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Abstract. Federated learning (FL) is a renowned technique for utilizing decentralized data while
preserving privacy. However, real-world applications often involve inherent challenges such as par-
tially labeled datasets, where not all clients possess expert annotations of all labels of interest, leav-
ing large portions of unlabeled data unused. In this study, we conduct the largest federated cardiac
CT imaging analysis to date, focusing on partially labeled datasets (n = 8, 124) of Transcatheter
Aortic Valve Implantation (TAVI) patients over eight hospital clients. Transformer architectures,
which are the major building blocks of current foundation models, have shown superior performance
when trained on larger cohorts than traditional CNNs. However, when trained on small task-specific
labeled sample sizes, it is currently not feasible to exploit their underlying attention mechanism for
improved performance. Therefore, we developed a two-stage semi-supervised learning strategy that
distills knowledge from several task-specific CNNs (landmark detection and segmentation of cal-
cification) into a single transformer model by utilizing large amounts of unlabeled data typically
residing unused in hospitals to mitigate these issues. This method not only improves the predictive
accuracy and generalizability of transformer-based architectures but also facilitates the simultaneous
learning of all partial labels within a single transformer model across the federation. Additionally,
we show that our transformer-based model extracts more meaningful features for further down-
stream tasks than the UNet-based one by only training the last layer to also solve segmentation
of coronary arteries. We make the code and weights of the final model openly available, which can
serve as a foundation model for further research in cardiac CT imaging.
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1 Introduction

The manual annotation of medical images is a laborious task that requires expert knowledge [41,38]. Often,
physicians can only label a limited amount of data for deep learning model training. They typically focus
on labeling data relevant to their specific research needs, leaving a significant portion of data unlabeled
and thus unused for training. As a result, small, highly specialized subsets of large, mostly unlabeled
datasets are common in local clinics. This presents two opportunities for improvement. First, the training
data can be enlarged by leveraging all labeled subsets across clinics, while accounting for the different
structures annotated in each. Second, by leveraging labeled and unlabeled datasets in a pooled training
synergy effects can be realized, if over all participating hospitals every label of interest is present in at
least one location. Additionally, the diversity of training data from various institutions can expand the
overall training distribution (Fig. 1).

Privacy laws hinder the widespread collection of such heterogeneous large scale datasets stored at a
single location1. Federated Learning (FL) is one paradigm that circumvents privacy concerns by reverting
the paradigm of central data storage [40,18,17,42]. In FL, the model is distributed to all data holding
institutions, where training is performed locally before the model is sent back to a central server. On
this server the trained model weights from all participating clients are averaged before another round of
training is initialized (see Fig. 1). Unfortunately, the quality and consistency of labels across different
clients can vary, impacting the model’s performance. Without inspection from the data scientist label
quality and consistency must be ensured in FL, which often poses a big challenge that impedes the
predictive performance of federated trained models on real world data [18].

In situations where each institution has a different subset of the total training labels, the clients
are termed partially labeled. Training on such clients requires complex algorithms for handling the loss
computation on clients, where labels are not present. Partially labeled data can further result in a skewed
distribution of labels across clients. Some labels might be overrepresented in the overall dataset, while
others are underrepresented. This can lead to biased models that perform well on some labels of data but
poorly on others. Training a single model to effectively address all tasks across these clients is challenging
due to the uneven distribution of annotations.

The largest FL study on 3D medical images to date (n = 6, 314) was performed by [35], who trained
an automatic tumor boundary detector for the rare disease of glioblastoma in a federated manner. They
reported improvement over a publicly trained model especially on rare cases that are not represented in
rather small public datasets. Other works include the prediction of future oxygen requirement of COVID
19 patients and the histological response to breast cancer [9,49]. The largest federated learning study in
cardiovascular imaging is conducted by Linardos et al. [24]. They use subsets of the publicly available
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) datasets from the Multi-Centre, Multi-Vendor, and Multi-Disease
Cardiac Image Segmentation Challenge (M&Ms) and Automated Cardiac Diagnosis Challenge (ACDC)
with 180 patients in total [6,5]. In all the aforementioned studies, it is assumed that all clients possess
all labels available in the federation. However, the scenario of partially labeled clients has not been
considered.

All approaches report an increase in generalizability for the federated trained model compared to the
individual trained one. However, in all reported studies on real world data the labels were consistently
distributed across all participating clients in the federation. To the best of our knowledge there exists no
comparable study with federated learning on real world data with a similar amount of data on partially
labeled clients. Additionally, unlabeled data is usually discarded and not used to further increase model
performance. Compared to the segmentation of tumors on MR brain scans [35] our considered use case
has a much larger variability in the used data.

