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Abstract. Diffusion models have demonstrated their effectiveness across
various generative tasks. However, when applied to medical image seg-
mentation, these models encounter several challenges, including signifi-
cant resource and time requirements. They also necessitate a multi-step
reverse process and multiple samples to produce reliable predictions. To
address these challenges, we introduce the first latent diffusion segmen-
tation model, named SDSeg, built upon stable diffusion (SD). SDSeg
incorporates a straightforward latent estimation strategy to facilitate a
single-step reverse process and utilizes latent fusion concatenation to re-
move the necessity for multiple samples. Extensive experiments indicate
that SDSeg surpasses existing state-of-the-art methods on five bench-
mark datasets featuring diverse imaging modalities. Remarkably, SDSeg
is capable of generating stable predictions with a solitary reverse step and
sample, epitomizing the model’s stability as implied by its name. The
code is available at https://github.com/lin-tianyu/Stable-Diffusion-Seg.

Keywords: Biomedical Image Segmentation · Latent Diffusion Model ·
Stable Diffusion · Reverse Process

1 Introduction

Image segmentation is a crucial task in medical image analysis. To alleviate the
workload on medical professionals, numerous automated algorithms for medical
image segmentation have been developed. The effectiveness of various neural
network architectures, such as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)[19,5] and
Vision Transformers (ViT)[22,9], has underscored deep learning as a promising
approach to medical image segmentation.

The recent interest in Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DPM)[10,15] among
researchers has led to a focus on image-level diffusion models in DPM-based seg-
mentation methods[25,24,26,1]. Image-level diffusion models introduce noise to
an image through forward process, and generate new images by learning how to
decode this noise addition step by step in reverse process. DPM-based segmen-
tation methods utilize image conditioning to generate segmentation predictions.
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However, these approaches face limitations: (1) generating segmentation maps
in pixel space is unnecessary and may lead to inefficient optimization and high
computational costs since binary semantic maps have sparse semantic informa-
tion compared to ordinary images; (2) diffusion models usually require multiple
reverse steps to achieve detailed and varied generations, with prior diffusion
segmentation models needing several samples to average for stable predictions.

To overcome these challenges, we propose a simple yet efficient segmentation
framework called SDSeg, with the following contributions:

– SDSeg is built on Stable Diffusion (SD)[18], a latent diffusion model (LDM)[18,17]
that conducts diffusion process on a perceptually equivalent latent space with
lower resolution, making the diffusion process computationally friendly.

– A simple latent estimation loss is introduced to empower SDSeg to generate
segmentation results on a single-step reverse process, and a concatenate la-
tent fusion technique is proposed to eliminate the need for multiple samples.

– The conditioning vision encoder is set trainable to learn images’ features for
segmentation and adapt to multiple medical imaging domains.

– SDSeg performs state-of-the-art on five benchmark datasets and signifi-
cantly improves diffusion-based segmentation models by reducing training
resources, increasing inference speed, and enhancing generation stability.
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Fig. 1. The overview of SDSeg. We condition SDSeg via concatenation. In the training
stage, we only train the denoising U-Net and vision encoder.

2 Methods

The framework of SDSeg is shown in Figure. 1. For medical images, we introduce
a trainable vision encoder τθ to encode an image C ∈ RH×W×3 to its latent
representation zc = τθ(C). For segmentation maps, we utilize an autoencoder
for perceptual compression. As Figure. 1 shows, given a segmentation map X ∈
RH×W×3 in pixel space, the encoder E encodes X into a latent representation
z = E(X), and the decoder D recovers the segmentation map from the latent,
giving reconstructions X̃ = D(z) = D(E(X)), where z ∈ Rh×w×c. In practice,
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we notice that the autoencoder provided by SD performs well enough for binary
segmentation maps, as shown in Figure. 2. Thus, we keep the autoencoder frozen
in the training stage, which makes SDSeg an end-to-end method. The diffusion
process of SDSeg is conducted on the latent space.

