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Abstract— May-Thurner Syndrome (MTS), also known as
iliac vein compression syndrome or Cockett’s syndrome,
is a condition potentially impacting over 20 percent of the
population, leading to an increased risk of iliofemoral deep
venous thrombosis. In this paper, we present a 3D-based
deep learning approach called MTS-Net for diagnosing May-
Thurner Syndrome using CT scans. To effectively capture
the spatial-temporal relationship among CT scans and em-
ulate the clinical process of diagnosing MTS, we propose
a novel attention module called the dual-enhanced posi-
tional multi-head self-attention (DEP-MHSA). The proposed
DEP-MHSA reconsiders the role of positional embedding
and incorporates a dual-enhanced positional embedding in
both attention weights and residual connections. Further,
we establish a new dataset, termed MTS-CT, consisting of
747 subjects. Experimental results demonstrate that our
proposed approach achieves state-of-the-art MTS diagno-
sis results, and our self-attention design facilitates the
spatial-temporal modeling. We believe that our DEP-MHSA
is more suitable to handle CT image sequence modeling
and the proposed dataset enables future research on MTS
diagnosis. We make our code and dataset publicly available
at: https://github.com/Nutingnon/MTS_dep_mhsa.

I. INTRODUCTION

MAY-THURNER Syndrome is a vascular disorder in
which a vein in pelvis is anomaly compressed by

surrounding tissues such as artery and bones [1]. Type I MTS
refers to an anatomical variant in which the right common
iliac artery overlies and compresses the left common iliac
vein against the lumbar vertebrae. It exists in more than
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20% of the population, potentially leading to iliofemoral deep
venous thrombosis (DVT) in patients, with a 2% to 3%
chance of occurrence [2], [3]. MTS diagnosis predominantly
relies on medical professionals’ expertise through advanced
imaging techniques, including venography and intravascular
ultrasound (IVUS), ultrasound (US), computed tomographic
(CT) or magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) [1]. Each imaging
technology has its own strengths and limitations. The gold
standard for the MTS diagnosis is IVUS [4]. However, this
technique is invasive and costly, and the contrast agents may
lead to allergic reactions, phlebitis or post-injection DVT . On
the other hand, MRI has better contrast resolution and both
MRI and US have no radiation hazards [5]. However, from
patients’ perspective, MRI always leads to much higher cost in
price and time during examination than other methods. While
ultrasound is considered the least expensive imaging method,
it is highly sensitive and adept at assessing proximal lower
extremity DVT. Therefore, ultrasound demonstrates limited
sensitivity above the inguinal plane, making it unfeasible to
evaluate the compressibility of the iliac vein [5], [6]. However,
despite the radiation exposure associated with CT imaging,
it demonstrates high sensitivity and specificity for the entire
region. Additionally, it enables the reconstruction of multiple
plane images with excellent details [5]. Medical experts often
resort to Enhanced-CT examinations, which involve injecting
a significant volume of contrast agent into the veins, to achieve
clearer differentiation between the vein and adjacent tissues.

Meanwhile, there is also limited research work on applying
deep learning-based methods to MTS diagnosis. A notable
study employed the DMRF-CNN [7] to train on a private
ultrasound dataset, consisting of 34 male and 177 female
patients. However, due to inherent limitations in using ul-
trasound imaging for MTS diagnosis and restricted access
to private datasets in existing studies, there is a significant
opportunity to leverage recent advances in deep learning
for MTS diagnosis. On the other hand, AI-driven methods
in medical image recognition thrive with the high-quality
datasets that are continuously being collected and published.
This is evidenced by annual challenges such as the brain
tumor radiogenomic classification [8], intracranial hemorrhage
detection [9], and cervical spine fracture detection [10]. The
availability of these rich datasets has significantly advanced
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deep learning for intelligent diagnosis in specific medical
areas. While deep learning-based methods are widely applied
in medical diagnosis, there is limited research specifically
targeting May-Thurner Syndrome diagnosis, primarily due to
the scarcity of public datasets for MTS diagnosis.

In this paper, we present MTS-Net, an end-to-end 3D neural
network architecture designed to effectively model spatial-
temporal relationship for improving MTS diagnosis using
3D CT scans. Specifically, MTS-Net enhances the vanilla
3D ResNet-18 by integrating a novel self-attention module,
termed DEP-MHSA, within the Transformer encoder block
at the network’s final two layers. The DEP-MHSA module
is meticulously designed to employ a threefold convolution
strategy, enabling it to extract features from multiple scales. It
further amplifies the model’s capability by incorporating dual-
enhanced positional embeddings at critical computation stages.
This architecture is deliberately crafted to imitate the diagnos-
tic strategies employed by medical experts in analyzing CT
scans for MTS, thereby offering greater precision and adapt-
ability. To further validate the effectiveness of the proposed
approach, we conduct experiments on a comprehensive and
gender-balanced CT dataset encompassing over 700 subjects.
To the best of our knowledge, the dataset collected in this
study is the first publicly accessible dataset for MTS diagnosis
using 3D CT scans. The main contributions are summarized
as follows:

∙ We propose a novel framework called MTS-Net, which
extends 3D ResNet-18 with a novel residual transformer
module for May-Thurner Syndrome diagonis using 3D CT
scans.

