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Abstract—Domain adaptation (DA) for cardiac ultrasound
image segmentation is clinically significant and valuable. How-
ever, previous domain adaptation methods are prone to be
affected by the incomplete pseudo-label and low-quality target
to source images. Human-centric domain adaptation has great
advantages of human cognitive guidance to help model adapt
to target domain and reduce reliance on labels. Doctor gaze
trajectories contains a large amount of cross-domain human
guidance. To leverage gaze information and human cognition
for guiding domain adaptation, we propose gaze-assisted human-
centric domain adaptation (GAHCDA), which reliably guides
the domain adaptation of cardiac ultrasound images. GAHCDA
includes following modules: (1) Gaze Augment Alignment (GAA):
GAA enables the model to obtain human cognition general
features to recognize segmentation target in different domain of
cardiac ultrasound images like humans. (2) Gaze Balance Loss
(GBL): GBL fused gaze heatmap with outputs which makes the
segmentation result structurally closer to the target domain. The
experimental results illustrate that our proposed framework is
able to segment cardiac ultrasound images more effectively in
the target domain than GAN-based methods and other self-train
based methods, showing great potential in clinical application.

Index Terms—Human-Centric, Gaze-Assisted, Domain Adap-
tation, Cardiac Ultrasound.

I. INTRODUCTION

Domain adaptation for cardiac ultrasound segmentation

holds significant clinical value. Through domain adaptation,

models are able to address the performance degradation of

models across different domain segmentation. However, exist-

ing domain adaptation methods face challenges in ultrasound

images. Models are prone to overfit in the target domain

because they are unable to learn human cognition general

features to eliminate the domain gap. Furthermore, there is

a large gap in style between source domain and target domain

in cardiac ultrasound images due to the differences in sampling

devices, sampling settings, and sampling angles.

Existing domain adaptation methods are limited when ap-

plied to cardiac ultrasound images. Fully supervised domain
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adaptation methods require additional annotations [1], [2].

Semi-supervised or unsupervised domain adaptation methods

adapt to different domains using GAN or self-training ap-

proaches [3]–[6]. As shown in Fig.1 (a), GAN-based domain

adaptation methods struggle to adapt well to the gap in differ-

ent domains of cardiac ultrasound images [7]–[17], leading to

mode collapse [18]. As shown in Fig.1 (b), domain adaptation

based on self-train lacks human cognition guidance, making

it prone to overfit on source domain data, resulting in overfit

on pseudo-labels and incomplete segmentation [19]–[29].

Human-centric domain adaptation holds great advantages of

cognitive guidance in cardiac ultrasound domain adaptation.

Doctor gaze trajectories contains a large number of cross-

domain human guidance. By recording gaze trajectories using

an eye tracker, we are able to extract the doctor’s cross-domain

recognition knowledge. As shown in Fig.1 (c), utilizing this

cross-domain recognition knowledge helps the model elimi-

nate the domain gap between source and target domain.

In this paper, we propose gaze-assisted human-centric do-

main adaptation (GAHCDA) framework for cardiac ultrasound

image segmentation tasks. GAHCDA includes following mod-

ules: (1) Gaze Aug Align Module (GAA): This is a feature

alignment module that integrates human cognition from gaze

heatmaps. It utilizes a cross-attention [30] to fuse the encoder

features of teacher with gaze heatmap and aligns the features

of the student with fused human cognition features, thereby ex-

tracting human cognition general features between the source

and target domains. (2) Gaze Balance Loss (GBL): By using

gaze heatmaps, the model loss is more focused on gaze area,

allowing the model to avoid over/under-segmentation in the

gaze area rather than being restricted to pseudo-label.

II. METHOD

A. GAHCDA Framwork

In the context of human-centric domain adaptation for

cardiac ultrasound image segmentation, we have a source

domain dataset Ds = {Xs, Ys}
M
s=1

and a target domain

dataset Dt = {Xt}
N
t=1, where X represents images and Y

represents labels. The objective of GAHCDA is to train a

teacher model using source data and use the teacher model to

obtain pseudo-labels Ŷ T
t for target domain images Xt. These

pseudo-labels are then used to train a student model for the
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Fig. 1. (a) Domain adaptation based on GAN is prone to mode collapse. (b) Domain adaptation based on self-training is prone to overfit on pseudo labels.
(c) Human-centric domain adaptation uses gaze information from doctors’ diagnoses to help the model adapt to the domain and reduce overfitting.

target domain data. As shown in Fig. 2, our GAHCDA includes

the gaze augment align module(GAA), which helps the student

model quickly extract human cognition general features. It

also includes gaze balance loss (GBL), which utilizes gaze

heatmaps to address the over/under-segmentation problem.