1 Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA): https://www.cdc.gov/phlp/publications/
topic/hipaa.html, General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR): https://gdpr.eu/

https://www.cdc.gov/phlp/publications/topic/hipaa.html
https://www.cdc.gov/phlp/publications/topic/hipaa.html
https://gdpr.eu/


Federated Foundation Model for Cardiac CT Imaging 3

When solving imaging tasks a convolutional UNet is most often the method of choice [35,20,15,55]. Due
to the inductive bias of the convolutional operations they tend to generalize better with smaller amounts
of data than transformer based architectures [29]. However, recent literature on foundation models has
shown promising performance of transformers when only trained on large enough dataset sizes [33,51,25].
Transformers have the advantage of a larger receptive field due to their inbuilt attention mechanism. Not
exhibiting an inductive bias also becomes an advantage if only enough data samples are used. To improve
the performance of both model architectures knowledge distillation (KD) can be used. In KD, usually a
student network is trained to mimic output of a teacher network [14].

Diseases of the cardiovascular system amount for up to a third of deaths in developed countries2. A
common valve pathology is described by aortic valve stenosis, which is a condition where the aortic valve
becomes narrowed, leading to reduced blood flow from the heart to the rest of the body. A Transcatheter
Aortic Valve Implantation (TAVI) is primarily performed catheter-based to replace the present valve with
an artificial one. Due to its less invasive nature it has become the gold standard for treating severe aortic
stenosis in patients who are considered high risk or inoperable for surgical aortic valve replacement [22,11].
However, patients receiving a TAVI are more prone to be dependent on a pacemaker post implantation
due to the prosthesis applying pressure to the stimulation conduction system of the heart [43]. Known
influencing parameters are the aortic valve geometry, the per-cusp calcification, and the distance of the
annulus plane to the membranous septum [28,32]. The three hinge points determine the location of the
aortic annulus plane, which is the location of the smallest diameter of the aortic root and thus determines
the size of the prosthesis, while the coronary ostia determine the possible length. A measurement not yet
taken in clinical practice is the location of the smallest part of the membranous septum and its distance
from the annulus plane [16]. Multiple works exist that perform localization of aortic root and hinge points
as well as coronary ostia [21,3,2]. However, all methods were trained on single site data and no method is
able to quantify all aspects from the CT, which might be attributed to missing labels for some subtasks at
the specific locations. Thus, the presented approaches might not generalize well outside of their training
datasets. No method exists so far that combines quantification of aortic landmarks with the detection of
the membranous septum and the quantification of calcification in the area of the aortic root, which are
both important predictors for selecting the right prosthesis and determine the outcome after TAVI.

Within the German Center for Cardiovascular Diseases (DZHK) we have set up a federated learning
infrastructure connecting eight cardiology and radiology departments of university clinics in Germany.
Each institution provides the pre-TAVI computed tomography (CT) scans as well as their individual
present labels that help in choosing the right prosthesis (hinge points, coronary ostia, membranous sep-
tum, and per-cusp calcification). All CT scans used in the federated training are routinely acquired in
clinical practice. One caveat of dealing with real world clinical data is the heterogeneity of available labels,
which is especially prominent in our use case. While the annotated hinge points and coronary ostia are
labeled across all participating locations, the membranous septum as well as the calcification are only
labeled at a few not completely overlapping institutions. This work shows the following contributions.

– Study size and label scarcity: We present the largest up to date study in cardiac computed
tomography imaging from real world patient data spanning eight hospitals in Germany (n = 8, 124).
In our study, labels are scarce, meaning not all locations are in the possession of all label categories
and further only a small fraction of data samples are labeled at the respective locations.

– Federated point detection and segmentation: We train a model for each custom task (hinge
points and coronary ostia points, points of membranous septum, and segmentation of calcification) in a
federated manner [15]. Due to their inductive bias convolutional neural networks can generalize better
with small amounts of training samples. For guidance we feed the segmented heart as a condition such

2 https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/cardiovascular-diseases-(cvds)

https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/cardiovascular-diseases-(cvds)
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that the models can learn the anatomical relations between heart and the corresponding structures.
We show the superiority of the federated approach for each subtask.

– Transfer into one model: We are the first to employ federated knowledge distillation to fuse the
knowledge of the per-task models into a different architecture than the teacher, a transformer network
when small amounts of manual annotations are available. The two-stage approach increases the
amount of training data mitigating the performance difference between transformer and convolutional
UNet by semi-supervised learning.

– Downstream task: We show better generalizability of our trained transformer model compared to
the convolutional based one on the downstream task of segmenting the coronary arteries by only
finetuning the last layer. We attribute this to the learning of global context of the transformer model
given sufficient data.

– Inter-observer variability: To quantify the influence of the inter-observer variability of the manual
annotation on the final predictive performance every annotator in the clinics labeled samples of a
public dataset [61]. The inter-observer variability across locations serves as a lower-bound for the
performance of the model. The labels of this cohort will be made publicly available.

