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Abstract—The semantic segmentation task in pathology plays
an indispensable role in assisting physicians in determining the
condition of tissue lesions. With the proposal of Segment Any-
thing Model (SAM), more and more foundation models have seen
rapid development in the field of image segmentation. Recently,
SAM2 has garnered widespread attention in both natural image
and medical image segmentation. Compared to SAM, it has
significantly improved in terms of segmentation accuracy and
generalization performance. We compared the foundational mod-
els based on SAM and found that their performance in semantic
segmentation of pathological images was hardly satisfactory. In
this paper, we propose Path-SAM2, which for the first time adapts
the SAM2 model to cater to the task of pathological semantic
segmentation. We integrate the largest pretrained vision en-
coder for histopathology (UNI) with the original SAM2 encoder,
adding more pathology-based prior knowledge. Additionally,
we introduce a learnable Kolmogorov–Arnold Networks (KAN)
classification module to replace the manual prompt process. On
three adenoma pathological datasets, Path-SAM2 has achieved
state-of-the-art performance. This study demonstrates the great
potential of adapting SAM2 to pathology image segmentation
tasks. We plan to release the code and model weights for this
paper at: https://github.com/simzhangbest/SAM2PATH

Index Terms—SAM2, KAN, Pathology Semantic Segmentation

I. INTRODUCTION

Digital pathology has transformed the field of histopatho-
logical analysis by employing advanced computational meth-
ods to enhance the diagnosis and prognosis of diseases [1],
[2]. Semantic segmentation is a pivotal technique in digital
pathology, which involves segmenting images into distinct
regions that represent various tissue structures, cell types,
or subcellular elements [3]–[5]. The precision and efficiency
of semantic segmentation are crucial for a wide range of
applications, including the detection, grading, and prediction
of outcomes for tumors, as well as for the examination of
tissue morphology and cell interactions. Consequently, the
development and refinement of robust segmentation algorithms
are of paramount importance for the continued progress in the
field of digital pathology [6]–[8].

Large foundation models have shown great promise in a
multitude of fields, thanks to their powerful zero-shot learning
abilities [9]–[12]. Particularly in the domain of medical im-
age segmentation, the Segment Anything Model (SAM) [10]
has made impressive strides in zero-shot segmentation tasks,
known as MedSAM [13]. SAM2 [14] is an upgraded version
of SAM, with added video segmentation capabilities and
improved segmentation accuracy. MedSAM2 [15] has also
enhanced the accuracy of zero-shot segmentation for medical

images and added segmentation for medical videos. UNI [16]
is a cutting-edge self-supervised model for computational
pathology, pre-trained on over 100 million images from a
diverse range of diagnostic H&E-stained whole-slide images.
SAM-Path [17] incorporates the encoder of HIPT [18] model
as an external pathology encoder into the workflow of SAM.

Incorporating the above information, we believe that in the
field of pathological image segmentation, using an external
encoder that contains more prior pathological knowledge can
better utilize SAM2’s image processing capabilities.

Recently, the advent of Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks
(KANs) has aimed to demystify the opaque nature of tra-
ditional neural network designs, offering enhanced inter-
pretability and showcasing the promise of transparent AI re-
search [19], [20]. Leveraging the flexibility and high accuracy
of the KAN architecture, we utilize the KAN classification
prompt module in Path-SAM2, thereby endowing our network
architecture with more precise classification capabilities.

Our primary contributions are summarized as follows: 1. We
pioneer the development of a pathology image segmentation
model known as Path-SAM2, which is the first of its kind
to utilize a SAM2 foundation. 2. By incorporating the largest
existing pathology model, UNI, as an extra encoder, we en-
hance SAM2’s ability to assimilate domain-specific knowledge
in pathology. 3. We introduce an innovative trainable prompt
method, inspired by KAN, which empowers SAM2 to execute
semantic segmentation tasks with precision.

