 80 176110 Phase Cholecyst - 7 - - No
CholecT50 [8] 50 100863 Triplet Cholecyst 100 6 10 15 No
MISAW [25] 27 164277 Phase, Step, Triplet Anastomose 47 1 10 9 No
Bypass40 [26] 40 26000 Phase, Step Stomach - - - - No
PSI-AVA [27] 8 73618 Phase, Step, Triplet* Prostate 16 7 16 - No
ESAD [28] 4 33398 Action Cholecyst - - 21 - No
RLLS12M [29] 50 2113510 Step, Task, Triplet Liver Cholecyst 38 11 8 16 No
Cataract [2] 20 13374 Quintuple Cataract 32 12 15 12 Yes
PhacoQ (ours) 20 23580 Quintuple Cataract 32 12 15 12 No
CholecQ (ours) 181 14480 Quintuple Cholecyst 17 2 5 5 No
1 # represents the number of, and Ins, Tis, Act, Avt is the abbreviation for instrument, tissue, action, activity.
2 Triplet represents ⟨instrument class, action class, tissue class⟩, Triplet* represents ⟨instrument class, instrument bounding box, action

class⟩, and Quintuple represents ⟨instrument class, instrument bounding box, action class, tissue class, tissue bounding box⟩. Extracted
means that the video frames have been non-uniformly sampled.

Fig. 3. Illustration of the proposed instance detection model in the first stage. Extracting regional features using the Faster R-CNN backbone
network, refining proposal features through the proposed SCF Layer and SCA Layer, and predicting the category and location of instruments and
tissues. The proposed SCF Layer fuses global context information from the video snippet and exploits relationships of RoIs in the key frame k. The
proposed SCA Layer utilizes relationships of RoIs in adjacent frames (from frame k − r to k) guided by spatial encoding.

their corresponding tissues in the surgical process must meet
certain standards. Therefore, we propose to aggregate features
among instruments and tissues in the same frame and between
adjacent frames to improve detection accuracy.

As shown in Fig. 3, we take the current frame k as the
key frame and frame k − r to k − 1 as reference frames
ref . A video snippet consists of the key frame and reference
frames, with r + 1 frames in total. The instance detection
model follows the basic structure of Faster R-CNN, using
a backbone network to extract feature maps fm ∈ Rc×h×w

for each input frame first, where c, h, and w denotes the
number of channels, height, and width for the feature maps.
A Region Proposal Network (RPN) is used to generate a set
of region proposals based on these feature maps. Then an RoI
align network followed by linear box heads extract regional
features as visual features fv ∈ RNp×c, where Np is the
number of proposals. A Snippet Consecutive Feature (SCF)
Layer and a novel Spatial Corresponding Attention (SCA)
Layer are proposed to exploit instrument-tissue relations for
feature refinement. For each proposal, a class prediction head
predicts its probabilities belonging to a certain instrument or
tissue category and a box prediction head refines the bounding
box of this proposal via regression.

1) Snippet Consecutive Feature (SCF) Layer: In the surgery
scenes, poor picture quality, caused by bleeding, reflections,
or mutual obscuration of instruments and tissues, hinders
accurate object detection. Since the context information of
a video snippet provides the overall global information of
the video snippet, it is considered as a good aid to improve
detection performance when object appearance features alone
are not sufficient for object detection. If the model can capture
global context information about the video snippet, it will be
easier to detect objects since the information about a short
video snippet will imply the presence of instruments and
tissues. For example, since the artificial lens is transparent,
it is difficult to detect properly. However, a video snippet of
artificial lens implantation will imply that there will be an
artificial lens in the image. Besides, in a standard surgical
procedure, there is a correspondence between the instrument
and the tissue that it interacts with. For instance, the presence
of a knife implies the presence of forceps and the target of the
knife is usually corneal-limbus in phacoemulsification. These
correspondences can be used to assist in detecting instruments
and tissues through feature refinement. Thus, we design a
Snippet Consecutive Feature (SCF) Layer to combine snippet
context information and exploit instrument-tissue relationships
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of intra-frame for feature refinement.
As shown in Fig. 3, feature maps of frames in the video

snippet fk−r
m , ..., fk−1

m , fk
m ∈ Rc×h×w are sent to the

Global Average Pooling Layer and Long Short-Term Memory
(LSTM) Layer to obtain the snippet context features fk

g ∈
R1×c. These obtained snippet context features include tempo-
ral information about the key frame and reference frames.