∙ We propose a new multi-head self-attention module called
DEP-MHSA that effectively integrates dual-enhanced po-
sitional embeddings that emulates the clinical process of
diagnosing MTS.

∙ We introduce the first publicly accessible MTS dataset,
comprising standard and Enhanced-CT scans. This dataset
serves as a foundational resource for future research in this
domain.

∙ We evaluate the performance of our method comprehen-
sively and demonstrate superior accuracy against existing
methods on the proposed dataset.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II re-
views recent work on 3D CNNs and Transformers. Section III
introduces the proposed MTS-Net method, with emphasis
on the DEP-MHSA. Section IV presents the new MTS-CT
dataset, as well as discussing the experiments and results
pertaining to the May-Thurner Syndrome diagnosis. Section V
offers additional experiments to validate the effectiveness of
using Enhanced-CT scans. Section VI concludes the work.

II. RELATED WORK

A. 3D CNNs.

3D Convolutional Neural Networks (3D CNNs) have shown
remarkable success in a wide range of applications involving
three-dimensional data [11]. These networks extend 2D CNNs
by adding an additional dimension, enabling them to process
3D data effectively. The architecture of 3D CNNs provides a
strong inductive bias on capturing local feature relationships
in three dimensions. This capability is particularly crucial in
medical imaging, where tumors or other diseased tissues often
appear relatively small compared to the entire scanned regions.
For instance, in the field of coronavirus disease diagnosis and
prognosis management, researchers have employed 3D CNNs
to recognize local anomaly patterns on lung CT scans [12],
predict the prognosis situation [13] and identify brain tumors
in MRI scans [14]. Additionally, 3D-based UNet [15] have
been successfully used in medical image segmentation. SimU-
Net [16], designed for liver lesion segmentation, incorpo-
rated 3D CNNs with varying kernel sizes and modified the
placement of residual connections for enhanced performance.
Moreover, the method introduced in [17] employed carefully
designed 3D CNNs within an encoder-decoder network to
accurately model the shape of the brain connectome. Our work
is fundamentally built upon existing 3D CNNs, enhanced with
a novel spatial-temporal attention module.

B. Transformers.

Transformers [18] and the associated self-attention mecha-
nisms [19] have revolutionized the field of deep learning in re-
cent years. Initially developed for natural language processing,
Transformers-based technologies [20]–[23] have demonstrated
remarkable capabilities in medical imaging analysis across
various tasks such as segmentation, classification, regression,
as well as different modalities including CT, MRI, and X-
ray [24], [25]. The self-attention mechanism, an integral com-
ponent of the Transformer architecture, excels at modelling
complex relationships among tokens in sequences. This is
particularly beneficial in medical imaging analysis, where
accurately modeling the relationships between anatomical
structures is essential for precise diagnosis. For instance, Meta-
ViT was introduced for the diagnosis of Parkinsonism [26],
which adopts a vision transformer network with metabolism-
aware blocks. These blocks incorporated a standard vision
transformer layer enhanced by a novel inter-patch voxel-wise
self-attention mechanism. Nevertheless, Transformers lack the
inductive bias in modeling local structures. Therefore, some
works directly incorporate a self-attention mechanism into
models such as UNet [15] or ResNet to better explore such
intrinsic inductive bias, as well as capturing long-range inter-
actions. In this work, we take advantage of both Transformers
and CNN structures for 3D CT Diagnosis of May-Thurner
syndrome.
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III. METHOD

In this section, we present our method MTS-Net, which
introduces dual-enhanced positional multi-head self-attention
in the residual transformer module, as shown in Fig. 1. We
utilize 3D ResNet-18 consisting of a 2D spatial convolution
followed by a 1D temporal convolution as the backbone [11].
Further, the final two layers are adapted to incorporate the
proposed dual-enhanced positional multi-head self-attention
block, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The proposed network draws
macro-structural inspiration from BabyNet [23], which utilizes
fetal ultrasound data to predict birth weight by employing a
3D ResNet-based network with the last layer substituted by
its proposed residual transformer encoder block. At a micro
level, the proposed module in this study draws inspiration
from the diagnostic reasoning employed by medical experts
in evaluating May-Thurner Syndrome through CT images.
Specifically, medical experts first identify key frames from a
complete set of CT scan images. They then analyze the spatial-
temporal relationship between veins and bones within these
key frames to arrive at a conclusive diagnosis. Therefore, the
DEP-MHSA block mirrors their approach by placing distinct
emphasis on the functions generating the Query, Key, and
Value matrices in self-attention mechanism. This enhancement
improves the model’s diagnostic precision and aligns well with
expert clinical procedures.