2.1 Latent Estimation

For the training stage, the latent of segmentation map in the first timestep z0 is
added with t time steps of Gaussian noise to get zt. The forward process of the
diffusion can be represented as:

zt =
√
ᾱtz0 +

√
1− ᾱtn (1)

where n is random Gaussian noise, and ᾱ is a hyperparameter for controlling
the forward process. The goal of denoising U-Net in every training step is to
estimate the distribution of the random Gaussian noise n, formulated as ñ =
f(zt; zc), where f(·) denotes the denoising U-Net. The noise prediction loss can
be represented as Lnoise = L(ñ, n).

In tasks aimed at generating varied and semantically rich images, the gradual
application of noise estimation in the reverse process can refine the outcomes pro-
gressively. However, we believe that the inherently simpler segmentation maps do
not substantially benefit from an extensive reverse process. Instead, a proficiently
trained denoising U-Net is capable of restoring the latent features containing all
necessary structural and spatial characteristics for a segmentation map. There-
fore, after obtaining the estimated noise ñ, we can straightforwardly derive the
corresponding latent estimation through a simple transformation of Eq. 1:

z̃0 =
1√
ᾱt

(zt −
√
1− ᾱtñ) (2)

This technique facilitates the addition of a supervision branch by setting the
optimization goal to minimize the difference between the predicted z̃0 and the
true z0, with the latent loss function defined as Llatent = L(z̃0, z0). Thus, the
final loss function can be expressed as:

L = Lnoise + λLlatent (3)

where λ denotes the weight of the latent loss function. In practice, λ is set to 1,
and the Lnoise and Llatent are mean absolute error.

It is noteworthy that utilizing Lnoise along with multiple iterations of DDIM[21]
sampling can generate impressive segmentation results. The greatest contribu-
tion of introducing Llatent lies in its ability to bypass the unnecessary reverse
processes, thereby notably enhancing speed during the inference phase.

2.2 Concatenate Latent Fusion

Stable Diffusion incorporates a cross-attention mechanism to facilitate multi-
modal training and generation. Nonetheless, for an image-to-image segmentation
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Images Labels Reconstructions Latent Representations (×	𝟒)

Fig. 2. Visualization of reconstructions and latent representations on BTCV, STS,
REF, and CVC. Reconstructions denotes X̃ = D(z) where latent z = E(X).

model, prioritizing the extraction of semantic features and structural informa-
tion from images is essential, whereas multi-modal capabilities might not offer
additional advantages. Furthermore, adding cross-attention across several blocks
of the denoising U-Net incurs additional computational costs. Thus, it becomes
imperative to explore a more efficient method for latent fusion within SDSeg.

Moreover, our observation in Figure. 2 reveals that the segmentation maps
exhibit a pronounced spatial correlation with their corresponding latent repre-
sentations, which might contain the necessary structural and feature information
that can benefit segmentation tasks. Consequently, inspired by conventional se-
mantic segmentation methods such as U-Net[19] and DeepLabV3+[5], etc., we
employ concatenation, the prevalent and validated effective strategy for inte-
grating an image’s semantic features, to merge the latent representations of
segmentation maps with those of image slices.

2.3 Trainable Vision Encoder

In semantic segmentation, a valid vision encoder can extract the necessary struc-
tural and semantic features from images, thereby enhancing segmentation re-
sults. As an image-conditioned generative model, SDSeg employs a trainable
vision encoder to capture the abundant semantic features across images.

The vision encoder τθ has the same architecture as the encoder E and is
initialized with its pre-trained weights. Although we discover that simply using
a frozen image encoder that is pre-trained on natural images can bring consid-
erable results, we make the vision encoder trainable, thus allowing SDSeg to
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adjust to various medical image dataset modalities, enhancing its versatility and
effectiveness.

3 Experimental Results

3.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

To comprehensively evaluate the effectiveness and generalization ability of SD-
Seg, we conduct experiments on three RGB datasets on 2D segmentation task,
and two CT datasets on 3D segmentation, as shown in Table. 1.