B. Gaze Augment Align Module

The Gaze Augment Align Module (GAA) allows the student

to learn the human cognition general features of the source

domain and target domain. The previous feature alignment

module [31] ignore the difference of features and human

recognition patterns in feature spaces. Human cognition gen-

eral features help student model acquire human cross-domain

recognition capabilities. As shown in Fig. 2 (b), using the

gaze heatmap help the framework obtain human cognition

general features and get rid of the interference of source-

specific features. As shown in Fig.3, we extract human cross-

domain recognition information from the gaze heatmap using

the extractor to acquire the human cross-domain cognition

general featrues fG. Then, we obtain the feature matrix fT
from the teacher model, which serves as the embeddings

input k (key) and v (value) for the cross attention [30], while

fG serves as the input q (query). We use the self-attention

to integrate the gaze feature fG into fT , extracting human

cognition general features fGA shared by source domain and

target domain. The GAA formula is as follows:

fGA = Concat(fT , Softmax(fGfT /
√
d)fT ) (1)

The cross-attention ensures that the human-centric cross-

domain recognition information of the gaze heatmap is pre-

served. The alignment loss LGAA is achieved by comparing

the human cognition general features fGA with the fS of the

student with MSE loss.

C. Gaze Balance Loss

The human-centric gaze heatmaps are able to help the stu-

dent address the issues of under/over-segmentation when the

training is unsupervised. Previously, the training effectiveness

of the model in the target domain depends on the quality

of pseudo-labels. To help the model address the overfitting

caused by incomplete pseudo-labels in domain adaptation,

we proposed a human cognition guided loss called that gaze

balance loss(GBL). Doctors focus on the difficult-to-segment

areas of the cardiac ultrasound images. The human-centric

gaze heatmap provide guidance that incorporate human cogni-

tion guided knowledge for cross-entropy without labels. Using

gaze heatmaps as weights to adjust the loss in under/over-

segmentation areas is able to eliminate the domain gap and

reduce the interference from incomplete pseudo-label. As

shown in Fig. 2 (c), heat regions indicate areas that receive

more attention from doctors. We generate a weight mask w

from the regularized gaze heatmap. After obtaining the w, we

multiply it with the output results Ŷ S
t of the student model

to obtain the weighted output results. Then, we calculate the

cross-entropy loss between the weighted output results and the

pseudo labels to obtain the LGB in eq.(2):

LGB = − 1

N

N∑

i=1

[yilog(wiŷi) + (1− yi)log(1− wiŷi)] (2)

D. Training Strategy

We train the teacher model using the source domain data

to obtain parameters θt. The student model parameters θs
initialized with θt. After obtaining LGAA and LGB , We

calculate the loss using the formula in eq.(3):

argmin
θs

(λgaaLGAA + λgbLGB + λdiceLDICE + λceLCE) (3)

LDICE represents the DICE loss, and LCE represents the

cross-entropy loss with inputs Ŷ S
t and Yt. We use λgaa, λgb,

λdice and λce to control the weights of different losses and

achieve better output results.

III. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experiment Setting

Our experiment used publicly available datasets CAMUS

[32] as source domain with 9964 cardiac ultrasound images,
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Fig. 4. Visual comparison of outputs. The results show that our GAHCDA
uses gaze information to obtain results closer to GT.

and HMC-QU [33] as target domain with 2349 images.

A Tobii Eye-Tracker 5 record the doctor’s gaze. The eye

tracker samples coordinates of the gaze with five times per

second. Our model was implemented in PyTorch 1.13.0 and

trained with NVIDIA RTX4070Ti GPU. We used U-Net as

the backbone of the teacher/student model. The epoch is set

to 200, and the batch size is 32. Model is optimized using

RMSProp, with an initial learning rate of 1.0 × 10
−5. DSC

(Dice similarity coefficient, %) and ASSD (Average symmetric

surface distance) are used to evaluate model.

B. Comparison Study

1) Quantitative Evaluation: The results shows that our

GAHCDA is able to eliminate the domain gap between source

and target domain effectively with human cognition. As the

results shown in Table I, our GAHCDA achieves the best

segmentation results compared with other methods with DSC

TABLE I
THE QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION

Strategy Method DSC±std↑ ASSD±std↓

Upper bound Supervised 90.23±2.3 4.098±0.9

Lower bound w/o DA 70.14±4.5 10.28±2.1

GAN-based DA
SIFA [7] 46.14±6.7 7.209±3.2

CycleGAN [9] 43.49±2.3 12.90±0.2

Self-train based DA
VAE [34] 54.16±5.4 10.59±2.0

FDA [21] 71.05±3.6 8.842±1.5

Human-centric DA Ours 76.14±3.2 6.976±1.4

of 76.14%, and ASSD of 6.976. Compared with SIFA, our

method achieves 30% DSC improvements. Compared with

the FDA, our method achieves 5.09% DSC improvements.

The experimental results show that our GAHCDA method

attains state-of-the-art performance in the domain adaptation

of cardiac ultrasound image segmentation.

2) Qualitative Evaluation: GAHCDA extract the structure

and cardiac texture of the target by leveraging human cogni-

tion, resulting in outputs that are closer to the ground truth

(GT). As shown in Fig. 4, w/o DA, the model shows under-

segmentation in the target domain. The results of GAN-based

methods show over/under-segmentation occurred in the area

within the red box. Self-train based methods are affected

by low-quality pseudo-labels, which fail to eliminate source-

specific features, resulting in incomplete segmentation. The

output mask of VAE has a large gap with GT in morphol-

ogy which shows the instability of VAE. The FDA shows

distortions in red box and under-segmentation which shows

that the gap between domains is not only reflected in the

frequency domain. Due to the effectiveness of GAA and GBL,

the results of GAHCDA exhibit the best performance in terms

of morphology and continuity.