To combine global context features of the video snippet
with instance features and model the relationships between
instances in the current frame, the snippet context features fk

g

are mapped into Gk ∈ R1×c via linear mapping layers W k
g .

Also, visual features of proposals in the key frame fk
v are

mapped into a query Qk ∈ RNp×c, a key Kk ∈ RNp×c, and
a value V k ∈ RNp×c via linear mapping layers W k

q , W k
k , and

W k
v . The attention scores wscfl can be calculated by:

wscfl =
(Qk ·Gk) (Kk ·Gk)

T

√
dk

(1)

where T is transpose function and dk is the dimension of Kk.
The output attention features of SCF Layer fscfl are com-

puted by the multiplication of the mapped RoI visual features
V k and the attention scores wscfl, formulated as fscfl =
softmax(wscfl)V

k.
2) Spatial Corresponding Attention (SCA) Layer: In surgical

scenes, it is common for instruments and tissues to be partially
invisible due to mutual occlusion and the movement of instru-
ments. In this case, detecting instruments and tissues using
proposal features alone cannot produce accurate detection
results. Since in such a short video snippet the instruments
or tissues may reveal different parts in different frames, we
suppose that information from adjacent frames can be helpful
for improving the detection performance based on feature
aggregation. In order to obtain feature aggregation weights,
spatial location information is also vital in addition to visual
features. Typically, the instrument and its corresponding tissue
are relatively close. Thus, to incorporate the information of
proposals in the adjacent frames for feature aggregation, we
design a Spatial Corresponding Attention (SCA) Layer.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, spatial location information for
proposal pairs between the key frame and the reference frames
are encoded as the spatial encoding. The spatial encoding
is the concatenation of normalized center coordinates of the
proposal boxes, normalized proposal box width and height,
normalized proposal box area, normalized proposal box aspect
ratio, and pairwise relationships. The pairwise relationships
include the intersection over union and the differences between
the center coordinates of the proposal boxes normalized by the
dimensions of the proposal box in the key frame. The inputs to
SCA Layer are the refined visual features of the proposals in
the key frame fk

v re ∈ RNp×c, the concatenated visual features
of the proposals in the reference frames fref

v ∈ Rr∗Np×c, and
the spatial encoding for proposal pairs SEk ∈ RNp×Np×16.

Specifically, the spatial encoding of proposal pairs SEk is
sent into a fully-connected network W b

k to compute a spatial
weight ws = FC(SEk) of proposals from the key frame and
reference frames. To obtain the spatial correspondence, visual
features of proposals in the key frame fk

v re are mapped into

a query Qk
v ∈ RNp×c via linear layers W f

q . Concatenated
visual features of proposals in r reference frames fref

v are
also mapped into a key Kr

v ∈ Rr∗Np×c and a value V r
v ∈

Rr∗Np×c via linear layers W f
k and W f

v , as shown in Fig. 3.
The visual weight wv of proposals in the key frame and its
reference frames is calculated by wv =

Qk
v Kr

v
T

√
dr
v

, where T is

the transpose function, and drv denotes the dimension of Kr
v .

Finally, the attention weight for feature aggregation in SCA
Layer is the sum of the spatial weight ws and the visual weight
wv . The output features of SCA Layer fscal are computed by
the multiplication of the mapped RoI features of the reference
frames V r

v and the attention weights, formulated as fscal =
softmax(wv + ws)V

r
v .

