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Abstract. Surgical scene perception via videos are critical for advancing
robotic surgery, telesurgery, and AI-assisted surgery, particularly in oph-
thalmology. However, the scarcity of diverse and richly annotated video
datasets has hindered the development of intelligent systems for surgical
workflow analysis. Existing datasets for surgical workflow analysis, which
typically face challenges such as small scale, a lack of diversity in surgery
and phase categories, and the absence of time-localized annotations, limit
the requirements for action understanding and model generalization val-
idation in complex and diverse real-world surgical scenarios. To address
this gap, we introduce OphNet, a large-scale, expert-annotated video
benchmark for ophthalmic surgical workflow understanding. OphNet fea-
tures: 1) A diverse collection of 2,278 surgical videos spanning 66 types
of cataract, glaucoma, and corneal surgeries, with detailed annotations
for 102 unique surgical phases and 150 granular operations; 2) It of-
fers sequential and hierarchical annotations for each surgery, phase, and
operation, enabling comprehensive understanding and improved inter-
pretability; 3) Moreover, OphNet provides time-localized annotations,
facilitating temporal localization and prediction tasks within surgical
workflows. With approximately 205 hours of surgical videos, OphNet is
about 20 times larger than the largest existing surgical workflow anal-
ysis benchmark. Our dataset and code have been made available at:
https:// github.com/minghu0830/OphNet-benchmark .
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1 Introduction

As surgical robot platforms such as the Da Vinci® Surgical System become in-
creasingly sophisticated, there is growing interest in integrating enhanced intelli-
gence into scenarios like minimally invasive surgery [22,40,81]. The advancements
in machine vision perception empower these robotic systems to autonomously
recognize and adapt to the intricacies of surgical environments, without rely-
ing on binary instrument usage signals, RFID tags, sensor data from tracking
devices, or other signal information that necessitates laborious manual anno-
tations or additional equipment installations [32]. This autonomy includes the
capacity to identify anatomical structures, detect anomalies, and adjust surgi-
cal plans in real-time, which is crucial in dynamic and unpredictable surgical
settings. In recent years, especially in endoscopy and ophthalmic surgery, the
application of deep learning has demonstrated considerable promise in bolster-
ing these autonomous capabilities. This encompasses the analysis of surgical
workflows [6, 32, 88], segmentation of instruments and anatomy [4, 27, 52], and
depth estimation [91], among others.

Automatic video surgical workflow understanding is a fundamental yet chal-
lenging problem for developing computer-assisted and robotic-assisted surgery,
which can be divided into internal (e.g. laparoscopic and endoscopic [32,56,68])
and external (e.g. operating room and nursing procedure [50]) analysis. In ad-
dition to promoting the development of intelligent surgery, it also greatly bene-
fits surgical documentation, education, and training [12, 13, 77]. Baret et al. [6]
showed networks, like Inflated 3D ConvNet (I3D) [11] that utilize spatiotem-
poral convolutions, require a relatively extensive dataset for effective training.
In their study, the model achieves an accuracy exceeding 80% when trained
on 100 videos, with a progressive improvement as the sample size surpasses
700. However, the highly efficient and rapidly evolving deep learning technolo-
gies for surgical workflow analysis are currently limited by the following short-
comings in current video benchmarks: 1) Small scale: the majority of video
datasets contain no more than 100 videos. For example, the CATARACTS [26]
and CatRelDet [26] datasets contain only 50 and 21 surgical videos, respec-
tively. These datasets are relatively small, insufficient for large-scale validation.
2) Limited categories of surgeries and phases: almost all ophthalmic sur-
gical video datasets only include cataract surgery and do not further classify
specific types of surgeries. Additionally, the number of phase categories is also
limited, like CatRelDet [26] only contains 4 different phase labels, which is insuf-
ficient to meet the requirements for evaluation in real clinical environments. 3)
Coarse-grained annotation: due to annotation costs, existing benchmarks of-
ten have coarse-grained action definitions. For example, adhesive injection may
occur in two different phases: main incision and capsulorhexis, so it may be
classified into different phase categories. Coarse-grained action definitions may
lead to annotation bias. 4) Single time-boundary annotation: they only an-
notate designated phases in the videos, ignoring the continuity across different
stages of ophthalmic surgery, as well as the hierarchical relationship between
surgery, phase, and operation. Simpler datasets, such as LensID [25], are limited



3

P
ro

to
co

l

Dataset Properties Tasks

D
a
ta

se
ts

N
o
.
o
f
V

id
eo

s

N
o
.
o
f
A

ct
io

n
S
eg

m
en

ts

N
o
.
o
f
S
u
rg

er
y

C
a
te

g
o
ri

es
N

o
.
o
f
A

ct
io

n
C

a
te

g
o
ri

es

T
o
ta

l
D

u
ra

ti
o
n

M
u
lt

i-
S
u
rg

er
y

P
re

se
n
ce

R
ec

o
g
n
it

io
n

P
h
a
se

R
ec

o
g
n
it

io
n

P
h
a
se

L
o
ca

li
za

ti
o
n

P
h
a
se

P
re

d
ic

ti
o
n

Cholec120 [54] 120 - 1 7 76.2h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
SurgicalActions160 [65] 160 160 1 16 0.2h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
HeiCo [48,60] 30 - 3 14 2.8h ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓

Endo&Lap EndoVis 2021 [80] 33 250 1 7 22.0h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
PitVis [3] 25 287 1 17 33.3h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
CholecT50 [55] 50 - 1 10 44.7h ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓
AutoLaparo [83] 21 300 1 7 23.1h ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓

