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Abstract. Deep learning-based segmentation techniques have shown re-
markable performance in brain segmentation, yet their success hinges on
the availability of extensive labeled training data. Acquiring such vast
datasets, however, poses a significant challenge in many clinical applica-
tions. To address this issue, in this work, we propose a novel 3D brain
segmentation approach using complementary 2D diffusion models. The
core idea behind our approach is to first mine 2D features with semantic
information extracted from the 2D diffusion models by taking orthogonal
views as input, followed by fusing them into a 3D contextual feature rep-
resentation. Then, we use these aggregated features to train multi-layer
perceptrons to classify the segmentation labels. Our goal is to achieve re-
liable segmentation quality without requiring complete labels for each in-
dividual subject. Our experiments on training in brain subcortical struc-
ture segmentation with a dataset from only one subject demonstrate that
our approach outperforms state-of-the-art self-supervised learning meth-
ods. Further experiments on the minimum requirement of annotation by
sparse labeling yield promising results even with only nine slices and a
labeled background region.
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1 Introduction

Brain MRI segmentation has become a crucial step in numerous clinical stud-
ies, as it significantly influences the overall outcomes of the analysis, includ-
ing diagnosis, disease progression tracking, and treatment monitoring [4]. Yet,
manual segmentation of various brain structures is a time-consuming and labor-
intensive process. Over the past several years, deep learning-based segmentation
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methods have shown accurate prediction results with volume-based processing,
which inherits 3D anatomical information [2J3I8/TT]. However, producing reli-
able segmentation results requires a substantial number of training labels, which
leads to a contradictory situation where additional manual labels are required to
solve the problem of difficulties in manual segmentation. As a result, new clinical
analyses, which struggle to benefit from automatic segmentation methods due
to insufficient labeled data, still rely on labor-intensive manual segmentation.

To address this issue, self-supervised learning (SSL) has demonstrated im-
proved data efficiency by generating useful feature representations using available
unlabeled data. The capability of solving the pretext task through an SSL ap-
proach enables effective initialization of network weights for subsequent down-
stream tasks [I2]. In particular, understanding the 3D anatomical structure,
when using SSL, plays a vital role in achieving accurate segmentation results,
even with only a few limited labels [21I]. As such, an image synthesis method,
taking into account local and global structural details without relying on labeled
data, can also serve as an effective representation learner for semantic segmen-
tation [I6JI8I20]. Especially, recently proposed denoising diffusion probabilistic
models (DDPMs) [5I10] have shown impressive segmentation performance via a
gradual denoising process, by creating features of fine-grained semantic informa-
tion from specific diffusion timesteps [II19], although they have been limited to
2D natural images.

Leveraging the benefits of diffusion models, in this work, we introduce a novel
approach to 3D medical image segmentation. To mitigate the significant com-
putational expenses associated with the 3D generative approach, our proposed
architecture relies on perpendicular and complementary 2D diffusion models,
taking orthogonal orientations as input. Our 2D diffusion models conduct denois-
ing with orthogonal views from a volume to extract semantic information, which
is then integrated into 3D representations to enhance the level of information
provided. Our approach, which employs simple MLPs for classifying segmen-
tation labels, has demonstrated superior results over state-of-the-art (SOTA)
self-supervised segmentation methods in subcortical brain structure segmenta-
tion using only one labeled dataset. In our further analysis, we focus on the
effectiveness of the labeling scheme based on the MLPs. Our approach, which
incorporates a sparse labeling scheme, has shown that promising 3D segmenta-
tion results can be achieved with just nine labeled slices and an easily identifiable
background region.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

— We propose a novel and efficient 3D segmentation approach that leverages
the extraction of 3D semantic information from complementary 2D diffusion
models with orthogonal orientations as input.

— We demonstrated, through successful segmentation of the brain subcortical
structure, that even with only one labeled training dataset, a simple MLP
can achieve precise predictions by aggregating complementary information.
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Fig. 1. Illustration of our proposed method on subcortical brain structure segmenta-
tion. We first train multiple 2D diffusion models using an enormous unlabeled dataset.
MLPs are then trained with a few labels and predict segmentation results by leveraging
3D features transformed from three perpendicular 2D diffusion models.

— Our experimental results demonstrated that with sparse annotation, con-
sisting of only nine slices and a background region, the performance of our
proposed approach surpassed the SOTA SSL methods.

