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Abstract: Retinal vascular morphology is crucial for diagnosing diseases such as diabetes, glaucoma, 

and hypertension, making accurate segmentation of retinal vessels essential for early intervention. 

Traditional segmentation methods assume that training and testing data share similar distributions, which 

can lead to poor performance on unseen domains due to domain shifts caused by variations in imaging 

devices and patient demographics. This paper presents a novel approach, DGSSA, for retinal vessel 

image segmentation that enhances model generalization by combining structural and style augmentation 

strategies. We utilize a space colonization algorithm to generate diverse vascular-like structures that 

closely mimic actual retinal vessels, which are then used to generate pseudo-retinal images with an 

improved Pix2Pix model, allowing the segmentation model to learn a broader range of structure 

distributions. Additionally, we utilize PixMix to implement random photometric augmentations and 

introduce uncertainty perturbations, thereby enriching stylistic diversity and significantly enhancing the 

model's adaptability to varying imaging conditions. Our framework has been rigorously evaluated on 

four challenging datasets—DRIVE, CHASEDB, HRF, and STARE—demonstrating state-of-the-art 

performance that surpasses existing methods. This validates the effectiveness of our proposed approach, 

highlighting its potential for clinical application in automated retinal vessel analysis. 

Keyword:  Medical image segmentation, domain generalization, data augmentation, structural 

augmentation 

 

1. Introduction 

Morphological changes in retinal vasculature are closely associated with various diseases, such as 

diabetes, glaucoma, and hypertension [1] , retinal vessel segmentation can assist clinicians in the early 

diagnosis and quantification of vascular abnormalities. However, in clinical practice, manually 

annotating all minute vessels in fundus images by expert ophthalmologists is both subjective and labor-

intensive. Therefore, the development of an automated retinal vessel segmentation algorithm holds 

significant clinical value [2] . Recently, deep learning have been applied to automated segmentation tasks, 

including optic disc/cup (OD/OC), retinal vessels, and lesions, achieving remarkable performance [3, 4] . 

Most methods typically assume that the training and testing images share similar distributions assumed 

aligned domain generalization. In clinical scenarios, this assumption often does not hold due to various 

factors, including differences in scanning devices, imaging protocols, patient demographics, and natural 
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distribution variations between training and testing data. These discrepancies, referred to as domain shifts 

[5], can significantly degrade model performance during inference stage [6, 7] . Wang et al [8] 

demonstrated that the segmentation performance of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) rapidly 

declines on new datasets from unknown domains, particularly when there is a huge distributional 

discrepancy between the training dataset and the new data. Given that it is impractical to preemptively 

collect all possible types of datasets for training in order to cover distribution of unseen data [9] , 

developing a robust CNN-based retinal image segmentation algorithm capable of generalizing to unseen 

datasets poses an urgent and challenging problem in the field. 

Improving the generalization ability of models on new datasets is an eternal theme in machine 

learning and deep learning, and many research works have been devoted to solving this problem from 

the past to the present [10] . Among them, transfer learning is one of the most widely adopted approaches 

to mitigate dataset bias and domain shifts [11] . It involves pre-training a model on a source domain and 

fine-tuning it on a different but related target domain. However, a key limitation of transfer learning is 

its reliance on labeled images from the target domain. To alleviate the dependency on costly data 

annotation, unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) has emerged as a promising solution [12] . In recent 

years, it has increasingly played a significant role in medical artificial intelligence, particularly in the 

field of medical image segmentation, where various effective UDA methods have been developed [13-

15]. UDA seeks to adapt models to new target domains without the need for annotated labels, it still 

requires access to data from the target domain. Moreover, UDA often necessitates fine-tuning the model 

to adapt to the new domain, which can be infeasible in clinical practice [16] . Hence domain 

generalization (DG)for unseen domains has garnered increasing attention as an active area of research 

with promising potential in image analysis [17] . DG aims to develop a model that learns from diverse 

training datasets and generalizes well to any unseen target domain, eliminating the need for target domain 

data collection or model fine-tuning. In the field of medical image analysis, DG has demonstrated 

considerable impact in clinical workflows where time and resources are constrained, as it delivers robust 

model performance across diverse and unseen datasets without the need for additional domain-specific 

interventions. 

In recent years, Domain Generalization (DG) has shown significant promise in medical image 

segmentation, particularly in retinal vessel segmentation [18], with numerous high-quality studies 

emerging in the field [19-21] , While these studies highlight advancements in segmentation accuracy, 

their practical applicability in clinical settings remains limited, indicating substantial room for 

improvement. Current methods primarily focus on diversifying image styles to enable models to learn 

semantic features independent of style variations, thereby facilitating accurate segmentation of unseen 

data. This approach assumes that the structure distribution of unseen domains aligns with that of the 

training domain, mainly addressing visual factors such as color, texture, and contrast variations across 

datasets. However, significant anatomical and physiological differences in retinal vascular structures 

exist among different populations and ethnicities, driven by factors such as genetic background, 

geographical location, age, and health status. These differences can lead to variations in vessel 

morphology, density, branching patterns, and the ratio of arterioles to venules. For instance, studies have 

shown that retinal arterioles in African Americans are generally narrower than those in Caucasians, and 

aging significantly affects the diameter and curvature of retinal arterioles. Additionally, genetic 

predispositions, such as susceptibility to diabetes and hypertension, contribute to further variability in 

retinal vascular morphology within the same population [22-24]. Given these findings, we argue that 
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methods addressing only style distribution discrepancies between training and unseen data are 

insufficient for overcoming the generalization challenges in retinal vessel segmentation. Structure 

distribution bias plays a crucial role in limiting the model's generalization capability. When trained on a 

dataset that captures the retinal structures of a specific population, this bias can significantly impair 

segmentation performance on unseen domains, particularly those with markedly different vascular 

morphologies. 