LensID [25] 100 2,440 1 2 11.7h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
Cataract-101 [66] 101 1,266 1 10 14.0h ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓

OphScope CatRelDet [26] 21 2,400 1 4 2.0h ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
CATARACTS [4] 50 1,536 1 19 20.0h ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓
OphNet(Ours) 2,078 9,795 66 150 204.8h ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 1: The statistics comparison among existing workflow analysis datasets and
our OphNet. Compared to other datasets, OphNet focuses on more comprehensive
coverage of various surgery, phase and operation categories, collects a large number
of videos, totaling 204.8 hours, and also enables a variety of recognition, localization
and prediction tasks. OphNet demonstrates considerable competitiveness in both its
scale and the richness of its labels. Endo&Lap denotes the endoscopic and laparo-
scopic protocol, OphScope denotes the ophthalmic microscope protocol. We choose the
latest version for comparison in cases where datasets have multiple supplementary up-
dates. For instance, Cholec120 [54], Cholec80 [77], m2cai-workflow and LapChole [73]
form one series, whereas CholecT50 [55], CholecT45 [55], and CholecT40 [53] com-
prise another series. We have excluded the following scenarios from our comparison:
(1) non-open-source datasets such as Bypass170 [78], ESD [37], Yu’s [88], etc.; (2) a
superset of multiple open-source or non-open-source datasets, like Cholec207 [6], etc.;
(3) datasets employed for lesion, anatomy, and instrument classification and segmen-
tation, such as SUN-SEG [31], CVC-ClinicDB [7], ROBUST-MIS [63], Mesejo’s [49],
Cata7 [52], etc., anomaly detection such as PolypDiag [75] (from Hyper-Kvasir [9]
and LDPolypVideo [47]), Kvasir-Capsule [70], etc., and other datasets not dedicated
to workflow analysis. It’s worth mentioning that even in comparison with the above
datasets, OphNet demonstrates considerable competitiveness in both its scale and the
richness of its labels.

to binary classification tasks distinguishing lens implantation from other irrele-
vant phases. 5) Uniform domain: the videos are meticulously collected, and
while this ensures video quality, the uniform style is not conducive to testing the
model’s domain generalization ability.

While some works have explored semi-supervised and self-supervised learning
strategies [8, 61, 87, 89] to alleviate the cost of annotations or use only a small
fraction of available labels, these approaches still lack competitiveness in per-
formance compared to fully supervised learning. This deficiency in performance
is impeding the widespread clinical application of these strategies. To address
the shortage of sufficient labeled datasets, we construct OphNet, a large-scale
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and expert-level video benchmark with high diversity, for ophthalmic surgical
workflow understanding. The main advantages of OphNet are as follows:

• Largest scale and diversity: to the best of our knowledge, OphNet is cur-
rently the largest and most richly labeled dataset for surgical workflow anal-
ysis. It contains a number of videos 20 times greater than the current largest
benchmark in ophthalmic surgery and far exceeds datasets in more estab-
lished fields such as endoscopy. Additionally, OphNet includes the greatest
variety of different types of surgeries, encompassing 66 different surgeries such
as cataract, glaucoma, and corneal surgeries, along with 102 unique surgical
phases and 150 distinct operations. This diversity significantly surpasses that
of previous research.

• Fine-grained, sequential and hierarchical annotation: we have meticu-
lously selected a subset of videos for annotation localization, with each video
being marked for an average of 13 phases and 17 operations. Additionally, we
provide exquisite annotations at the levels of surgery, phase, and operation,
catering to the requirements for training specific challenge models. This anno-
tation design aims to offer a multifaceted understanding of surgical protocols,
accommodate the nuances of each distinct surgery, and enhance the usability
and interpretability of our dataset.

• Expert-level manual annotation: the annotation work for OphNet was
completed by ten experienced ophthalmologists and five individuals with oph-
thalmic experience, encompassing, but not limited to, standardization of def-
initions for surgery, phase, and operation labels, video filtering, classifica-
tion and localization annotations, and secondary verification, among others.
Expert-level annotators ensure the quality and professionalism of OphNet.

