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ABSTRACT

Breast lesion segmentation from breast ultrasound (BUS)
videos could assist in early diagnosis and treatment. Existing
video object segmentation (VOS) methods usually require
dense annotation, which is often inaccessible for medical
datasets. Furthermore, they suffer from accumulative errors
and a lack of explicit space-time awareness. In this work, we
propose a novel two-shot training paradigm for BUS video
segmentation. It not only is able to capture free-range space-
time consistency but also utilizes a source-dependent aug-
mentation scheme. This label-efficient learning framework
is validated on a challenging in-house BUS video dataset.
Results showed that it gained comparable performance to the
fully annotated ones given only 1.9% training labels.

Index Terms— Few-shot learning, Video object segmen-
tation, Breast lesion segmentation, Semi-supervised learning.

1. INTRODUCTION

Breast cancer has become the most commonly diagnosed can-
cer worldwide, surpassing lung cancer with approximately
2.3 million total new cases [1]. An early diagnosis of breast
cancer enables timely treatment as well as better long-term
survival prospects [2]. By employing advanced ultrasound
(US) imaging, sonographers can recognize and diagnose
the lesions accurately in a non-invasive, radiation-free, and
cost-effective way [3]. Accurately identifying the shape of
the lesion and carefully tracing its position is the prelimi-
nary for subsequent diagnosis. Detailed delineation of the
lesion across the video could also provide a series of useful
features (e.g., spiculation, micro-lobulation, and boundary
angulation), that have been linked to malignancy [4].

As interpreting US images requires specialized expertise,
many have turned to computer-aided diagnosis (CAD) tools
to assist the process [5, 6]. However, most of them focused
solely on the analysis of static images, neglecting the rich
dynamic information contained within the scan. As the static
images are all hand-picked, it introduces observer bias to the
model and hampers its generalizability [7]. For example, US
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videos contain massive amounts of temporal information that
these 2D approaches failed to explore. On the other hand,
the shortages of experienced sonographers and the time-
consuming nature of manual video delineation have hindered
the promotion of video-based CAD tools for breast US. A
new approach is needed that can extract lesion information
from full US videos given minimal human intervention.

Fig. 1. The difference between common and two-shot SVOS.

In this work, we propose a novel label-efficient learning
method for BUS video object segmentation (VOS). The main
contributions are: 1) The first two-shot VOS approach for
BUS only requires sparse annotation. It utilizes a general
training paradigm that can be flexibly embedded with het-
erogeneous backbones and extended to other applications. 2)
It leverages a light-weight initial training stage while avoid-
ing accumulative errors. Furthermore, it applied a source-
dependent augmentation scheme in re-training to suppress the
noise in pseudo labels and empower the network with novel
insights. 3) A concise space-time consistency supervision
module that explicitly regularizes the representations with-
out extra labeling costs. This could also help address visual
discontinuity caused by object distortion, transitions, and ap-
pearance variances.

2. RELATED WORKS

US breast lesion segmentation. Literature is abundant in
lesion segmentation methods for breast US. For example,
Huang et al. proposed a novel network to refine the lo-
cal boundaries of lesions [5]. Chen et al. used a hybrid
adaptive attention module to extract robust multi-scale fea-
tures [6]. [8, 9] investigated video segmentation methods
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Fig. 2. The overall architecture of ST-BV.

via a memory-based model [8], or frequency and location
features [9] (denoted as FLA-Net). They both require full
video annotation during training.
Video Object Segmentation. VOS is a highly challeng-
ing task that has garnered attention in the field of computer
vision. Due to limited space, our discussion focuses on semi-
automatic (SVOS) methods as discussed in [10]. STM [11]
was one of the first SVOS studies. It employed an extra
memory network to store the masks and generate features
of previous frames. Then the features and masks help to
match query pixels with those of the first frame. STCN [12],
XMem [13] modified the encoding path and designed three
different life-span memory banks, respectively. A recent
work used two labeled frames per video, making effective
semi-supervised learning (SSL) for SVOS feasible [14].