Table 1. Dataset settings.

Task Dataset Target Training Data Test Data

2D Binary
Segmentation

CVC-ClinicDB[2] (CVC) Polyp 488 images 62 images
Kvasir-SEG[12] (KSEG) Polyp 800 images 100 images
REFUGE2[14,16] (REF) Optic Cup 800 images 400 images

3D Binary
Segmentation

BTCV1[13] Abdomen Organ 18 volumes 12 volumes
STS-3D[7,8] (STS) Teeth 9 columes 3 volumes

Our evaluation encompasses three main aspects: Firstly, segmentation results
across datasets are assessed using the Dice Coefficient (DC) and Intersection
over Union (IoU) metrics. Secondly, we benchmark our model’s efficiency by
comparing its computational resource usage and inference speed against other
diffusion-based segmentation methods. Thirdly, we evaluate the stability of our
generated segmentation results against other diffusion segmentation models us-
ing LPIPS[27], PSNR, SSIM, and MS-SSIM. Additionally, we conduct an abla-
tion study to validate the efficacy of our proposed modules.

3.2 Implementation Details

Experimental Settings SDSeg is trained on a single V100 GPU with 16GB
RAM. The model is trained for 100,000 steps using AdamW optimizer with a
base learning rate of 1×10−5. The batch size is set to 4 by default. We use a KL-
regularized autoencoder and LDM model with the downsampling rate r = H

h =
W
w = 8. SDSeg takes RGB images2 as pixel space inputs with H = W = 256,
and the corresponding latent representation has a shape of h = w = 32 with
c = 4. All model parts are initialized with the pre-trained weights provided by
stable diffusion. The additional model parameters of the denoising U-Net for
concatenate input are initialized to zeros.

1 We treat all 13 organs in BTCV as a single target.
2 For 1-channel CT slices, we simply repeat 3 times to get 3-channel images.
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Inference Stage During the inference stage, we concatenate randomly gener-
ated Gaussian noise with the medical image’s latent representation. The denois-
ing U-Net then predicts the estimated noise, allowing SDSeg to derive the latent
estimation using Eq. 2. Then, Decoder D will transfer latent estimation to pixel
space to get the final prediction. As shown in Table. 4, SDSeg doesn’t need an
external sampler and only needs a single-step reverse to sample one time for a
stable prediction.

3.3 Main Results

Comparison with State-of-the-Arts The comparison of our model with sev-
eral semantic segmentation methods on REF, BTCV, and STS datasets is shown
in Table. 2. We also compare our model with state-of-the-art diffusion based
segmentation models on CVC, KSEG, and REF datasets, as shown in Table. 3.
SDSeg outperforms all other models on the five datasets with various imaging
modalities, validating its effectiveness and generalization capability.

Table 2. Comparison with semantic seg-
mentation methods, evaluated by the
Dice coefficient metric.

Methods REF BTCV STS
U-Net[19] 80.1 75.9 85.4

U-Net(w/ R50)3 87.2 90.5 88.4
Swin-UNETR[22] - 91.3 88.3

nnU-Net[11] - 91.4 88.9
TransU-Net[4] 85.6 89.1 88.1
SwinU-Net[3] 84.3 86.5 85.8

Ours 89.4 92.8 89.4

Table 3. Comparison with state-of-the-
art methods on REF, CVC, and KSEG.

Dataset Methods Dice IoU

CVC

SSFormer[23] 94.4 89.9
Li-SegPNet[20] 92.5 86.0
Diff-Trans[6] 95.4 92.0

Ours 95.8 92.6

KSEG

SSFormer[23] 93.5 89.0
Li-SegPNet[20] 90.5 82.8
Diff-Trans[6] 94.6 91.6

Ours 94.9 92.1

REF

MedSegDiff- V1[25] 86.3 78.2
MedSegDiff-V2[24] 85.9 79.6

Diff-Trans[6] 88.7 81.5
Ours 89.4 81.8

Comparison of computing resource and time efficiency Table. 4 demon-
strates the efficiency evaluation results of MedSegDiffs, Diff-U-Net, and SDSeg
on BTCV dataset. For a fair comparison, these models are trained on the same
server using their source codes. The results highlight SDSeg’s superior efficiency,
requiring significantly fewer resources and less time for training. Remarkably,
SDSeg’s inference process is about 100 times faster than that of MedSegDiffs
and approximately 28 times quicker in generating a single segmentation map.