2 Related Work

Surgical Workflow Understanding. Beyond its therapeutic advantages, min-
imally invasive surgery also provides the capability for operative video record-
ing. These videos can be stored and later utilized for various purposes such as
cognitive training, skill assessment, and surgical workflow analysis. Techniques
derived from the broader field of video content analysis and representation are
increasingly being incorporated into the surgical realm [6,45,88]. A typical sur-
gical workflow can be defined by a sequence of tasks or events, including pa-
tient positioning, incision, dissection, and suturing. These events are influenced
not only by the specific type of surgery but also by the individual surgeon’s
proficiency and technique. Consequently, a comprehensive understanding of the
surgical workflow necessitates a thorough examination of the temporal, spatial,
and contextual facets of these tasks.
Weakly-Supervised Video Learning. Substantial pioneering work has been
undertaken in the realms of video understanding [5,18,41,64,82,84,85,92]. Since
even a small amount of videos easily comprises several million frames, methods
that do not rely on a frame-level annotation are of special importance. Weakly-
supervised video learning makes use of loosely labeled data to train models,
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thereby obviating the necessity for exhaustively annotated training data. These
weak labels might manifest in a variety of forms, including video-level labels or
partial labels, which are less specific than frame-level or pixel-level annotations.
The objective of weakly-supervised learning is to utilize these coarse labels to
produce models capable of delivering fine-grained predictions, such as temporally
precise action localization or detailed semantic segmentation [17,44]. The large-
scale annotation of surgical videos demands a significant investment of invaluable
medical time resources. In this context, weakly supervised learning emerges as
a viable solution to this bottleneck.
Temporal Action Localization. Temporal action localization (TAL), which
involves recognizing and locating action instances, is a challenging task in video
understanding. We have recently witnessed significant progress in TAL, where
most methods can be mainly divided into two parts: 1) Two-stage approaches [90,
97] tackle this task accompanied by the generation of class-agnostic action pro-
posals and then perform classification and proposal boundaries refinement in
proposal-level. 2) One-stage approaches [86,94] simultaneously recognize and lo-
calize action instances in a single-shot manner. Typical methods of this type
predict categories as well as locate corresponding temporal boundaries in frame-
level, which achieve stronger TAL results currently. In training, they classify
every frame as one action category or background, and regress the boundaries
of frames inside ground-truth action segments. TAL is very close to our lives, it
has extensive application prospects and social value in the fields of video sum-
marization [36], public video surveillance [79], skill assessment, and daily life
security [24].
Action Anticipation. Action anticipation involves predicting future actions
having observed the initial portion of a video. Typically, the observed video is
processed as a whole to obtain a video-level representation of the ongoing ac-
tivity in the video, which is then used for future prediction [34, 35]. Existing
anticipation tasks can be grouped into two categories based on the anticipation
duration: 1) near-term action anticipation [14, 39] involves predicting label for
the immediate next action that would occur in the range of a few seconds having
observed a short video segment of duration of a few seconds, and 2) long-term
action anticipation [62] needs to exploit temporal dependencies among observed
actions to generate plausible human action sequences in the long-term. Action
anticipation is an important task in computer vision field with many applica-
tions [10]. The task of predicting actions is of immense relevance across a variety
of applications, such as comprehending human-object and human-human inter-
action [23, 95], accident prediction [74], and road traffic understanding [29, 42].
Surgical action anticipation is a valuable tool that can greatly assist surgeons in
their decision-making process [53,57].

3 Dataset Construction

In this section, We describe the construction of the dataset involved meticulous
data collection and preprocessing, leveraging YouTube as a primary source to
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circumvent privacy issues while ensuring a broad representation of ophthalmic
surgeries. The selection criteria aimed at capturing a wide array of video qualities
and styles, specifically targeting cataract, glaucoma, and corneal surgeries due
to their prevalence in clinical settings. Efforts were made to refine the dataset
by excluding videos of inadequate quality or those depicting non-human sub-
jects. The annotation process was structured to reflect the complex nature of
eye surgeries, incorporating hierarchical classification to account for the multi-
ple conditions often treated within a single procedure. This was complemented
by detailed localization annotations, delineating the distinct phases and tech-
niques characteristic of ophthalmic operations, undertaken by a dedicated team
of ophthalmologists to ensure accuracy and relevance.

3.1 Data Collection & Preprocessing

Collection. Medical data exhibit unique privacy considerations and tend to
be of smaller data volumes, characteristics that are particularly salient in the
case of video data. By capitalizing on the wealth of surgical videos available on
YouTube, we are able to obviate potential ethical and privacy concerns while
concurrently enabling the rapid procurement of a substantial corpus of videos
for further screening [1, 2, 19, 33]. To fulfill this objective, we deploy text-based
search algorithms to probe each surgery on YouTube, obtaining videos with titles
that incorporate the requisite surgical keywords. We select cataract, glaucoma,
and corneal surgery—three of the most commonly performed ophthalmic surg-
eries in actual clinical environments—as the central subjects of our research.
To expand our video collection, we bolster our search queries by integrating
synonyms and abbreviations associated with each type of ophthalmic surgery.
For instance, cataract surgery encompasses various types: Phacoemulsification
(abbr. PHACO), Intraocular Lens implantation (abbr. IOL), and Extracapsular
Cataract Extraction (abbr. ECCE), etc.
Preprocessing. Given the nature of text-based retrieval and the varying qual-
ity, style, and filming methods of surgical videos influenced by different YouTube
sources, some videos may exhibit poor quality or deviations in surgical represen-
tation. We filter out low-resolution videos, black-and-white color schemes, and
animated demonstrations. Furthermore, surgical videos featuring non-human
eyes, such as pig eyes, rabbit eyes, or pseudo-human eyes, are also outside the
scope of our annotation. The data preprocessing was jointly completed by five
professionals with experience in ophthalmology for initial screening, followed by
a review conducted by six attending ophthalmologists.

3.2 Data Annotation

Hierarchical Classification Annotation. Different from the single-label clas-
sification in most natural video datasets [19,28,69,71,96], in ophthalmic surgery,
physicians typically consider and implement multiple types of surgeries and
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Fig. 1: OphNet’s composition, comparison with other datasets for the same task, and
some phase examples: (a) an overview of the composition ratios at the levels of surgery,
phase, and operation; (b) comparison among existing open-source laparoscopic &
endoscopic, and ophthalmic microscope workflow analysis video datasets and our
OphNet. OphNet stands as the largest real-world video dataset for ophthalmic surgical
workflow understanding, featuring the highest number of videos, longest duration, and
diverse categories of surgeries and phases; (c) eight phase examples in OphNet.