3. METHOD

3.1. Two-shot BUS VOS

Task Formulation. SVOS targets at segmenting a particular
object instance throughout the entire video given only the ob-
ject mask of the first frame. Given a series of BUS videos
V = {Vi}Ni=1, for each video Vi with T frames I = {It}Tt=1

and labels Y = {Yt}Tt=1, we train a robust VOS model f
which can utilize the reference mask Y1 to produce reliable
lesion masks {Ŷt}Tt=2 for the rest of frames {It}Tt=2:

{Ŷt}Tt=2 = f({It}Tt=2|Y1, I1). (1)

The prevalent VOS methods are often trained under a fully-
supervised paradigm (Fig. 1), where the optimization objec-
tive of the optimal model f∗ is defined as:

f∗ = argmin
f

1

NT

N∑
i=1

T∑
t=1

Lseg(Ŷ , Y ), (2)

where Lseg is the segmentation loss function. However, our
dataset is only weakly annotated, resulting in ubiquitous un-
labeled frames.
Two-shot BUS VOS training strategy. To better handle this,
we opt for SSL (Fig. 1), which not only allows the model to
learn from labeled data Dl but also enables it to learn more

general features from the unlabeled Du, thereby enhancing
the representative ability of the model. We proposed a novel
two-shot VOS methodology for BUS video (Fig. 2), named
ST-BV (Self-Trained Breast VOS), which can be denoted as:

fs = argmin
f

1

2N

N∑
i=1

2∑
t=1

Lseg(Ŷ
l, Y l). (3)

The adoption of STCN as the backbone of fs given its popu-
larity and robust performance. It is driven by a novel efficient
SSL self-training paradigm, as depicted in Fig. 3. There are
three stages in this training paradigm: 1. Supervised learning
training a teacher model fs using Y l. 2. Quadro-inference
building a pseudo-label set Ŷ = {Y l ∪ Ŷ u}. 3. Re-training a
student model fs on Ŷ within a diverse augmentation scheme.
It is also equipped with a self-supervised space-time consis-
tency module that explicitly ensures multi-dimensional align-
ment across a video (see sec. 3.2). Besides, teacher model
fs can differ from the architecture of student model f∗ to
enable knowledge transfer. For example, a lightweight fs

could swiftly produce preliminary full video annotation while
avoiding severe overfit. Contrarily, f∗ could choose a com-
putationally intensive structure exceptional at capturing com-
plex details and generalizing to various scenarios for VOS.

Note that in most related work, there exists a massive
number of inaccurate pseudo-label predictions in the prelim-
inary stage [14]. During the re-training phase, they update
high-confidence pseudo-labels to supervise. This may over-
whelm the accurate supervision from ground truth (GT), lead-
ing to a performance drop of the model in early-stage [15]. In-
stead, we discard the pseudo-labels generated from unlabeled
frames in the first training stage and only use the two labeled
frames Ŷ l during back-propagation. Therefore, the training
process vanilla fs is stable and it is immune from the impact
of inaccurate pseudo-labels. It is able to generate a relatively
reliable pseudo-label set for the subsequent re-training stage.
This point is also validated in our comparison experiment (see
sec. 5). To meet the training requirement of STCN-style mod-
els, we use a bootstrapping approach to re-sample labeled two
frames to three, which ensures accurate supervision and pro-
vides additional data augmentation.

Then, we employ quadro-inference to accomplish pseudo-
label annotation. Given the time-points t1, t2(t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ])
of the labeled frames (Fig. 3). Teacher model fs takes refer-
ence masks Yt1 , Yt2 to sequentially segment the rest of frames
and generate reliable pseudo-labels, respectively. Similarly,
fs also performs a reverse segmentation (Fig. 3). These pre-
dictions are subsequently merged to obtain a trustworthy label
set Ŷ = {Y l ∪ Ŷ u} for a full video based on the minimum
distance between the pseudo and the referenced.

When pseudo-labels are applied to train student model
f∗, f∗ is inclined to learn similar decisions in segmenting
unlabeled frames Iu. This can be attributed to that f∗ is
unable to learn new knowledge beyond minimizing entropy



Fig. 3. The proposed efficient two-shot training paradigm.

with pseudo-labels. Moreover, one of the fundamental is-
sues of previous self-training approaches is the accumulative
errors contained in pseudo-labels, which could cause itera-
tive over-fitting to incorrect supervision and significantly de-
grade the model performance. Therefore, to avoid the im-
pact of noisy pseudo-labels and empower the network with
novel insights, we propose a diversion learning approach that
utilizes a source-dependent augmentation scheme (SDA). In
specific, it applies the common weak data augmentation Aw

(e.g., random resizing, flipping) to the original labeled frames
I l, as its annotation source is reliable. On the contrary, it
introduces strong data augmentations As (see Fig. 3) to the
pseudo-labeled frames Iu, whose annotation source contains
noise. In contrary to Aw, desirable strong perturbation As can
include colorjittering, blur, CutMix, CutOut, etc [15]. Such
diverting policy provides the student model f∗ with a more
challenging optimization objective that may help escape local
optima while avoiding contaminating Y l. The optimization
objective in the re-training stage (Fig. 3) can be defined as:

Lseg = H(Y u,As(Aw(I
u))) +H(Y l,Aw(I

l)), (4)

where Aw, As represents the weak and strong data augmen-
tations in the stage, and H means the cross-entropy function.
With this, f∗ can be trained end-to-end in a fully-supervised
manner. It can learn extra and more general representations
with the injection of diverting perturbations and finally yield
more accurate segmentation.