To address this challenge, we propose a novel and effective method for generalizing retinal vessel 

image segmentation that combines structural and style augmentation strategies to enhance the 

generalization capability of segmentation networks. For structural augmentation, we utilize a spatial 

colonization algorithm specifically designed for retinal vessel segmentation to generate artificial yet 

highly realistic vascular-like structures that replicate the branching and geometric features of actual 

retinal vessels. By integrating this approach with an improved Pix2Pix model, we can produce a variety 

of pseudo-retinal images featuring diverse vascular shapes and branching structures. This diversity 

allows the segmentation model to learn a broader range of structure distributions, reducing reliance on 

specific vascular structural features present in the training data. For style augmentation, we employ 

PixMix to apply random photometric enhancements and introduce uncertainty perturbations, enriching 

the stylistic diversity of fundus vessel images. This diversity enhances the model's ability to adapt to 

different imaging conditions, such as variations in lighting and contrast across datasets. By 

simultaneously enhancing both structural and style diversity, our method has achieved satisfactory 

performance. The main contributions of this paper are as follows: 

(i) We uniquely combine structural augmentation with widely used style augmentation techniques 

for the first time, proposing a simple and effective domain generalization framework for fundus retinal 

segmentation. This approach significantly expands sample diversity and improves generalization. 

(ii) We employ a spatial colonization algorithm to randomly generate diverse vascular-like 

structures that closely resemble retinal blood vessels. These structures are then processed using an 

enhanced Pix2Pix model with multi-scale discriminators, resulting in retinal images that feature a wide 

variety of intricate vascular patterns. This diversity in the generated images enables the segmentation 

model to learn a broader range of retinal structures during training. 

(iii) We utilize PixMix to apply random photometric augmentations and introduce uncertainty 

perturbations, enriching the stylistic diversity of fundus vessel images, which further enhances the 

model's robustness and generalization across varying conditions. 

(iv) We rigorously evaluate our framework on four challenging retinal vessel structure segmentation 

datasets—DRIVE, CHASEDB, HRF, and STARE—demonstrating state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance 

that surpasses existing methods, thereby validating the effectiveness and potential of our proposed 

approach. 

 

2. Related work 

 

2.1. Retinal vessel Segmentation 

Early research on retinal vessel segmentation primarily relied on traditional image processing 

techniques [25-27] , such as handcrafted filters and morphological operations, which generally delivered 

suboptimal performance. In recent years, deep learning-based methods have achieved significant 

advancements, with U-Net [28] being one of the most widely used models for medical image 

segmentation. Despite its remarkable accuracy compared to traditional approaches, U-Net still struggles 
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to effectively segment the complex retinal vasculature. To mitigate the loss of space information caused 

by the successive pooling operations in U-Net, CE-Net [29] introduced dilated dense blocks and residual 

pooling. U-Net++ [30] redesigned the skip connections within U-Net to enhance multi-scale information 

fusion. In CS-Net [31] , space attention and channel attention mechanisms were employed to facilitate 

the integration of local and global information, aiding in the accurate capture of vascular morphology. 

However, most of these methods focus on improving segmentation performance on known datasets 

through better network architectures or leveraging prior knowledge. They tend to overfit to specific data 

distributions and fail to generalize to unseen target datasets [32] assumed aligned domain generalization. 

 

2.2. Data Augmentation 

Robustness from the perspective of data augmentation has been extensively explored. Current 

mainstream methods predominantly focus on style enhancement to improve generalization capabilities. 

For instance, AugMix and its variants [33, 34] proposed diversifying the training distribution by applying 

randomly sampled augmentations in a cascaded manner. DeepAugment [35] introduced the use of image 

translation models to generate new training images. Additionally, Autoaugment [36] proposed a custom 

augmentation strategy designed to improve robust generalization. Various methods, such as ensembles 

of expert models tuned to specific frequencies [37] , maximum entropy augmentations [38] , spectral 

perturbations [39] , and fractal and feature map-based augmentations [40] , have proven successful in 

tackling the challenges posed by distribution shifts. However, existing data augmentation approaches 

primarily concentrate on style diversification, modifying the visual appearance of images while 

preserving their underlying structural integrity. In the context of medical images, there are significant 

differences in the structure of the segmented target object, making it crucial to explore both style 

enhancement and structural enhancement. This combined approach aims to enrich the dataset's visual 

variability while ensuring that the critical structural features inherent in medical images are adequately 

represented. 

 

2.3. Medical Image Synthesis 

Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [41] have become a cornerstone in medical image 

synthesis, with significant applications in intra-modality augmentation [42] , cross-domain image-to-

image translation [43] , quality enhancement [44] , and missing modality generation [45] . In this context, 

we briefly review prior work on retinal image synthesis, which closely relates to our research. Costa et 

al. [46] employed U-Net with a conditional GAN, Pix2Pix [47] , to map vascular masks to corresponding 

fundus images. To simplify their framework, they proposed an adversarial autoencoder (AAE) for 

vascular synthesis alongside a GAN for generating retinal images [48]. 