– Privacy-Preserving Label Quality Visualization: Due to its privacy by design structure FL does
not enable the inspection of label quality at the participating sites. To verify consistency we compare
the relative location of landmarks across locations, which does not disclose patient information but
allows for qualitatice privacy-preserving outlier detection in label quality.

– Open source code and model weights: The code will be made publicly available. Further, we
release the model weights of the final transformer model, which can be used as a foundation model
in cardiac CT imaging for future studies.

2 Results

For each local dataset 20% of the data was set apart to serve as an independent testset on which to
evaluate the final models. These splits were preserved during the training of all model architectures per
subtask as well as for the distilled model version. We always selected at least one location as test location
for each task. For the hinge points we chose locations 6 and 7 for testing, for membranous septum we
chose location 7, and for calcification we again chose location 6.

(Semi-supervised) Federated Knowledge Distillation from Partially labeled Clients

The large subset of unlabeled medical data usually remains unused when training deep learning models.
On the other hand the most advanced deep learning architectures based on the transformer architecture
can only develop their full potential when trained on large scale datasets. We opt for combining both
worlds by first training a conventional UNet on the labeled subsets of all the data. By employing the
federated approach for all models we were able to include heterogeneous data from multiple locations and
thus widen the training distribution for each submodel. Last, we predicted on the large datasets that were
unlabeled. Subsequently, we trained a transformer architecture (SWIN-UNETR) [12] to mimic the output
from the UNets on the large datasets. We used the federated trained UNets from all three subtasks. Thus,
we condense the knowledge for all three tasks from three models into one with semi-supervised federated
KD. Due to the mutual exclusiveness of the labels, the model gained one head for each subtask while using
the same backbone. With this design, the network has the freedom to learn features that are task-agnostic
in their backbone, e.g. features for segmenting the aortic root and for localizing the three aortic valve
hinge points are likely to be rather similar. After KD, each head is fine-tuned on the expert-annotated
datasets across the consortium, while leaving the weights of the backbone feature extractor fixed.
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Fig. 1: Overview of federated consortium and federated knowledged distillation (KD) training pipeline.
A Each label subset is not present at all locations. One model (UNet) is trained for each subset in a
federated manner across the clients in possession of that label. B Subsequently, the federated trained
models are used to make predictions on the unlabeled data samples. C The transformer based- model
(SWIN-UNETR [12]) is trained from the predictions of the teacher network with three heads but the
same backbone. Last, only the heads are fintuned on the human annotated data samples.
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Annotations

Fig. 2: Data distribution across clients. In total 8, 124 CT scans are available across all eight clients.
For each label the distribution is differently skewed. While the most uniform distribution is present for
the hinge point training, for membranous septum and calcification the distribution is skewed. Still, the
federated model that is trained over these skewed distributions exhibits better performance than the
one trained on a single client. HPs & COs: Hinge Points and Coronary Ostia Points, MS: Membranous
Septum.

For evaluation purposes we performed a large series of experiments comparing different architectures
and local vs. federated training. For each task (point detection of hinge points, coronary ostia, membra-
nous septum, and segmentation of calcification) three different methods are compared. First, we train a
convolutional UNet and transformer-based (SWIN-UNETR) on each local dataset. Second, both models
are trained in a federated fashion across the locations having labels. Third, we performed semi-supervised
federated knowledge distillation on the unlabeled data of each hospital with our federated trained UNet
as the teacher and a SWIN-UNETR as student, before finetuning on the labeled subsets. For federated
training we always left at least one location out for training for having an independent testset in form of
a completely separated client.

As can be seen in Fig. 4 models trained only on the local data shards underperform on datasets
from other locations. Transformer based architectures generalize worse than convolutional UNet based
ones, which we attribute to the inherent inductive bias of these architectures. The mean distance of the
predicted hinge points of the local UNet approach is at 3.09 ± 1.71mm for the same location and at
3.80±2.02mm for held out test locations, while the SWIN-UNETR predicts points at a mean distance of
2.60±1.65mm and 3.73±1.97mm respectively. Federated training improves generalization performance for
both methods. However, the UNet (2.59±1.76mm, 3.43±1.79mm) performs better than the transformer
(3.06 ± 1.70mm, 3.89 ± 1.91mm). While the performance of the SWIN-UNETR can be enhanced by
performing semi-supervised federated knowledge distillation from the federated trained UNet on the
previously unlabeled data samples at all locations the performance of the KD UNet is similar to the
federated one. The predicted points lie at a mean distance of 2.80±1.71mm for the training locations and
3.36±1.83mm for the held out test locations for the transformer and at 3.18±1.92mm and 3.83±2.12mm
for the UNet.

