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Abstract

Purpose: Foundation models, trained on multitudes of public datasets, often
require additional fine-tuning or re-prompting mechanisms to be applied to visu-
ally distinct target domains such as surgical videos. Further, without domain
knowledge, they cannot model the specific semantics of the target domain. Hence,
when applied to surgical video segmentation, they fail to generalise to sections
where previously tracked objects leave the scene or new objects enter.
Methods: We propose SASVi, a novel re-prompting mechanism based on a
frame-wise object detection Overseer model, which is trained on a minimal
amount of scarcely available annotations for the target domain. This model
automatically re-prompts the foundation model SAM2 when the scene constella-
tion changes, allowing for temporally smooth and complete segmentation of full
surgical videos.
Results: Re-prompting based on our Overseer model significantly improves the
temporal consistency of surgical video segmentation compared to similar prompt-
ing techniques and especially frame-wise segmentation, which neglects temporal
information, by at least 2.4%. Our proposed approach allows us to success-
fully deploy SAM2 to surgical videos, which we quantitatively and qualitatively
demonstrate for three different cholecystectomy and cataract surgery datasets.
Conclusion: SASVi can serve as a new baseline for smooth and temporally con-
sistent segmentation of surgical videos with scarcely available annotation data.
Our method allows us to leverage scarce annotations and obtain complete anno-
tations for full videos of the large-scale counterpart datasets. We make those
annotations publicly available, providing extensive annotation data for the future
development of surgical data science models.
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1 Introduction

Surgical video segmentation is crucial in advancing computer-assisted surgery, aiding
intraoperative guidance and postoperative assessment. However, modern Deep Learn-
ing (DL) solutions require large-scale annotated datasets to be effectively trained.
Gathering annotations in the form of complete segmentation masks requires
substantial effort since creating full per-pixel annotations is a highly tedious task [1].
This issue is multiplied in surgical process modelling, where DL solutions are often tar-
geted at analysing long video sequences [2, 3], significantly increasing the annotation
effort along the temporal axis.

Large foundation models have lately emerged, trained on multitudes of publicly
available large-scale datasets and often multiple tasks in parallel. These methods have
proven to be successful when applied out of the box or fine-tuned to other domains [4–
6]. Yet, their application for computer-assisted surgery is either limited to frame-wise
segmentation without incorporating temporal information [6–8], tracking only single
tool classes [9, 10] or relying on manual prompting [5, 11].

SAM2 [12] recently emerged as a robust video object tracking and segmenta-
tion tool but still relies on manual prompting and can fail to generalise to video
sections where entities leave the scene or new objects enter, as visualised in
Figure 1. Such events happen frequently in surgical video data when other instruments
are used in subsequent surgical phases or when the camera moves during laparoscopy.
Usually, such moments would require a re-prompting of the new entities to track,
again increasing the manual effort of the clinician or machine learning engineer in the
loop [13]. Further, without external domain knowledge, the method does not model
the semantic meanings of tracked entities, rather than just performing consistent
segmentation of tracked objects throughout a video.

Fig. 1 SAM2 Failure Case. Video segmentation with SAM2 struggles with objects leaving or
entering the scene (middle row; the electrocautery is missed and predicted as background). SASVi
mitigates this issue by leveraging a frame-wise overseer model, producing temporally smooth and
complete segmentations from scarce annotation data (bottom row).
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We propose Segment Any Surgical Video (SASVi), a novel video segmentation
pipeline including a re-prompting mechanism based on a supportive frame-wise over-
seer model which runs in parallel to SAM2. Precisely, we deploy an object detection
model, pre-trained on small-scale surgical segmentation datasets, to monitor the enti-
ties currently present in the video. The dual nature of models such as Mask R-CNN
[14], DETR [15] or Mask2Former [16] allows us to rely on the object detection part
of the model to detect when untracked classes enter the scene or previously tracked
entities leave. We can then intercept such time points and use the model’s segmen-
tation part to segment the current frame. The obtained segmentation mask is then
used to sample new prompting anchors for each currently present entity, including
their semantic meaning. These anchor prompts are subsequently utilised to re-prompt
SAM2, which then continues the segmentation.