A. Model Architecture

Our proposed MTS-Net reuses the convolutional stem from
the 3D ResNet-18 [11] by decomposing 3D convolution into
2D spatial and 1D temporal convolutions, referred to as the
(2+1)D convolution. This stem is structured as two sequential
operations of convolution, batch normalization, and ReLU
(Conv-BN-ReLU) in the (2+1)D configuration, designed for
the initial extraction of spatial-temporal features from CT
scans.

Let 𝑥0 denote the input CT scan clip, represented as a
tensor in the space ℝ𝐿0×𝐶0×𝐻0×𝑊0 . Here, the dimensions of
the tensor correspond to specific characteristics of the CT
scan. 𝐿0 represents the length of the clip in terms of the
number of frames, capturing the temporal aspect of the scan.
𝐶0 denotes the channel of the clip, with 𝐶0 = 1 reflecting the
grayscale nature of CT images. 𝐻0 and 𝑊0 denote the height
and width of each frame, respectively, providing the spatial
dimensions of the scan. This multi-dimensional representation
is widely used when processing CT scans in medical imaging.
Given the input CT clip 𝑥0, the computational sequence at
the 𝑖-th layer is represented as  (𝑖)(⋅; 𝜃(𝑖)), where  (𝑖) denotes
the functional operations and 𝜃(𝑖) signifies the associated
learnable parameters. Specifically, the resulting output from
the convolutional stem layer can be expressed as:

𝑥1 =  (0)
𝑇 ( (0)

𝑆 (𝑥0; 𝜃𝑆 ); 𝜃𝑇 ). (1)

Here, 𝑆 refers to the spatial computation sequence:

𝑆 (𝑥; 𝜃𝑆 ) = 𝜎(𝐵𝑁(𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥; 1, 𝑘, 𝑘))), (2)

where, 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 denotes the 2D spatial convolution, 𝐵𝑁 denotes
batch normalization, 𝜎 represents non-linear activation func-
tion ReLU and 𝑘 is the kernel size. On the other hand, 𝑇
indicates temporal computation sequence:

𝑇 (𝑥; 𝜃𝑇 ) = 𝜎(𝐵𝑁(𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥; 𝑘, 1, 1))), (3)

where 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 denotes the 1D temporal convolution instead.
Such a combination, as indicated by Eq. (1), effectively forms
what we refer to as the spatial-temporal structure of the
convolutional stem. Then, we apply a series of layers, each
layer is composed of two residual blocks. For first two layers,
each residual block generally contains two spatial-temporal
operation with residual connection:

𝑥𝑖 =  (𝑖)(𝑥𝑖−1; 𝜃(𝑖)) + 𝑥𝑖−1, (4)

where 𝑥𝑖 denotes the intermediate output from the (𝑖 − 1)th
layer  (𝑖−1) after the convolutional stem layer, i.e., 𝑖 > 1. Note
that the output from Layer 1, depicted in Fig. 1, retains the
same height and width as the input clips. Specifically, Layer
1 is comprised of two residual spatial-temporal convolution
blocks, similar to the one used in convolutional stem but
containing a residual connection. Starting from the Layer 2,
the height and width of the output undergo downsampling
by a factor of 2 at each subsequent layer. Consequently, the
dimensions of the resulting feature map from Layer 4 are
reduced to 𝐻0∕8 for height and 𝑊0∕8 for width, respectively.
Parallel to this spatial downsampling, the temporal dimension,
denoted as 𝐿0 from the input, is also progressively reduced,
culminating in a downsampling to 𝐿0∕4 by the last residual
layer. The projection head is composed of a global average
pooling (GAP) operation and a fully-connected layer which
maps the intermediate output from Layer 4 to final predicted
output.