The performance for detecting the membranous septum is similar to localizing the hinge points.
The UNet generalizes better with fewer data samples, but the SWIN-UNETR can be improved with
semi-supervised federated knowledge distillation to even surpass the UNet on the unseen test clients.
The local UNet predicts a mean distance of 3.01 ± 1.84mm on the same client and 4.30 ± 1.82mm on
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Fig. 3: Qualitative results of the predicted labels of FedKD SWIN-UNETR, which is the final distilled
model. The predictions were inspected by two experienced cardiologists verifying that the points are
placed within the anatomical variance present. RCC: right coronary cusp, LCC: left coronary cusp, NCC:
non-coronary cusp, RCO: right coronary ostium, LCO: left coronary ostium, MS1: upper, and MS2: lower
point of membranous septum, Myo: myocardium, LA: left atrium, LV: left ventricle, RA: right atrium,
RV: right ventricle, PA: pulmonary artery.

others, the local transformer predicts points at 3.96± 2.19mm and 4.06± 2.16mm distance respectively.
When training both models in a federated manner the SWIN-UNETR generalizes better when knowledge
distillation is employed, what is seen with the lower standard deviation. The UNet’s mean distance lies
at 3.40± 1.56mm, while the transformer’s is at 3.29± 1.45mm. The performance on the training clients
is very similar (UNet: 2.99± 1.81mm, KDT: 2.95± 1.72mm).

Segmenting the calcification in the aortic root leads to different results than the previous tasks. The
transformer performs better than the UNet especially when trained in a federated manner with a DICE
score of 68.27 ± 20.15 on the testsets of the training locations and 69.15 ± 23.23 on the held out test
location. The federated UNet only achieves a DICE score of 49.45± 20.94 and 39.10± 21.20 respectively.
The model trained with KD is almost on par with the federated trained transformer with DICE scores
of 64.55± 20.79 and 67.01± 23.14. We attribute the slightly worse performance to the concurrent point
detection which seems to favor partly other image features than calcification segmentation.

In conclusion, semi-supervised federated knowledge distillation enhances the predictive performance
of a transformer based architecture (SWIN-UNETR) [12] to be better or on par with the Unet based
counter part. Further, the tasks of locating the hinge points, coronary ostia, and membranous septum as
well as segmentiing the calcification of the aortic root can be solved with one model despite the distributed
label classes across different classes.

Anatomical Relations for Visual Assessment Label Quality

One crucial aspect that hinders the widespread usage of federated learning to data is the inferior label
quality sometimes present at participating locations. In the centralized setting one can identify false labels
from training with visual inspection. Due to its inherent privacy constraints original data such as images
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(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 4: Comparison of locally and federated trained UNets and transformer-based models (SWIN-
UNETR). The locally trained models perform well on their client’s respective data, but do not generalize
to the data from other clients. The transformer-based architecture performs worse than the Unet. The
generalization performance can be enhanced with federated training, but the UNet still performs and
generalizes better. After performing federated KD and subsequent finetuning the performance of the
transformer-based model is on par with the UNet on detecting the hinge points, coronary ostia, and
membranous septum, while outperforming it on segmenting the calcification. While the predictive per-
formance of the SWIN-UNETR can be enhanced with more training samples due to KD to be better
or on par with the UNet architecture, KD does not enhance the performance of the UNet to a similar
degree. Further, the SWIN-UNETR generalizes better to other downstream tasks than the UNet based
architecture.

cannot be shared and inspected, however, their annotations can be exchanged. We therefore compared
the geometric relation of labels to each other across participating locations to find outliers or a systematic
bias. For example, we identified a mixed up of label ids for upper and lower membranous septum point,
shown in Fig. 5.

Fig. 5 shows some outliers for hinge points and membranous septum. Interestingly, the spread of labels
is larger in the manual annotations, while the predictions of the network are more centered. This indicates
a higher inter-observer variability, which we separately assessed in the following section. Furthermore, no
confusion of point ids occurred in the predicted landmarks.

Evaluation of Inter-Observer Variability on Public Dataset

To quantify the inter-observer variability of the manual generated ground truth to our model, we evaluated
the performance of our final model on the public ImageCAS dataset [61] against each annotator from
the participating locations, which has labeled 20 samples. The mean distance from the mean over all



Federated Foundation Model for Cardiac CT Imaging 9

(a) (b)

15 10 5 0 5 10 15
mm

15

10

5

0

5

10

m
m

NCCRCC

MS2
MS2 to MS1
AA Plane
L1
L3
L7

(c)

15 10 5 0 5 10 15
mm

15

10

5

0

5

10

m
m

NCCRCC

MS2
MS2 to MS1
AA Plane
L1
L3
L7

(d)

