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Abstract

Scalp diseases and alopecia affect millions of people
around the world, underscoring the urgent need for early
diagnosis and management of the disease. However, the de-
velopment of a comprehensive AI-based diagnosis system
encompassing these conditions remains an underexplored
domain due to the challenges associated with data imbal-
ance and the costly nature of labeling. To address these
issues, we propose “ScalpVision”, an AI-driven system for
the holistic diagnosis of scalp diseases and alopecia.

In ScalpVision, effective hair segmentation is achieved
using pseudo image-label pairs and an innovative prompt-
ing method in the absence of traditional hair masking la-
bels. This approach is crucial for extracting key features
such as hair thickness and count, which are then used to as-
sess alopecia severity. Additionally, ScalpVision introduces
DiffuseIT-M, a generative model adept at dataset augmen-
tation while maintaining hair information, facilitating im-
proved predictions of scalp disease severity. Our experi-
mental results affirm ScalpVision’s efficiency in diagnosing
a variety of scalp conditions and alopecia, showcasing its
potential as a valuable tool in dermatological care.

1. Introduction
Approximately 80 million people in the United States are
affected by male and female pattern hair loss [36]. Addi-
tionally, a study by Elewski et al. [14] reveals that nearly
90% of adults in the U.S. experience various scalp disor-
ders. Among these, alopecia is especially common, impact-
ing a significant portion of the population. The causes of
alopecia are diverse, including aging, genetics, stress, and
overall health conditions [46]. Therefore, early diagnosis
is key to preventing the progression of these scalp-related
diseases [35, 37].

*Equal contribution
†Co-corresponding author
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Figure 1. Data distribution and examples of AI-Hub microscopic
scalp imaging training dataset. The images on the left side repre-
sent examples of each scalp disease condition at different severity
and the charts on the right side represent data distribution of dif-
ferent severity within each scalp condition.

Recognizing the importance of early detection, numer-
ous studies have explored scalp disease diagnosis using mi-
croscopic scalp imagery. For example, Chang et al. [7] pro-
posed a scalp diagnostic system, Kim et al. [24] concen-
trated on follicle detection, and Seo et al. [43] identified fea-
tures of hair loss for diagnosing alopecia. However, these
studies often treat scalp and hair issues separately, overlook-
ing a more integrated diagnostic approach.

Acquiring comprehensive labels for medical diagnos-
tic systems presents a significant challenge in medical re-
search. This difficulty primarily arises from the need for
specialized domain knowledge in image annotation, which
significantly increases labeling costs. Furthermore, data
imbalance is a frequent issue, largely due to biases in
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Figure 2. ScalpVision pipeline overview. Here, I denotes the original image. The hair segmentation mask generated by the segmentation
model S, which is trained using a pseudo-training set, is represented as M̂ . The mask produced by the SAM is denoted as MAP, and M
signifies the final, combined hair segmentation mask. The “Automatic Prompt”, used for refining segmentation, is derived from M̂ .

the training process. For instance, most datasets focus-
ing on scalp conditions disproportionately represent healthy
scalps, leading to a scarcity of data on severe scalp diseases
and alopecia. As a result, there are no publicly accessible
datasets that offer detailed labels for both scalp conditions
and alopecia in scalp images.

Despite the lack of publicly available datasets, we ac-
cessed a specialized dataset from AI-hub [1] for classifying
the severity of scalp conditions and alopecia 1. This dataset
categorizes the severity of scalp conditions, including dan-
druff, excess sebum, and erythema, into four levels (good,
mild, moderate, severe) across 96K images. It also includes
about 24K images for alopecia severity classification. The
distribution of this dataset’s attributes is illustrated in Fig-
ure 1. However, this dataset lacks detailed information on
hair and follicles, which is crucial for more in-depth diag-
nostic analyses.

To address these challenges, we developed “ScalpVi-
sion,” a comprehensive system designed for in-depth as-
sessment of scalp health, as illustrated in Figure 2. ScalpVi-
sion’s pipeline integrates three key components: 1) hair seg-
mentation, 2) diagnosis of scalp conditions, and 3) predic-
tion of alopecia severity. The backbone of ScalpVision is
its advanced segmentation technique. This technique em-
ploys label-free learning and zero-shot segmentation to ef-
fectively discern and extract hair-related features. It com-
bines masks generated by a model trained on synthetic
image-label pairs with those from the point-guided Segment
Anything Model (SAM) [26]. For diagnosing scalp condi-
tions, we leverage DiffuseIT-M, a diffusion-based image-

1This dataset is provided by ‘The Open AI Dataset Project (AI-Hub,
S. Korea)’ and is exempt from IRB approval as it does not contain any
information that can identify individuals.

to-image translation model, adept at addressing data imbal-
ance. Finally, in the alopecia severity assessment phase,
we utilize hair masks to derive features like hair thickness
and count, which are then analyzed using machine learning
models to provide accurate evaluations.

In summary, our main contributions are as follows:
• We present a comprehensive diagnostic pipeline for mi-

croscopic scalp imagery that assesses both scalp condi-
tion and alopecia severity.

• We develop a novel segmentation approach, combining
heuristic-driven pseudo-labels with SAM to effectively
segment images in the absence of ground truth labels.

• We introduce DiffuseIT-M, a mask-guided, diffusion-
based image-to-image translation method, facilitating tar-
geted control over specific image regions without addi-
tional training.
We contribute to the field of scalp diagnosis by sharing

our code on GitHub 2.

2. Related Works
Scalp image analysis. In the field of scalp image analysis,
hair is a pivotal feature, often utilized for segmentation pur-
poses [44, 48]. Investigations into the number [41, 52] and
thickness [23] of hairs on microscopic scalp images have
been conducted. Moreover, various approaches utilize mi-
croscopic scalp images to diagnose diseases. Systems for
classifying scalp diseases and their severity have been de-
veloped [7, 25], while others assess alopecia severity using
scalp information [24, 43].
Image augmentation. Previous studies have proposed
methods for data augmentation by merging images [53, 54]

2https://github.com/winston1214/ScalpVision
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or losing partial information of images [8, 58]. Recent
developments in generative models, particularly the diffu-
sion models [20, 40], have led to the proposal of image
augmentation methods using synthetic images. Azizi and
Trabucco et al. [3, 47] show diffusion models can gener-
ate photo-realistic images with given conditioning variables
and improve image classification accuracy, even in medical
applications [11, 57].
Label-free image segmentation on medical image. The
challenges and expenses associated with acquiring medical
image data have spurred the development of data-efficient
training methods [9] and label-free segmentation models.
Kim et al. [22] introduced a synthetic angiogram based on
fractal design as a label, training a diffusion module for ves-
sel segmentation. Large pre-trained segmentation models
like the Segment Anything Model (SAM) [26] have gar-
nered interest and demonstrated promise across various vi-
sion tasks [59]. While these models are increasingly ap-
plied to specific medical imaging challenges, success has
been limited [17].