Similarly, Guibas et al. [49] introduced a two-stage approach using a DCGAN to generate 

vasculature from noise and a cGAN (Pix2Pix) to synthesize fundus images, though this requires paired 

images and masks. These methods often rely on additional vascular annotations, resulting in 

morphologically unrealistic vessels and a lack of diversity. To address these limitations, Zhao et al. [50] 

developed Tub-sGAN, integrating style transfer to produce diverse outputs, while SkrGAN [51] 

introduced sketch-based prior constraints. Building on these advancements, we propose a novel approach 

using a space colonization algorithm for vascular-like structures and synthesize retinal images via an 

improved Pix2Pix. To enhance stability and accuracy, we design a multi-scale discriminator that trains 

on both unpaired generated vascular structures and paired ones, allowing to produce realistic and diverse 

retinal images. 
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2.4. Domain Generalization in Medical Image Segmentation 

Significant research interest has emerged in domain generalization (DG) for medical image 

segmentation, particularly as traditional image transformations demonstrate effectiveness in mitigating 

domain shifts across diverse medical datasets. For instance, Zhao et al. [52] leveraged shape and intensity 

information from unannotated MRI images to deform and modify atlases, achieving substantial 

advancements in one-shot brain MRI segmentation methods. Meanwhile, Chen et al. [53] meticulously 

designed data normalization and augmentation strategies, enhancing the generalization of CNN-based 

models in cardiac MR image segmentation tasks. Otarola et al. [54] validated the superiority of traditional 

image transformations in computational pathology, while BigAug [55] expanded these techniques by 

stacking additional augmentations, facilitating better generalization to unseen domains. Liu et al. [20] 

introduced the concept of continuous frequency space (ELCFS) for scenario learning, effectively 

bridging distribution gaps among multiple source domains. Representation learning has also gained 

traction; Wang et al. [19] proposed the Domain Feature Embedding (DoFE) framework, which integrates 

domain priors and an attention mechanism to fuse memorized domain features with image features, 

achieving robust retinal image segmentation. Additionally, AADG [21] introduces an innovative module 

for style enhancement that leverages the Sinkhorn distance in unit sphere space to maximize the diversity 

of styles across multiple augmented domains. This approach facilitates the automatic enhancement 

process, making it more effective in managing variations in style. Based on these basic works, we further 

enhanced domain generalization by combining structure and style enhancement, significantly improving 

the robustness and performance of retinal vessel segmentation models in various medical imaging 

environments. 

 

3. Method 

Domain Generalization (DG) seeks to create models that perform well on unseen domains by 

learning from multiple source domains with distinct data distributions. In retinal vessel segmentation, 

the challenge lies in the variability of both structural and style distributions across populations, devices, 

and imaging conditions. Let 𝑋 denote the input space (e.g., retinal images) and  𝑌  the output space (e.g., 

vessel segmentations). A domain is composed of data that are sampled from a joint distribution of the 

input sample and output label 𝑃𝑥𝑦  , We represent a domain 𝑇 = (𝑥𝑗  , 𝑦𝑗)
𝑗=1

𝑛
 ~ 𝑃𝑥𝑦  , where 𝑥 ϵ𝑋 and 𝑦 ∈

𝑌 , and 𝑛 is the number of samples. In the DG setting, we have access to 𝑚 source domains𝑇𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑐𝑒 =

{ 𝑇𝑖  | 𝑖 = 1, … , 𝑚} , where each domain𝑇𝑖 = (𝑥𝑗
𝑖 , 𝑦𝑗

𝑖)
𝑗=1

𝑛𝑖
  donates the 𝑖 -th domain with 𝑛𝑖  data pairs. 

These distributions differ across domains, reflecting both style and structural  

variability in the data 𝑃𝑋𝑌
𝑖  ≠  𝑃𝑋𝑌

𝑗
, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑚 . The objective of DG is to learn a predictive model 

ℎθ: X → 𝑌, which generalizes well to unseen target domains 𝑇𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 = {𝑇𝑖 | 𝑖 = 𝑚 + 1}, where 𝑇𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡  

cannot be accessed during training. Formally, we aim to minimize the generalization error: 

𝐸(𝑥,𝑦) ~𝑇𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡[𝐿(ℎθ, 𝑦)] (1) 

where 𝐿 is a suitable loss function, such as the cross-entropy loss. To mitigate the domain shifts between 

the source and target domains, we introduce a structure-enhanced learning framework named Structure-

Style-Augment framework. 

 

3.1. The Struct-Style-Augment Framework 
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The Structure-Style-Augment framework, as illustrated in Figure 1, integrates structural and 

stylistic enhancement strategies to augment the diversity of synthesized retinal images, thereby 

enhancing generalization capabilities. This framework is divided into three steps. The first step employs 

the Space Colonization Algorithm [56] to generate vessel-like structures, simulating the growth of 

branching networks or tree-like architectures. This approach, combined with additional processing, 

effectively captures the intricate patterns associated with vascular formation and spatial organization 

features. In the second step, we employed an enhanced Pix2Pix model with a multi-scale discriminator 

to independently train on each dataset. Here, the generated masks were utilized alongside the original 

masks of paired retinal images, enabling the generation of retinal images characterized by various 

complex vascular patterns. Finally, the third step integrated the application of PixMix to implement 

random photometric augmentation, introducing uncertainty perturbations to enhance style. Throughout 

this process, both the structurally enhanced dataset and the original dataset were used for style 

augmentation. These were subsequently combined with the segmentation model and trained across 

multiple source domains, thereby achieving effective segmentation performance in the target domain.  