B. Interaction Prediction
The model framework of the interaction prediction stage

is shown in Fig. 4. A feature extraction module is utilized
to extract visual features of detected instruments and tissues
and a Temporal Graph (TG) Layer is proposed to predict
the actions between the detected instruments and tissues by
modeling inter-frame and intra-frame relationships of them.

To extract visual features of instruments and tissues, we
directly adopt the backbone network in stage 1 to extract
feature maps for video frames k − r to k. The detected
bounding boxes combined with the extracted feature maps are
passed through RoI Align to extract regional features. These
regional features are then sent to a Box Head which includes
a flatten operation and a fully-connected layer with ReLU
activation function to extract instance features fn

o ∈ RN×c,
where n = {ref, k} represents reference (from frame k−r to
k − 1) and key frames (k), o = {i, t} represents the detected
object (instrument or tissue). N = {Ni, Nt}, Ni is the number
of detected instruments i, and Nt is the number of detected
tissues t in frame n.

As relation reasoning is vital for interaction prediction, we
propose a graph-based model, Temporal Graph Layer, to build
multiple relationships of instruments and tissues. Firstly, we
build an interaction graph to connect detected instruments and
tissues in a video snippet. Then we refine graph features by
exploring relationships between graph nodes, including the
intra-frame relation between instruments and tissues, and the
inter-frame relation of the same instruments or tissues. Finally,
actions between instruments and tissues are predicted based on
the refined interaction graph.

1) Graph building: An interaction graph is constructed for
a video snippet to represent the instruments and tissues and
the relationships between them. The graph is constructed by
nodes, intra-frame connection, and inter-frame connection.
Nodes are the instruments and tissues detected in the first stage
and their initial features are the input regional visual features.
The intra-frame connection is bidirectional and defined as
the correlation between instruments and tissues in one frame.

In surgical scenes, there are often multiple objects of the
same category in one frame. In order to predict their respective
actions, we propose to analyze them one by one. We assume
every object (tissue or instrument) in one frame as an instance,
i = {i1, i2, .., iNi

} denotes the set of detected instrument
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Fig. 4. Illustration of the proposed Interaction Prediction model in the second stage. Instruments and tissues detected in stage 1 are sent to the
feature extraction module to extract regional visual features first. These features are sent to the Temporal Graph Layer to predict actions between
instruments and tissues. In this layer, an interaction graph is built to represent the instruments and tissues and the relationships between them.

instance, t = {t1, t2, .., tNt} denotes the set of detected tissue
instance. As instruments or tissues will continue to appear
in the surgical scene for a period of time, the instance is
considered to be continuous in a short snippet. We define
the inter-frame connection as the temporal correlation of the
same instance between the keyframe and reference frames.

Fig. 5. Illustration of making the inter-frame connection for the instance
o between the key frame and one reference frame r. Nr denotes the
number of objects, which have the same class as o, in frame r.

For every object in the set o = {i1, i2, .., iNi
, t1, t2, .., tNt

}
of the current key frame, the first step of the algorithm is
to find the same type of object in each reference frame. As
shown in Fig. 5, we define the number of objects with the
same category of o in a reference frame as Nr ≤ NiorNt. If
Nr equals zero, there is no connection between o and other
objects in the reference frame. If Nr equals one, the object
in the reference frame is regarded as the same instance as o,
and there is an inter-frame connection between o and the same
instance in the reference frame. If Nr is larger than one, the
connection among these objects should be determined. In other
words, we need to determine which object in the reference
frame is the same instance as o in the keyframe. Therefore,
we propose a Temporal Weight (TW) Head to generate the
inter-frame connection weight wtemp

o , defined as: wtemp
o =

FC(ReLU(FC(FC(fk
o )∗FC(fr

o )+FC(SEkr)))) , fk
o ∈ R1×c

is the regional visual features of an instance o in the keyframe,
fr
o ∈ RNr×c denotes regional visual features of objects in the

reference frame which have the same category as the instance
o, and SEkr ∈ R1×Nr×16 is the spatial encoding of the object
pairs. The index of the same instance in the reference frame
is calculated by argmax of the connection weight.