phases based on the specific conditions and needs of the patient. This multi-
faceted approach stems from the complexity of the eye as an organ, where nu-
merous diseases often coexist. Consequently, multiple ocular problems may need
to be addressed in a single surgery. As shown in Fig. 2, a patient with cataracts
may also have glaucoma, necessitating the simultaneous treatment of both con-
ditions within one surgery. Hence, we initially classified all videos based on the
primary surgical categories into three principal groups: cataract, glaucoma, and
corneal surgeries. Subsequently, these were further allocated for the detailed an-
notation of primary and secondary surgery. It is important to note that there
exists only a single type of primary surgery, whereas multiple secondary surgery
may be present. The categorization and annotation were meticulously completed
by a team comprised of 8 experienced ophthalmologists.
Localization Annotation. A single surgery is often multifaceted, involving a
series of intricate phases, each requiring distinct techniques and instruments, and
the transition between surgeries entails high precision and coordination. Rou-
tine cataract surgery involves several steps. It begins with the administration of
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Fig. 2: The figure shows two combined surgical videos, PHACO + IOL implantation
and PHACO + Trabeculotomy + Transscleral Cyclophotocoagulation + IOL implanta-
tion. For each frame marked in color, we provide time-boundary annotations at surgical,
phase and operation levels.

anesthesia, followed by a small incision in the cornea. The surgeon then creates
an opening in the lens capsule and uses ultrasonic vibrations to break up and re-
move the cataract. Afterward, an artificial intraocular lens (IOL) is inserted into
the lens capsule, and the incision is sealed without stitches. We define the phases
and operation for various surgeries based on the textbook Ophthalmic Surgery:
Principles and Practice [72]. To ensure the quality of localization annotations,
we assign each annotator videos of 2-6 different types of secondary surgeries.
This process resulted in a minimum of three annotated action boundaries for
each video. We also employed the complete linkage algorithm [15] to cluster and
merge various temporal boundaries into stable boundaries that received multi-
ple agreements. It’s worth noting that an individual video may have multiple
separate instances of the same or different phases, thereby leading to multiple
boundary definitions. A team of 15 ophthalmologists completes the localization
annotation.

3.3 Dataset Statistics and Analysis

OphNet includes 2,078 surgical videos (204.8 hours), demonstrating 66 different
types of ophthalmic surgeries: 13 types of cataract surgery, 14 types of glaucoma
surgery, and 39 types of corneal surgery. There are 102 phases and 150 opera-
tions for recognition, detection and prediction tasks, summarized in Tab. 1. Over
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Fig. 3: We present the data statistics of trimmed videos at the levels of phase and op-
eration, including the number of trimmed videos, average duration, and total duration.
The IDs and corresponding names can be found in the appendix.

77% of videos have high-definition resolutions of 1280 x 720 pixels or higher. To
facilitate algorithm development and evaluation, we selected 523 videos for local-
ization annotations. Additionally, we trim videos according to annotated action
boundaries, resulting in 7,320 phase instances and 9,795 operation instances, to-
taling 51.2 hours. The average duration of trimmed videos is 32 seconds, while
untrimmed videos average 337 seconds.

4 Experiments

In our study, we explore four potential tasks using the OphNet dataset: 1) surgery
presence recognition, 2) phase and operation recognition, 3) phase localization,
and 4) phase anticipation. To establish robust baselines, we employ state-of-the-
art models known for their effectiveness in human action recognition, detection
and anticipation. For each task, we provide a detailed problem formulation and
evaluate the baseline models‘ performance. Our findings offer valuable insights
into video understanding within sequences and fine granularity, contributing to
the field’s knowledge of video tasks in medical contexts.

4.1 Surgery Presence, Phase and Operation Recognition

Task Description. Surgery presence recognition focuses on identifying various
surgical types in untrimmed videos through weakly supervised methods. This re-
quires the model to discern and capture distinct surgical action features within
extensive video footage. In OphNet, every surgical procedure within each video
is annotated. We identify the primary surgery based on the key objectives and
durations of the surgeries. To streamline the process, our experiments are lim-
ited to recognizing the presence of these primary surgeries. Additionally, phase
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recognition segments the surgery into distinct phases using visual cues and move-
ments, such as incision, lens removal, and implantation. Meanwhile, operation
recognition involves identifying finer-grained surgical actions.
Setup. For the surgery presence recognition experiment, we simplified the pro-
cess and only considered the presence of the primary surgery in untrimmed
videos. The dataset was randomly partitioned to ensure a balanced represen-
tation of examples for each surgery category. Specifically, we allocated 70% of
the data for training (1,449 surgical videos), 10% for validation (205 surgical
videos), and 20% for testing (424 surgical videos). For the phase and operation
recognition experiments, we maintained the same settings, with 70% of the data
used for training (5,024 phase segments, 6,856 operations segments), 10% for
validation (730 phase segments, 975 operations segments), and 20% for testing
(1,566 phase segments, 1,964 operations segments). The input for the surgery
presence recognition experiment is untrimmed videos, while for the phase and
operation recognition experiments, the input consists of trimmed segments. In
all classification experiments, we set up the analysis and comparison from four
perspectives: cataract surgery, glaucoma surgery, corneal surgery, and all surgical
videos.