With this re-prompting of our overseer model, trained on scarcely available anno-
tations, we can successfully leverage SAM2 ’s excellent temporal properties to segment
long video sequences of various surgical modalities with limited available annotation
data. We quantitatively and qualitatively demonstrate on three prominent cholecys-
tectomy and cataract surgery datasets that our method generates temporally smooth
and consistent semantic segmentations of complete surgical video sequences. This fur-
ther allows us to provide complete segmentation annotations of large-scale surgical
video datasets for the public without additional manual annotation effort.

Contributions

• We are the first to propose an automated re-prompting mechanism based on an
object detector for deploying SAM2 for temporally smooth and consistent semantic
segmentation of arbitrary surgical video domains with scarce annotation data.

• We deploy our method to leverage small-scale annotated surgical segmentation
datasets into fully annotated publicly available large-scale segmentation annotations
of their origin videos, demonstrated for the cholecystectomy dataset Cholec80 and
the cataract surgery datasets Cataract1k and CATARACTS.

2 Related Work

For segmenting surgical videos, Wang et al. [17] have introduced a dual-memory
network to relate local temporal knowledge with global semantic information by incor-
porating an active learning strategy. Zhao et al. [18] combine meta-learning with
anchor-guided online adaption to improve domain transfer generalisation. COWAL [19]
deploys an active learning strategy based on model uncertainty and temporal infor-
mation to improve video segmentation. However, these approaches require access to
large-scale annotated data for their specific target or visually similar source domains.

Foundation models, trained on large-scale computer vision datasets, have been
successfully deployed in the recent past to demonstrate generalisation capabilities
for segmentation [20]. This model has found a wide range of applications in medical
imaging [4, 21].
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In the surgical context, SurgicalSAM [8] eliminates the need for explicitly
prompting SAM [20] by introducing a prompt encoder that generates prompt embed-
dings automatically, alongside contrastive prototype learning to distinguish visually
similar tools better. Surgical-DeSAM [7] combines SAM with a DETR model for tool
detection and re-prompts SAM using bounding boxes, enabling multi-class segmenta-
tion. While these approaches improve frame-wise segmentation, they do not leverage
temporal information from videos.

The Segment Anything Model 2 (SAM2) [12] extends SAM [20] for video seg-
mentation. It achieves temporally smooth segmentations by introducing a memory
buffer of previous information. SAM2-Adapter [6] extends SAM2 by introducing train-
able adapter layers to incorporate task-specific knowledge and has been successfully
applied to frame-wise polyp segmentation. Surgical SAM2 [10] implements a frame-
pruning mechanism to reduce memory and computation costs, addressing challenges
associated with processing long sequences of surgical video frames. Yu et al. [5] eval-
uate SAM2 on surgical videos using manual point and box prompts. They observe
robust results but also point to the method’s limitations when dealing with synthetic
data, where performance degrades due to image corruptions and perturbations. Simi-
larly, zero-shot segmentation using SAM2 has been explored for surgical tool tracking
in endoscopy and microscopy data, proving effective for multi-class tool segmentation
[11]. However, unlike our proposed approach, these methods still rely heavily on man-
ual prompting and do not implement re-prompting mechanisms, hence suffering from
performance decreases when entities leave or enter the scene.

3 Method

This section outlines the components of our approach, SAM2 and the Overseer model,
before describing our inference pipeline for video segmentation.