2) Inter-frame message passing: An action verb is a high-
level abstraction of the interaction between instruments and
tissues over a period of time. The temporal information, such
as the motion of the same instance in consecutive frames,
is of great significance for action prediction. Hence, in the
interaction graph, we pass and update messages between inter-
frame connections to exploit temporal information of action.

After sorting out inter-frame connections in the graph, visual
features of the same instances in the key frame fk

o and
reference frames fk−r

o , ..., fk−1
o are sent to LSTM to capture

temporal information for feature refinement. We adopt LSTM
as the message passing function and the residual connection
as the update function to obtain the refined node features in
the key frame fk

o inter ∈ R1×c as shown in Fig. 4.
3) Intra-frame message passing: Since instruments and tis-

sues in the same frame should be related, we model their rela-
tionships through intra-frame connections. Intra-frame graph
weights wk

i,t that indicates the relationships between instru-
ments and tissues in the key frame can be calculated as:

wk
i,t = FC(ReLU(FC(FC(fk

i ) ∗FC(fk
t )+FC(SEit)))) (2)

where fk
i ∈ RNi×c and fk

t ∈ RNt×c denotes node features
of instruments and tissues in the key frame, and SEit ∈
RNi×Nt×c denotes the spatial encoding of instrument-tissue
pairs. Noted that the inputs to intra-frame message passing are
the outputs after inter-frame message passing. To simplify the
expression, the inputs are not written with subscripts inter.

To generate more discriminative features, we propose to
refine node features of instruments and tissues in the key frame
by bidirectional message passing and updating functions. The
node features of instruments in the key frame are updated as:
fk
i intra = Norm(fk

i +
∑Nt

t=1 wi,tf
k
t ), f

k
i intra denotes output

features of instrument’s node and Norm(·) is the LayerNorm
operation.

The nodes of tissues in the key frame are updated as:
fk
t intra = Norm(fk

t +
∑Ni

i=1 wt,if
k
i ), wt,i is the transpose

of wi,t and fk
t intra denotes output features of tissue’s node.

4) Action prediction: After message passing and updating
between inter-frame connections and intra-frame connections,
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the action of the instrument-tissue pair is calculated using
the readout function. In addition to instrument and tissue
node features, spatial encoding of the instrument-tissue pair
and global feature map fk

m of the key frame are helpful in
predicting the action sa. The calculation process for sa is
formulated as:

sa = Sigmoid(FC(readout(fk
i intra, f

k
t intra, SEit, f

k
m))).

(3)
where readout() is defined as ReLU(Norm(FC(FC(fk

i intra)
+ FC(fk

t intra) + FC(SEit) + FC(GAP(fk
m))))) and GAP()

is global average pooling.
Since the surgery is often standardized, the action types for

certain types of instruments and tissues are limited. For post-
processing, since the categories of instruments and tissues are
already decided in the first stage, a prior score can be used
for more accurate prediction. A certain type of instrument or
tissue can be mapped into several types of possible actions.
The score of the possible type of mapping action is set to the
same as the score of the instrument or tissue, denoted as si
and st. The final interaction score s is calculated as s = sa ∗
si∗st. In summary, the quintuple outputs for instrument-tissue
interaction detection are obtained by pairing the instruments
and tissues detected in the first stage and generating the action
predictions between them in the second stage.