 

 

Figure 1 The Struct-Style-Augment framework encompasses three primary components: a generator designed to produce curved 

structural patterns, a training module focused on generating appropriate pseudo-retinal vessel samples, and a suite of style 

enhancement modules that collaboratively train the segmentation model. Additionally, the framework features a multi-scale 

discriminator architecture, illustrated in the bottom right corner, which enhances the overall performance of the system. 

 

3.2. Structural Augmentation 

The Space Colonization Algorithm, a procedural modeling technique in computer graphics, 

simulates the growth of branching networks or tree-like structures [56] , including vascular systems, leaf 

venation, and root systems. This algorithm models the iterative growth of curve structures characterized 

by two fundamental elements: attractors and nodes. The core steps of this process, illustrated in the upper 

left of Figure 1, are as follows: (a) place a set of attractors; (b) identify which attractors influence which 

nodes; (c) for each node, calculate the average direction of all influencing attractors; (d) determine the 

position of new nodes by normalizing this average direction to a unit vector and scaling it by a predefined 
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segment length; (e) place the nodes at the computed positions; (f) check if any nodes fall within the kill 

zone of any attractors; (g) remove attractors that do not meet the desired growth criteria; (h) restart the 

process from step (b) until the maximum number of nodes is reached. Additionally, to simulate venous 

thickening and represent the varying diameters of blood vessels, a method has been proposed that 

incorporates the thickness of each node into the thickness of its parent node. Specifically, this is expressed 

in terms of the radii 𝑅，𝑅1，𝑅2, denoting the radius of the parent branch and its two child branches, 

respectively. In this context, 𝑛 is a parameter of the method, typically set to 3 in accordance with Murray's 

law. 

𝑅𝑛 =  𝑅1
𝑛 + 𝑅2

𝑛 (2) 

To refine vascular structures further, we incorporate randomness and adjust hyperparameters, along 

with additional post-processing techniques such as thresholding, retaining the largest connected 

components, and morphological erosion. These methods aim to enhance the resemblance to blood vessels 

and ensure thinner structures, ultimately increasing the number of finer vessel branches. 

To synthesize more realistic retinal images, we employed an improved Pix2Pix method, as 

illustrated in Figure 1. The generator(G) is structured as a U-Net architecture, tasked with synthesizing 

pseudo-retinal vessel images from the generated mask 𝑀𝑔𝑚  and the original mask 𝑀𝑜𝑚 . The 

discriminator(D) features a multi-scale architecture (as shown in the lower right corner of Figure 1), 

comprising three sub-modules at different scales, all sharing the same network structure. Each 

convolutional block within these sub-modules consists of a convolutional layer, a batch normalization 

(BN) layer, and a Leaky ReLU activation function. The number of filters in the convolutional layers 

increases progressively, starting with 𝑛 = 128 in the first layer and 𝑛 = 256 in the second layer. Within 

the discriminator architecture, all convolutional layers utilize 4 × 4 kernels, with the first convolutional 

layer and the convolutional blocks applying a stride of 2, while the final convolutional layer employs a 

stride of 1. The multi-scale discriminator consists of several independent discriminators 𝐷𝑠 where 𝑠 =

{ 1, 2, … , 𝑆}   denotes the scale. Each discriminator operates on images of different resolutions; for 

instance, discriminator 𝐷1 processes images at the original resolution, while 𝐷2 and 𝐷3 handle images 

that have been down-sampled by factors of 2 and 4, respectively. The goal of the discriminator is to 

ensure that the generated images possess realistic details at multiple levels of supervision. During the 

discriminator training phase, the generator utilizes feedback from the multi-scale discriminator, enabling 

it to improve the generated images at varying scales. For example, the low-resolution discriminator 𝐷3 

assists the generator in capturing the global vascular morphology, while the high-resolution discriminator 

𝐷1 focuses on subtle local details, such as vessel edges and finer branches. Here, we compute the parallel 

mean of the three discriminators across different scales and sum the results to obtain 𝐷. This approach 

effectively integrates information from multiple scales, enhancing the discriminator's ability to undergo 

comprehensive training. Furthermore, to enhance the generation of realistic retinal images, we modify 

the training process to include the generated vessel structures in the generator's training cycle, rather than 

solely relying on paired data as in the original Pix2Pix methodology, and subsequently feeding these 

generated retinal images into the discriminator for further training. Consequently, we have further 

improved the design of the loss function to facilitate comprehensive training on both paired and unpaired 

data. The formulation of our loss function is as follows. In our generator loss, we incorporate both 

adversarial loss 𝐿𝑎𝑑𝑣 and consistency loss 𝐿𝐿1, formulated as follows: 

𝐿𝐿1 =  𝔼𝑀𝑜𝑚 ,𝑅𝐼[∥ 𝐺(𝑀𝑜𝑚) − 𝑅𝐼 ∥1] (3) 
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𝐿𝑎𝑑𝑣 = 𝔼𝑀   [𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐷(𝐺(𝑀))] (4) 

where 𝑅𝐼 is the real images and M is the masks. 