3.2. Explicit space-time supervision

According to STCN, XMem, these matching-based VOS
methods can be denoted as a pixels matching problem:

Vq = VmA, (5)

where Vq is the readout (from memory bank) aggregate
feature, Vm is the memory (in the bank) feature, and the
affinity matrix A measures the affinity between the query
frame and memory frames. Then, A is fed into the decoder
to acquire the query mask (see Fig. 2). Furthermore, there

Method Labeled
data

BreastVOS test

J&F ↑ J ↑ F ↑ DSC ↑ HD ↓
STCN 100% 72.1 73.1 71.1 80.4 7.77
XMem 100% 73.4 74.6 72.3 82.6 7.82
FLA-Net‡ 100% 65.7 67.1 64.2 76.1 8.49

STCN-vanilla 1.9% 68.1 69.1 67.0 77.3 8.17
STCN w/ update 1.9% 71.1 72.2 70.0 80.2 8.07
STCN w/ Ours 1.9% 72.3+4.2 73.1+4.0 71.5+4.5 81.2+3.9 7.87−0.30

XMem-vanilla 1.9% 69.8 70.8 68.8 79.0 8.03
XMem†w/ update 1.9% 72.6 73.2 71.9 81.3 7.89
XMem†w/ Ours 1.9% 73.9+4.1 74.6+3.8 73.1+4.3 82.5+3.5 7.70−0.33

Table 1. Comparison results of different VOS methods on
BreastVOS. †indicates this model re-trains on the ST-BV gen-
erated labels. ‡represents it is an automatic VOS model.

is no explicit space-time consistency supervision in STCN
or XMem, instead they only implicitly constraint feature cor-
respondence at separate time-points [16]. Thus, the trained
VOS model is likely to lack the perception of space-time
consistency, thereby further exacerbating the discontinuity
of the segmentation masks in consecutive frames. It may be
advantageous to incorporate additional forms of supervision
beyond the existing pixel-level supervision Lseg . However,
acquiring additional spatio-temporal annotations poses sig-
nificant challenges, especially in the context of a two-shot
BUS VOS task. Hence, we introduce a space-time consis-
tency supervision module (STCS) that further regularizes the
representations without extra labeling costs. Based on the
assumption that consecutive frames It and It+1 should share
consistent features, we first sample two successive frames
It, It+1, and an anchor frame Iτ (τ ̸= t, t + 1). Then we
pose a spatio-temporal consistency regularization on It, It+1

based on constrastive learning formulation. In specific, we
compute the affinity (i.e., As in Fig. 2) of the patch feature
at i-th position of key vector Kt(i) with regard to that of all
positions across Iτ . For example, given Kτ (j) at position j:

At,τ (i, j) =
exp(⟨Kt(i),Kτ (j)⟩)∑
j′ exp(⟨Kt(i),Kτ (j′)⟩)

. (6)

Then, we find the best-matched patch index j∗ in the At,τ (i,
j) (Fig. 2), which is defined as the intended target to match
with the affinity between the key vector Kt+1(i) and Kτ (j

∗):

j∗ = argmax
j∈{1,..,HW}

At,τ (i, j), (7)

Lpcl = − log
∑

i

exp(⟨Kt+1(i),Kτ (j
∗)⟩)∑

j exp(⟨Kt+1(i),Kτ (j)⟩)
. (8)

As quoted in Lpcl, we also construct Kt+1(i) and Kτ (j)(j ̸=
j∗) as a negative pair to increase the dissimilarity between
them. As τ could be an arbitrarily large or small number from
[1, T ], corresponding patches on frames across a free tempo-
ral range could be flexibly matched. This could also assist
in addressing visual discontinuity caused by object distortion,
transitions, and appearance variances. It not only provides the
model with effective supervision but also explicitly enforces
the model to assign the labels consistently in both It and It+1.