3.1 SAM2: Segment Anything in Images and Videos

Given a video sequence V := {vt}Tt=1, vt ∈ R3×H×W , the SAM2 model F (v) encodes
the first frame v1 into a latent representation by a hierarchical image encoder network.
Various prompts in the form of anchor points, bounding boxes or segmentation masks
are equally encoded by a prompt encoder. Both representations are then fed into the
model’s mask decoder to produce the segmentation mask m̄1, which is then again
encoded by the memory encoder. Encoded masks and frames are added to a memory
bank. For subsequent frames vt of the sequence V , entries from that memory bank are
conditioning the current frame encoding in a memory attention module before feeding
it into the mask decoder to predict m̄t. We refer to Ravi et al. [12] for further details.

3.2 Object Detection Overseer Model

To serve as an Overseer model for SAM2 [12], we pre-train Mask R-CNN [14],
DETR [15] and Mask2Former [16] on the scarcely annotated datasets. Given an
image frame vt, the methods’ Region Proposal Network (RPN) predicts Regions of
Interest (ROIs), from which the Object Detection Stream predicts bounding boxes
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Fig. 2 SASVi Inference Scheme. Our frame-wise Overseer model ( ) captures time points at
which previously untracked entities enter the scene or tracked objects leave. At that moment, it re-
prompts SAM2 with predictions from that frame.

t := (xmin, xmax, ymin, ymax) ∈ [0, 1]Nbb×4 for Nbb objects and class probabilities
p ∈ [0, 1]Ncls×C for Ncls objects and the C classes of the dataset. In parallel, the mod-
els’ Segmentation Stream predicts probability masks m ∈ [0, 1]Nmask×H′×W ′

for Nmask

objects, where (H ′,W ′) are the ROI dimensions. Example predictions of both streams
of Mask R-CNN are visualised in Figure 3.

The models are trained by minimising

L =
1

Ncls

Ncls∑
i=1

Lcls(i) +
1

Nbb

Nbb∑
i=1

Lbox(i) +
1

Nmask

Nmask∑
i=1

Lmask(i) (1)

with

Lcls(i) = −
C∑

k=1

c∗ik log(pik), Lbox(i) = smoothL1(ti − t∗i ) and (2)

Lmask(i) =
1

H ×W

H,W∑
x=1,y=1

−[m∗
c∗i ,x,y

log(mc∗i ,x,y
) + (1−m∗

c∗i ,x,y
) log(1−mc∗i ,x,y

)]

(3)

where c∗, t∗ and m∗ are the ground-truth class probabilities, bounding box
coordinates and segmentation masks, respectively.

Unlike traditional segmentation models, our Overseers can catch new instances of
the same class, which the former would predict in a single mask. As further analysed
in Supplementary Section D, their lightweight design allows for efficient monitoring of
the surgical videos in parallel to SAM2.

3.3 Segment Any Surgical Video

Given a video sequence V , our method operates as follows:
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In the initial frame vt=1, we query the pre-trained Overseer model M(v) to predict
a segmentation mask mt=1 = M(vt=1). Given this prediction, we store the current
entities in a buffer as B := {c1}, where c1 ≤ C are the currently predicted classes. The
mask is used to prompt the SAM2 model F (vt=1,mt=1), predicting the segmentation
mask m̄t=1. Subsequent frames {vt}Tt=2 are equally segmented with F (vt), producing
temporally smooth segmentations. In parallel, the Overseer M(vt) predicts the classes
ct and adds them to the buffer B.

Once we reach a frame v′t where the class predictions in B changed for more than
nt time-steps, we perform the following: We track back the time point t′−nt where the
change in classes first happened. We then sample anchor prompting points at′−nt from
the Overseer mask mt′−nt and use these prompts in conjunction with mask mt′−nt

to continue the segmentation from that point in time. The threshold nt is introduced
to minimise the impact of wrong predictions from M(vt) and is empirically set to
nt = 4. Further, the temporal back-tracking allows for correcting potential mistakes
from F (v) in the last nt time steps, smoothing out the predictions. This process is
repeated until the full video V is segmented as M̄ := {m̄t}Tt=1.