Fig. 5: Privacy-preserving inspection of labels. The overall distribution of landmarks should be similar
across locations, because the geometrical relations between the points is relatively homogeneous. a) human
annotated and b) model predicted hinge points, c) human annotated and d) model predicted membranous
septum landmarks. In a) and b) the AA plane is defined from the three hinge points, the center point
is registered, and the rotational angle is minimized to the distance from an optimal orientation of 120°
between the three points. In c) and d) the RCC and NCC hinge points are registered and the location
of the two points representing the membranous septum in relation to the two points is visualized. Thus,
the overall quality of labels without disclosing any image information can be inspected. In c) MS1 and
MS2 are confused (arrow points down). The spread is larger for the human annotated labels, which we
attribute to slightly different annotation habits. RCC: right coronary cusp, LCC: left coronary cusp,
NCC: non-coronary cusp, MS1: upper point of membranous septum, MS2: lower point of membranous
septum.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 6: Distribution of hinge point labels across annotators and boxplot of distance of annotators and
trained models on public dataset ImageCAS [61], which also serves as out-of-distribution testset. a) All
annotators have placed the hinge points at the correct location. However, some systematic differences
can be observed (e.g. between RCC of location 2 and 4). b) Average distance from mean points. The
median distance for the human annotators is around 2mm. Convolutional networks generalize better for
local (on one location only) and federated training. By using KD on a large dataset, the performance and
generalizability of transformers can be significatnly enhanced.

annotations is 2.60 ± 3.58mm. Using the same method for displaying the distribution of labels as in
Fig. 5 the differences between human annotators from different hospitals are qualitatively explored.
Despite providing a unified annotation protocol before labelling, some systematic biases can be found,
e.g., between location 2 and 4 on the hinge point of the right coronary cusp (c.f. Fig. 6). For evaluation of
the trained models the 2mm pose a lower bound for the test error and our results show that our model
is almost on-par (Fig. 6).

Quantitative Evaluation on Public Dataset

Since the ImageCAS dataset [61] was not captured for TAVI patients but for inspecting the coronary
arteries, a slightly different CT protocol was used. The dataset serves as an out-of-distribution validation
set to verify the generalization performance of the different methods. The inter-observer variability has a
mean of 2.60±3.58mm, which is the lower bound the methods can reach on average. As was seen from the
federated experiments the UNet based architectures can generalize better with less data samples (UNet:
15.54± 19.02mm, SWIN-UNETR: 74.99± 35.74mm). The performance of the SWIN-UNETR degrades
significantly indicating overfitting. While the federated approach improves the performance of the UNet,
the transformer is not improved in a meaningful way (FedUNet: 2.47 ± 1.69mm, FedSWIN-UNETR:
74.36± 33.14mm). However, if semi-supervised federated KD is used to pre-train the SWIN-UNETR on
the large unlabeled datasets, the performance can be increased and is in range of the federated UNet
approach (FedKDSWIN-UNETR: 2.84± 1.65mm).
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Generalizability to Downstream Task

Beyond planning of TAVI procedure, pre-procedural exclusion of relevant coronary artery disease is
recommended in these patients by current guidelines [39]. To investigate the generalization performance
of our trained models, we opt for segmenting the coronary arteries in the public ImageCAS dataset [61],
which already includes contours of the vessel lumen for 1000 patients (80/20 train-test-split).

For segmenting the coronary arteries, we restrict ourselves to only finetune the last output layer of both
models trained with KD, the UNet and SWIN-UNETR, to test the amount of meaningful features already
extracted by the backbone of the federated model. In both models the last layer is a 1×1 convolution that
only reweighs the feature maps from the previous layer. While the SWIN-UNETR yields a DICE score of
24.45 the UNet is only able to achieve a DICE score of 4.45. We attribute this to the learning of global
context in the transformer encoder that enables better performances in foundation models compared to
convolutional based ones.

3 Discussion

We performed the largest federated learning cardiac imaging study to date on 8124 CT scans across eight
hospitals in Germany. We are the first to solve the problem of federated learning on partially labeled
clients in the realm of real world medical data instead of carefully curated public challenge datasets. In
addition to training on labeled subsets of the data we also leverage the unlabeled images to increase
the performance with semi-supervised federated knowledge distillation from a UNet teacher model to
a transformer student model (SWIN-UNETR) [12]. The predictions of the federated trained submodels
are better on the other locations compared to the single models trained on each location independently.
Surprisingly, the federated model often performs better than the own local trained one. We attribute
this to the better generalization ability of the federated model since our annotated training subsets are
sometimes quite small and exhibit inter-observer variability. The federated workflow is especially beneficial
for these locations that do not possess large quantities of (labeled) data. Our distilled SWIN-UNETR
can serve as a foundation model for future work on cardiac CT imaging. Moreover, we have shown its
generalizability for out of distribution samples on a publicly available dataset (see Fig. 6).

The advantage of using a transformer-based model is only evident when the dataset sizes are large
enough and federated training might be one ingredient to have access to many distributed data sets.
However, in a setting without the presence of many human annotated samples, training transformer
architectures to reach very good performance is still extremely challenging. Our two stage approach
using semi-supervised knowledge distillation with a UNet teacher model seems to be one solution to this
problem. When training on downstream tasks the features extracted from the SWIN-UNETR seem to be
more meaningful as it performs better when only finetuning the last layer, a 1× 1 convolution posing a
reweighting of the previous layer.