Given that unpaired data lacks corresponding retinal vessel images, we train only the adversarial 

loss for this data. Thus, the total generator loss 𝐿𝐺 is expressed as: 

𝐿𝐺𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
= 𝜆𝐿1𝐿𝐿1 + 𝜆𝑎𝑑𝑣𝔼𝑜𝑚  [𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐷(𝐺(𝑀𝑜𝑚))] (5) 

𝐿𝐺𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 = 𝜆𝑎𝑑𝑣𝔼𝑔𝑚   [𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐷 (𝐺(𝑀𝑔𝑚))] (6) 

𝐿𝐺 =  𝐿𝐺𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
+  𝐿𝐺𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑  (7) 

where  𝐿𝐺𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
 is the generator loss of paired data and 𝐿𝐺𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 is the generator loss of unpaired data. 

In the discriminator's loss, we introduce gradient penalty (GP) to enhance the effectiveness of 

adversarial training. The loss functions are defined as follows: 

𝐿𝐷𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙
= −𝔼𝑅𝐼   [𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐷(𝑅𝐼)] (8) 

𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
= 𝔼𝑀𝑜𝑚

  [log (1 − 𝐷(𝐺(𝑀𝑜𝑚)))] (9) 

𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
= −𝔼𝑀𝑔𝑚

  [log (1 − 𝐷 (𝐺(𝑀𝑔𝑚)))] (10) 

where 𝐿𝐷𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙
  represents the discriminator loss associated with real images, 𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑

  denotes the 

discriminator loss for fake images that correspond to paired masks, and 𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
  refers to the 

discriminator loss for fake images that lack paired masks.  

Therefore, the overall loss function for the discriminator 𝐿𝐷 is given by: 

𝐿𝐷 =  𝜆1 (𝐿𝐷𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙
+  𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑

+  𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
) +  𝜆𝐺𝑃 ⋅ (𝐺𝑃𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 + 𝐺𝑃𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑) (11) 

where 𝐺𝑃𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑  is the gradient penalty for paired images and 𝐺𝑃𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑   is the gradient penalty for 

unpaired images. 

 

3.3. Style Augmentation 

We propose an enhanced data augmentation technique, PixMix, PhotoAug and Uncertainty 

Perturbation (UP), to increase model robustness by combining external images, probabilistic 

perturbations, and controlled mixing operations. The results are illustrated in Figure 2. This approach 

introduces randomness in both the choice of augmentation operations and the application of uncertainty-

driven perturbations, ensuring diverse transformations applied to the training data. Given an original 

input image 𝑥 ∈  X   and an external image 𝑧 ∈ 𝑍  drawn from a set of auxiliary images, the process 

begins with a random initialization step where an initial transformation is applied to  𝑥 . This 

transformation is chosen from a set of augmentations (denoted as PhotoAug) or left as the original image. 

Here, �̃�0 serves as the starting point for subsequent mixing operations. The number of mixing rounds 𝐾 

is predefined, and for each round 𝑘  , a random number of mixing steps 𝑇  is selected, where 𝑇 ∈

{0, 1, … , 𝐾} . Within each mixing step 𝑡  , an image 𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥  is sampled either from the set of augmentations 

applied to 𝑥 or from the external image 𝑧 . Following the selection of the image 𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥  , a mixing operation 

𝑚𝑖𝑥_𝑜𝑝 is chosen randomly from a set of element-wise operations such as addition or multiplication. 

This introduces variability by altering the combination of the input image and the auxiliary data. 

Additionally, at each step, the method incorporates distributional uncertainty by applying perturbations 
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based on statistical measures derived from the mixed image. Specifically, if a randomly drawn probability 

is less than a pre-defined threshold 𝑝, the mean 𝜇 and standard deviation 𝜎 of the selected image 𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 

are computed. Here, 𝐻 and 𝑊 represent the height and width of the image, respectively, while 𝑐 denotes 

the channel index. 

𝜇 =
1

𝐻 ∙ 𝑊
 ∑ ∑ 𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥(𝑐, ℎ, 𝑤)

𝑊

𝑤=1

𝐻

ℎ=1

(12) 

𝜎2 =  
1

𝐻 ∙ 𝑊
 ∑ ∑(𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥(𝑐, ℎ, 𝑤) − 𝜇)2

𝑊

𝑤=1

𝐻

ℎ=1

(13) 

Gaussian noise is then sampled and used to perturb the image’s distribution. 𝛽  and 𝛾  represent 

perturbed parameters of the image distribution,  

𝛽 = 𝜇 +  𝜖1  ∙ 𝜇    𝜖1 ~ 𝑁(0,1) (14) 

𝛾 = 𝜎 +  𝜖2  ∙ 𝜎    𝜖2 ~ 𝑁(0,1) (15) 

This perturbation process enhances the model’s robustness by simulating variations in the data 

distribution, effectively addressing domain shift or unseen distributions during training.  

Here, we generate the perturbed image 𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑒𝑑  through the application of perturbations. If the 

probability threshold is not met, the original image 𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 is used without perturbation, allowing the 

𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑒𝑑 =  
𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 −  𝜇

𝜎
 ∙  𝛾 +  𝛽 (16) 

 method to introduce uncertainty into the mixed images in a controlled way. Finally, the mixing operation 

𝑚𝑖𝑥_𝑜𝑝 is applied between the previously transformed image �̃�𝑘−1  and the perturbed image 𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑒𝑑 , 

weighted by the mixing ratio 𝛿. 

 

 

Figure 2 Comparative visualization of style enhancement. The first and third rows illustrate the style augmentation of the original 

data, while the second and fourth rows depict the style augmentation of the structurally enhanced data. 