3. Our Approach: ScalpVision
To address the challenges of limited and imbalanced
datasets in scalp imaging, we introduce ScalpVision, a diag-
nostic system designed for accurately assessing the severity
of scalp-related diseases and alopecia. Central to ScalpVi-
sion is a hair segmentation module (Section 3.1), pivotal
for both alopecia severity prediction (Section 3.2) and gen-
erating diverse scalp images to augment training datasets
for scalp condition classification (Section 3.3). The overall
pipeline of ScalpVision is illustrated in Figure 2.

3.1. Label-Free Hair Segmentation

For the precise diagnosis of alopecia and scalp conditions,
our initial step involves segmenting hair within microscopic
scalp images. However, as the dataset does not provide ex-
plicit segmentation labels, conventional supervised learning
methods are not feasible.
Heuristic-driven pseudo-labeling. To address this, we first
generate pseudo labels for training our segmentation model
(S as shown in Figure 2) using prior knowledge. With the
intuition that the hair on the microscopic scalp images fol-
lows either a linear function or a power function, we gener-
ate synthetic images to effectively guide the model to learn
hair patterns on the scalp images. For each disease condi-
tion, we randomly select one image representing each dis-
tinct severity level, extract three smaller patches from re-
gions of the scalp with no visible hair, and draw curves
to simulate hair patterns. Additionally, to simulate dan-
druff noise, circular white shapes are added to these patches,
but are not indicated in the pseudo masks, thus training
the model to interpret them as noise. We generate 3,000
pseudo-images and corresponding pseudo mask labels, us-

Algorithm 1 Extraction of representative points from mask

Input: Mask M̂ , bounding box size n, and cross-shaped structur-
ing element kernel
Output: Representative hair points from mask Ĉ

1: Hcopy ← M̂
2: Ĥskel ← zero array with same size asHcopy

3: whileHcopy ̸=0 do
4: Eroded, Dilated← MORPHOLOGY(Hcopy, kernel)
5: K̂ ←Hcopy − Dilated
6: Ĥskel ← Ĥskel ∨ K̂
7: Hcopy ← Eroded
8: end while
9: B̂← {}

10: for all (x, y) ∈ Hskel do
11: B̂← B̂ ∪ {(x− 1

2
n, y − 1

2
n, x+ 1

2
n, y + 1

2
n)}

12: end for
13: B̂← NMS(B̂)
14: Ĉ ← {}
15: for all (x1, y1, x2, y2) ∈ B̂ do
16: Ĉ ← Ĉ ∪ {(x̄, ȳ)} as in Eq.(2)
17: end for
18: return Ĉ

ing them to train the U2-Net [39]. This training generates
the binary mask, represented as:

M̂ = [M̂(i, j)] ∈ {0, 1}H×W , (1)

where H and W are the height and width of the image, and
i ∈ [1, H], j ∈ [1,W ] denote pixel coordinates.
Automatic prompting for SAM. To refine the hair seg-
mentation mask M̂ , we utilize the foundation segmentation
model, SAM [26], employing a point-prompting method
to differentiate hair from scalp without additional train-
ing. However, we observed that selecting random points
from M̂ for positive point prompts often resulted in subop-
timal masks. This issue was primarily due to points near
the edges of M̂ causing confusion for the SAM. Moreover,
due to inherent randomness, there were instances in which
sampled points clustered in a small localized region, re-
sulting in the SAM segmenting only a limited number of
hairs. To address these issues, we have developed an au-
tomatic prompting method. This method ensures uniform
sampling across M̂ and provides high-confidence guidance
to the SAM based on the coarse segmentation mask M̂ . The
specific steps of this method are detailed in Algorithm 1.

To extract the distinct features of the hair, we compute
the skeletonized mask Ĥskel (∈ {0, 1}H×W ) using morpho-
logical erosion and dilation following [56]. This method
operates by iteratively processing the image, eroding and
dilating pixels at the object’s edges until no further pixel
removal is possible. Then, we generate bounding boxes
around each pixel in Ĥskel with size n × n where we set
n = 10. These boxes undergo non-maximum suppres-
sion (NMS) to filter out the bounding boxes, denoted as

3
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Figure 3. Feature extraction for alopecia severity prediction.

B̂ = {b̂j}kj=1, where each box is defined by coordinates
(xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax). Following this, the mean points of
the hair pixels, Ĉ = {ĉj}kj=1, in each bounding box B̂ can
be determined. For each b̂j = (x1, y1, x2, y2), the mean
point ĉj = (x̄, ȳ) is given by:

x̄ =

∑
i

∑
j i · Ĥ(i, j)∑

i

∑
j Ĥ(i, j)

, ȳ =

∑
i

∑
j j · Ĥ(i, j)∑

i

∑
j Ĥ(i, j)

(2)

where the summation is over all i ∈ [x1, x2] and j ∈
[y1, y2].

Subsequently, we select positive point prompts for SAM
from the calculated mean points Ĉ. For the negative point
prompts, we utilize the inverse of the initial mask, specif-
ically 1 − M̂ . These prompts, automatically generated,
guide SAM in generating the binary segmentation mask
MAP (∈ {0, 1}H×W ).
Mask ensemble. MAP and M̂ complement each other with
strengths and weaknesses. M̂ is robust against noise like
dandruff as it was trained using simulated noise. Mean-
while, MAP, benefiting from SAM’s superior edge detec-
tion, excels in constructing a clear boundary between hair
and scalp. Therefore, to make a robust hair mask, the final
binary mask, M , is derived from M̂ and MAP with the AND
operation, as follows:

M = M̂ ∧MAP. (3)

3.2. Alopecia Severity Prediction

Alopecia primarily manifests through two indicators: hair
thinning and follicle reduction [38]. Consequently, hair
thickness and count are crucial metrics for assessing its
severity. However, lacking ground-truth labels for these
features, we have developed straightforward yet effective
methods to approximate hair thickness (Figure 3(a)) and
hair count (Figure 3(b)). These methods utilize the hair
mask M generated earlier, from which we extract bound-
ing boxes B, and their respective mean points C, following
the approach described in Section 3.1.
Hair thickness. Our objective is to measure the thickness
of hair within each bounding box in the set B = {bj}kj=1.
Firstly, we define the set of pixel coordinates for hair within
a bounding box bj as:

Pj = {(x, y) ∈ bj | M(x, y) = 1}, (4)

where M(x, y) = 1 indicates the presence of hair at the
pixel coordinates (x, y).