II. METHOD

As shown in figure 1, our method is composed of five mod-
ules: a SAM2 image encoder FSAM2 (·), a pathology image
encoder FUNI (·), a dimensional alignment module Da (·), a
KAN classification module, and a hybrid decoding module
DMIXED (·). For a given pathology image x, our prediction
task is to obtain its corresponding semantic segmentation mask
map ŷ, which has the same resolution as x. Each pixel in ŷ
corresponds to category information. Therefore, the predicted
output sequence [ŷ1, ŷ2, · · ·, ŷi, · · ·, ŷk], where i represents the
category information, and k is the total number of categories.

A. Pathology encoder

SAM2 utilizes the Hiera [21] network (a hierarchical vision
transformer) to process natural images in daily life, and
its encoder part indeed possesses the ability to understand
pathology. In this paper, we employ an additional pathological
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Fig. 1. Overview of Path-SAM2. The concatenated features from SAM2 and UNI are then passed to a Dimension Alignment module Da (·). K learnalbe
prompt tokens are produced from KAN Classification module.

encoding module to supplement SAM2 with more knowledge
within the field of pathology.

The pathological encoder module we use originates from
UNI [16], which is a versatile self-supervised model designed
for pathology. It is pre-trained on over 100 million images
derived from more than 100,000 diagnostic H&E stained
whole-slide images (WSIs), covering 20 major tissue types
and encompassing over 77 terabytes of data. UNI has been
evaluated across 34 diverse computational pathology tasks
with varying levels of diagnostic complexity.

The input pathological images are first processed by the
SAM2 encoder and the UNI encoder, and their output features
are concatenated in the dimensionality. The expression is as
follows:

hfusion = concat (FSAM2 (x) , FUNI (x)) (1)

The encoder of SMA2 includes a neck section for dimension
reduction, which is used to adjust the dimensions for isometric
computation with the decoder. Because we have employed
an additional encoder with pathological knowledge, the Path-
SAM2 has removed the neck network from SAM2, and
after concatenating the output features of the encoders, the
network inputs the concatenated features into the Dimension
Alignment(DA) module.

B. KAN classification prompts

The Kolmogorov-Arnold (K-A) theorem [22] suggests that
any continuous function can be constructed from a com-
bination of continuous single-variable functions, offering a
foundation for universal neural network models. Hornik et al.
[23] confirmed this by showing that feed-forward networks
can approximate any continuous function, a key principle in
deep learning’s evolution.

To address the challenges of inefficient parameter uti-
lization and poor interpretability typically found in Multi-
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Fig. 2. Overview of KAN Classification: This module is composed of k KAN
Layers, each KAN Layer replaces a traditional MLP (Multi-Layer Perceptron)
module, providing a trainable prompt for the segmented types.

Layer Perceptrons (MLPs), Liu and colleagues introduced the
Kolmogorov-Arnold Network (KAN) [24]. This new archi-
tecture is informed by the Kolmogorov-Arnold representation
theorem and, like an MLP, it features a KAN with K layers
that are structured as a series of nested KAN sub-layers:

KAN(Z) = (ΦK−1 ◦ ΦK−2 ◦ · · ·Φ1 ◦ Φ0)Z, (2)

In the context of the KAN network, Φi denotes the i-
th stratum within the complete architecture. A single KAN
stratum, which accepts an input of dimension nin and produces
an output of dimension nout, is constituted by a matrix of
nin × nout trainable activation functions, represented by ϕ.

Φ = {ϕq,p} , p = 1, 2, · · ·, nin, q = 1, 2, 3, · · ·, nout (3)

The computation result of the KAN network from layer k to



layer k + 1 can be expressed in matrix form:

Zk+1 =


ϕk,1,1(·) ϕk,1,2(·) · · · ϕk,1,nk

(·)
ϕk,2,1(·) ϕk,2,2(·) · · · ϕk,2,nk

(·)
...

...
...

ϕk,nk+1,1(·) ϕk,nk+1,2(·) · · · ϕk,nk+1,nk
(·)


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Φk

Zk,

(4)
In summary, KANs set themselves apart from standard MLPs
through the incorporation of edge-based learnable activation
functions and the use of activation functions as parametric
weights, thereby sidelining the requirement for conventional
linear weight matrices.