C. Optimization
The instance detection model and the interaction prediction

model are trained separately. To train the instance detection
model, we just adopt the same loss as Faster R-CNN [31],
including the RPN loss and the Fast R-CNN loss. For model
training in the interaction prediction model, we first assign
each prediction interaction with ground-truth labels. Specif-
ically, Intersection over Union (IoU) is calculated between
predicted and ground-truth instruments (denoted as IoUi)
and between predicted and ground-truth tissues (denoted as
IoUt). If the minimum value between IoUi and IoUt for the
interaction prediction is less than a threshold, then the action
label is assigned as the ground-truth action label. To alleviate
the class imbalance problem, the focal loss Lfocal [32] is
applied for model training.

V. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

A. Experimental Settings
1) Evaluation Metrics: Mean Average Precision (mAP) [33],

which is widely used in evaluating the human-object inter-
action detection task, is adopted to evaluate the proposed
network for instrument-tissue interaction detection. A detected
interaction is considered as a true positive detection when the
predicted instrument-tissue-action class is correct and both the
predicted instrument and tissue boxes have an Intersection over
Union (IoU) higher than 0.5 with the corresponding ground
truth pair. To validate the effectiveness of the model in the
first stage, mAP is also used to measure instrument and tissue
detection performance in the first stage. We denote mAP for
the instrument and tissue detection as mAPIT and mAP for
the instrument-tissue interaction detection as mAPITI.

TABLE II
COMPARISON RESULTS ON PHACOQ AND CHOLECQ DATASET.

Methods PhacoQ Dataset CholecQ Dataset
mAPIT mAPITI mAPIT mAPITI

Baseline [31] 58.17% 33.75% 59.72% 28.69%
iCAN [34] 58.17% 34.13% 59.72% 31.73%
Zhang et al. [35] 58.17% 34.63% 59.72% 35.27%
QDNet [2] 58.66% 34.89% 61.79% 36.83%
ITIDNet (Ours) 60.21% 36.82% 63.36% 39.01%

2) Implementation Details: Input video frames for all models
maintain the original aspect ratio and are reshaped to a height
of 448. Considering the balance of effectiveness and efficiency,
the number of reference frames is set to 3. Experiments on
the number of reference frames are presented in section V-
F. ResNet50-FPN is adopted as the backbone network in our
framework. In the first stage, our models are trained for 20
epochs and the initial learning rate is set to 0.001 with 0.1
decayed at the 10th and 15th epochs. Detection results of the
first stage with scores lower than 0.2 are filtered out and non-
maximum suppression with a threshold of 0.5 is applied. Up
to 5 instrument boxes and 5 tissue boxes with the highest score
are selected for the second stage of interaction prediction. In
the second stage, our models are trained for 20 epochs with
the initial learning rate at 0.0001. SGD optimizer with 0.9
momentum and 0.0001 weight decay is used in both stages.
Our models are trained on GeForce GTX 2080 Ti GPUs.

B. Comparison Experiments
We compare the proposed framework with several state-of-

the-art methods based on the PhacoQ Dataset and the CholecQ
Dataset. Inspired by [2], we design a Baseline model that uses
Faster R-CNN [31] for instrument and tissue detection and a
fully-connected layer to predict actions for instrument-tissue
pairs. Two state-of-the-art human-object interaction detection
methods, iCAN [34] and Zhang et al. [35], are reimplemented
for instrument-tissue interaction detection. The QDNet [2] is
the first method for instrument-tissue interaction detection.
Quantitative results on the PhacoQ test set and the CholecQ
test set are shown in Table II. As Faster R-CNN is used as
the first stage model in both iCAN [34] and Zhang et al. [35],
they have the same mAPIT for the first stage.

The proposed method outperforms other methods by a large
margin in both instance detection and interaction prediction
stages. With SCF Layer and SCA Layer, the proposed method
boosts the mAPIT for the first stage by 2.04% on PhacoQ
Dataset and 3.64% on CholecQ Dataset. Although QDNet
also emphasizes the importance of spatial and temporal rela-
tionships between proposals in adjacent frames, our proposed
method achieves better results by combining snippet context
information to exploit the relationships between proposals in
the key frame. Furthermore, thanks to the relation reasoning in
the second stage, the improvement for the overall instrument-
tissue interaction detection task is more significant as 3.07%
higher mAPITI on PhacoQ Dataset and 10.32% mAPITI on
CholecQ Dataset compared with the baseline model. By wisely
incorporating the inter-frame connection in the graph structure,
our proposed framework performs better than the QDNet,
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY ON KEY MODULES IN THE PROPOSED FRAMEWORK.