Compared to other federated learning studies our work is of higher complexity [36,9,24] due to different
field of views and anisotropic spacing. Contrary to past studies where all labels for all tasks existed at all
clients we deal with partially labeled clients that have a skewed distribution of present labels. Approaches
to learning from partially labeled datasets in a federated environment include learning one encoder per
participating client and label [60]. However, this is only possible if each client is in possession of only one
label. Further, marginal loss [46] is a popular method for dealing with partially labeled clients [26,57].
The homogeneous distribution of anatomical structures in the human body can also be utilized in the
training process to make assumptions about missing labels [62]. But the works are performed on large,
relatively easy to segment structures (e.g. large organs such as liver). Different classification heads for each
dataset in the training distribution also represent one way of dealing with partially labeled datasets [55].
However, this discards information from possibly intersecting labels across the datasets [54].
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Further, we are the first to employ knowledge distillation in a federated environment on real world
data CT cardiac imaging data. Our final model that is distilled from three teacher models can perform the
tasks of point detection and segmentation simultaneously. The problem solved in this work requires expert
physician knowledge in contrast to solving a problem that only has a binary discriminative outcome that
can be read out from a electronic health record database. The research on federated knowledge distillation
(KD) shows similarities, as these studies are conducted using publicly available datasets [20]. In KD, the
predictive ability of a low-capacity student network is enhanced by training it to align its predictions
with those of a high-capacity teacher network [14]. Typically, knowledge is distilled from a group of
teacher networks in FL, each trained on data from a different client [45,31]. Other methods include
distilling knowledge by matching attention maps between client models or aligning the feature maps of
both models [10,59,52]. Wang et al. use marginal loss together with KD to learn a model across partially
labeled clients. However, marginal loss was sufficient to learn all structures present in the federation in
KD was employed to further enhance results [57]. As stated, this is only the case when trained on large
labels that are relatively easy-to-segment.

Before being able to train a model successful in a federation many tedious and practical obstacles
needed to be solved. We were only allowed to initialize communication from within the clinic networks.
Further, we had to take additional security measures in the form of transport layer security (TLS) and
username and password authentication. We thus opted for fedbiomed as our library to enable federated
learning, as they support many securtiy features out of the box [47]. Before even starting to gather the
required data each location had to independently get an ethics agreement granted that allows training on
that data. Although technically federated learning is an established paradigm for most legal departments
the topic was new ground, which we have now covered with our study. We hope that the preprocessing
and training scripts for this study can be used to accelerate further studies in the future.

Once each location had successfully applied for the ethics agreement, the downloading of data from
the PACS and other clinical information systems could be initiated. Although the system is standardized
even the intra-hospital variance of data was large so that site specific pre-processing was necessary. Each
hospital had different preferences regarding the recorded field of view and spacing. Different naming
schemes made it difficult to extract the right series for each patient. Despite all the obstacles we believe
one reason why our distilled model pretrained on the unlabeled data performs better is the large data
heterogeneity induced by above factors.

In addition to homogenizing data formats also the hardware and software used needed to be uni-
form. Each location purchased the same machine to perform the learning process. However, different
requirements at each location made different installation and network specifications necessary dependent
on the individual site. As unified software solution we opted for an adapted version of Kaapana [44]. It
allows for flexible deployment of containerized applications. After pseudonymization or anonymization
dependent on the requirements at the individual locations the data was uploaded in the integrated PACS
of our platform. From there it could be exported, filtered and made available for federated training in
a consistent manner across all locations. Setting up the software and hardware stack required numerous
conference calls [53].

Federated learning has a privacy by design structure since no data leaves the individual hospitals.
However, some works have proven that in a dishonest environment clients can either corrupt the training
process or reconstruct part of model’s training data from the weights [56]. Multiple advanced privacy
options exist that mitigate above points but come at the expense of model’s predictive performance.
Examples include differential privacy [50,1], secure multi-party computation, and homomorphic encryp-
tion [18]. However, we assume an honest environment where we must not be concerned about individual
clients wanting to corrupt the training or inference procedure.

The model weights of the federated trained SWIN-UNETR foundation model are made available as
a contribution to open science to enable further research in the cardiac CT heart imaging on more and
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Fig. 7: Demographics of patients and data properties across clients. Some data was not available at all
clients. Three manufacturers with in total eleven different models were included in the federated training.
The acquisition protocols in terms of exposure, exposure time, X-ray tube current, and contrast bolus
volume vary across clients. Manufacture acronyms are P: Philips, S: Siemens, T: Toshiba.

diverse downstream tasks. The federated infrastructure is planned to be re-used for more use cases within
the DZHK to enable large-scale AI in cardiovascular research. Concurrently, more hospitals are joining
the federated network.