Next, we calculate S = {sj}kj=1 where each sj repre-
sents the slope perpendicular to the hair in the j-th bounding
box. This slope is derived from the second principal compo-
nent in a Principal Component Analysis (PCA) of the pixel
coordinates Pj . A perpendicular line (Lj) is then defined
using this slope sj and the mean point cj :

Lj = {(x, y) | sj(x− cj,x) + cj,y = y}. (5)

Following this, we identify two boundary points of the
hair, pj,1 and pj,2, located where Lj intersects with the edge
points of Pj . Denoting these edge points as E(Pj), the
boundary points are formulated as:

pj,1, pj,2 = E(Pj) ∩ Lj . (6)

Finally, the pixel-level hair thickness (tj) is calculated as
the Euclidean distance between these two boundary points:

tj = ||pj,1 − pj,2||2. (7)

Thus, we obtain a set of hair thicknesses: T = {tj}kj=1.
Hair count. To quantify the number of hairs, we utilize
the Hough transformation [13], an established technique for
line detection through parameter space representation, ap-
plied to the hair skeleton Hskel. Inspired by the approach
in [45], we enhance the method’s effectiveness for curved
hair by implementing the Hough transformation at three
different resolutions: original, half, and double. At each
of these resolutions, the transformation identifies a set of
line segments, where each segment is defined by a pair of
endpoints, denoted as {(x1, y1), (x2, y2)}. The line seg-
ments obtained from each resolution level are then resized
to correspond to the original resolution scale and collec-
tively merged. During this merging phase, we identify and
remove duplicate line segments. This elimination is based
on their similarity in vector angle, length, and spatial posi-
tioning.

The two features we have predicted, hair thickness and
count, not only hold potential for direct use by clinicians
in diagnosing alopecia but also present an opportunity for
further exploration. Considering the dataset includes labels
on the severity of alopecia, we investigate the application
of these features as inputs for traditional machine learning
models. This approach is aimed at enhancing the prediction
of alopecia severity using the available dataset.

3.3. Scalp Condition Classification

Accurately classifying the severity of scalp-related diseases
in microscopic images is challenging due to the rarity of
extreme cases, as illustrated in Figure 1. To address this
issue, we have developed a method that translates given im-
ages into scalp images of a desired condition. This method,
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named DiffuseIT-M, is a diffusion-based image translation
model with mask guidance. It is designed to preserve the
content (e.g., hair) of the source image while enabling the
transformation into various scalp conditions. DiffuseIT-M
is based on DiffuseIT [27] and incorporates an image edit-
ing technique inspired by Blended diffusion [2] to ensure
hair preservation. The overview of DiffuseIT-M is depicted
in Figure 4.
Preliminary. In the forward diffusion process, we adopted
the DDPM [20] forward process. Given a clean image,
x0 ∼ q(x0), Gaussian noise is gradually added at every
time steps, t, using the Markov chain.

q(x1:T |x0) :=

T∏
t=1

q(xt|xt−1), (8)

following the formulations and notations in [33]. This equa-
tion can be simplified in terms of xt sampled in one step as
follows:

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, (9)

where ϵ ∼ N (0, I), αt := 1− βt and ᾱt :=
∏t

s=1 αs.
In the reverse diffusion process, q(xt−1|xt) is approxi-

mated as pθ(xt−1|xt) with the trainable parameter θ. There-
fore, it is modeled by a Markov chain with a learned mean
and fixed variance, initiated from p(xT ):

pθ(x0:T ) := pθ(xT )

T∏
t=1

pθ(xt−1|xt) (10)

where pθ(xt−1|xt) := N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)).
Rather than inferring µθ(xt, t) directly, it predicts the noise

ϵθ(xt, t) added to x0 to obtain xt. Then, µθ(xt, t) is derived
using Bayes’ theorem:

µθ(xt, t) =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ(xt, t)
)
. (11)

Then, the sampling from the reverse diffusion is defined as:

xt−1 = µθ(xt, t) + σtϵ. (12)

Image translation with mask guidance. To facilitate the
transfer of scalp disease characteristics while preserving
hair features in our model, we utilize a comprehensive loss
function, ℓtotal. This function guides the reverse process
and is composed of five distinct loss components. These
components consider the source image (xsrc), the target im-
age (xtrg), and the hair mask (M ) as inputs. The combined
loss function is defined as:

ℓtotal(x;xsrc, xtrg,M) = λ1ℓstyle + λ2ℓcontent

+λ3ℓmask + λ4ℓsem + λ5ℓrng,
(13)

where λi∈[1,5] denotes the weights assigned to each of these
loss functions.

For ℓstyle and ℓcontent, we utilize the style and content
loss functions from DiffuseIT. We employ the [CLS] token
matching loss using DINO ViT [6] to reflect semantic in-
formation in xtrg and use keys of multi-head self-attention
layers to preserve the content of xsrc.

Additionally, to ensure hair preservation while translat-
ing scalp styles, we construct mask preservation loss func-
tion as:

ℓmask = LPIPS(xsrc⊙M, x̂0(xt)⊙M)+||(xsrc−x̂0(xt))⊙M ||2,
(14)

where LPIPS denotes the learned perceptual image patch
similarity metric [55].

We also include two other loss functions: ℓrng, repre-
senting the squared spherical distance as proposed in [10],
and ℓsem, indicating the semantic divergence loss as out-
lined in [27].