Layers PhacoQ Dataset CholecQ Dataset
SCF SCA TG mAPIT mAPITI mAPIT mAPITI

✓ ✓ ✓ 60.21% 36.82% 63.36% 39.01%
✓ ✓ 59.71% 35.88% 61.34% 38.77%

✓ ✓ 59.05% 34.87% 60.41% 35.24%
✓ ✓ 60.21% 34.93% 63.36% 31.49%

which only takes the intra-frame connection into consideration.
Overall, the proposed method has advantages in detecting
instrument-tissue interaction, especially in action prediction.

Qualitative results of the Baseline, QDNet, and our model
are presented in Fig. 6. The results prove that the proposed
model can provide more accurate detection of instrument-
tissue interactions than other methods. Especially, when both
the instrument and tissue are correctly detected, the proposed
model is able to more accurately determine the action between
them. Note that in the fifth column of Fig. 6, QDNet and our
proposed model only detect half of the gallbladder tissue due
to the obscuration of the liver. The category labels for this
interaction are correct, however, the bounding boxes of the
tissue detection results and the gound-truth are different.

C. Ablation Studies on Key Components of Framework
Ablation studies on PhacoQ Dataset and CholecQ Dataset

are conducted to validate the effectiveness of the three key
components. The results are listed in Table III. Our framework
achieves the best performance with 60.21% mAPIT and
36.82% mAPITI on PhacoQ Dataset. Removing the SCF
Layer decreases the performance by 0.5% at mAPIT and
further leads to the reduction of mAPITI by 0.94%. Removing
the SCA Layer from the proposed framework impairs the
performance even more by 1.16% at mAPIT and 1.95% at
mAPITI. Besides, replacing the TG Layer by simply concate-
nating the features of the instrument and tissue pairs results
in a 1.89% drop at mAPITI. Similar trends were obtained
on the CholecQ dataset for removing the SCF Layer and
SCA Layer while removing TG Layer has a greater impact
(a 7.52% mAPITI drop) on the CholecQ dataset. This may
be due to the fact that for an instrument, there are more
interaction combinations on the CholecQ dataset. Hence, the
TG Layer becomes even more important as it is responsible
for interaction prediction. Therefore, our proposed layers: SCF
Layer, SCA Layer, and TG Layer are proved to be useful
in improving the accuracy of instrument-tissue interaction
detection.

D. Experiments for Designing the First Stage Model
1) SCF Layer: We conduct experiments on the structure of

the SCF Layer to verify the effectiveness of snippet context
information and the relationships of RoIs in the key frame for
instrument and tissue detection, as shown in the first part of
Table IV. A GC Layer is designed to utilize the global context
features of each frame by simply concatenating it with the RoI
features. On the basis of the Faster R-CNN baseline model,
GC Layer improves the performance of the model at detecting

TABLE IV
EXPERIMENTS FOR THE DESIGN OF SCF LAYER AND SCA LAYER

Design mAPIT

Baseline (Faster R-CNN) 58.17%
+ GC Layer 58.34%

Experiments for + Attention Layer 58.80%
SCF Layer + SCF Layer without LSTM 58.56%