Primary Surgery Classification

Baselines Cataract Glaucoma Cornea All

Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5

I3D [11] 38.9 86.3 43.6 71.7 42.7 78.2 29.8 53.2
SlowFast [21] 45.3 82.1 44.6 72.3 45.5 77.3 27.2 54.4
X3D [38] 42.1 87.4 44.6 74.2 43.8 76.6 28.5 62.7
MViT V2 [20] 43.2 84.2 45.5 81.8 45.5 75.9 29.1 60.1

I3D* 36.8 84.7 48.2 81.8 48.6 76.5 27.2 50.6
SlowFast* 49.0 83.7 47.3 80.9 49.2 75.6 27.2 50.6
X3D* 47.4 86.3 46.4 81.5 48.3 78.2 35.4 61.4
MViT V2* 44.2 85.3 49.1 81.8 47.7 77.3 28.5 63.3

X-CLIP16 [51] 58.5 94.7 51.8 92.8 61.4 88.6 40.5 79.0
X-CLIP32 60.6 92.6 53.5 83.7 56.8 84.1 58.9 81.0
ViFi-CLIP16 [59] 59.6 88.3 52.4 80.2 61.4 81.8 58.9 79.8
ViFi-CLIP32 59.6 88.3 51.5 84.8 50.0 75.0 56.3 77.2

Table 2: Per-class Top-1 and Top-5 accuracy (%)
for the primary surgery presence recognition on
untrimmed videos. The best performance for each
split has been highlighted in bold.

Baselins. We compare the per-
formance of I3D [11], Slow-
Fast [21], X3D [20], and MViT
V2 [38] models on this task.
These models are evaluated in
two versions: 1) random ini-
tialization training and 2) pre-
training with weights from Ki-
netics 400 [33], which is a hu-
man action recognition dataset.
In addition, we also explored
the classification performance
of X-CLIP [51] and ViFi-
CLIP [59], two CLIP [58]-based
models. We also compared the
effects of different numbers of
input frames on the models’
performance, where the subscript "_16" represents an input of 16 frames, and
"_32" represents an input of 32 frames.
Results. We summarize the results in Tab. 2 and Tab. 3. In primary surgery
classification, X-CLIP [51] achieved the highest overall Top-1 accuracy at 58.9%,
leading in cataract and glaucoma surgeries with accuracies of 60.6% and 53.5%
respectively. For corneal surgeries, X-CLIP also recorded the highest Top-1 and
Top-5 accuracies of 61.4% and 88.6%. In phase classification, ViFi-CLIP [59] led
with the highest Top-1 accuracy, particularly in cataract surgeries at 75.9%, and
exhibited the best performance in both glaucoma and corneal surgeries. Further-
more, in operation classification, ViFi-CLIP outperformed all other models in all
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Phase Classification Operation Classification

Baselines Cataract Glaucoma Cornea All Cataract Glaucoma Cornea All

Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5Top-1Top-5

I3D [11] 27.2 55.7 24.1 57.5 18.9 52.1 25.7 58.2 26.8 54.9 23.5 56.0 18.0 51.2 25.0 57.1
SlowFast [21] 26.5 56.5 23.1 56.5 24.2 49.1 26.7 60.1 25.8 55.2 22.9 45.9 23.5 48.5 26.0 59.0
X3D [38] 27.0 58.3 21.0 55.5 21.8 28.5 26.6 62.3 26.4 47.2 20.5 44.6 21.3 27.8 26.1 61.5
MViT V2 [20] 26.2 54.9 21.0 53.4 26.0 46.8 27.0 59.8 25.9 43.8 20.5 42.7 25.5 45.9 26.5 58.9

I3D* 29.5 68.9 22.1 58.6 26.0 50.9 30.2 71.2 28.8 67.5 21.8 47.9 25.7 50.3 29.5 60.0
SlowFast* 30.6 72.3 25.2 54.7 30.7 59.8 31.7 61.8 29.9 71.1 24.8 43.9 29.5 58.7 30.5 60.9
X3D* 27.2 72.9 22.1 59.6 30.7 61.5 33.5 63.2 26.5 71.8 21.7 48.8 29.9 60.2 32.8 62.1
MViT V2* 34.2 76.5 23.3 52.0 38.4 65.1 28.3 60.2 33.5 75.2 22.8 41.5 37.9 64.0 27.8 59.5

X-CLIP16 [51] 68.3 92.2 47.3 89.8 53.0 77.4 63.4 85.3 67.5 91.0 46.5 78.9 82.2 76.1 62.5 84.0
X-CLIP32 69.1 94.0 48.7 81.7 54.8 80.4 62.7 85.8 68.0 93.0 47.9 80.5 84.0 79.5 62.0 84.7
ViFi-CLIP16 [59] 75.9 93.7 40.4 85.4 66.6 81.6 66.1 88.4 74.5 92.5 42.8 74.5 85.0 80.5 65.0 87.5
ViFi-CLIP32 73.0 92.9 49.6 82.7 57.7 81.6 68.4 87.2 75.1 93.8 43.2 80.2 83.7 85.2 64.8 86.5

Table 3: Per-class Top-1 and Top-5 accuracy (%) for the primary surgery presence
recognition on untrimmed videos and phase recognition on trimmed videos. * denotes
the initialization from the model pre-trained on Kinetics 400 [33]. For the two CLIP
models, we chose ViT-B/16 as the backbone and compared the performance of two
different input frame numbers, 16 and 32. The best performance for each split has
been highlighted in bold.

mAP (%)
Baselines Backbones

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 Avg.

CSN [76] 53.7 50.1 40.6 24.5 42.5
ActionFormer [92]SwinViviT [43] 59.3 54.7 43.3 26.3 46.4

SlowFast [21] 60.0 55.9 45.1 26.0 47.5

CSN 56.1 53.0 43.1 29.4 46.2
TriDet [67] SwinViviT 61.0 57.147.133.150.4

SlowFast 61.3 56.0 45.6 30.4 48.6

Table 4: The results for phase detection. Action-
Former and TriDet are state-of-the-art models for
human action detection tasks, and we use three dif-
ferent backbones for feature extraction and report
mAP at the IoU thresholds of [0.1:0.2:0.9]. Aver-
age mAP is computed by averaging different IoU
thresholds. The best performance for each split has
been highlighted in bold.