2 Method

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the DDPM and relevant research
on semantic information. Then, we describe the process of establishing a 3D
environment for segmentation using individual pre-trained 2D diffusion models.
We also present the sparse labeling scheme designed for efficient training using
a simple MLP segmenter. An overview of the proposed method is illustrated

in [Figire 1)

2.1 Preliminaries

Diffusion models are a class of deep generative models that generate data xg
sampled from a data distribution by gradually denoising noise xr from a simple
distribution to a less noisy sample z;. To model a data distribution, DDPMs [10]
obtain a noisy sample z; directly from the data xg using a forward process, which
is gradually adding Gaussian noise based on a variance schedule (31, ..., 87, and
approximate a reverse process:

q(x¢|wo) := N (43 Vo, (1 — ap)I), (1)
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Po(wi—1]|xt) = N(2t-15 o4, 1), Yo (24, 1)), (2)

where oy :==1— 3; and a; :=IT%_, as.

A noise predictor eg(z¢,t) takes a noisy input z; and the timestep ¢ as input
and predicts a simplified noise € rather than predicts fi; as pg. U-Net architec-
ture [I4] is used as a noise predictor, and DDPM-Seg [I] has determined that
the feature representation of the network provides semantic information from an
input image. In particular, when dealing with an image with less noise, such as a
small ¢, the U-Net decoder blocks effectively capture semantic information from
coarse to fine-grained details through progressive decoding stages.

2.2 3D Semantic Information Extraction from 2D Diffusion Models

Accurately segmenting 3D images requires acquiring contextual information about
the target structure. Due to the substantial computational demands of 3D diffu-
sion models, the use of 2D diffusion models becomes necessary to extract seman-
tic information. However, 2D diffusion models handle image slices independently,
resulting in a lack of interaction between neighboring slices.

To address this issue, we employ multiple 2D diffusion models trained using
image slices from orthogonal orientations, including axial, coronal, and sagittal
views. When a 3D volume v € RV>WXHXD js provided, we partition the volume
v along various axes and use these slices, which are axial slices 73 € RPX1xWxH
coronal slices x§ € REXIXWXD “and sagittal slices z§ € RW*1XHXD "ag inputs
after corrupting zo by adding Gaussian noise as described in The
predefined compositions of the intermediate activation, extracted from the U-
Net decoder blocks B and the diffusion steps ¢, are upsampled to the shape of
the input z; using bilinear interpolation. Subsequently, we reshape the extracted
features to match the original shape of the 3D volume v and combine all three
sets of features from different diffusion models. Thus, it allows us to extend the
2D information from each view into voxel-level representations of v.

2.3 Simple MLP Segmenter and Sparse Labeling Scheme

The extracted feature representations from the proposed approach are utilized to
train a segmenter that predicts semantic labels for every voxel. These features
have already integrated 3D semantic information and do not require complex
processing. Hence, a simple MLP is sufficient to classify the segmentation labels.
Another benefit of MLP is its ability to process each voxel independently. There-
fore, our proposed approach using MLP can consistently capture 3D anatomical
details regardless of the shapes of the segmentation labels. In contrast, SSL
methods with 2D networks face a limitation in the lack of 3D anatomical infor-
mation.

In addition, we introduce a sparse labeling scheme to achieve promising seg-
mentation results while minimizing the need for manual labeling. An example of
a sparse labeling scheme is shown in The key concept is to reduce the
necessary annotated slices by strategically selecting them. Since our approach
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Fig. 2. The schematic diagram of the proposed sparse labeling scheme. A complete
label requires the annotation of entire voxels. The sparse labeling scheme is based on
2D labeled slices annotated from different views with an easily identifiable background
region. The last row represents the segmenters that can be trained for each case of
label.

does not depend on a particular orientation, we employ various label slices of
orthogonal views. It allows a broader range of 3D anatomical structures to be
contained, regardless of the location, direction, or shape of the target organ. We
also take into account the presence of easily determinable background slices that
do not contain target organs, aiming to achieve robust predictions by minimizing
misclassification. This can be accomplished by identifying just two slices from
the final slices of the target structures for each axis.