Table. 4 also compares the reverse process of these models. The latent esti-
mation scheme empowers SDSeg to generate segmentation maps in a single step,
3 Replace the encoder of U-Net to a pre-trained ResNet50.
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and the concatenate latent fusion module allows SDSeg to sample only one time
without harming model performance. Moreover, latent estimation makes SDSeg
no longer rely on any external sampler for sampling.

Table 4. Comparison of training resources, inference speed, and reverse process settings
on BTCV (1568 slices). The reverse process is assessed by steps× samples.

Methods
Training

Time
(hours)

Training
Resources
(× GPUs)

Inference
Time

(hours)

Inference
Speed

(samples/s)

Diffusion
Sampler

Reverse
Process Dice

MedSegDiff-V1 ≈ 48 16GB ×4 ≈ 7 0.30 DPM-Solver 50×25 79.24
MedSegDiff-V2 ≈ 49 16GB ×4 ≈ 7 0.31 DPM-Solver 50×25 83.52
Diff-U-Net[26]4 ≈ 16 24 GB ×4 ≈ 1/2 0.87 DDIM 10×1 91.89

Ours ≈ 12 16GB ×1 ≈ 1/4 2.01 DDIM 10 ×1 92.09
Ours ≈ 12 16GB ×1 ≈ 1/13 8.36 % 1×1 92.76

Stability Evaluation Since diffusion models are generative models, the sam-
ples they generate can exhibit variability. However, diversity is not considered
an advantageous trait in the context of medical segmentation models, as medical
professionals necessitate the assistance of artificial intelligence to be consistent
and reliable. Given a trained model and fixed test data, we evaluate the stability
of the diffusion-based segmentation models on the following two tasks:

1. Dataset-level Stability: performs repeated inferences on test data to mea-
sure variability across different inferences using the LIPIS[27] metric;

2. Instance-level Stability: examines the model’s consistency under varying
initial noise by conducting repeated inferences under fixed conditions, with
PSNR, SSIM, and MS-SSIM as metrics.

Table. 5 showcases SDSeg’s significant stability across these tests, underscor-
ing its reliability in segmentation despite different initial noises.

Table 5. Comparison of stability evaluation on BTCV. ‘Seg’ denotes segmentation
maps; ‘Score’ represents predicted probability scores.

Methods LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ MS-SSIM↑
Seg Score Seg Score Seg Score Seg Score

MedSegDiff-V2 0.3139 0.2904 11.9271 14.4506 0.5780 0.4662 0.6399 0.6228
Diff-U-Net 0.0633 0.0672 23.7158 24.6675 0.9668 0.9666 0.9442 0.9397

Ours 0.0199 0.0143 27.6348 31.5537 0.9796 0.9764 0.9897 0.9909

4 Diff-U-Net uses 3D sliding window infer. Inference speed is estimated as slices
time

.
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Ablation Study Our ablation studies assess the contribution of each com-
ponent within SDSeg, as detailed in Table. 6. The baseline model relies on sta-
ble diffusion with cross-attention for generating image-conditioned segmentation
maps. The incorporation of latent fusion concatenation notably enhances per-
formance, allowing for efficient learning of spatial information and features. Ad-
ditionally, the trainable encoder markedly improves performances by extracting
relevant semantic features from segmentation targets. While the latent estima-
tion loss function marginally boosts performance, its primary advantage lies in
significantly accelerating the reverse process, thus enabling SDSeg to discard
traditional samplers for a single-step reverse process, as illustrated in Figure. 3.