B. Dual-Enhanced Positional Multi-Head Self-Attention

The multi-head self-attention mechanism often requires pro-
hibitive computational resources for long input sequences. In
our experiments, the input size for layer 1 and layer 2 are
12 × 128 × 128 and 12 × 64 × 64 (representing frames, height,
and width, respectively), which become excessively large when
flattened for self-attention processing. Consequently, we put
our novel self-attention module, DEP-MHSA, in layers 3 and
4, rather than in the initial layers. Traditionally, most studies
that incorporate self-attention mechanism for visual tasks have
employed 1×1×1 convolution to map the input to the Query,
Key and Value matrices [23], [27]. However, drawing the
inspiration from the clinic process in diagnosing May-Thurner
Syndrome, the proposed self-attention block, illustrated in
Fig. 2, adopts different configurations for generating the Query,
Key, and Value matrices, where 𝑄 = 𝑊 (𝑖)

𝑄 ⋅ 𝜑(𝑧), 𝐾 =
𝑊 (𝑖)

𝐾 ⋅ 𝜏(𝑧) and 𝑉 = 𝑊 (𝑖)
𝑣 ⋅ 𝜌(𝑧). Here, 𝑊𝑄, 𝑊𝐾 and 𝑊𝑉

represent distinct weight matrices that transform the input into
Query (𝑄), Key (𝐾) and Value (𝑉 ). 𝜑(𝑧), 𝜏(𝑧) and 𝜌(𝑧) are
flattened intermediate representation in the space ℝ𝑙×𝑐×(ℎ∗𝑤).
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Fig. 1: The overview illustrates our approach for diagnosing May-Thurner Syndrome from the input CT scan videos. This
methodology is anchored in the modified ResNet-18 (2+1)D architecture. Uniquely, we have transformed the standard Spatial-
Temporal convolution in the final two layers into our proposed Multi-Head Self-Attention module. The first row of the figure
shows the overall structure of the network from input to output, and the five diagrams to the right of the second row show
the more detailed composition of each block in the overall structure diagram corresponding to the first row. This designed
adaption is inspired by the logic behind the diagnosing process of medical experts, thereby significantly improving performance
in identifying May-Thurner syndrome.

Besides, we significantly amplify the role of positional
embeddings through both the computation of attention weights
and residual connection to the block’s output. Specifically, the
strategically refined configuration of multi-head self-attention
is described as follows:

∙ The 𝜑(⋅) is a 3D convolution operation with 1×3×3 kernel
size for frames, height, and width respectively. The 𝜏(⋅)
is a 3 × 1 × 1 convolution. For the 𝜌(⋅), we use (1+2)D
settings that a 3×1×1 convolution followed by a 1×3×3
convolution. This design emulates the medical diagnosis
process of experts, as they quickly select key frames by
going through the CT scan video (Query). The experts
then take a closer look at these key frames (Key) and
speculate on the position and relationship of human tissue
in the three-dimensional space based on the order and
content of each frame (Value).

∙ To fully utilize the relative position information, we draw
lessons from the popular self-attention practices [18],
[19], [21], [28] that add relative position embeddings to
the output. Besides, we also consider fusing the relative
positional embeddings into the attention weight calcula-
tion process [23], [29].

Relative Position Encoding The relative position is encoded
across three dimensions: height, width, and time frames. Let
𝐸𝐻 ∈ ℝ𝐶×1×𝐻×1, 𝐸𝑊 ∈ ℝ𝐶×1×1×𝑊 , and 𝐸𝐹 ∈ ℝ𝐶×𝐿×1×1

represent the height, width, and frame position encodings,
respectively. The overall relative position encoding 𝐸 is then

computed as:
𝐸 = 𝐸𝐻 + 𝐸𝑊 + 𝐸𝐹 , (5)

where 𝐸 ∈ ℝ𝐶×𝐿×𝐻×𝑊 , combining the influences from each
dimension.

Transformation for Multi-Head Attention. The encoded
tensor 𝐸 is reshaped to facilitate multi-head attention, forming
a new tensor 𝑀 , which is in shape of (𝐹 ,𝐻×𝑊 , 𝐶

𝑛ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑
) where

𝐹 , 𝐻 , 𝑊 , and 𝑛ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑 denote the number of frames, height,
width, and the number of attention heads, respectively.

Multi-Head Self-Attention. The self-attention mechanism for
each head is computed as follows. Let 𝑄𝑖, 𝐾𝑗 , and 𝑉𝑗 denote
the query, key, and value vectors. The attention scores 𝑒𝑖𝑗
between each query 𝑄𝑖 and key 𝐾𝑗 , modified by the relative
position matrix 𝑀𝑗 , are calculated by:

𝑒𝑖𝑗 =
𝑄𝑖 ⋅ (𝐾𝑇

𝑗 +𝑀𝑗)
√

𝑑
, (6)

where 𝑑 is the scaling factor, typically the dimensionality of
the key vectors. The attention weights 𝑎𝑖𝑗 are then obtained
using the softmax function:

𝑎𝑖𝑗 =
𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑒𝑖𝑗)

∑𝑁
𝑗=1 𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑒𝑖𝑗)

. (7)

Subsequently, the output vector 𝑌𝑖 for each query is derived
by aggregating over all values 𝑉𝑗 , weighted by the computed
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attention weights:

𝑌𝑖 =
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝑎𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑗 , (8)

where 𝑁 is the total number of keys and values.