The overall inference process is visualised in Figure 2 and summarised as a pseudo-
code formulation in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 SASVi Inference Pseudocode.

Require: Pre-trained Overseer model M(vt), SAM2 model F (vt, at), surgical video
sequence {vt}Tt=1, temporal buffer B of size nt ≥ 1, anchor sampling size na ≥ 1
m1, c1 ←M(vt) // Predict the first frame using the Overseer.
B ← {c1}
m̄1 ← F (v1,m1) // Prompt SAM2 with the predicted mask.
t← 2
while t ≤ T do

mt, ct ←M(vt) // Predict the current frame using the Overseer.
B ← B + {ct}
if t− nt ≥ 0 and new class in all of B then

at−nt
← sample(mt−nt

, na) // Sample anchor points for new entity.
m̄t−nt

← F (vt−nt
, at−nt

,mt−nt
) // Re-prompt SAM2.

t← t− nt + 1
else

m̄t ← F (vt) // Continue segmenting with SAM2.
t← t+ 1

end if
end while
return {m̄1, ..., m̄T }
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4 Experiments & Results

We start this section by describing the datasets used in our evaluations. Subse-
quently, we describe the experimental setup used to train the models. We then present
frame-wise segmentation results before evaluating the temporal smoothness of video
segmentation and eventually giving an overview of the large-scale annotations we
derive from our method and make available to the general public.

4.1 Datasets

The Cholec80 dataset [3] consists of 80 videos of laparoscopic cholecystectomy per-
formed by 13 surgeons. The videos have an average length of 2, 306.27 seconds, are
recorded at 25 FPS, and have a resolution of 854×480 or 1920×1080 pixels. They are
annotated with one of seven surgical phases for each frame and multi-class multi-label
annotations for seven surgical tools at 1 FPS.

Derived from Cholec80, the CholeSeg8k dataset [22] contains 8080 frames of
laparoscopic cholecystectomy, fully annotated with segmentation masks for 13 seman-
tic labels, including black background, abdominal wall, liver, gastrointestinal tract,
fat, grasper, connective tissue, blood, cystic duct, L-hook electrocautery, gallbladder,
hepatic vein, and liver ligament.

The CATARACTS challenge data [2] was initially introduced as a challenge on
surgical tool usage recognition and later on for surgical phase prediction. It consists
of 50 video sequences of cataract surgery at 30 FPS, a 1920 × 1080 pixels resolution
and an average length of 656.29 seconds. Two experts annotated the tool usage of 21
surgical instruments.

Introduced as a sub-challenge on semantic segmentation of cataract surgery images,
the CaDISv2 dataset [23] contains 4670 images of the 25 CATARACTS training
videos, which are fully annotated with segmentation masks. The total count of labels
is 36, from which 28 are surgical instruments, four are anatomy classes, and three are
miscellaneous objects appearing during the surgery. Our experiments focus on the pre-
defined experiment setting II, which groups the instrument classes into ten classes,
resulting in 17 semantic labels.

Lastly, the Cataract-1k dataset [24] consists of over 1000 cataract surgery videos
recorded at 60 FPS, from which different subsets are annotated for different tasks,
including surgical phase prediction, semantic segmentation and irregularity detection.
Here, we focus on the 30 videos from which 2256 frames are annotated with segmen-
tation masks for the surgical instrument, pupil, iris and artificial lens. These frames
have a resolution of 512× 384 pixels.

An analysis of the scarcity of annotations of the respective datasets can be found
in Supplementary Section E.