Top-1 Acc. (%)
Baselines

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 Avg.

I3D [11] 26.5 42.2 49.8 51.3 47.3
SlowFast [21] 25.4 42.6 48.9 52.2 47.2
MViT V2 [20] 25.6 43.7 49.3 52.3 47.5

I3D* 27.3 43.5 50.1 51.4 47.6
SlowFast* 27.5 43.2 49.9 52.3 47.8
MViT V2* 27.843.850.5 51.7 48.2

Table 5: The results for phase
anticipation. We report top-1 ac-
curacy at the observation ratios
[0.1:0.2:0.9]. Average top-1 accu-
racy is computed by averaging
different observation ratios. The
best performance for each split
has been highlighted in bold.

categories, especially noted in cataract and corneal surgeries with Top-1 accura-
cies of 75.1% and 83.7% and Top-5 accuracies of 93.8% and 85.2% respectively.
Overall, ViFi-CLIP showed superior performance in both phase and operation
classifications across various surgery types. Besides, in the phase and operation
classification experiments, a higher number of input frames generally had a pos-
itive effect on the model. In Fig. 4, we present the heatmap visualization of four
examples from the test set of phase recognition experiments using the ViFi-CLIP
model. It can be observed that in a series of frame images, the model focuses on
surgical instruments and the operated eye area, which is consistent with human
experience. The instruments used in the same phase of ophthalmic surgery are
often similar.
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Fig. 4: Attention map visualizations of ViFi-CLIP [59] on four examples from OphNet
test set in the phase recognition task.

4.2 Phase Localization

Task Description. Phase Localization in ophthalmic surgical workflow analysis
refers to the task of pinpointing the exact moments or time intervals within a
surgical video where specific phases of the surgery begin and end. This involves
the detailed temporal segmentation of the entire surgical procedure into its con-
stituent phases based on visual cues, surgeon’s actions, and the progression of
the surgery. The objective of phase localization is to accurately identify the start
and end times of different surgical stages, such as pre-operative preparation, in-
cision, and removal of the lens facilitating a granular and precise understanding
of the surgery timeline. This task is crucial for detailed surgical documentation,
efficient surgical training, and the development of targeted interventions dur-
ing specific stages of the surgery, enhancing overall surgical management and
post-operative analysis.
Setup. We excluded Operation Gap and Invalid, and filtered out tags with
fewer than 20 segments. We used two baseline models, ActionFormer [92] and
TriDet [67], with backbone networks configured as CSN [76], SwinViviT [43],
and SlowFast [21]. To extract features from the videos, we first extracted RGB
frames from each video at a rate of 25 frames per second. We also extracted
optical flow using the TV-L1 [30,46] algorithm. We then fine-tuned an I3D [11]
model that had been pre-trained on the ImageNet [16] dataset, and used it to
generate features for each RGB and optical flow frame. Because each video has
a variable duration, we performed uniform interpolation to generate 100 fixed-
length features for each video. Finally, we concatenated the RGB and optical
flow features into a 2048-dimensional embedding, which served as the input for
our model.
Baselins. We conducted the experiments using phase-level labels and used two
baseline models, ActionFormer [92] and TriDet [67], with backbone networks
configured as CSN [76], SwinViviT [43], and SlowFast [21]. Data split follows the
setup of the primary surgery classification experiment.
Results. The experimental results for phase localization are presented in the
Tab. 4, showcasing the performance of different baseline models with various
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backbones in terms of mean Average Precision (mAP) at different Intersection
over Union (IoU) thresholds [0.1:0.2:0.9]. The models evaluated include Action-
Former with SwinViviT and SlowFast backbones, and TriDet with CSN, Swin-
ViviT, and SlowFast backbones. The results indicate that the TriDet model with
a SwinViviT backbone outperforms other combinations, achieving the highest
mAP scores across most IoU thresholds, with notable scores of 61.0% (IoU=0.1),
57.1% (IoU=0.3), 47.1% (IoU=0.5), and 33.1% (IoU=0.7), resulting in an av-
erage mAP of 50.4%. This indicates that the TriDet model, especially when
combined with the SwinViviT backbone, is particularly effective for phase lo-
calization in surgical videos. On the other hand, the TriDet model with a Slow-
Fast backbone shows competitive performance, particularly achieving the highest
mAP of 61.3% at the lowest IoU threshold (0.1). However, it falls slightly behind
in performance at higher IoU thresholds compared to the SwinViviT backbone.

4.3 Phase Anticipation

Task Description. This task requires the analysis of real-time or recorded
video data to foresee the sequence of events based on current and past surgical
activities. By understanding the typical progression of ophthalmic surgeries and
recognizing patterns in the surgeon’s actions and the use of instruments, the
system aims to forecast the next phase of the surgery, allowing for proactive
preparation and response. The objective of phase anticipation is to enhance the
efficiency and safety of surgical procedures by providing the surgical team with
advanced notice of upcoming steps, enabling better resource allocation, timing
for critical tasks, and overall coordination within the operating room.
Setup. Following previous approaches of the primary surgery classification ex-
periment in Sec. 4.1, We randomly mask phase sequences in the test video with
different observation ratios.
Baselins. We evaluate our datasets with the baseline models such as I3D [11],
SlowFast [21], and MViT V2 [38]. For each model, we also adopted two training
approaches: random initialization training and using pre-trained weights from
Kinetics 400 [33].
Results. We show the phase detection results in Tab. 5. The results demonstrate
that the baseline models pretrained on Kinetics 400 [33] generally outperform
their original counterparts in terms of Top-1 accuracy across different observation
ratios for phase anticipation. Specifically, the modified MViT V2* model exhibits
the highest improvement, achieving the best average Top-1 accuracy of 48.2%.
Moreover, while all models show increased accuracy with higher observation
ratios, indicating that more observed data contributes to better performance,
the consistent improvement across all ratios for the enhanced models suggests
effective modifications.