Output Reshaping and Final Adjustment. The resulting
attention outputs are reshaped back to the original dimensions
and combined with the original position encodings: 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 =
𝑌 + 𝐸, where 𝑌 ∈ ℝ𝐶×𝐹×𝐻×𝑊 represents the output of the
attention mechanism, and the addition operation integrates the
learned attention with the original relative position encodings.

C. Model Variants

To ascertain whether the effectiveness of DEP-MHSA stems
from its medically-inspired logic rather than from an increased
parameter size, we evaluate its performance across permuta-
tions with similar logic but different sequence in generating
matrices Query, Key, and Value, as depicted in Fig. 2. We
rigorously tested variants named DEP-MHSA-B, DEP-MHSA-
C, and DEP-MHSA-D. Specifically, DEP-MHSA-B alternates
the convolution settings for generating Query and Key, and
reverses the convolution sequence in Value generation. DEP-
MHSA-C solely reverses the convolution sequence in Value
generation, while DEP-MHSA-D exclusively swaps the con-
volution settings between Query and Key.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Dataset and Evaluation Metrics

a) MTS-CT Dataset.: The self-collected dataset consists
of 747 subjects for May-Thurner syndrome diagnosis. Each
subject comprises 10 to 12 frames. Notably, 366 of these
subjects possess both CT scan images and their corresponding
Enhanced-CT scan images. MTS-CT has a balanced gender
distribution, comprising 396 males and 351 females, with
an average patient age of 62.4 years. The CT scan images
were acquired by experienced radiologic technologists spe-
cializing in CT. The device used for CT scan data collection
is called United Imaging uCT 960+. The data has been
expertly assessed and categorized into two distinct groups
based on the level of severity of the stenosis: light-to-moderate,
and moderate-to-severe. The diagnosis of severity is based
on the area stenosis rate measured by CT. Specifically, We
compared the diameter of the narrowest venous segment with
the diameter of the normal vascular segment to calculate the
area stenosis rate, with a threshold set at 50% stenosis rate.
No more than 50% is defined as light-to-moderate (labelled
as negative), with more than 50% being defined as moderate-
to-severe (labelled as positive). Figure 3 and Figure 4 shows
negative and positive samples from dataset respectively.

Preprocessing. Each CT scan image is originally saved in
DICOM format at a resolution of 512×512 pixels. The patient-
specific information is anonymized and de-identified to comply

with regulations regarding the sharing of medical images.
Each image undergoes a transformation using a grey-scale
mapping function, also known as a windowing function, with
a window center of 50 and a width of 200. This transformation
maps hounsfield units (HU) to standardized pixel value from
0 to 255. Since medical experts primarily concentrate on the
lumbar vertebrae, adjacent arteries, and veins in the central
region of CT scans to diagnose MTS, we therefore apply a
center crop to the image, as illustrated in Figure 5.

Metrics. In this work, we use the following metrics to evaluate
our proposed method. Specifically, we employ accuracy, F1-
Score and area under curve (AUC) for MTS classification of
3D CT scans under various settings.

B. Implementation Details

We have chosen 100 subjects for our test set, ensuring a
balanced positive-negative ratio of 50:50. The remaining data
were utilized as training and validation set for various tasks.
When integrating the DEP-MHSA attention mechanism into
the network, it was only applied to the final two layers, i.e.,
Layer 3 and Layer 4. This implementation was selected by
considering the balance between augmenting the network’s
capability for feature extraction and maintaining computational
efficiency. MTS-Net was implemented in PyTorch and trained
through an NVIDIA RTX 4090 24GB GPU with a mini-batch
size of 32. An initial learning rate of 5 × 10−4 was used with
a step decay by a factor of 𝑔 = 0.2 every 25th epoch until
convergence over 100 epochs. We run each configuration 10
times and report the results on test set with the average and
standard deviation of three evaluation metrics. We established
the architectural frameworks of ResNet-18 with both 3D
and (2+1)D convolutions [11] as baselines, with distinctions
summarized as follows.