4 Methods

This manuscript’s study and results adhere to all pertinent ethical guidelines and uphold ethical stan-
dards in both research conduct and manuscript preparation, in accordance with all relevant laws and
regulations concerning human subject treatment. Each collaborating site’s private retrospective data
analysis has received approval from its respective institutional review board. Each institutional review
board allowed for retrospective data analysis without obtained patient consent since no data is disclosed
to any participant in the federation.

Data

This study’s data comprises patients who underwent a minimally invasive procedure for replacing their
aortic valve with a Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation (TAVI) prosthesis. Consistent with clinical
guidelines, every patient undergoes a contrast-enhanced CT scan triggered by an electrocardiogram,
conducted in either only the systolic or both the systolic and diastolic phases of the heart cycle. For
this study we included all available contrast enhanced CT scans not dependent whether they only had
the systolic or diastolic phase available. Collective information about the demographics of the included
population and CT imaging parameters is presented in Fig. 7.

The data acquisition occurred at each participating site from 2015 to 2021. Each site’s institutional
review board approved the retrospective analysis of CT scans from patients who received a TAVI prosthe-
sis during this time. However, challenges in exporting data from the PACS varied by location, preventing
the complete dataset from being utilized for model training or testing at some sites. These challenges
primarily involved limitations in automatically exporting large volumes of data from the internal PACS
systems. Our study highlighted deficiencies in data export protocols at some institutions, which we hope
will trigger investments into better data pipelines. Future studies leveraging this infrastructure can benefit
from the insights we have gained.

Harmonized Data Preprocessing

Subsequent to downloading data in the Digital Imaging and Communications in Medicine (DICOM) file
format from the PACS the data was pseudonymized or anonymized dependent on the requirements from
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the individual institutional review board. After successful de-identification the data was uploaded in the
PACS that is included in the platform. The platform’s filtering and viewing features were utilized to gather
the series descriptions of the wanted volumes. It is worth noting that there is a significant intra-hospital
variance in these descriptions, indicating that they are far from being standardized. After successful
identification we converted DICOMs into the Neuroimaging Informatics Technology Initiative (NIfTI)
file format. This format has the advantage of removing all patient identifying information automatically
from the header portion of the DICOM data. Before performing model training the region containing
the heart was focused utilizing the Totalsegmentator tool [58]. Each image was normalized using a CT
normalization scheme:

xnorm =
clip(X,D0.05,D0.95)− µ

max(σ, 1e− 8)
with µ = E[D] and σ =

√
V[D] , (1)

with mean (µ = −438.61) standard deviation(σ = 520.98) and the two percentiles (0.05 = −1024 &
0.95 = 696) were taken from the TotalSegmentator pipeline [58].

Where not already present, the annotations (3D points for hinge points, origins of coronary arteries,
and membranous septum, and segmentations for calcification) were obtained with the medical Medical
Interaction Toolkit (MITK)3. Annotation protocols were provided in text and video form, which was
reported to be very beneficial for uniform label generation.

The Neural Network Architectures

For the three subtasks we used the popular 3D UNet with residual connections (3D-ResUNet) with 32
base filters [8,13,15]. The learning rate was set to lr = 0.01 and optimized with the AdamW optimizer [27].
As loss function during training we used a combination of cross entropy and DICE score loss with deep
supervision [48]. When applying deep supervision also for the intermediate outputs of the skip connections
the loss function is applied to a downsampled version of the target, which has been shown to improve
segmentation performance [15].

For the final model that combines the knowledge from the three subnetworks we use the new Swin
UNet Transformer (Swin UNETR) [12]. We use a feature size of 24 with a patch size of R96×96×96. The
learning rate was set to lr = 10−4 and optimized with the AdamW optimizer [27]. We equipped the
transformer with three heads, one for each task, to train all tasks concurrently.

The Federation

In federated learning multiple data holding clients train a model locally on their data shards and report
the trained model weights back to a central server where averaging is performed [30,19]. After successful
averaging another round of training is initiated until the model converges. Each round is termed a
federated round. This allows data privacy compliant model training as no patient data ever leaves the
individual hospitals boundaries. The most widespread architecture is a hub-and-spoke system were all
clients train in parallel instead of an e.g. sequential training [18,36].

Our federation spans eight cardiology and radiology department in university hospitals in Germany
(c.f. Fig. 1). Connection could be established only from within the individual clinics to a server that
resided behind a firewall at Heidelberg University. Each model was trained for 20 federated rounds of
averaging with 10 local epochs in each round. We chose to perform model weight’s aggregation using a
popular variant of the federated averaging algorithm [23]. Every communication in our federation was
based on transport layer security, additional authentication with username and password, and server-side

3 https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK)

https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK)
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IP address white listing. These measures help mitigate some of the privacy and security concerns still
inherent to FL.