4.2 Experimental Setup

We split the available videos in CholecSeg8k, CaDISv2 and Cataracts1k for training/-
validation/testing by 14/2/2, 19/3/3 and 24/3/3, respectively. Our Overseer models
are trained for 1e5 steps on the small-scale datasets with a batch size of 8. We are using
the AdamW optimiser [25] with (β1 = 0.5, β2 = 0.999), an initial learning rate of 1e-4
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and a weight decay of 0.05. The learning rate is decayed every 2e4 steps by a factor of
0.5. To match the training configurations of the involved backbones, we rescale images
to (299× 299) pixels for Mask R-CNN and Mask2Former and (200× 200) pixels for
DETR. The models have been trained on a single Nvidia RTX4090 using PyTorch 2.4.1
and Cuda 12.2. Further details on the model and training configurations and the code
to reproduce our results can be found at https://github.com/MECLabTUDA/SASVi
upon acceptance.

4.3 Per-Frame Object Detection & Segmentation Results

This section presents object detection and segmentation results on the small-scale
annotated sub-datasets. For quantitative evaluation of the bounding boxes, we deploy
the IoU metric at a 50% threshold. To evaluate the predicted classes of objects, we
use the F1 score at a 50% IoU threshold, and to quantify the per-object segmentation
quality, we deploy the Dice metric at 50% IoU. We additionally evaluate the final
semantic segmentation quality using the macro-average Dice metric (Semantic Dice).

The results of all metrics are displayed in Table 1, and qualitative results for Mask
R-CNN are shown in Figure 3. While Mask R-CNN occasionally predicts multiple
bounding boxes for the same object, resulting in lower per-object scores, it generally
performs well across all datasets, especially regarding the final segmentation masks
obtained. However, the Transformer-based methods DETR and Mask2Former suffer
less from this issue and generally show superior performance. We therefore opt to
continue with Mask2Former as our main Overseer model for SAM2

Dataset Method Class F1 (↑) BB IoU (↑) Mask Dice (↑) Semantic Dice (↑)
Mask R-CNN 0.957 0.887 0.834 0.937

CholecSeg8k DETR 0.935 0.893 0.912 0.934
Mask2Former 0.958 0.884 0.913 0.940
Mask R-CNN 0.585 0.636 0.626 0.786

CaDISv2 DETR 0.769 0.774 0.811 0.854
Mask2Former 0.823 0.824 0.828 0.838
Mask R-CNN 0.745 0.731 0.664 0.881

Cataract1k Segm. DETR 0.835 0.777 0.777 0.897
Mask2Former 0.764 0.729 0.737 0.881

Table 1 Per-Frame Overseer Object Detection & Segmentation Results.

4.4 Temporally Consistent Video Segmentation

Applying frame-wise models of any kind onto sequential images often introduces
artefacts of temporal inconsistencies due to ambiguities in predictions and a lack of
temporal information [26, 27]. Therefore, and due to the lack of large-scale ground
truth annotations, we deploy the following metrics to quantify the quality and
temporal consistency of video segmentations:

1. Similarly to previous work on evaluating temporal consistency for image-to-image
translation [26, 27], we deploy optical flow warping for evaluating the consistency
of segmentations along the temporal axis. More specifically, given two subsequent
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Fig. 3 Qualitative Object Detection & Segmentation Results. Object detection methods
such asMask R-CNN can serve as a powerful frame-wiseOverseer model, predicting classes, bounding
boxes and segmentation masks of objects in surgical scenes.

image frames vt and vt+1, we compute the optical flow OF (vt, vt+1) between
them. We then use this optical flow in a warping operation W to warp the previ-
ous segmentation mask as m′

t+1 := W (mt, OF (vt, vt+1)). We eventually compare
the macro-average Dice and IoU scores of the warped segmentation m′ to the
segmentation of the next frame mt+1, denoted as DiceOF and IoUOF respectively.

2. Analogously, we directly compute the macro-average Contour Distance and IoU
scores of subsequent mask predictions mt and mt+1, which we denote as CDT and
IoUT respectively. Here, better scores indicate a better temporal consistency of the
masks but disregard the actual image content.