C. Ablation Study

1) Ablation Study: As shown in Fig. 5 (a), we validated the

effectiveness of the GAA and GBL. GAA improved the DSC

by 1.53%, while GBL showed an improvement compared to

no adaptation, with a 3.39% increase in DSC. The full module

combines the advantages of GAA and GBL, obtaining human



70.86

74.25

72.39

76.14

w/o DA GBL GAA GAA+GBL

D
S

C
(%

)
Ablation Study

D
S

C
(%

)

D
S

C
(%

)

gb 1.2, 0.7, 0.5ce dicel l l= = = 0.3, 0.7, 0.5gaa ce dicel l l= = =

(a)  (b)  (c)  Different Module in GAHCDA The weight of The weight of
gaal gbl

Fig. 5. The ablation study demonstrated that GAA and GBL effectively elim-
inate domain differences by leveraging human cognition, thereby improving
the model’s segmentation performance in the target domain. Ablation study
of (a) GAHCDA. (b) Hyper-parameter λgaa. (c) Hyper-parameter λgb.

(a) (b) (c)

Redundant area

GT

Source-specific 

features

Missing area

(d)

Fig. 6. The feature map shows GAA and GBL help students reduce the
inference of domain-specific features and obtain the ability of human cross-
domain recognition. The feature map of (a) w/o DA, (b) with GAA, (c) with
GBL, (d) with GAA&GBL.

cognition general features while achieving more complete

segmentation in the gaze area. The DSC increased by 5.28%

compared to no adaptation.

2) Hyper-parameter Analysis: As shown in Fig. 5 (b)&(c),

as these two hyper-parameters are gradually increased, the per-

formance of our framework on the target domain continuously

improves. Increasing the weight of λgb enhances the attention

of the GBL to the over/under-segmentation areas in the output

mask with the human cognition. Also, GAA strengthens the

role of GBL and increases the attention of target areas, GAA

ensures the consistency of features and GBL optimization lead

to better performance in the target domain.

D. Model Analysis

1) Analysis of GAHCDA: We extracted the feature maps

of decoder with different modules. As shown in Fig. 6 (a),

w/o DA, feature redundancy appears in the feature map. As

shown In Fig. 6 (b), with GAA, the module extracts cross-

domain human cognition general features guided by the gaze

map which help the student model eliminate the domain gap

between the source and target domain. But from the feature

map, we can see the segmentation area features are still

incomplete. In Fig. 6 (c), with GBL, we can see features

are complete, but without GAA, there are redundant features

in red box, the segmentation output on the target domain is

interfered with redundant features. As shown in Fig. 6 (d), the

full GAHCDA model has a complete and clear feature map.

2) Analysis of GAN-Based DA: Due to the domain gap in

different domain cardiac ultrasound images, GAN-based DA

failed to adapt to target domain. As shown in Fig. 7, target

to source images retain a amount of source-specific features,

which disrupt the original structure of the target domain

images. In the first row of Fig. 7, the adapted target image

shows an extra region in the red box, which negatively affects

the segmentation results. In the second row, the adapted target

Target domain to 

source domain images

Target domain 

images  
Outputs Ours GT

GAN-based Methods

GAN

GAN

Fig. 7. Model Analysis of GAN-based Methods. Without the support of
human cross-domain recognition, GAN-based methods retain an excess of
source-specific features, which caused interference to the student model.The
red box shows the segmentation affected by mode collapse.

OursVAEFDA

Fig. 8. Model Analysis of self-train based methods. Without the support
of human cross-domain recognition guidance module GAA and GBL, self-
train based methods shows a redundant source-specific features interference
on target domain affected by the pseudo label.

image also exhibits a redundant region, and this redundant

region is output in the output mask.

3) Analysis of Self-Train Based DA: GAHCDA can elimi-

nate the interference of source-specific features. The previous

self-train based methods, due to the lack of human cognitive

guidance, fail to enable the student model to distill the correct

cross-domain feature recognition patterns from the teacher

model. Without the help of cognitive guidance loss, these

methods are prone to feature redundancy. As shown in Fig.

8, the features of FDA and VAE exhibit a significant amount

of redundancy, which is related to the source domain. The

source-specific features lead to over/under-segmentation. Our

GAHCDA leverages human cognitive guidance to eliminate

the interference of source-specific features, resulting in more

complete and clear segmentation outcomes.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a gaze-assisted human-centric do-

main adaptation framework for cardiac ultrasound segmenta-

tion. The model innovatively proposes the following modules:

(1) Gaze Augment Align Module: Using gaze information

combined with the cross-attention module to help student

model learn human cognition general features in the source

domain and target domain to improve performance of student.

(2) Gaze Balance Loss: Use the gaze heatmaps to give more

weight to the discontinuous areas. The ablation study proves

that the gaze augment align module and gaze balance loss are

helpful to the model in the domain adaptation.
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