As shown in Figure 2, to eliminate the need for manual
input of prompts in the decoder Dmixed, we utilize trainable
prompt tokens instead of human prompts. In the semantic
segmentation task with k categories, we train a set of prompts,
and the tokens of these prompts can be represented as P =
[p1, p2, · · ·, pi, · · ·, pk], where pi is the prompt token for the
ith category. The classification prompt of SAM-PATH2 is
composed of k KAN Layers, each of which is a complete
KAN network.

For a segmented type pi, the decoder of Path-SAM2 gen-
erates a corresponding segmentation mask ypredi and an IOU
parameter ioui for the ith class. The prediction process of the
decoder is as follows:

DMIXED

(
h

′

dim, P
)
= {⟨ioui, ypredi⟩ | i = 1, · · ·, k} (5)

C. Loss Function

The SAM employs a hybrid loss function that integrates
Dice loss, focal loss, and IOU loss (which is essentially an
MSE loss applied to IOU predictions). We have modified their
loss function in the following:

L =

k∑
i=1

[(1− α)Ldice + αLfocal + βLmse ] (6)

where α and β are weight hyper parameters. Ldice represents
the Dice loss function, Lfocal represents the focal loss function
and Lmse represents the Mean Squared Error loss function.

III. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

A. Dataset

In this paper, we evaluate the model using three pathology
slide datasets: the EBHI [25], CRAG [26], and GlaS [27].
For these datasets, we adhere to the official division between
training and testing data, and additionally, we allocate 20% of
the training data to form a distinct validation set.
EBHI: The dataset encompasses 4,456 H&E-stained images,
which include six distinct categories of histological section
images along with their respective accurate annotation images,
all measuring 224× 224 pixels.
CRAG: The Colorectal Adenocarcinoma Gland dataset fea-
tures 213 images, each approximately 1536 × 1536 pixels in
dimension, extracted from 38 whole slide images of H&E-
stained samples at a 20x magnification.

TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF SEGMENTATION ON THE THREE DATASETS

Models EBHI CRAG GlaS
DSC IOU DSC IOU DSC IOU

Vanilla SAM 50.17 38.33 52.45 35.55 49.73 37.11
Vanilla SAM ( pp1) 70.23 62.51 65.95 49.24 57.28 43.29
Vanilla SAM2 55.64 45.29 56.83 40.81 53.79 42.43
Vanilla SAM2( pp1) 77.95 69.25 80.98 69.76 79.05 67.68
Fine-tuned SAM 56.19 42.38 57.32 40.26 56.41 42.69
Fine-tuned SAM2 58.87 50.24 62.43 53.17 59.29 47.82
MedSAM2( pp1) 76.04 62.29 65.29 49.72 64.19 48.55
SAM-Path 90.04 91.26 88.41 88.31 84.71 89.92
Path-SAM2(Ours) 92.23 93.17 88.09 89.38 85.3 92.02
1 ”pp” stands for manual dot prompts and post-processing the mask obtained

from the SAM models to support semantic segmentation.

GlaS: The dataset is composed of 165 images, originating
from 16 H&E-stained histological sections of colorectal ade-
nocarcinoma, with each image sized at 522× 775 pixels.

B. Results

Input Label SAM2 (PP) MedSAM2(PP) Path-SAM2

Fig. 3. Qualitative analysis on the CRAG dataset

Input Label SAM2 (PP) MedSAM2(PP) Path-SAM2

Fig. 4. Qualitative analysis on the GlaS dataset

1) Implementation details: We used AdamW [28] optimizer
with a weight decay of 1e-2 and 1e-5 learning rate. The pre-
trained models we used include SAM2 and UNI, and we
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Fig. 5. Qualitative analysis on the EBHI dataset

conducted experiments using their base versions, employing
a three layers KAN classification network. For the hyperpa-
rameters of the loss function, we set α = 0.125, β = 0.01
We used the PyTorch library and trained our network on four
Nvidia RTX V100 GPUs.