Appendix Section A provides auxiliary visualisations for these metrics, and their
results are presented in Table 2. Qualitative results are presented in Figure 4 with addi-
tional results in Section B in the Appendix. For SAM2, we prompt the model with the
semantic mask predicted by Mask2Former from the first frame (SAM2 (t1)). Further,
we experiment with re-prompting the model with ground truth segmentation masks
every time they are available, denoted as SAM2 (GT). We additionally compare the
approaches to a frame-wise nnUNet with the ResNetEncM configuration [28], trained
on (128 × 128) sized images and an equal number of steps as the Overseer models,
and to Surgical De-SAM [7], trained on (1024× 1024) images until convergence.

Clearly, the re-prompting of SAM2, be it from ground truth masks or our Over-
seer, produces segmentations of significantly better temporal consistency. While SAM2
(GT) predicts segmentations with lower Contour Distance along the temporal axis,
this can be explained by the metric’s high sensitivity to outliers and not entirely opti-
mal predictions from the Overseer, as discussed in Section 4.3. We are discussing this
and other limitations and future improvements in Appendix Section C. However, incor-
porating the actual image movement in the optical-flow-based metrics reveals better
performance of SASVi over all other considered methods.
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Table 2 Quantitative Video Segmentation Results.

Dataset Method DiceOF (↑) IoUOF (↑) CDT (↓) IoUT (↑)
nnUNet 0.562 0.476 6.811 0.573

Mask R-CNN 0.568 0.482 7.002 0.555
Mask2Former 0.625 0.542 4.654 0.624

Surgical-DeSAM 0.540 0.459 7.390 0.546
Cholec80 SAM2 (t1) 0.451 0.398 163.98 0.475

SAM2 (GT) 0.730 0.636 2.879 0.769
SASVi (Mask R-CNN) 0.737 0.645 3.449 0.763
SASVi (Mask2Former) 0.754 0.662 3.291 0.780

nnUNet 0.547 0.474 5.116 0.583
Mask R-CNN 0.375 0.308 6.134 0.501
Mask2Former 0.592 0.515 3.601 0.623

Surgical-DeSAM 0.518 0.437 4.621 0.560
CATARACTS SAM2 (t1) 0.465 0.412 126.05 0.495

SAM2 (GT) 0.652 0.568 2.939 0.695
SASVi (Mask R-CNN) 0.658 0.570 3.466 0.694
SASVi (Mask2Former) 0.674 0.588 3.028 0.715

nnUNet 0.662 0.570 1.951 0.690
Mask R-CNN 0.578 0.500 2.717 0.605
Mask2Former 0.665 0.575 1.911 0.681

Surgical-DeSAM 0.665 0.575 2.094 0.619
Cataract1k SAM2 (t1) 0.329 0.292 241.53 0.339

SAM2 (GT) 0.726 0.630 1.980 0.744
SASVi (Mask R-CNN) 0.741 0.650 1.935 0.756
SASVi (Mask2Former) 0.730 0.634 1.986 0.751

Fig. 4 Qualitative Video Segmentation Results. SASVi (Mask R-CNN) predicts smooth and
complete annotations for surgical videos of arbitrary domains, here demonstrated for one video of
Cholec80 (top), CATARACTS (middle) and Cataract1k (bottom).

Our method allows us to leverage the scarce annotations available in Cholec-
Seg8k, CadISv2 and Cataract1k Segm. and produce full annotations of their
large-scale video counterpart datasets Cholec80, CATARACTS and Cataract1k,
respectively. Section F in the Appendix outlines the large-scale data statistics. We
make those annotations available to the public, providing extensive annotation data
for the future development of surgical analysis models.

5 Conclusions

We have presented SASVi, a novel re-prompting mechanism for SAM2 based on a
frame-wise object detection Overseer model. Our novel contribution allows us to lever-
age the excellent temporal properties of SAM2 and smoothly and consistently segment
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arbitrary videos from various surgical domains with scarce annotation data. We have
demonstrated the approach on three different surgical segmentation datasets cover-
ing cholecystectomy and cataract surgery. The obtained segmentation annotations
for complete videos will be publicly available, enabling further development of surgi-
cal data science models and potentially mitigating class imbalance issues. We believe
SASVi can serve as a baseline for smooth and temporally consistent segmentation of
surgical videos with scarcely available annotation data, taking surgical data science
to the next level of automatisation.