Using this composite loss function, ℓtotal, we guide the
generation of the next sample step, xt−1. To maintain hair
information, we apply masking to the images:

xt−1 = xt⊙(1−M)+
(
x̂0(xt)−∇xt

ℓtotal(x̂0(xt))
)
⊙M,

(15)
where x̂0(xt) is the estimation of the cleaned image derived
from the sample xt. This estimation is computed as follows:

x̂0(xt) =
xt√
ᾱt

−
√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t)√

ᾱt
. (16)

With this guide, we can translate the image style of the
scalp without the need for additional training.
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Classification strategy. Utilizing our DiffuseIT-M, as de-
scribed above, we enhance our training set by translating
randomly chosen images into ones with higher severity lev-
els. We used random selection for the source images and
weighted sampling for target images, where the likelihood
of choosing an image was inversely proportional to the
number of samples in its severity class.

For our classification task, we employed a pretrained
backbone model and fine-tuned it with four Multi-Layer
Perceptron (MLP) heads. Each head is associated with a
specific loss function. The first head is designed to iden-
tify the presence of each scalp disease (i.e., dandruff, excess
sebum, and erythema) without considering their severity.
The remaining three heads are tasked with classifying the
severity levels of each disease, categorized into four stages:
good, mild, moderate, and severe. Consequently, our over-
all classification objective, denoted as ℓcls, is expressed by
the following formula:

ℓcls = ℓdis + ℓdand + ℓseb + ℓery, (17)

where ℓdis is the binary cross-entropy loss for the disease
presence classification head, and ℓdand, ℓseb, and ℓery rep-
resent the cross-entropy losses associated with determining
the severity levels of each disease.

4. Experiments
To showcase the effectiveness of our pipeline, we conducted
a series of quantitative and qualitative experiments for each
component of the pipeline.

4.1. Dataset

We trained and evaluated our model using the scalp im-
age dataset from AI-Hub [1], previously mentioned in Sec-
tion 1 and depicted in Figure 1. The dataset comprises
95,910 images with a resolution of 640 × 480 pixels from
20,000 patients. It is divided into 72,342 images for train-
ing and 23,568 images for testing, with a subset of 21,703
images from the training set designated for validation. Der-
matologists classified these scalp images into one or more
of the following conditions: dandruff, excess sebum, and
erythema. Each condition was further assessed for sever-
ity, categorized as mild, moderate, or severe, with an addi-
tional category, good, indicating no presence of the condi-
tion. Furthermore, a subset of 23,803 images, divided into
12,902 for training, 5,613 for validation, and 5,288 for test-
ing, includes specific labels for alopecia severity, following
the same four-level categorization.

4.2. Hair Segmentation

To evaluate the performance of the hair segmentation meth-
ods, we manually annotated hair regions in 150 images from
the test set. For baseline methods, we selected previous

Table 1. Performance of Hair segmentation on manually annotated
test set.

Approach Pixel-F1 Jaccard Dice

Shih et al. [44] 0.7063 0.3475 0.5119
Yue et al. [52] 0.7943 0.4933 0.6540
Kim et al. [23] 0.8150 0.5614 0.7078

SAM [26] 0.5030 0.3609 0.5024

Ours
M̂ 0.8534 0.6039 0.7481
MAP 0.8358 0.5951 0.7429
M 0.8680 0.6494 0.7859

studies related to scalp image analysis [23, 44, 52] and
SAM [26]. Additionally, we performed an ablation study
comparing our final segmentation result (M ) with the inter-
mediate results (M̂ and MAP).
Quantitative results. Table 1 reveals that our methods sur-
pass the performance of existing hair segmentation tech-
niques. In particular, the approach of combining the ad-
vantages of the two masks, M̂ and MAP using the AND op-
erator in M showed the best performance. These results
show the limitations of traditional computer vision tech-
niques used in previous studies for image segmentation, re-
vealing a lack of understanding in capturing the intricate
patterns of hair and the scalp. Additionally, we observed
that SAM, when used without specific guidance, was less
effective for automatic image segmentation.
Qualitative results. As shown in Figure 5, our approach
demonstrates effective hair segmentation with robustness to
noise, providing clear and accurate hair segmentation com-
pared to previous methods. Furthermore, it shows that M̂
faces challenges in clearly capturing hair, and it exhibits ro-
bustness against noise such as dandruff. Conversely, MAP
captures the hair well but is less robust to noise. There-
fore, the combination of the two masks, M , demonstrates
the mitigation of the drawbacks of each mask.

4.3. Scalp Disease and Severity Diagnosis

Synthetic image generation. For the evaluation of
DiffuseIT-M, we compared our model against Diffu-
seIT [27] and AGG [28] as baseline for the state-of-the-
art image-to-image translation model. We have selected
to employ the FID [19] and LPIPS [55] scores for fidelity
evaluation. Comparative experiments were conducted us-
ing images from our augmentation dataset, with DiffuseIT
and AGG serving as baseline models. Table 3 reveals that
DiffuseIT-M outperforms other models in both metrics, in-
dicating superior image fidelity. This high-quality image
generation is attributed to our model’s effective implemen-
tation of mask guidance. As shown in Figure 6, we can
observe that both DiffuseIT and AGG models fail to pre-
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Figure 5. Comparison of various segmentation methods on hair. “GT” represents the mask images for which we have manually annotated
the pixel segmentation. Note that M̂ , MAP and M are proposed in Section 3.1.

Table 2. Performance of scalp condition classification with various augmentation methods, denoted after “+” symbol, on the test set. The
second column displays the overall macro-F1 score, while the third to last column shows the F1 scores for each severity level of three
diseases.

Model F1 Dandruff Sebum Erythema
macro good mild moderate severe good mild moderate severe good mild moderate severe

DenseNet [21] 0.5819 0.7962 0.5140 0.5916 0.6138 0.5541 0.6013 0.6412 0.0000 0.7758 0.7287 0.5652 0.6010
+ Gaussian Noise 0.5667 0.7804 0.4969 0.5662 0.5971 0.4712 0.5809 0.5946 0.0000 0.7509 0.7119 0.6142 0.6352
+ AugMix [18] 0.5249 0.7886 0.5009 0.5890 0.0000 0.5042 0.5882 0.6341 0.0000 0.7430 0.7179 0.5956 0.5845
+ DiffuseIT [27] 0.6079 0.8090 0.4824 0.6041 0.6500 0.5357 0.6126 0.6245 0.2024 0.7744 0.7395 0.6209 0.6388
+ AGG [28] 0.6103 0.8106 0.4803 0.5908 0.6539 0.5175 0.5977 0.6119 0.2997 0.7713 0.7402 0.6291 0.6206
+ Ours 0.6358 0.8196 0.5407 0.6253 0.6652 0.5362 0.6174 0.6414 0.4296 0.7578 0.7339 0.6214 0.6412