 

Origin PhotoAug Pixmix UP



10 

 

Algorithm 1 PixMix with PhotoAug and Uncertainty Perturbation 

Input: Original image 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 , External image 𝑧 ∈ 𝑍 , Maximum mixing rounds 𝐾 , Mixing ratio 

𝛿 ∈ [0, 1] , Probability 𝑝 ∈ [0, 1] 
Output: Final mixed image �̃�𝐾  

1. Initialize Randomly select initial image augmentation 

2. �̃�0 = random.choice ({photoaug(𝑥), 𝑥}) 

3. Random choose the number of mixing rounds: 

4. 𝑇 = random.choice({0, 1, …, 𝐾}) 

5. for k = 1 to 𝑇 do 

6.  Sample mixing image: 

7.  𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 = random.choice({photoaug(𝑥), 𝑧})           

8.  Sample mixing operation: 

9.  mix_op  = random.choice({add, multiply}) 

10.  if random.uniform(0,1) < p then: 

11.   Apply UP using equation 16 

12.        end if  

13.        Apply mixing operation 

14.        �̃�𝑘 = 𝑚𝑖𝑥_𝑜𝑝(�̃�𝑘−1, 𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑏𝑒𝑑 , 𝛿)   

15.  end for 

16. Return: Final mixed image �̃�𝑘   : 

 

Our style enhancement framework enables the generation of more diverse training examples, 

thereby enhancing the model's robustness to variations in input data. The comprehensive steps of our 

approach are outlined in Algorithm 1 above. 

 

3.4. Overall Loss Function 

Our proposed method integrates structural augmentation and stylistic augmentations to enhance the 

model’s ability to generalize across different datasets. The loss function is designed to capture the 

complexity of both image reconstruction and segmentation tasks. We employ an improved Pix2Pix 

framework to further train using the vessel-like structures generated by the Space Colonization 

Algorithm, ensuring that the synthesized retinal vessels closely resemble real retinal images. The 

generator loss of our improved Pix2Pix model is expressed as follows: 

𝐿𝐺 = 𝜆𝐿1𝐿𝐿1 +  𝜆𝑎𝑑𝑣𝐿𝑎𝑑𝑣 (17) 

where the parameter for 𝜆𝐿1 is set to 100 and the parameter for 𝜆𝑎𝑑𝑣  is set to 0.2. The loss function for 

the discriminator is defined as follows, with the parameter for 𝜆1 set to 0.3 and the parameter for 𝜆𝐺𝑃 set 

to 10. 

𝐿𝐷 =  𝜆1 (𝐿𝐷𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙
+  𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑

+   𝐿𝐷𝑓𝑎𝑘𝑒𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑
) +

 𝜆𝐺𝑃 ⋅ (𝐺𝑃𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 + 𝐺𝑃𝑢𝑛𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑) (18)
 

For the segmentation task, we apply a pixel-wise binary cross-entropy loss 𝐿𝐵𝐶𝐸  to classify each 

pixel in the image as either part of the target structure (vessel) or background. This loss directly compares 

the generated segmentation map 𝑥 with the ground truth map 𝑦: 

𝐿𝐵𝐶𝐸 =  − 𝔼𝑥,𝑦  [𝑦 log(𝐺(𝑥)) + (1 − 𝑦) log(1 − 𝐺(𝑥))] (19) 

 

4. Experiments 

 

4.1. Datasets 

We conducted a comprehensive evaluation of the impact of AADG on retinal vessel segmentation 



11 

 

based on retinal fundus images. Specifically, experiments were performed on four publicly available 

datasets: STARE[57], HRF[58], DRIVE[59], and CHASEDB1[60], with sample sizes of 20, 45, 40, and 

28, respectively. The images were acquired from various clinical centers, scanners, and populations, 

ensuring a diverse representation. The partitioning of the training and validation sets adhered to the 

methodologies established in previous studies[19, 21]. For the domain generalization task, we 

systematically selected each dataset as the target domain to assess the performance of our method, while 

utilizing the remaining three datasets as multi-source domains for network training. In this setup, only 

the training images from the multi-source domains were input into the network, and the network's 

performance was evaluated exclusively using the test images from the target domain. 

 

4.2. Implementation Details 

Our DGSSA framework is implemented using the PyTorch framework on an NVIDIA 3090. In the 

structure enhancement component, we applied a processed Space Colonization Algorithm to generate 

100 vessel structure images for each of the four datasets, Subsequently, we employed our improved 

Pix2Pix model to train on both the vascular structures and the corresponding paired training set to 

synthesize retinal images. The training process was conducted over 300 epochs with a batch size of 1. 

We ensured that both unpaired and paired datasets were utilized simultaneously during each epoch. This 

approach ultimately facilitated the generation of images that closely resemble the original, thereby 

achieving effective structural enhancement. We employed DeepLabv3+ and MobileNetv2 as our 

segmentation models to ensure a fair comparison with other state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods, initializing 

the backbones with weights from ImageNet. The entire framework was trained using the Adam optimizer. 

Given the small sample sizes in retinal vessel and lesion segmentation tasks, we set 𝐸 = 300, adjusting 

the image size to 512x512 pixels. During the training phase, images underwent random scaling, cropping, 

rotation, and flipping to augment the training dataset. These four types of operations (scaling, cropping, 

rotation, and flipping) were regarded as default augmentation techniques for the training set, facilitating 

effective comparisons with previous methodologies. The performance of DGSSA, as well as other SOTA 

methods, was evaluated using the Dice Similarity Coefficient (DSC) across all segmentation tasks. 