2) Quantitative analysis: For all datasets, we employ
the Dice Similarity Coefficient(DSC) and Intersection Over
Union (IOU) as our primary metrics for evaluation. We use
SAM [10], SAM2 [14], MedSAM2 [15], and SAM-path [17]
as our baselines, where vanilla SAM refers to the manual dot
prompt SAM model, and SAM with post-processing refers
to further processing the mask obtained from the vanilla
SAM. The same operations are also performed on SAM2 and
MedSAM2. The fine-tuning of SAM and SAM2 involves not
using the UNI encoder, but rather incorporating our KAN
classification module into the original SAM2 encoder and
decoder for training. When calculating metrics using the
baseline, the differences in manual dot prompts can greatly
affect the results. We choose the best prompt within our
capabilities, which is to involve pathologists to assist in the
manual dot prompt.

As shown in Table I, ”SAM with post-process” and the
fine-tuned SAM enhance the segmentation performance of the
vanilla SAM. SAM2, when subjected to the same operations,
will also improve segmentation performance. MedSAM2,
which has been fine-tuned with a large number of medical
images and masks, is expected to yield better results in the
segmentation of pathological images. However, their perfor-
mance is not very satisfactory, and they require a significant
amount of manual prompt and post-processing work, with a
high degree of human involvement and unstable performance.

Compared to various processing methods for SAM, Path-
SAM initially proposed enhancing the encoding capability of
the SAM encoder by adding an encoder structure. Inspired
by this approach, in Path-SAM2, we have, for the first
time, tailored and integrated the encoder part of the UNI
model into the SAM2 network. This significantly enhances
the generalization ability of SAM2 in the field of pathological
image analysis. Data indicates that on three public pathological

TABLE II
THE ABLATION STUDY OF PATH-SAM2

EBHI CRAG GlaS
DSC IOU DSC IOU DSC IOU

w.o. KAN 92.17 92.23 83.03 86.29 71.45 89.8
w. KAN 92.23 93.17 88.09 89.38 85.3 92.02

datasets, our Intersection over Union (IOU) metric is higher
than the baselines. Taking the results on the EBHI dataset as
an example: compared to vanilla SAM2 and SAM2 with post-
processing, the IOU has improved by 47.88% and 23.92%,
respectively.

3) Qualitative analysis: We have partially visualized the
segmentation results on the three datasets for comparison
with the baselines. As shown in Figure 3, Figure 4, and
Figure 5, we consider adenomas in pathological images as
the type to be segmented. Due to the lack of pathology-
related prior knowledge in SAM and SAM2, we compared
the post-processing parts of vanilla SAM and vanilla SAM2
and found that, despite the carefully designed manual dot
prompts, the model still forcibly omitted parts of the adenoma
area or misidentified non-adenoma parts as adenomas. After
fine-tuning, MedSAM2, with post-processing, significantly
improved the previously mentioned issues, and the segmen-
tation results approached satisfaction. From our Path-SAM2
segmentation images, it can be seen that the addition of an
extra pathology-related UNI encoder has brought the semantic
segmentation effect very close to the ground truth label. This
also proves that the introduction of an additional encoder can
significantly enhance the segmentation performance of SAM2
in downstream tasks.

4) Ablation study: Regarding the overall architecture of
Path-SAM2, we have already discussed the comparison of
the encoder part in the previous section. In this section, we
discuss the impact of the KAN classification module on the
model’s performance, and we will compare it with the MLP
(Multilayer Perceptron). As shown in Table II, where ”w.o”
is the abbreviation for ”without” and ”w.” is the abbrevia-
tion for ”with”. when using the KAN classification module,
we achieved superior IOU and Dice scores on three public
pathology datasets compared to not using this module.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose Path-SAM2, which introduces
the largest pre-trained model in the pathology field UNI, and
adds the KAN classification module to replace manual dot
prompts, achieving pathology semantic segmentation based
on SAM2. We have validated it on three public pathology
datasets, and Path-SAM2 has achieved the best segmentation
results in terms of DSC (Dice Similarity Coefficient) and IOU
(Intersection over Union) metrics compared to the baseline
models. Our work confirms the potential of SAM2 in the
research of semantic segmentation of pathological images.
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