EfficientFormerV2 [30] 0.5692 0.7954 0.4172 0.5983 0.6279 0.5257 0.5648 0.6283 0.0000 0.7722 0.7090 0.6227 0.5685
+ Gaussian Noise 0.5618 0.7799 0.4774 0.5658 0.6326 0.4601 0.5850 0.5501 0.0000 0.7418 0.7141 0.5980 0.6372
+ AugMix [18] 0.5770 0.7885 0.4940 0.5916 0.6347 0.5189 0.5927 0.6228 0.0000 0.7460 0.7238 0.6199 0.5904
+ DiffuseIT [27] 0.5955 0.7981 0.4410 0.5977 0.6316 0.5263 0.5953 0.6057 0.2362 0.7658 0.7149 0.6121 0.6214
+ AGG [28] 0.6098 0.8012 0.5087 0.6037 0.6262 0.5112 0.5830 0.6084 0.2999 0.7874 0.7364 0.6239 0.6275
+ Ours 0.6346 0.8066 0.5290 0.6190 0.6689 0.5345 0.6129 0.6324 0.4060 0.7811 0.7382 0.6394 0.6476

Source Target Ours DiffuseIT [27] AGG [28]

Figure 6. Image translation results with different generative mod-
els. The goal is to maintain the content of the source image while
translating the scalp condition to the target image.

serve the hair content information from the source image.
Furthermore, these models tended to compromise overall
information and were unable to transfer the semantic infor-
mation. However, our model successfully preserved hair
content information and transferred the semantic informa-
tion.
Effect of mask guidance. We conducted experiments to

Full (1)

T
ar

g
et

1 −𝑀 𝑀 None (0)Source

Figure 7. Image translation results using various mask guidance.
Note that our approach is guided by 1−M .

examine the impact of mask guidance on hair information
preservation during image translation. As illustrated in Fig-
ure 7, our method, guided by the mask 1 − M , effectively
retains hair features while successfully transferring the se-
mantic attributes of the target image onto the scalp. In con-
trast, using the reverse mask, M , leads to only minor alter-
ations in scalp color from the target image, with a notable
transfer of hair semantic information from the target. When
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Table 3. Quantitative analysis of image-to-image translation per-
formance.

Model FID (↓) LPIPS (↓)

DiffuseIT [27] 138.42 0.4631

AGG [28] 141.70 0.4915

Ours 74.84 0.3528

Table 4. Performance of alopecia severity classification.

Method Accuracy Weighted F1

Image-Based DenseNet [51] 0.6686 0.6283
EfficientFormerV2 [12] 0.6728 0.6351

Feature-Based Kim et al. [23] 0.5994 0.6062
Ours 0.7460 0.6873

no mask (0) is applied, the translation results in minimal
color change, failing to transfer conditions like dandruff
from the target image. Conversely, with a full mask (1),
both hair and scalp features are subjected to changes. This
differentiation in results highlights the importance of mask
guidance in preserving specific image features, demonstrat-
ing the versatility of our approach in handling different
translation objectives.
Scalp condition classification. To demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our augmentation method using generated im-
ages, we employed two different models as the classifi-
cation backbone: DenseNet [21] as a CNN and Efficient-
FormerV2 [30] as a Transformer. We conducted a com-
parative analysis with other augmentation methods, includ-
ing the addition of Gaussian noise, AugMix [18], Diffu-
seIT [27], and AGG [28]. The results are summarized in
Table 2.

Our approach, specifically employing DiffuseIT-M,
achieved the highest performance in both models. Notably,
classifying the severe sebum class proved to be especially
challenging when using non-generative augmentation meth-
ods. This difficulty arises primarily due to the extreme
scarcity of samples for this class. The augmentation of the
training dataset with generative models led to enhanced per-
formance compared to the baseline, thanks to the effective
style and content guidance from these models. Our model,
in particular, exhibited superior accuracy compared to Dif-
fuseIT and AGG, which struggled to preserve the essential
information of the hair effectively. This underscores the sig-
nificance of incorporating both the scalp style details and
the hair content information in scalp disease classification.

4.4. Alopecia Severity Diagnosis

To diagnose the severity of alopecia, we utilized hair-related
features such as hair thickness and count, as described in
Section 3.2. These features were then employed to make

Median of 𝒯  (excluding outliers) Mean of 𝒯  (excluding outliers) Mean of 𝒯

Good Mild Moderate Severe

Hair Count |𝐵|Median of 𝒯

Good Mild Moderate Severe Good Mild Moderate Severe

Good Mild Moderate Severe Good Mild Moderate Severe Good Mild Moderate Severe

Figure 8. Distribution of features used for alopecia prediction.
This figure illustrates the distribution of T , representing hair thick-
ness values, and |B|, indicating the count of bounding boxes in
each image.

predictions using a GradientBoosting model [15].
Our method was benchmarked against both image-

based and traditional feature-based diagnostic approaches.
For image-based severity prediction, we used DenseNet
and EfficientFormerV2 models as baselines, which di-
rectly analyze the images to predict alopecia severity.
Conversely, for feature-based prediction, we employed
a method from [23], which involves generating masks
through Otsu-based thresholding [34] and extracting fea-
tures based on average hair thickness.

Since the data on alopecia severity is imbalanced, as
shown in Figure 1, we selected to use both accuracy and
weighted F1-score as evaluation metrics.
Alopecia severity classification. Our approach consis-
tently outperforms other methods, including those based on
image analysis, as shown in Table 4. This highlights the
significance of hair thickness and counts as key diagnos-
tic features for alopecia and validates the accuracy of our
method in predicting these attributes precisely.
Feature distribution. We analyzed the distribution of input
features across different alopecia severity levels. As illus-
trated in Figure 8, box plots for each feature show a con-
sistent decrease from the good to severe categories. This
trend indicates that our balanced sample set allowed each
feature to contribute effectively to the severity prediction,
enhancing the model’s accuracy.

5. Ablation Studies
5.1. Automatic Prompting for SAM

We conducted an ablation study to evaluate our automatic
prompting method with SAM. The study comprised four
different approaches: 1) positive point prompts from M̂
and negative point prompts from 1 − M̂ , 2) positive point
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Table 5. Comparative analysis of different prompting methods
with SAM. The symbol “–” indicates scenarios where no prompt
was used.