4. EXPERIMENTS

Dataset. Our in-house dataset contained 1646 videos from
653 patients. The study was approved by the local Institu-
tional Review Board. We split the dataset into 1152/ 494
for training/ testing. All frames were resized to 384 × 384.
An expert performed lesion segmentation for all videos, while
1.9% of annotations were used for two-shot methods.
Experiments. We adopted the common metrics: region simi-
larity (J ), contour accuracy (F), their average score (J&F),
Dice score (DSC), and Hausdorff distance (HD) for evalua-
tion. We first explored the upper bound performance of differ-
ent VOS models via giving 100% supervision during training
(i.e., STCN, XMem, FLA-Net in Table 1). Then we evalu-
ated the two-shot setting by implementing the vanilla STCN
with 1.9% annotation (row 4), STCN with pseudo-label up-
date [14] (row 5), and STCN with Ours (row 6). To verify
that the proposed training paradigm is general, similar exper-
iments were conducted with XMem (rows 7-9). Moreover, we
ablated each component, and encoder architecture of our ap-
proach to validate their respective contributions (see Table 2).
Implementation. All experiments were implemented in Py-
torch and trained on two RTX 6000 Ada 48G GPUs. We used
a batch size of 8 and a learning rate of 1e-5 during each train-
ing. Besides, we adopted Adam optimizer and trained 150K
iterations. We pretrained STCN and XMem with US static
images collected from publicly available data. The experi-
ments used the same hyper-parameters for a fair comparison.

5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Table 1 shows the performances of different VOS methods
on our dataset. While most fully-supervised models demon-
strated impressive segmentation performance (rows 1-2), the
FLA-Net performed relatively poorly. However, its perfor-
mance was acceptable due to its fully-automatic nature and
did not require any human intervention during the test. The
vanilla two-shot results (rows 4, 7) indicated that the scarce
two-shot annotation was able to generate satisfactory BUS
segmentation masks given proper training strategy design.
This may be explained by the relative temporal consistency
across video and the frame level annotation is relatively dense
in the pixel level. Moreover, semi-supervised training could
further benefit the task, as both rows 5 and 8 were able to
score higher performance than the vanilla ones (rows 4, 7).
However, as discussed in sec. 3.1, such a method still suffers
from the “label noise overwhelming” and accumulative er-
rors. In contrast, the proposed paradigm prevents such errors
and builds a better learning target. It is reported that ours
reached the same level as the fully-supervised, even slightly
better in J&F and F scores (rows 1, 6). In addition, other
VOS methods can also benefit from this paradigm (rows 1,
2, 6, 9), which fully demonstrates its generalizability. These
findings can be further confirmed in the qualitative results

(see Fig. 4), where our results are similar to those obtained
from fully-supervised approaches (e.g., STCN, XMem).

Fig. 4. Qualitative results of different VOS methods.

As is seen in Table 2, the addition of the STCS was
able to elevate the baseline in J scores by 2.4%. Such an
annotation-free module can not only inject the model with
free-range temporal dependency but also relieve the anno-
tation workload. It also constructs a more robust teacher
model for subsequent steps. Through imposing SDA in the
final training stage, the performance of the model was fur-
ther boosted (row 3) and achieved 72.3% in J&F scores,
4.2% substantially higher than that of the baseline, and even
reached fully-supervised level (72.1%, row 1 in Table 1).
Besides, different encoder design also benefits from this two-
shot training paradigm. This not only verifies the proposed
framework but also sheds light on the minimum annotation
requirements for accurate BUS video segmentation.

Architecture
BreastVOS test

J&F ↑ J ↑ F ↑ DSC ↑ HD ↓
Baseline 68.1 69.1 67.0 77.3 8.17
Baseline+STCS 70.6 71.5 69.7 80.2 8.16
Baseline+STCS+SDA 72.3 73.1 71.5 81.2 7.87
Ours(ResNext) 72.7 73.4 71.9 81.7 7.81

Table 2. Ablation study of each architecture in ST-BV. The
vanilla two-shot STCN is adopted as the baseline.

6. CONCLUSION

This research contributes valuable insights into optimizing
annotation efforts for breast ultrasound video segmentation,
showcasing the potential of a two-shot methodology to en-
hance efficiency without compromising segmentation quality.
It imposed SDA in the re-training to eliminate model degra-
dation. It also introduced extra space-time supervision to en-
hance robustness towards visual discontinuity. As the pro-
posed method is general, we plan to apply it to other medical
scenarios or publicly available video datasets in future work.
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