+ SCF Layer 59.05%
+ CA Layer 59.44%

Experiments for + SCA Layer 59.67%
SCA Layer + SCF Layer + CA Layer 59.73%

+ SCF Layer + SCA Layer 60.21%

instruments and tissues by 0.17% mAPIT. This proves the
effectiveness of global context information. To validate the
effectiveness of the relationships of RoIs in the key frame for
instrument and tissue detection, on top of the baseline model,
we add an Attention Layer, which is a modified version of
SCF Layer with the snippet context features removed. It can
be formulated as fal = softmax(Q

k KkT

√
d

)V k. The mAPIT

improves by 0.63%, rising to 58.80%. Adding the proposed
SCF Layer on the baseline achieves the best performance with
59.05% mAPIT, which proves the effectiveness of the way we
use global context information to help reason the relationships
of RoIs in the key frame. Moreover, to prove the need of
using global context features of the video snippet, we build a
new SCF Layer without LSTM, which utilizes global context
features from the key frame, to replace SCF Layer. As a result,
the performance of the model drops to 58.56%.

2) SCA Layer: In the second part of Table IV, we conduct
experiments on the structure of the proposed SCA Layer
to validate the effectiveness of spatial information and the
relationships of RoIs in adjacent frames. We build a CA
Layer, which is formulated as fcal = softmax(

Qk
v Kr

v
T

√
dr
v

)V r
v .

With CA Layer, the mAPIT increases to 59.44% compared
with the Faster R-CNN baseline model. This proves that the
relationships of RoIs in adjacent frames are effective in helping
improve detection. The proposed SCA Layer can be viewed
as CA Layer guided by spatial information. Compared with
the non-spatial information version, the baseline model with
SCA Layer further enhances the detection performance to
59.67%. This indicates that spatial information is also helpful
in detection. Moreover, our model is able to perform even
better with the addition of SCF Layer.

E. Experiments for Designing the Second Stage Model
As shown in Table V, we conduct ablation studies on intra-

frame connection and inter-frame connection in TG Layer: (1)
Base: we use the output instruments and tissues in the first
stage as the graph nodes and only the readout function is used
in the second stage to predict the actions for the instrument-
tissue pairs; (2) Intra: we employ temporal graph network
with only intra-frame connection in the proposed model; (3)
Intra’: we replace the weight calculation function in Intra with
wk

i,t = FC(relu(FC(Concat(fi, ft)))); (4) Inter: we employ
temporal graph network with only inter-frame connection in
the proposed model; (5) Inter’: we replace the TW Head in
Inter with the linear layer which can be formulated as w =
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Fig. 6. Example results on PhacoQ Dataset and CholecQ Dataset. From top to bottom, we represent the ground-truth, results of the Faster R-CNN
baseline model [31], QDNet [2], and our model respectively. The ground-truth or detection bounding boxes of instruments and tissues are marked
in blue and light blue. False detection bounding boxes are marked in red. Incorrect interaction detection results are marked in red while correct
detection results are marked in green. Only instrument-tissue interactions with an interaction score s greater than 0.5 are presented.

FC(relu(FC(Concat(fk, fr)))). (6) Ours: we use both Intra
and Inter as described in the methodology section.

TABLE V
ABLATION STUDY ON THE GRAPH STRUCTURE

Graph structure mAPITI

Base 34.93%
Intra’ 35.21%
Intra 35.47%
Inter’ 36.01%
Inter 36.16%

Ours (Intra+Inter) 36.82%

It is observed that the Base model obtains reasonable
detection results with 34.93% mAPITI. Adding the intra-
frame connection without spatial encoding weight calculation
(Intra’) boosts the performance with 0.28% gain in mAPITI.
Furthermore, with the assistance of spatial encoding in weight
calculation (Intra), the mAPITI rises to 35.47% with 0.54%
gain. Besides, adding the inter-frame connection without spa-
tial encoding in TW Head on the base model (Inter’) improves
the mAPITI by 1.08% and a 1.23% improvement occurred in
mAPITI with spatial encoding in TW Head. With both inter-
frame and intra-frame connections (ours), the proposed model
achieves the highest performance with 36.82% mAPITI. These
experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of the inter-
frame connection and intra-frame connection.