ResNet-18 (2+1)D. This design decomposes 3D convolutions
into separate spatial and temporal components, as detailed in
Section III-A. In the stem layer, the spatial convolution uses
a 1 × 7 × 7 kernel, while the temporal convolutions employs a
3 × 1 × 1 kernel. For the remaining network layers, kernel
sizes are adjusted to 1 × 3 × 3 for spatial and 3 × 1 × 1
for temporal convolutions, except for those specified in the
attention modules at Layer 3 and Layer 4.

ResNet-18 (3D). The stem layer in this design employs a
convolution kernel of size 3 × 7 × 7 in its Conv-BN-ReLU
sequence. Subsequent convolutions throughout the network
consistently apply a 3×3×3 kernel except for those specified
in the attention modules at Layer 3 and Layer 4.

In addition to the DEP-MHSA module, we have also imple-
mented other attention mechanisms for comparison purpose
in Table I. Except where specifically noted, all convolution
kernels in these self-attention modules follow a 1 × 1 × 1
configuration. Note that the configurations regarding differ-
ent attention mechanisms and 3D convolutions are stated in
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Fig. 2: A detailed schematic representation of the dual-enhanced positional multi-head self-attention (DEP-MHSA) module.
The highlighted yellow dotted region illustrates the critical component where input 𝑥 is mapped to the Query (𝑄), Key (𝐾), and
Value (𝑉 ) matrices for the self-attention computation. It can have 4 variants as listed. The symbols 𝐸𝐿, 𝐸𝐻 and 𝐸𝑊 denote
the relative position embeddings corresponding to frames, height, and width, respectively. This first set of relative position
embeddings participates to the calculation of 𝑄𝐾𝑇 , and the second set of relative position embeddings behave as residual
connection.

Section IV-B.

3D Self-Attention. This mechanism was implemented in a
manner akin to the multi-head self-attention (MHSA) methods
outlined in [23], [29]. It utilizes 3D relative positional encod-
ings integrated into the Key matrix. In its multi-head architec-
ture, the intermediate representation’s channels are segmented
by the number of heads, and the final two dimensions of
ℝ𝐿×𝐶×𝐻×𝑊 are flattened to generate the Query, Key, and
Value matrices.

(2+1)D Self-Attention. In line with approaches described in
[22], [27], this two-step mechanism first applies MHSA on the
𝐻 ×𝑊 spatial dimensions and then on the temporal (frames)
dimension.

Channel-wise Vanilla Attention. The implementation of
channel-wise attention module follows the design presented
in [30], utilizing a Conv-ReLU-Conv-𝜎(𝑥) sequence to de-
rive attention weights. The first Conv of the sequence is a
convolution with a kernel size of 1 × 3 × 3 and the second
convolution uses a kernel size of 3×1×1. The 𝜎(𝑥) is a sigmoid
function which maps outputs to the range of (0, 1). The output
undergoes an adaptive average pooling across channels before
being channel-wise multiplied with the input 𝑥.

(2+1)D Vanilla Attention. The design of this module is
similar to the channel-wise attention framework. Distinctively,

it comprises two Conv-ReLU-Conv-𝜎(𝑥) sequences. The first
sequence, all convolution operation utilize 1 × 3 × 3 kernels
for spatial emphasis on the 𝐻 × 𝑊 dimensions. In contrast,
the second sequence employs 3 × 1 × 1 kernels, focusing on
temporal features.

C. Comparison with State-of-the-Art

a) Baselines.: In this study, we utilize a variety of models
for comprehensive benchmarking, encompassing both classic
and cutting-edge deep learning approaches for the classifica-
tion of May-Thurner Syndrome (MTS) using 3D CT scans..
Considering the dataset size, we establish our baseline using a
vanilla 3D ResNet-18 [31], [32]. We further analyze the impact
of employing a larger model or fine-tuning with a pre-trained
model [33]. Additionally, we conduct comparative experiments
with models utilizing (2+1)D convolutions [11], as well as
those equipped with attention mechanisms. Specifically, we
explore various attention mechanisms for this task such as
multi-head self attention [23], spatial-temporal attention, and
channel-wise attention [34]. We adopted 3D self-attention
implementation from [23], and (2+1)D self-attention imple-
mentation from [27]. For DenseNet-BC(𝑘 =32, depth=201),
we adopt the implementation from [35], [36]. All models are
trained under consistent settings.
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Fig. 3: Pic. A: Green mark is the bifurcation of the inferior
vena cava, which is divided into left and right common iliac
vein; Pic. B-D: The green mark is the left common iliac vein,
which is visible between the surrounding right common iliac
artery and the fifth lumbar spine, with no obvious compression
stenosis.

Fig. 4: Pic. A-B: The green mark is the bifurcation of the
inferior vena cava, so that the left common iliac vein is
significantly compressed by the right common iliac artery and
the fifth lumbar spine; Pic. C-D: the left common iliac vein
is significantly compressed, and the estimated stenosis rate is
greater than 80%.