Positive Negative Pixel-F1 Jaccard Dice

M̂ 1− M̂ 0.3786 0.1199 0.1891

Ĥskel 1− M̂ 0.8210 0.5707 0.7215

Ĉ – 0.4966 0.2754 0.4148

Ĉ 1− M̂ 0.8358 0.5951 0.7429

Original Image GT (+): 𝑀, (−): 1 − 𝑀 𝑀AP(+): 𝐻𝑠𝑘𝑒𝑙, (−):1 − 𝑀 

Figure 9. Illustration of hair segmentation results using differ-
ent prompt guides. “GT” represents segmentation guided by
the ground truth mask, while MAP signifies our final prompting
method with positive prompts from Ĉ and negative prompts from
(1 − M̂). “(+)” refers to positive prompts and “(−)” refers to
negative prompts.

prompts from Ĥskel and negative point prompts from 1−M̂ ,
3) positive point prompts from Ĉ without negative prompts,
and 4) positive prompt points from Ĉ and negative point
prompts from 1− M̂ (Ours).
Quantitative results. Table 5 demonstrates that our method
outperforms the others across all metrics. Notably, the ab-
sence of negative prompts significantly diminishes perfor-
mance, underscoring their importance in the model.
Qualitative results. Figure 9 showcases the efficacy of our
point prompting method in hair segmentation. While using
Ĥskel for prompting improves over M̂ , it often results in un-
evenly distributed sampled points, leading to a noisier mask
than that produced by our method.

5.2. Hair Preservation Efficacy in Generative Mod-
els

We conducted an analysis to understand how various
image-to-image generative models impact hair segmenta-
tion. Specifically, we transformed 150 test images by ap-
plying a healthy target image (devoid of any scalp diseases)
using three different generative models. We then applied
our segmentation method to these images for a thorough
quantitative evaluation.
Quantitative results. For a numerical evaluation of hair
preservation, we generated images and then applied seg-

Table 6. Comparative analysis of hair segmentation across differ-
ent generative methods.

Model Pixel-F1 Jaccard Dice

DiffuseIT 0.7106 0.3619 0.5153

AGG 0.7286 0.3785 0.5403

Ours (M ) 0.7625 0.4485 0.6067

Ours (GT) 0.7812 0.4840 0.6416

Table 7. Ablation study of impact analysis of features in the alope-
cia severity prediction. HC is the number of Hair estimation from
Section 3.2, T is the list of hair thickness estimations and |B| is
the number of bounding boxes in an image. The “ T̃ ” symbol de-
notes the median of T , while the “ T ” symbol signifies the mean
of T . An “∗” symbol signifies that outliers were removed. The or-
der in which features are added reflects feature importance in the
final model.

HC T̃ ∗ T̃ |B| T T ∗ Accuracy F1 (Weighted)

✓ 0.7233 0.6109
✓ ✓ 0.7369 0.6650
✓ ✓ ✓ 0.7390 0.6712
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.7407 0.6761
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.7436 0.6783
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.7460 0.6873

mentation metrics like pixel F1, Jaccard index, and Dice
score. Table 6 showcases the results, highlighting that
DiffuseIT-M (denoted as Ours (M )) excels in preserving
hair details, thereby affirming its efficacy in retaining es-
sential content from the source images. Moreover, we ex-
amined the segmentation outcomes when using GT masks
(denoted as Ours (GT)) alongside our model. This com-
parison illustrated that improving mask quality significantly
enhances the preservation of hair features in the generated
images, providing insights into how mask quality impacts
hair content retention in generative models.
Qualitative results. We compared hair preservation in im-
ages generated by our model with those from other models.
Our model used GT masks as guides during the generation
process. Figure 10 shows the hair segmentation results for
images generated by our model alongside the GT masks.
The comparison demonstrates that our model effectively re-
tains hair content from source images, unlike DiffuseIT and
AGG, which struggled to maintain comprehensive hair de-
tails. In particular, AGG tended to preserve only dominant
hair features, omitting finer details.

5.3. Feature Selection for Severity Estimation

We identified key features for alopecia severity prediction,
focusing on hair thickness and count. For thickness, we
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GT Mask

Ours

OutputSource Mask Output Mask Output MaskTarget

Inputs DiffuseIT [27] AGG [28]

Figure 10. Comparative qualitative results of hair segmentation across different generative models.

analyzed the length of the list B and computed the mean
and median values of T , excluding outliers identified using
the interquartile range (IQR). We also considered the mean
and median of the entire T . Additionally, the number of
line segments detected by the hair count estimator was used
as a supplementary feature.
Feature importance. An analysis using the GradientBoost-
ing model (Table 7) revealed that the best prediction accu-
racy was achieved when all features were combined. This
finding underscores the significance of each extracted fea-
ture in our model.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we introduced ScalpVision, diagnostic sys-
tem designed for a complete evaluation of scalp health.
This system harnesses label-free learning combined with
a foundational model to create precise hair segmentation
masks. Additionally, ScalpVision employs diffusion-based
image augmentation for accurate scalp condition diagno-
sis and leverages estimations of hair thickness and count
to assess alopecia severity. We envision ScalpVision as a
significant step towards a generalized diagnostic system for
dermatological applications, particularly in simplifying the
challenges associated with complex labeling in microscopic
scalp imaging.

7. Limitation

There are several limitations of ScalpVision that would
make for promising avenues of future work, which mainly
steams from dataset constraints. The limited labels in the
dataset pose challenges in accurately diagnosing scalp and
alopecia conditions. For example, while follicle count is
crucial for alopecia diagnosis, we used hair count as a proxy

due to data limitations. However, not all visible hairs in an
image necessarily originate from follicles within the same
image, making this a less than ideal substitute. Addition-
ally, we assumed that scalp images capture a consistent area.
In reality, slight variations in the distance from which im-
ages are captured can lead to differences in perceived hair
thickness. Addressing these discrepancies requires further
research into standardizing image capture methods or de-
veloping models robust to such variations.
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Scalp Diagnostic System With Label-Free Segmentation and Training-Free
Image Translation

Supplementary Material

This supplementary material provides additional details
and extended results that complement the main paper. In-
cluded in this supplementary material are the following sec-
tions:
• Section A delves into detailed explanations of various

medical scalp diseases.
• Section B offers a comprehensive look at our experimen-

tal setup and provides supplementary information.
• Section C introduces pseudo training set for training the

hair segmentation model.
• Section D presents further insights into our approach to

scalp disease classification.
• Section E extends the discussion on the selection and

analysis of features used in predicting the severity of
alopecia.