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY ON THE NUMBER OF REFERENCE FRAMES

r 1 3 5 7
mAPIT 58.12% 60.21% 60.41% 60.05%
mAPITI 35.86% 36.82% 36.90% 36.41%
t1 (s) 0.077 0.143 0.201 0.267
t2 (s) 0.051 0.086 0.121 0.158

F. Experiments on the Number of Reference Frames
Reference frames are core aids in improving model perfor-

mance. In order to more comprehensively analyze the contri-
bution of temporal information, we conduct experiments on
the number of reference frames as shown in Table VI. As the
number of reference frames grows, both mAPIT and mAPITI

of the proposed model gradually rise. It’s also observed that
the rate of growth in performance is decreasing. The inference
time for one key frame for the instance detection stage (t1)
and the interaction prediction stage (t2) are also provided.
Considering the balance of effectiveness and efficiency, 3 is a
wise choice for the number of reference frames.

G. Statistical Significance Analysis
The statistical significance of the performance of the pro-

posed model is measured by comparing it with the baseline
model and the state-of-the-art model QDNet. Besides, the
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statistical significance of key components of our ITIDNet
is measured. The videos within the PhacoQ test set are
segmented into clips, with each clip comprising 300 frames
except for the last clip of a video. We calculated the mAPITI

on each video clip in the PhacoQ test set and the CholecQ test
set. The null hypothesis states that both algorithms perform
equally well. Based on the obtained mAPITI score on each
video clip, we used the Wilcoxon signed-rank test [36] for
significance analysis and calculated the p-value as presented
in Table VII. As the p-values for ITIDNet against the state-
of-the-art methods on the PhacoQ test set and CholecQ test
set are significantly smaller than 0.05, the null hypothesis can
be rejected at a confidence level of 5%. Therefore, there is a
significant difference between our proposed models ITIDNet
and other methods on both datasets. Besides, it can be seen
from the table that our proposed key components are helpful
for our quintuple detection.

TABLE VII
P-VALUE IN WILCOXON SIGNED-RANK TEST OF COMPARISONS AND KEY

COMPONENTS

Method PhacoQ dataset CholecQ dataset
ITIDNet vs. baseline 0.0052 0.0011
ITIDNet vs. QDNet 0.0494 0.0349

ITIDNet vs. w/o SCA Layer 0.0708 0.0946
ITIDNet vs. w/o SCF Layer 0.1323 0.0679
ITIDNet vs. w/o TG Layer 7.6e-06 0.0393

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose to represent instrument-tissue
interaction as ⟨instrument class, instrument bounding box,
tissue class, tissue bounding box, action class⟩ quintuple for
more comprehensive surgical scene understanding. To perform
the instrument-tissue interaction detection task, a novel model
named ITIDNet is proposed. The performance of the model
is improved by (i) incorporating global context information
of the video snippet with the relationships of RoIs in the
key frame, (ii) adopting the relationships of RoIs between the
key frame and reference frames guided by spatial encoding to
assist in detecting instruments and tissues, and (iii) introducing
a graph neural network with inter-frame connections and intra-
frame connections to reason relationships of the detected
instruments and tissues for pairing and determining actions.
For method evaluation, we construct a cataract surgery video
dataset named PhacoQ and a cholecystectomy video dataset
named CholecQ. Experiments on the PhacoQ Dataset and the
CholecQ Dataset demonstrated that the proposed model out-
performs existing state-of-the-art methods in the instrument-
tissue interaction detection task with a large performance gain.
We also provide a detailed study to prove the effectiveness of
the proposed key components: SCF Layer, SCA Layer, and
TG Layer. Further research is needed on the joint training and
optimization of the two-stage model so that the overall interac-
tion detection performance will be less influenced by the false
positive detection of the first stage. Besides, other models such
as Temporal Convolution Network (TCN) or Transformer for
temporal information modeling will be explored in the future.
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