Table 6. Ablation study on BTCV and REF.

Latent Estimation Concatenate
Latent Fusion

Trainable
Image Encoder

BTCV REFUGE2
Dice IoU Dice IoU

% % % 32.67 23.69 28.31 20.36
% " % 80.31 72.27 76.79 69.37
% " " 91.89 85.41 88.79 80.29
" " " 92.76 85.49 89.36 81.68
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Fig. 3. Comparison of DDIM convergence speed with and without latent estimation
loss on BTCV. λ = 1 denotes that SDSeg is trained on latent estimation loss Llatent.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose SDSeg, a novel and efficient framework for medical
image segmentation utilizing stable diffusion. We introduce a latent estimation
strategy enabling single-step latent prediction, thereby eliminating the need for
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a multi-step reverse process. The model employs concatenate latent fusion for
integrating learned image latent that effectively guides the segmentation task.
Furthermore, a trainable vision encoder enhances the model’s capability to learn
image features and adapt to diverse image modalities. SDSeg achieves state-
of-the-art performance across five segmentation datasets, substantially reducing
training resource requirements and accelerating the inference process while main-
taining remarkable stability.
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A Stability Evaluation
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Fig. 4. Illustration of our Stability Evaluation on REF. We first conduct M times
of inference process to prepare for the evaluation. Then, Dataset-level Stability
is evaluated on every two sets of the inference results; Instance-level Stability is
estimated on every two segmentation maps of each image conditioning.

B Qualitative Analysis

1 200         400       600        800   1000 1 200         400       600        800   1000Image/Label Image/Label

Fig. 5. From top to bottom: Visualization of the predicted probability maps in
reverse process on CVC, BTCV, and KSEG (SDSeg trained for 50,000 steps). The
horizontal axis denotes DDIM sampling steps. DDIM sampler generates fine and stable
results during the entire reverse process. This demonstrates that SDSeg can generate
great results under limited steps of the reverse process.
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Iteration 0            Iteration 2k          Iteration 10k        Iteration 20k        Iteration 30k

Fig. 6. Visualization of the latent representations of medical images from the trainable
vision encoder, on CVC. At iteration 0, the encoder pre-trained on natural images
couldn’t capture enough meaningful semantic features for segmentation. During train-
ing, the conditioning encoder gradually learns to focus on segmentation targets.

C The architecture of the trainable vision encoder

We use a KL-regularized autoencoder model with the downsampling rate r =
H
h = W

w = 8. The proposed trainable vision encoder has the same network
architecture as the autoencoder model’s encoder. Specifically, the trainable vision
encoder’s architecture can be separated into three blocks: the Downsampling
block (Table. 7), the Mid block (8) and the Out block (9).

In Table. 7, ‘Conv 3×3’ denotes convolution block with kernel size 3, ‘Res-
Block’ represents the building block in ResNet, and ‘Down’ corresponds to down-
sampling. In Table. 8, ‘Attention’ denotes self-attention block.

Table 7. The architecture of the
Downsampling block.

input RH×W×3

Conv 3×3 RH×W×C

ResBlock×2+Down R
H
2
×W

2
×C

ResBlock×2+Down R
H
4
×W

4
×2C

ResBlock×2+Down R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

ResBlock×2 R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

Table 8. The architec-
ture of the Mid block.

input R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

ResBlock R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

Attention R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

ResBlock R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

Table 9. The architec-
ture of the Out block.

input R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

GroupNorm R
H
8
×W

8
×4C

Conv 3×3 R
H
8
×W

8
×2Z

Conv 1×1 R
H
8
×W

8
×Z

The input segmentation map X ∈ RH×W×3 successively goes through these
three blocks to get its corresponding latent representation z ∈ RH

8 ×W
8 ×Z , where

C = 128 is the channel dimension of the vision encoder, and Z = 4 is the channel
dimension of the latent representation.
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