3 Experiments

3.1 Experimental Settings

We conducted our experiments on the dataset of the human connectome project
(HCP) [17], from which we used unlabeled T1-weighted MRI scans. A total of
1,015 unlabeled volumes were used for pre-training, and a total of 12 volumes
were used for the downstream segmentation task with manual segmentation of
28 brain subcortical structures from the Harvard-Oxford Atlas 2.0 project [15].
The 12 volumes for the segmentation task were divided into one for training,
one for validation, and 10 for testing. All volumes were normalized to [—1,1]
with the 99.5% percentile of intensity and reshaped to 256 x 256 x 256, while
maintaining isotropic resolution with zero padding.

For a fair comparison, we follow the same settings as in DDPM-Seg [II,
which are the pre-trained diffusion model [5] consisting of 18 decoder blocks,
diffusion timestep 7" = 1000, and the composition of the features extracted from
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Methods Input Segmenter ]:il‘c/;ScorZ‘EZ;) T 11]355 (IX\Z‘)T '
3D U-Net [14] 3D volume 3D CNN |73.91 76.14 8.00 5.41
+Denoising [7] 3D volume 3D CNN |73.10 75.22 |6.46 2.46
+Models Genesis [21] 3D volume 3D CNN |7544 7821 |6.57 2.17
2D U-Net [14] 2D slices (axial) | 2D CNN |62.75  65.07 |45.00 36.37
+Jigsaw [13] 9D slices (axial) | 2D OCNN |56.86 58.97 |46.32 46.35
+RPL [6] 2D slices (axial) | 2D CNN |59.63 61.82 [27.37 23.29
+Denoising[7] 2D slices (axial) | 2D CNN |69.29 71.86 [43.60 39.32
+Models Genesis [21]| 2D slices (axial) | 2D CNN |67.93  70.45 [34.83 22.16
MAE [9] 2D slices (axial) |Transformer|23.65 24.52 |30.87 18.05
DDPM-Seg [1] 2D slices (axial) MLP 7424 76.99 |15.53 2.14
Ours (max) 2D slices (3 views) MLP 74.33  77.08 |20.83 7.63
Ours (concat) 2D slices (3 views) MLP 76.48  79.32 [16.70 3.35
Ours (sum) 2D slices (3 views) MLP 77.32 80.19 |[15.17 1.76

Table 1. Results on subcortical brain structure segmentation. The networks were pre-
trained using an unlabeled dataset and then fine-tuned with a single volume. The 2D
U-Net and 3D U-Net [I4] were only trained with a single volume without undergoing
a pre-training stage.

B = {5,6,7,8,12} and t = {50,150,250}. We train the 2D diffusion models
for 100,000 iterations using unlabeled volumes, which corresponds to a total of
259,840 slices. We performed a comparison of three fusion methods: selecting the
maximum value among three different features (max), concatenating all features
together (concat), and summing up the values of the three features (sum). Our
segmenter has a simple structure of two hidden layers with the ReLLU activation
function and batch normalization, following the MLP architecture of Dataset-
GAN [20]. We trained ten independent segmenters using cross-entropy loss for
at least 4 epochs until convergence. To enhance the robustness of the predic-
tions, we applied an ensemble method to ten prediction results. Additionally, we
applied post-processing using the connected component algorithm and specif-
ically selected the largest component to predict the brainstem. This approach
addresses the issue of class imbalance, given that the brainstem is the largest
among the 28 subcortical brain structures.

3.2 Quantitative Comparisons

We evaluated our approach and the SOTA SSL methods. We used 2D and 3D
U-Net [I4] as baseline networks for CNN-based segmenter and employed Jig-
saw [13], RPL [6], Denoising [7], and Models Genesis [2I] as pre-trained SSL
methods. To assess the performance of a segmenter based on transformers, we
used MAE [9]. The models were trained for 300,000 iterations for 2D networks
and at least 100,000 iterations for 3D networks, following the same settings as
in the prior work. Fine-tuning was then carried out on the networks for the
segmentation task using dice loss and cross-entropy loss until convergence was
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Methods Training Data Dice Score (%) 1 | HD95 (mm) |

axial coronal sagittal| Avg. Avgt Avgil| Avg. Avg} Avgl
DDPM-Seg [1]| v~ 74.24 76.99 79.70|15.53 2.14 1.96
DDPM-Seg [1] v’ 74.05 76.79 79.74|27.71 14.77 2.25
DDPM-Seg [1] v |71.95 74.61 76.96|17.71 4.40 4.38
Ours N v’ 76.48 79.31 81.64|15.31 1.91 1.79
Ours v’ v’ |76.33 79.15 81.71|15.26 1.86 1.76
Ours v’ v~ |76.16 78.98 81.65|15.41 2.02 1.87
Ours v’ v’ v~ |77.32 80.19 82.35(15.17 1.76 1.70