• Section F shows additional qualitative results of
DiffuseIT-M.

A. Detailed Overview of Scalp Diseases
The dataset from AI-Hub3 categorizes scalp images into
three primary conditions: dandruff, excess sebum, and ery-
thema.

Dandruff, also referred to as a milder manifestation
of seborrheic dermatitis, is characterized by the non-
inflammatory exfoliation of dead epidermal cells from the
scalp. While it can induce mild itching, it generally does
not precipitate erythema or the formation of scabs [4].

Hyperseborrhea, the excessive production of sebum, rep-
resents a common aesthetic concern, manifested through the
secretion of excess oil from hypertrophic sebaceous glands.
This condition results in a shiny, oily skin appearance. Al-
though sebum plays a crucial role in maintaining skin hy-
dration and its protective barrier, its excessive secretion can
lead to various dermatological issues. One such issue is the
formation of sebum plugs, which are small, yellowish, or
pale bumps that appear on the skin [42].

Scalp erythema, also known as red scalp, is characterized
by widespread redness across the scalp. It can arise from
several conditions, including psoriasis, seborrheic dermati-
tis, contact dermatitis, diffuse lichen planopilaris, dermato-
myositis, and scalp rosacea [49].

B. Implementation Details
Hair segmentation. For our heuristic-driven hair segmen-
tation, we utilized the U2-Net [39] official source code to

3https://aihub.or.kr

train 3,000 pseudo image-label pairs. The training parame-
ters included a batch size of 32, a constant learning rate of
0.001, 100 training epochs, and the Adam optimizer. The
output from U2-Net was binarized to obtain M̂ , using a
threshold of 0.5.

Since other previous studies, excluding SAM [26], do
not have an official codebase, we implemented their ap-
proaches based on descriptions in their papers, using
OpenCV. For instance, [44] used contrast stretching and bi-
nary thresholding to derive the hair mask. [52] applied mor-
phological operations, while [23] used Otsu’s method [34]
for hair mask acquisition. In evaluating SAM, the mask
with the highest Intersection over Union (IoU) score was
selected as the final prediction.
Image augmentation. For DiffuseIT-M, detailed in Sec-
tion 3.3 of the main paper, we construct a loss function for
image translation while preserving hair content. This func-
tion is defined as follows:

ℓtotal(x;xsrc, xtrg,M) = λ1ℓstyle + λ2ℓcontent

+λ3ℓmask + λ4ℓsem + λ5ℓrng.
(18)

To incorporate the semantic information of the target im-
age, we establish the style loss function, ℓsty . This func-
tion leverages the [CLS] token from the last layer of DINO-
ViT [6]. Denoting the [CLS] tokens as c, the style loss is
expressed as:

ℓsty(xtrg, x̂0(xt)) = ||c(xtrg)− c(x̄)||2
+λmse||xtrg − x̂0(xt)||2,

(19)

where λmse is set to 3,000, and the weight for ℓstyle, λ1, is
set to 2,000.

The content loss, ℓcontent, is designed to preserve the
structure of source images. Let kli(x) represent the i-th
key extracted from the l-th multi-head self-attention layer
in DINO-ViT for image x. The content loss is then defined
as:

ℓcontent = λsimℓsim(xsrc, x̂0(xt))+λconℓcon(xsrc, x̂0(xt)),
(20)

where the similarity loss, ℓsim, and the content loss, ℓcon,
are

ℓsim(xsrc, x̂0(xt)) = ||cosij(xsrc), cosij(x̂0(xt))||2,
(21)

ℓcon(xsrc, x̂0(xt)) = infoNCE(kli(xsrc), k
l
i(x̂0(xt))),

(22)

1
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Figure 11. Examples of pseudo images and their corresponding
masks for hair segmentation.

with cosij(x) representing the cosine distance between
kli(x) and klj(x). The weights λsim and λcon are set to
1,000 and 200, respectively. Additionally, weights λ3, λ4,
and λ5 are set to 1, 000, 100, and 200, respectively. During
our experiment, the model is configured to generate images
with a resolution of 256 × 256 pixels, utilizing a denoising
step of 1,000.

For implementation previous studies, we have per-
formed the official source code of both DiffuseIT [27] and
AGG [28], conducting experiments with the provided hy-
perparameters.

For the implementation of previous studies, we used the
official source code of DiffuseIT [27] and AGG [28], con-
ducting experiments with their provided hyperparameters.
Non-generative image augmentations were performed using
AugMix [18] through the torchvision library and Gaussian
noise augmentation via the PyTorch library.
Scalp disease and severity diagnosis. For the classifi-
cation task, we fine-tuned two models: DenseNet169 [21]
(CNN-based) and EfficientFormerV2 [30] (Transformer-
based), using pre-trained weights from the timm li-
brary [50]. Fine-tuning involved a batch size of 128, a learn-
ing rate of 0.0001 with a CosineAnnealingWarmRestarts
scheduler [31], 50 training epochs, and the AdamW opti-
mizer [32].
Alopecia severity prediction. To predict the severity of
alopecia, we focused on extracting hair-related features,
specifically hair thickness and count. For this, we employed
the OpenCV library, utilizing Non-Maximum Suppression
(NMS), Morphology operation, and Hough transformation
techniques. These features were then used to train a pre-
diction model with the GradientBoosting Classifier, a com-
ponent of the Scikit-learn library [5]. The model’s training
parameters were set as follows: a cross-entropy loss func-

Algorithm 2 Calculation of sampling ratios for each disease
Input: severities: A collection of records for each severity. As-
sume that each element of severities is classified as 0 (good), 1
(mild), 2 (moderate), and 3 (severe).
Output: ratios: Sampling ratio among four severity levels.

1: ϵ← 1× 10−9

2: sevCounts← {}
3: for each sevLevel in [0, 1, 2, 3] do
4: sevCounts[sevLevel]← 0
5: end for
6: for each severity in severities do
7: sevCounts[severity]← sevCounts[severity] + 1
8: end for
9: invCounts← {}

10: for each sevLevel in [0, 1, 2, 3] do
11: invCounts[sevLevel]← 1/(sevCounts[sevLevel]+ϵ)
12: end for
13: normFactor←

∑3
sevLevel=0 invCounts[sevLevel]

14: ratios← []
15: for each sevLevel in [0, 1, 2, 3] do
16: ratio← invCounts[sevLevel]/normFactor
17: ratios[sevLevel]← ratio
18: end for
19: return ratios

tion, a learning rate of 0.01, a maximum depth of 5, 3,000
estimators, and a subsample ratio of 1. All other parameters
remained at their default settings in Scikit-learn.