Fig. 5: The first row is a subset of CT scans from a subject
labelled as light-to-moderate before center cropped. The sec-
ond row is the associated images after center cropped.

b) Human Experts.: We engaged five radiologists, each
with approximately ten years of experience, to interpret CT
images for the 100 patients. They achieved an average diag-
nostic accuracy of 78.4%. The F1-Score is not reported and
the AUC score is not applicable in this case.

Evaluation and Analysis. Table I shows quantitative com-
parisons between (a) proposed method: MTS-Net and (b)
baseline methods: ResNet-18 (2+1)D [11], ResNet-18 (3D)
[11]. We discover that without any attention mechanisms,
the spatial-temporal structure of ResNet-18 (2+1)D has better
performance than ResNet-18 (3D). Our baseline analysis also
reveals that the integration of attention modules into neural
networks does not consistently lead to enhanced performance.
The most optimal outcome in our study is achieved through the
implementation of the proposed method. Utilizing the spatial-
temporal architecture of ResNet-18, our novel dual-enhanced
positional multi-head self-attention (DEP-MHSA) mechanism
attains highest average score in all metrics. Additionally,
training from scratch for models with larger capacity such
as ResNet-50, ResNeXt-50 [37] and DenseNet-BC [35] does
not guarantee performance enhancement. However, fine-tuning
with the pre-trained ResNet-50 [33] can achieve better results.
In summary, models with similar depth as ResNet-18 have
sufficient capability for the scope and scale of our MTS-CT
dataset. This suggests that models with more layers may not
necessarily yield better performance in this specific context.

D. Ablation Study

We conduct an ablation study to understand the effectiveness
of MTS-Net with respect to the DEP-MHSA module. Table
II underscores the enhanced performance achieved through
the DEP-MHSA module, which employs meticulously chosen
strategies to generate 𝑄,𝐾 ,𝑉 matrices and augments posi-
tion information using dual-enhanced positional embeddings
in self-attention. The backbone network used is ResNet-18
(2+1)D with variation in its attention module and position
embedding. The MHSA(3D) refers to the multi-head self-
attention module mentioned in [23], and the MHSA(2+1)D
denotes the self-attention module with proposed method in
generating 𝑄, 𝐾 and 𝑉 . The DEP-Embedding indicates the
dual-enhanced position embedding in the attention block.
Further, Table III shows another ablation study which validates
the effectiveness of various configurations for generating the
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TABLE I: Evaluation of the proposed method on MTS-CT dataset.

Network Self-Attention Vanilla Attention Metrics

(2+1)D [27] 3D [29] (2+1)D Channel [34] Accuracy F1-Score AUC

ResNet-18 (2+1)D [11]

0.75 ± 0.01 0.73 ± 0.02 0.78 ± 0.02
✓ 0.73 ± 0.01 0.72 ± 0.02 0.77 ± 0.03

✓ 0.73 ± 0.02 0.71 ± 0.05 0.78 ± 0.03
✓ 0.73 ± 0.01 0.70 ± 0.01 0.75 ± 0.03

✓ 0.75 ± 0.02 0.73 ± 0.03 0.79 ± 0.03

ResNet-18 (3D) [11]

0.73 ± 0.01 0.72 ± 0.01 0.75 ± 0.02
✓ 0.69 ± 0.04 0.65 ± 0.07 0.70 ± 0.04

✓ 0.74 ± 0.03 0.72 ± 0.05 0.78 ± 0.04
✓ 0.73 ± 0.01 0.70 ± 0.01 0.75 ± 0.02

✓ 0.70 ± 0.01 0.67 ± 0.04 0.72 ± 0.02
ResNet-50 0.74 ± 0.02 0.74 ± 0.03 0.76 ± 0.02
ResNet-50 (Pretrained) [33] 0.76 ± 0.02 0.75 ± 0.02 0.79 ± 0.02
ResNeXt-50 [37] 0.72 ± 0.02 0.70 ± 0.02 0.75 ± 0.02
DenseNet-BC [35], [36] 0.73 ± 0.01 0.72 ± 0.02 0.77 ± 0.03
BabyNet [23] 0.73 ± 0.03 0.71 ± 0.05 0.76 ± 0.03
Human Experts 0.78 ± 0.04 - -
MTS-Net(Ours) Attention = DEP-MHSA 0.79 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.02 0.84 ± 0.01

TABLE II: The ablation study conducted on the proposed
components of the DEP-MHSA.