Our work covers the whole process of extracting real world data from clinical information systems
and subsequent homogenization of data formats across the different sites and label types. The federated
learning software stack was installed at each location that is intended to be used beyond this study for
future research. We created a custom fork of the renowned Kaapana platform [44]. It allows for a flexible
deployment of containerized applications in combination to a picture archiving and communication system
(PACS). To extract the cohorts needed per location we use a custom developed filtering tool described
here [53]. Each data type is stored in a custom structured report template such that they can be linked
to the corresponding series [53]. Segmentation objects can also be stored and linked to the referenced
image series within the PACS. Fedbiomed is used as FL library as they provide very sophisticated security
measures [47]. All communication is encrypted with transport layer security (TLS) encryption, where the
key is distributed to the clients prior to training. Further, each client must authenticate with custom
credentials (username and password). And last, IP white listing is performed such that only predefined
IP addresses can initiate a connection. The connection is unidirectional. It must be initiated from within
the clinic network, the clients then poll for updates such that no action can be triggered from the server
without the client noticing.

Data Availability

All data from the eight sites used in this study are not made publicly available due to restrictions imposed
by the participating sites. The data was also not publicly available during conducting of this study. As
by privacy-by-design definition of federated learning they were instead used locally during training and
validation of the trained models. The data to reproduce the plots as well as the corresponding scripts are
made publicly available under: https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct.
The ImageCAS dataset is available under: https://github.com/XiaoweiXu/ImageCAS-A-Large-Scale-
Dataset-and-Benchmark-for-Coronary-Artery-Segmentation-based-on-CT. The corresponding la-
bels for quantifying the inter-observer variability are available at: https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-
foundation-model-cardiac-ct. The pointsets can be opened with the Medical Interaction Toolkit
(MITK) available under: https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_
(MITK).

Code Availability

Following the FAIR criteria (findability, accessibility, interoperability, and reusability) in scientific re-
search all code used in this study is made publicly available. We used a custom fork of Kaapana [44]
from https://github.com/kaapana/kaapana which is available under https://github.com/Cardio-
AI/kaapana for orchestration of docker containers at each location. The federeated learning library
fedbiomed is available under https://github.com/fedbiomed/fedbiomed our custom fork with more se-
curity features enabled is avilable under https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fedbiomed. For creation of la-
bels we use MITK https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK).
The nnUNet pipeline used for training the per-task models is available under https://github.com/MIC-
DKFZ/nnUNet. Our preprocessing, training, and validation scripts are made available unde https://

github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct. The pipelines were developed using Py-
Torch [34], MONAI [7], TorchIO [37], and SimpleITK [4].

https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct
https://github.com/XiaoweiXu/ImageCAS-A-Large-Scale-Dataset-and-Benchmark-for-Coronary-Artery-Segmentation-based-on-CT
https://github.com/XiaoweiXu/ImageCAS-A-Large-Scale-Dataset-and-Benchmark-for-Coronary-Artery-Segmentation-based-on-CT
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct
https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK)
https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK)
https://github.com/kaapana/kaapana
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/kaapana
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/kaapana
https://github.com/fedbiomed/fedbiomed
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fedbiomed
https://www.mitk.org/wiki/The_Medical_Imaging_Interaction_Toolkit_(MITK)
https://github.com/MIC-DKFZ/nnUNet
https://github.com/MIC-DKFZ/nnUNet
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct
https://github.com/Cardio-AI/fed-foundation-model-cardiac-ct
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Petersen, S.E., Escalera, S., Segúı, S., Rodŕıguez-Palomares, J.F., Lekadir, K.: Multi-centre, multi-vendor and
multi-disease cardiac segmentation: The m&ms challenge. IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging 40(12),
3543–3554 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2021.3090082

7. Cardoso, M.J., Li, W., Brown, R., Ma, N., Kerfoot, E., Wang, Y., Murrey, B., Myronenko, A., Zhao, C.,
Yang, D., Nath, V., He, Y., Xu, Z., Hatamizadeh, A., Myronenko, A., Zhu, W., Liu, Y., Zheng, M., Tang, Y.,
Yang, I., Zephyr, M., Hashemian, B., Alle, S., Darestani, M.Z., Budd, C., Modat, M., Vercauteren, T., Wang,
G., Li, Y., Hu, Y., Fu, Y., Gorman, B., Johnson, H., Genereaux, B., Erdal, B.S., Gupta, V., Diaz-Pinto,
A., Dourson, A., Maier-Hein, L., Jaeger, P.F., Baumgartner, M., Kalpathy-Cramer, J., Flores, M., Kirby, J.,
Cooper, L.A.D., Roth, H.R., Xu, D., Bericat, D., Floca, R., Zhou, S.K., Shuaib, H., Farahani, K., Maier-Hein,
K.H., Aylward, S., Dogra, P., Ourselin, S., Feng, A.: Monai: An open-source framework for deep learning in
healthcare (2022). https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.02701
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