Additionally, accuracy (ACC) and the area under the ROC curve (AUCROC) served as supplementary 

evaluation metrics for the vessel segmentation task on fundus images. To ensure the reliability and 

robustness of the experimental results,we validated the experiments through repeated operations. 

 

4.3. Comparison with Other Methods 

First and foremost, it is important to note that our baseline consists of a model without any 

generalization techniques, relying solely on default augmentations and a unified segmentor for 

segmentation. In Table 1, we present an effective comparison of our method against various domain 

generalization approaches, including M-mixup [57], CutMix [58]，DoFE [19], BigAug [55] , ELCFS 

[20], and AADG [21]. Since our dataset partitioning and training methodology for the domain 

generalization task align with those of DoFE and AADG, we directly reference the results of DOFE, 

AADG, and their reproductions with several other methods. Notably, we observe that the style 

enhancement techniques M-mixup and CutMix, originally applied in natural image classification tasks, 

exhibit a decline in the Dice Similarity Coefficient (DSC) of 18.9% and 2.1%, respectively, compared to 

the baseline method. Other domain generalization methods have been effectively utilized in medical 

image domain generalization tasks, demonstrating improvements over the baseline. Among these, 
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BigAug showed only a modest increase of 0.69% in average DSC, while the ELCFS baseline for vessel 

segmentation improved by 1.31%. AADG further enhanced performance, achieving a 0.47% increase in 

DSC for the HRF dataset (referred to as Domain B in Table 1), although the first two methods struggled 

to generalize effectively on this challenging dataset. AADG exhibited a substantial improvement of 3.29% 

in average DSC compared to the baseline. By integrating structural enhancement and style enhancement, 

our approach significantly improves the metrics for retinal vessel segmentation, yielding a 0.60% 

increase on the HRF dataset. Additionally, compared to AADG, our method achieves a further increase 

of 3.78% over the baseline, demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach. 

 

Table 1 The results for domain a are derived from the model trained with images from the other domains, specifically domains a, 

b, c, and d corresponding to STARE, HRF, DRIVE, and CHASEDB1, respectively. Top results are highlighted in bold, while a 

dash ('-') indicates that DoFE does not report dice similarity coefficient (DSC) values. This table serves as a comparative analysis 

against other methods. 

 

4.4. Ablation Study of DGSSA 

In Table 2, our structural augmentation significantly surpasses the baseline, highlighting its 

effectiveness. Furthermore, we conducted ablation experiments that utilized only stylistic augmentation 

and those that excluded spatial perturbations. As illustrated in the table, the implementation of structural 

augmentation alone results in improvements over the baseline, and when combined with stylistic 

augmentation, further enhancements are achieved. By eliminating the influence of spatial perturbations, 

we observe that the DSC for our method does not significantly differ from the training approach without 

Uncertainty Perturbation (UP). However, we achieve superior performance in the AUC-ROC and 

accuracy (ACC) metrics, indicating that spatial perturbations play a role in enhancing overall 

performance. These further validate the necessity of our combined approach to optimization through both 

structural and stylistic enhancements. 

 

Table 2 These are the results of our ablation studies, which include experiments focused solely on structural augmentation, solely 

on stylistic augmentation, and an additional experiment without uncertainty perturbations. 

Method 

DSC AUC-ROC ACC 

A B C D AVG A B C D AVG A B C D AVG 

Baseline 76.32 72.23 76.27 75.71 75.13 97.36 92.18 94.50 95.97 95.00 94.10 90.46 92.07 93.45 92.52 

M-Mixup [61] 61.89 60.41 58.22 63.21 60.93 96.02 91.76 94.30 95.45 94.38 92.32 89.25 89.05 92.46 90.77 

CutMix [62] 74.71 69.86 74.34 75.08 73.50 97.46 92.06 94.44 95.70 94.91 94.03 90.71 91.84 93.80 92.60 

BigAug [55] 79.61 70.06 76.42 76.50 75.65 97.36 90.59 94.78 96.09 94.70 94.21 89.71 91.96 93.59 92.37 

DoFE [19] - - - - - 97.25 89.48 94.23 96.28 94.31 94.57 89.49 94.11 90.51 92.17 

ELCFS [20] 80.92 71.85 76.61 76.40 76.44 97.82 92.18 95.14 96.29 95.36 94.54 90.57 92.27 93.44 92.71 

AADG [21] 81.79 72.57 77.70 78.34 77.60 97.96 91.93 95.21 96.95 95.51 94.75 90.49 92.41 93.84 92.87 

DGSSA(ours) 82.17 72.66 78.62 78.45 77.98 97.95 92.51 95.70 96.90 95.77 94.77 91.00 92.52 93.98 93.07 

Method DSC AUC-ROC ACC 

A B C D AVG A B C D AVG A B C D AVG 

Baseline 76.32 72.23 76.27 75.71 75.13 97.36 92.18 94.5 95.97 95.00 94.10 90.46 92.07 93.45 92.52 

Structure Augmentation 79.47 72.55 77.97 77.35 76.83 97.41 92.48 94.25 96.12 95.06 94.39 90.73 92.39 93.82 92.83 

Style Augmentation 81.56 72.44 77.81 77.95 77.44 97.75 92.11 95.21 96.76 95.46 94.65 90.90 92.38 93.80 92.93 

DGSSA without UP 82.24 72.69 78.54 78.39 77.96 97.99 92.08 95.32 96.90 95.57 94.84 90.93 92.34 93.81 92.98 
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To further validate our experiments, we conducted three additional trials using U-Net as our 

segmentation network, using Resnet as backbone and maintaining initialization with ImageNet weights, 

as shown in Table 3. Table 3 demonstrates that our method generalizes effectively across various 

segmentation architectures, underscoring its versatility and robustness. Note that using U-net as the 

segmentation network can achieve better performance with a dice score of 84.75, further surpassing 

existing methods. This adaptability highlights the potential of our approach to enhance performance not 

only within our primary framework but also across different models, thereby contributing to broader 

applications in medical image segmentation tasks. 