Methods Metrics Params
MHSA(3D) MHSA(2+1)D DEP-Embedding Accuracy F1-Score AUC

✓ 0.73 ± 0.02 0.71 ± 0.05 0.78 ± 0.03 17.41M
✓ ✓ 0.75 ± 0.02 0.75 ± 0.02 0.79 ± 0.02 17.45M

✓ 0.69 ± 0.01 0.65 ± 0.05 0.74 ± 0.01 31.13M
✓ ✓ 0.79 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.02 0.84 ± 0.01 31.17M

TABLE III: Comparing four configuration of generating
matrices for self-attention

Variants Accuracy F1-Score AUC

DEP-MHSA 0.79 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.02 0.84 ± 0.01
DEP-MHSA-B 0.75 ± 0.02 0.73 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.02
DEP-MHSA-C 0.70 ± 0.03 0.67 ± 0.06 0.74 ± 0.04
DEP-MHSA-D 0.76 ± 0.03 0.75 ± 0.04 0.82 ± 0.03

Query, Key, and Value matrices, i.e., DEP-MHSA, DEP-
MHSA-B, DEP-MHSA-C and DEP-MHSA-D. Our proposed
DEP-MHSA consistently outperforms other configurations,
underscoring the superiority of our meticulously designed
structure, which mirrors the diagnostic logic of medical ex-
perts.

V. DISCUSSION

CT vs. Enhanced-CT. Our study focuses on May-Thurner
Syndrome classification by proposing a novel self-attention
module that demonstrates superior performance using 3D
CT scans. In this section, we further conduct the perfor-
mance comparison between CT scans and Enhanced-CT scans
through the proposed method. Enhanced-CT technique has
been shown to assist medical experts in improving accuracy
in diagnosing May-Thurner Syndrome compared to CT scans.
Therefore, we perform another in-depth analysis aiming to de-
termine whether deep learning approaches can achieve similar
benefits from the Enhanced-CT technique. As seen in Table
IV, the training set and validation set are in size of 263 in
total, which is significantly less than the experiments which

TABLE IV: The performance comparison between CT videos
and Enhanced-CT videos under the same training settings.

Data Accuracy F1-Score AUC

CT 0.69 ± 0.03 0.65 ± 0.03 0.74 ± 0.04
Enhanced-CT 0.79 ± 0.02 0.77 ± 0.03 0.84 ± 0.03

are exclusively carried only CT scans in Table I,II, and Table
III. With the limited training dataset, a significant performance
gap is observed between the two types of data, indicating that
enhanced CT scans enable better diagnostic performance with
fewer training samples.

Dataset Size. The dataset used in this study, despite having a
small number of frames for each subject, includes a relatively
large number of subjects (747 subjects) compared to other
popular CT scan image datasets [38]–[41]. To our knowledge,
this is the first publicly available CT scan dataset for May-
Thurner Syndrome. Its significance is highlighted by the fact
that around 20% of the population are likely to have this
anatomical variant [2], [42], [43], laying the groundwork for
further studies.

Parameter Size. Table II shows that our MHSA(2+1)D ap-
proach significantly increases the model’s parameters, nearly
doubling those of the standard ResNet-18(2+1)D. Performance
variance is observed with and without DEP-Embedding, at-
tributed to the disruption of relative positional information
arising from distinct strategies for generating 𝑄, 𝐾 and 𝑉
matrices. While these strategies enrich the model’s interme-
diate representations, they complicate the alignment across
dimensions in subsequent computations. In contrast, a uniform
approach to generating 𝑄, 𝐾 and 𝑉 maintains this crucial
alignment. Thus, the introduction of dual-enhanced position
embedding becomes necessary, making it easier to restore the
lost relative positional information and enhancing performance
in our MHSA(2+1)D module.
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Fig. 6: The figure shows a comparative display of CT and Enhanced-CT scan images with even-numbered rows depicting
Enhanced-CT scans and odd-numbered rows illustrating CT scans. The Enhanced-CT images are distinctly characterized by
more highlighted regions compared to the CT images. Each pair of successive rows, from top to bottom, represents CT and
Enhanced-CT scans from the same subject. The first two subjects, corresponding to rows 1 through 4, are labeled as negative,
while the subjects in rows 5 to 8 are labeled as positive.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we introduced MTS-Net, a novel framework
for classifying May-Thurner Syndrome using 3D CT scans.
MTS-Net integrates a new multi-head self-attention module
called DEP-MHSA, which emulates the clinical process of di-
agnosing MTS through dual-enhanced positional embeddings.
Additionally, we presented the first publicly available MTS-CT
dataset to validate the effectiveness of our proposed method.
Extensive experiments show that MTS-Net significantly out-
performs previous state-of-the-art and baseline methods.
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