Supplementary information. The supplementary information comprises the
Appendix of the main manuscript, including additional qualitative results in figure
form and as video data. Additionally, we discuss limitations and future work and
provide auxiliary visualisations for the temporal consistency metrics. Eventually, we
also outline the data statistics for the large-scale annotations we generate by applying
SASVi to the full videos of the surgical datasets.
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Appendix A Temporal Consistency Metrics

This section aids in understanding the metrics introduced in Section 4.4 with simplified
visualisations, displayed in Figure A1.

Fig. A1 Temporal Consistency Metrics. The metrics CDT and IoUT consider the temporal
consistency purely in mask space (top row). However, they fail to capture when images are stationary,
but the masks transition smoothly. Therefore, DiceOF and IoUOF take the actual image movement
into account, penalising such cases (bottom rows).

Appendix B Additional Qualitative Results

This section presents additional qualitative results in Figure B2. Fully segmented
example videos of each of the three datasets can be found at https://hessenbox.tu-
darmstadt.de/getlink/fiW6NMDLQ1z8oGsj1PD8Kc81/. In the videos, we also visu-
ally compare SASVi to nnUNet, a popular meta-learning framework for frame-wise
segmentation of medical images.

Fig. B2 Additional Qualitative Results. SASVi predicts complete segmentation masks for
whole videos (bottom row) only relying on scarcely available annotation data (middle row), here
demonstrated for Video20 of the Cholec80 dataset (top row).
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Appendix C Limitations & Future Work

The performance of SASVi naturally depends on the performance of the Overseer
model, as analysed in Table C1. Hence, we will explore other model choices in future
work, focusing primarily on models that can be effectively trained on scarcely avail-
able ground truth data. Additional techniques for reducing error propagation, such as
incorporating model uncertainty estimates, also yield a promising direction for future
research. During the late stages of preparing the manuscript, the authors of SAM2
[12] provided the means to fine-tune the model on custom data, which we will include
in the future. Further, we will explore including existing ground truth data during
SASVi inference. Despite these limitations, our proposed approach can be a strong
baseline for smooth and temporally consistent segmentation. The method lets us pub-
licly provide large-scale annotations of complete videos from scarcely available data,
as presented in the next section.

Overseer (Annotations) Semantic Dice (↑) DiceOF (↑) IoUOF (↑) CDT (↓) IoUT (↑)
Mask R-CNN (100%) 0.881 0.741 0.650 1.935 0.756
Mask R-CNN (50%) 0.879 0.567 0.489 2.088 0.719
Mask R-CNN (10%) 0.855 0.473 0.405 2.453 0.655
Mask R-CNN (1%) 0.756 0.352 0.299 93.153 0.447

Table C1 Impact of Overseer Performance on SASVi. The Overseer is trained with fewer
training samples to assess SASVi performance under data scarcity constraints.

Appendix D Compute Analysis

This section analyses the applicability of the methods for real-time segmentation of
surgical videos using a single Nvidia RTX4090. We provide their parameter count
and FPS for Cholec80 in Table D2. The results show that SASVi does not intro-
duce a significant computational overhead over SAM2, which stems from our choice
of lightweight object detection Overseer models. These models can monitor surgi-
cal scenes more efficiently than traditional surgical segmentation pipelines, such as
nnUNet [28].