5 Limitations

Dataset Bias. OphNet’s videos are sourced from YouTube and exhibit diverse
styles, clarity, and screen elements. This diversity can aid detection models in
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generalization but may affect their effectiveness and performance. Some videos
in the dataset include subtitles or additional video windows, such as watermark
shown in Fig. 1. Similarly, additional video windows offer another perspective
but can make the scene chaotic, making it harder to recognize primary surgical
actions. The presence of these factors in OphNet reflects the complexity of real-
world surgical environments, because an ophthalmic microscope may inherently
display different windows or show parameters during recording. While they pose
challenges, they also present opportunities for developing models that can better
handle variability and unpredictability, which are crucial aspects of real-world
surgical scenarios.
Annotation Bias. OphNet is entirely annotated by ophthalmologists, there is a
distinct possibility of annotation bias reflecting specific regional practices, termi-
nologies, and interpretations. Despite the universal nature of many ophthalmic
procedures, subtle differences in surgical techniques, procedural preferences, and
clinical terminologies could lead to inconsistencies in how surgeries are catego-
rized and described across different regions. For instance, the terminology used
to describe certain procedures might differ, with one region referring to a pro-
cedure as "anterior vitrectomy" while another uses "pars plana vitrectomy." To
reduce the possibility of biases in precise annotations, we have taken great care
to establish a unified definition prior to describing the surgery, phase and oper-
ation. However, potential biases arising from regional variations and individual
surgical practices are inevitable.
Long-tailed Distribution. The skewed distribution observed in OphNet is
consistent with real-world healthcare scenarios. Typically, certain types of surg-
eries and procedures are more common due to prevalent conditions and diseases.
For instance, cataract surgeries are performed more frequently worldwide than
more complex vitreoretinal surgeries. This prevalence is reflected in the data,
contributing to the skewness where a few surgery types dominate (the head),
while many other types are rare occurrences (the tail). Given this understand-
ing, it is crucial to recognize the skewed distribution in OphNet as an inherent
characteristic of medical data rather than a flaw.

6 Conclusion

In response to the current challenges in ophthalmology, a surgical field apt for
automation and remote control, we have introduced OphNet, a large-scale, di-
verse, and expert-level video benchmark for understanding ophthalmic surgical
workflows. OphNet is the most extensive dataset of its kind, containing a broad
range of cataract, glaucoma, and corneal surgeries and detailed annotations for
distinct surgical phases. OphNet comprises 2,078 surgical videos (204.8 hours),
7,320 phase segments and 9,795 operation segments (51.2 hours), spanning 204.8
hours, showcasing 66 different types of ophthalmic surgeries: 13 cataract, 14 glau-
coma, and 39 corneal. It is annotated with 102 phases and 150 operations. With
OphNet, we explored primary surgery presence recognition, phase localization
and phase anticipation on untrimmed videos, phase and operation recognition on
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trimmed videos. We employed state-of-the-art models to establish robust base-
lines and provided valuable insights into video understanding within sequences
and fine granularity. Our work contributes to the broader understanding of surgi-
cal video tasks in medical contexts and promotes the integration of deep learning
technologies into ophthalmic surgical procedures.
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7 Training Details

We conducted all experiments using 4 NVIDIA RTX3090Ti GPUs.

7.1 Training Details for Classification Tasks

We employed the officially released codes to train all recognition models. The
SlowFast [21], I3D [11] and X3D [20]models were trained for 150 epochs with
a batch size of 16, using a base learning rate of 0.001. We employed a cosine
decay learning rate scheduler with 34 warmup epochs. We sampled 16 frames
per clip with a sampling rate of 16. For the configuration of training MViT v2 [38]
model, we apply the base learning 0.0001, cosine decay learning rate scheduler,
200 training epochs, 30 warmup epochs, and the batch size 8. We sample 16
frames per clip with the sampling rate of 16.

7.2 Training Details for Localization Task

Feature extraction. We firstly extract the frames from each video with 25
FPS and also extract the optical flow with TV-L1 [30,46] algorithm. After that,
we finetune an I3D [11] model on Kinetics 400 [33], and then use it to generate
the features for each RGB and optical flow frame. Since each video has variable
duration, we perform the uniform interpolation to generate 100 fixed-length fea-
tures for each video. Finally, we concatenate the RGB and optical flow features
into a 2048-dimensional embedding as the model input.
Model training. We train all the detection models with their officially released
code and the default configurations. For training ActionFormer [93] model, we
apply the base learning rate 0.001, cosine decay learning rate scheduler, 30 train-
ing epochs, 5 warmup epochs, and the batch size 16. For training TriDet [67]
model, we apply the base learning rate of 0.0004, step decay learning rate sched-
uler, 20 training epochs, and the batch size 200. For these two baseline models,
we employed three different backbone network settings for performance compar-
ison: CSN [76], SwinViviT [43], and SlowFast [21].

7.3 Training Details for Anticipation Task

We follow the same settings as used in classification experiment.