 

Table 3 DSC metrics for segmentation ablation experiments using U-net and Deeplabv3+ on the STARE dataset. 

Network Baseline Structure Augmentation DGSSA 

Deeplabv3+ 76.32 79.47 82.17 

U-net 81.23 82.12 84.75 

 

5. Discussion 

Our experiments demonstrate that the DGSSA framework significantly improves the performance 

of retinal vessel segmentation compared to existing domain generalization methods. In prior approaches, 

such as DoFE, domain information is aggregated into a single feature space; however, this method does 

not generalize well for retinal vessel segmentation. BigAug employs manually defined parameters to 

apply a set of image transformations. Although it exhibits some improvements in domain generalization 

tasks, its conservative design limits the range of transformations (e.g., adjusting brightness by randomly 

varying intensity within the range of [-0.1, 0.1]), resulting in insufficient enhancement of distribution  

diversity. ELCFS shows a 1.31% increase in the DSC for vessel segmentation, attributable to its 

frequency-space interpolation mechanism, which continuously generates images exhibiting features 

from other domains. AADG utilizes adversarial training and deep reinforcement learning to effectively 

search for targets, thereby streamlining the automatic enhancement process. While it represents an 

improvement over previous metrics, it is still optimized solely for stylistic enhancement, indicating a 

need for further augmentation. Consequently, we adopt a novel perspective on optimizing domain 

generalization by effectively combining structural and stylistic enhancements. Our results confirm that 

this approach is indeed effective. 

Furthermore, in Figure 3, we present a t-SNE dimensionality reduction visualization of the 

distributions resulting from various augmentation strategies. The visual representation illustrates that our 

structural augmentation effectively enhances the sample size and, when combined with stylistic 

augmentation, further increases the diversity of the samples, qualitatively demonstrating the significant 

impact of our methodology. This enhancement not only increases the diversity of the training data but 

also facilitates better generalization capabilities of the segmentation model across different datasets, thus 

reinforcing the advantages of our integrated approach. In Figure 4, we conducted a qualitative analysis 

of the segmentation results, which clearly demonstrates that DGSSA significantly enhances segmentation 

performance. Overall, our findings provide compelling evidence that the combination of structural and 

style enhancement constitutes an effective strategy for domain generalization in retinal vessel 

segmentation. 

Our method proves particularly effective in the context of tubular structures, such as vessels. This 

DGSSA 82.17 72.66 78.62 78.45 77.98 97.95 92.51 95.70 96.90 95.77 94.77 91.00 92.52 93.98 93.07 
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suggests that our approach can be extended to enhance segmentation tasks involving similar structures 

in other medical imaging scenarios. A key factor contributing to the success of our model is the 

integration of structural and stylistic enhancements. Structural augmentation generates realistic vascular 

structures, effectively expanding the training dataset and enabling the model to learn a more 

comprehensive representation of vascular morphology. This is especially crucial for tubular structures, 

which often exhibit variations in diameter and branching patterns. In contrast, methods that focus solely 

on stylistic enhancement may not adequately address the complexities inherent in these structures. 

 

 

Figure 3 t-SNE visualization of VGG16 features of the augmented retinal images 

 

 

Figure 4 Comparison of segmentation results among DGSSA, Structure Augmentation, AADG, and the baseline method. 

 

Original Datasets Structural Augmentation

DGSSAStyle Augmentation

DRIVE

CHASEDB1

Ground truth DGSSA AADG Structure Aug Baseline

HRF

STARE
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The datasets we utilized—STARE, HRF, DRIVE, and CHASEDB1—possess unique characteristics 

that significantly influence model performance. For instance, STARE contains high-resolution images 

with clearly defined vessels, which contribute to improved segmentation accuracy. In contrast, 

CHASEDB1 presents challenges due to lower image quality and variations in lighting conditions, 

potentially hindering the model's ability to generalize effectively. Future work could focus on developing 

dataset-specific preprocessing strategies to enhance performance across all datasets. 

Furthermore, the limitations of our model with respect to specific datasets underscore the necessity 

for more adaptive augmentation strategies. While our dual enhancement approach has proven effective, 

further research could explore dynamically adjusting augmentation parameters based on the 

characteristics of the dataset. 

 

6. Conclusion 

In this paper, we introduce a novel domain generalization method for retinal vessel image 

segmentation that effectively integrates structural and stylistic enhancement strategies. Through a 

rigorous evaluation conducted on four challenging retinal vessel segmentation datasets—STARE, HRF, 

DRIVE, and CHASEDB1—we demonstrate that our method achieves notable improvements in 

performance, with Dice Similarity Coefficients (DSC) of 82.17%, 72.66%, 78.62%, and 78.45%, 

respectively. Our approach achieves state-of-the-art results, surpassing existing methods. These findings 

validate the efficacy of our proposed framework and highlight the importance of combining structural 

and stylistic enhancements to improve segmentation tasks. Our research offers promising avenues for 

further exploration of domain generalization in the context of medical image analysis. 
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