Method Number of Parameters FPS
nnUNet 269.4× 106 4.633

Mask R-CNN 45.8× 106 49.456
DETR 42.8× 106 51.361

Mask2Former 106.8× 106 25.974
SAM2 (t1) 224.4× 106 8.064

SASVi (Mask2Former) 331.2× 106 6.680

Table D2 Model Compute Evaluation for Cholec80.
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Appendix E Dataset Annotation Sparsity

The three surgical datasets examined in this paper (CATARACTS [2], Cataract1k [24]
and Cholec80 [3]) comprise full surgical videos each containing 50, 1000, and 80 videos
respectively. We refer to these full videos as ”large-scale datasets” or ”counterparts”.
Each dataset only has a small subset of videos with only a few individual frames
annotated with semantic segmentation masks: CaDISv2 [23], Cataract1k Segm. [24]
and CholecSeg8k [22], respectively. These annotations are scarce and vary significantly
in length and distribution, as visualised in Figure E3.

• CATARACTS: The videos were recorded at 30 FPS. Only 4670 out of 494,878
frames were annotated in the CaDISv2 subset [23], which constitutes just 0.95% of
the total frames. There are gaps as large as 5110 frames (≈ 170 seconds) without
annotations.

• Cataract1k: The videos were recorded at 60 FPS, with annotations provided at
regular intervals of every 276th frame (≈ 4.6 seconds) across 30 videos. This results
in 2256 annotated frames, accounting for just 0.34% of all available frames.

• Cholec80: The videos were recorded at 25 FPS with an average length of 2306.27
seconds. While the CholeSeg8k subset [22] includes 8080 annotated frames, which
is nearly twice as many as CaDISv2, the annotations are only marginally denser,
containing 1.08% of annotated frames due to the videos being ≈ 3.5 times longer
on average. The annotations are also heavily concentrated at specific time frames,
leaving extensive portions of the videos without any annotations.

Fig. E3 Visualising Video Annotation Scarcity. Each vertical bar represents one annotated
frame. Multiple concentrated annotated frames blend into darker colours for visualisation.

The lack of datasets with continuous segmentation annotations in the surgi-
cal domain presents a significant challenge for training video segmentation models.
Capturing temporal connections and modelling transitions across frames is difficult
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without such models. Hence, leveraging foundational models pre-trained on extensive
and diverse datasets can help overcome this limitation by providing robust features
for video segmentation in the surgical domain.

Appendix F Large-Scale Annotation Data for
Surgical Video Segmentation

This section gives an overview of the large-scale annotations generated with
SASVi for the full video counterparts of the small-scale scarcely annotated
data. Upon acceptance, we provide the obtained annotations for the public at
https://github.com/MECLabTUDA/SASVi, enabling future improvements of surgical
data science models.

We provide complete annotations for the 17 videos from Cholec80, from which
CholecSeg8k was created. The left part of Figure F4 gives an overview of the avail-
able frames per label, comparing the previously available small-scale annotations and
our large-scale extension. Analogously, we generate complete annotations for the 25
CATARACTS videos from which the CaDIS dataset was extracted. The middle part
of Figure F4 displays the data statistics. Eventually, we also provide complete annota-
tions for the 30 videos from which the Cataract1k segmentation subset was extracted.
The right part of figure F4 gives an overview of the statistics.

Fig. F4 Large-Scale Data Statistics. Using SASVi, we can greatly extend the available annota-
tions for semantic segmentation of various surgical datasets, here demonstrated for Cholec80 (left),
CATARACTS (middle) and Cataract1k (right). It is best viewed in the digital version.

17


	Introduction
	Contributions

	Related Work
	Method
	SAM2: Segment Anything in Images and Videos
	Object Detection Overseer Model
	Segment Any Surgical Video

	Experiments & Results
	Datasets
	Experimental Setup
	Per-Frame Object Detection & Segmentation Results
	Temporally Consistent Video Segmentation

	Conclusions
	Supplementary information

	Temporal Consistency Metrics
	Additional Qualitative Results
	Limitations & Future Work
	Compute Analysis
	Dataset Annotation Sparsity
	Large-Scale Annotation Data for Surgical Video Segmentation