In comparison, for the image-based models, we trained
DenseNet169 and EfficientFormerV2 using similar hyper-
parameters as those used for scalp disease classification.
The key differences were the employment of the cross-
entropy loss function and the use of the Adam optimizer
for these models.

C. Pseudo Image and Mask Visualization

To create a diverse pseudo training set, we extracted scalp
patch images from areas without hair in nine different scalp
images. Each image represented a unique disease at a spe-
cific severity level. As illustrated in Figure 11, we intro-
duced a variety of hair types by inserting straight and curved
lines in blue, brown, black, and white colors, each with
differing thicknesses. To simulate common scalp noise,
such as dandruff, white circular elements were added to the
pseudo images. Our codebase contains further details on
this process.

D. Scalp Disease and Severity Classification

This section outlines our data augmentation approach for
classifying scalp diseases and their severities and presents
additional experimental results.
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Figure 12. Data distribution of AI-Hub scalp dataset before and
after the application of augmentation techniques.

D.1. Data Augmentation Strategy

Addressing the issue of data imbalance in the dataset, we
implemented a strategy to translate randomly selected im-
ages into classes with fewer samples. We used random se-
lection for the source images and weighted sampling for tar-
get images, where the likelihood of choosing an image was
inversely proportional to the number of samples in its sever-
ity class. This method favored the selection of underrepre-
sented classes. The algorithm to calculate these sampling
weights is detailed in Algorithm 2.

Figure 12 displays the data distribution before and af-
ter this augmentation. The post-augmentation distribu-
tion shows a more balanced representation across vari-
ous classes, especially a rise in the severe category and
a reduction in the good category. This balanced dataset
played a crucial role in enhancing our model’s performance
by providing an even distribution of the training samples.
The same augmentation strategy was applied across all
diffusion-based methods.

D.2. Impact of Backbone Model

We assessed the performance of scalp disease classification
using different pretrained backbone models. Our evalua-
tion metric was the F1 macro score, which we also used
to compare our results with existing augmentation meth-
ods, including those utilizing DiffuseIT and AGG. The ex-
periments involved two CNN-based models (ResNet [16]

Table 8. Quantitative comparison of classification performance
across different backbone models. “Baseline” refers to perfor-
mance without any augmentation methods, while results following
the “+” symbol indicate the use of various augmentation methods.
Values in the table represent the macro-F1 scores.

Method CNN Transformer

ResNet ResNeXt EfficientFormer ViT

Baseline 0.5709 0.6186 0.5300 0.4934
+ Gaussian Noise 0.4304 0.5663 0.5742 0.4306
+ AugMix 0.4186 0.5247 0.5348 0.4747
+ DiffuseIT 0.6064 0.6107 0.6120 0.5767
+ AGG 0.5978 0.6251 0.6104 0.5771
+ Ours 0.6128 0.6292 0.6170 0.5861

Original Image ResultMask

(c) Severe (Hair Count: 6)

(b) Mild (Hair Count: 15)

(a) Good (Hair Count: 20)

Figure 13. Qualitative results of hair count estimation. The dis-
played lines on the masks represent the line segments identified
through the Hough Transformation.

and ResNeXt [51]) and two Transformer-based models
(ViT [12] and EfficientFormer [29]), all maintaining con-
sistent hyperparameters as described in Section B.

As presented in Table 8, our approach achieved supe-
rior classification performance across all backbone mod-
els. Moreover, models augmented using generative methods
consistently outperformed those using baseline augmenta-
tion, validating the effectiveness of our proposed data aug-
mentation strategy.

E. Alopecia Severity Prediction

E.1. Feature Selection for Severity Estimation

We identified key features for alopecia severity prediction,
focusing on hair thickness and count. For thickness, we
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(a) Good

(b) Mild

Median of 𝒯 Mean of 𝒯
Median of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

Mean of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

16.40 18.92 16.02 15.80

Median of 𝒯 Mean of 𝒯
Median of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

Mean of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

15.715 18.86 15.17 14.47

Qualitative Results Extracted Thickness Features

Median of 𝒯 Mean of 𝒯
Median of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

Mean of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

13.58 13.94 13.14 12.78

(c) Moderate

(d) Severe

Median of 𝒯 Mean of 𝒯
Median of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

Mean of 𝒯

(w/o outliers)

10.1 10.62 10.11 10.13

Figure 14. Qualitative results and estimated features of hair thickness estimation. The red dots on the image indicate the intersection points
of hair strands and perpendicular line of hair direction, while the green lines represents the perpendicular lines. Each caption represents
severity of alopecia.

analyzed the length of list B and computed the mean and
median values of T , excluding outliers identified using the
interquartile range (IQR). We also considered the mean and
median of the entire T . Additionally, the number of line
segments detected by the hair count estimator was used as a
supplementary feature.

E.2. Visualization of Severity Features

Our method estimates hair thickness using mask images.
Figure 13 showcases the qualitative results of our multi-
scale Hough transform, which effectively distinguishes in-
dividual hairlines in the mask images. In Figure 14, we
demonstrate thickness estimation across various scenarios
for four alopecia severity classes: good, mild, moderate,
and severe. Our segmentation successfully identified differ-
ent hair thicknesses and distinguished hair from severe scalp
conditions like dandruff or erythema. Notably, as alopecia
severity increased, the feature values related to hair thick-
ness decreased, validating the effectiveness of our approach.

F. Qualitative Results of DIffuseIT-M
Figure 15 presents qualitative results of our model’s ability
to translate images across multiple labels while maintain-
ing hair information. The results indicate that our model
successfully translates various disease features from target
images, effectively preserving hair representation.
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Figure 15. Qualitative results of DiffuseIT-M. This figure illustrates the results for various scalp disease conditions, with severity levels
indicated as 0 (good), 1 (mild), 2 (moderate), and 3 (severe). Scalp diseases are color-coded for clarity: blue represents dandruff, green
signifies excess sebum, and red denotes erythema.
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