8 Annotation Interface Demonstration

8.1 Video Filtering

The videos in the OphNet dataset, sourced from YouTube, exhibit a variety of
styles, resolutions, and on-screen elements. To ensure quality and relevance, we
filtered out videos that do not provide a microscopic perspective (first row of
Fig. 5), as well as those with subtitles, additional video windows, or watermarks
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Fig. 5: Examples of filtered videos.

Fig. 6: Examples with minor flaws that were still retained.

occupying a significant portion of the frame (second row of Fig. 5). Furthermore,
videos depicting unrealistic animations, suffering from poor resolution, display-
ing grayscale images, or containing OCT imagery (third row of Fig. 5) were
also excluded. However, we retained videos with minimal on-screen text or wa-
termarks (first row of Fig. 6). Additionally, 3D videos recorded using binocular
microscopes were preserved, albeit processed to retain only the left-eye perspec-
tive in our dataset.

8.2 Classification Annotation Interface

In this stage, we categorize the videos into valid and invalid videos through key-
presses, with valid videos further classified based on their primary surgical type.
Initially, an attending ophthalmologist categorizes the videos into three types:
cataract surgery, glaucoma surgery, and corneal surgery. These are then fur-
ther distributed for filtering and classification annotation, with each individual
responsible for one of the three major surgeries.

8.3 Hierarchical Localization Annotation Interface

We have designed an interface that supports three levels of annotation: surgery,
phase, and operation, and is easy to operate and modify later. The main window
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(a) Video filtering and surgery classification annotation interface.

(b) Hierarchical temporal localization annotation interface for surgery, phase, and operation

Fig. 7: Annotation Interface Design
plays the video (with features such as speed adjustment, fast forward, rewind,
and pause), while the left and right sub-windows display the corresponding
frames for the start and end times of the current annotated segment. Addi-
tionally, it supports functions such as automatic time positioning and instance
insertion.

9 Dataset Bias

Dataset Bias. OphNet’s videos are sourced from YouTube and exhibit diverse
styles, clarity, and screen elements. This diversity can aid detection models in
generalization but may affect their effectiveness and performance. Some videos
in the dataset include subtitles or additional video windows, such as watermark
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shown in Fig. 5. Similarly, additional video windows offer another perspective
but can make the scene chaotic, making it harder to recognize primary surgical
actions. The presence of these factors in OphNet reflects the complexity of real-
world surgical environments, because an ophthalmic microscope may inherently
display different windows or show parameters during recording. While they pose
challenges, they also present opportunities for developing models that can better
handle variability and unpredictability, which are crucial aspects of real-world
surgical scenarios.
Annotation Bias. OphNet is entirely annotated by ophthalmologists, and while
this ensures a high level of expertise, it also introduces the possibility of annota-
tion bias reflecting specific regional practices, terminologies, and interpretations.
Despite the universal nature of many ophthalmic procedures, subtle differences
in surgical techniques, procedural preferences, and clinical terminologies could
lead to inconsistencies in how surgeries are categorized and described across
different regions. For instance, the technique for cataract extraction may vary
between phacoemulsification in one region and manual small incision cataract
surgery in another, leading to differences in the annotation of surgical phases
and operations. Similarly, the terminology used to describe certain procedures
might differ, with one region referring to a procedure as "anterior vitrectomy"
while another uses "pars plana vitrectomy." To reduce the possibility of biases
in precise annotations, we have taken great care to establish a unified definition
prior to describing the surgery, phase, and operation. However, potential biases
arising from regional variations and individual surgical practices are inevitable.
Recognizing these potential biases is crucial for the users of OphNet, as it allows
for a more nuanced interpretation of the data and its applicability to different
clinical settings. Future work could involve expanding the annotation team to
include ophthalmologists from diverse geographical regions and surgical back-
grounds, further mitigating the impact of regional and individual biases on the
dataset.

10 OphNet’s Extension

Multi-Surgery Recognition. In the realm of surgical procedures, obtaining
large-scale, finely annotated video datasets is a formidable challenge due to pri-
vacy concerns, the extensive time required for detailed labeling by medical ex-
perts, and the complexity of surgical actions. Consequently, weak supervision
emerges as a pivotal approach, enabling the utilization of limited or imprecise
labels to train robust models capable of understanding and recognizing diverse
surgical activities. Looking forward, the integration of domain knowledge, such
as surgical ontologies and procedural guidelines, into learning frameworks holds
the potential to mitigate the limitations posed by weak labels. Additionally, the
exploration of unsupervised and semi-supervised methods, combined with weak
supervision, could provide new pathways for leveraging unlabelled video data
effectively. Collaboration between computer scientists, clinicians, and domain
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experts is essential to develop more sophisticated algorithms that can under-
stand and predict surgical dynamics accurately.
Few-shot Learning. Few-shot learning approaches aim to develop models that
can generalize from very limited labeled data, a scenario commonly encountered
in the medical field due to the high cost, privacy issues, and time constraints
associated with annotating surgical videos. In the context of surgery, these meth-
ods are particularly valuable as they allow for the recognition and understanding
of surgical actions, tools, and phases from only a handful of examples, thereby
facilitating broader applicability across diverse surgical procedures and settings.
Domain Generalization. Domain Generalization (DG) techniques are increas-
ingly vital as they allow models to be robust and applicable across different
hospitals, surgical procedures, and patient demographics, without the need for
retraining. This is particularly crucial in surgical video analysis, where the vari-
ance in lighting, surgical techniques, equipment, and individual patient anatomy
can vastly differ.


	OphNet: A Large-Scale Video Benchmark for Ophthalmic Surgical Workflow Understanding