Table 2. Ablation study using a combination of different feature representations from
different views. The MLP segmenters were trained with a single volume.

achieved. We used the Dice score and the Hausdorff distance with the 95% per-
centile (HD95) as evaluation metrics. If no label prediction is present, we impose
a penalty on HD95 by assigning a maximum distance of 377.07mm. Moreover,
the structure of the fifth ventricle and the optic chiasm were represented by only
nine and 56 voxels in the training data, respectively. So, we additionally reported
analysis results, excluding these structures. The symbols Avg., Avg}, and Avgl
denote the results calculated for 28 subcortical brain structures, 27 structures
omitting the fifth ventricle, and 26 structures excluding both the fifth ventricle
and the optic chiasm, respectively.

The comparison results are presented in Notable findings include
that the transformer is not suitable for limited training data due to its lack of
inductive bias, resulting in the worst MAE results. Conversely, generative SSL
methods, such as Denoising and Models Genesis, have shown significant gains,
leading to excellent results. In particular, the 3D network with Models Genesis
demonstrated superior performance over DDPM-Seg, which lacks interactions
between adjacent slices; however, our proposed approach outperformed all other

Training Labels Number of Slices

Methods axial Toiows be 9 10 15 30 50 ‘
2D UNet [14] v 29.44(142.41) - 43.43(162.80) 51.30(147.45)
+Jigsaw [13] v 20.17(158.38) . 44.83(136.87) 56.61(109.40)
+RPL [§] v 35.52(90.58) - 46.20(114.18) 54.56(114.05)
+Denoising|7] v 51.54(99.97) § 62.56(93.29) 70.10(77.63)
+Models Genesis [2I]| v~ 39.07(132.56) - 52.21(118.06) 57.49(113.85)
Ours v 56.95(59.98) - 79.61(14.76) 82.12(3.58)
Ours v 65.36(41.49) - 80.52(5.06) 81.91(1.76)

Ours v V|77.18(2.58) - 80.53(1.96) 81.79(1.94)

Table 3. Comparison results trained with different training configurations. The uti-
lization of 3D networks is not feasible due to the incomplete labeling of a volume. The
numbers written without brackets indicate Avgi of the Dice score, and the numbers in
brackets indicate Avgi of the HD95.
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Fig. 3. Segmentation results on subcortical brain structure segmentation. All of the
segmentation results except the last column were predicted from the models trained
with a single labeled volume. The mispredictions are indicated by the red circles.

SOTA methods with 80.19% of the average Dice score and 1.76mm of the av-
erage HD95 by the construction of 3D context. The fusion method to add the
values of the three features (sum) has been demonstrated to be the most advan-
tageous method. This method provides a succinct abstraction that encompasses
all feature representations, making it suitable for a simple MLP segmenter. Fur-
thermore, in the ablation study of the combination of multiple diffusion models,
as you can see in our approach demonstrated the ability to produce 3D
semantic information, by robust prediction results, even when combining only
two perpendicular models.

3.3 Experiments on Sparse Labeling Scheme

In order to determine the minimal labeling required to yield promising results,
we performed experiments with a few training slices. The training configurations
consist of 3, 5, and 10 slices for each axis, and 10, 30, and 50 axial slices, with
a stride of 10, 10, 5, 4, 2, and 2, respectively. As demonstrated in the
prediction results from the SSL methods did not show encouraging results. In
contrast, our approach has shown promising segmentation results with 50 axial
slices. Moreover, by using an effective sparse labeling scheme that capitalizes
on the benefits of our approach, we have achieved excellent performances of
77.18% for the mean Dice score and 2.58mm for the mean HD95, for 26 brain
subcortical structures, with only nine annotated slices and background regions.
The inaccuracies in predicting the fifth ventricle and optic chiasm were due to a
class imbalance issue, where the annotations were very small, consisting of only
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one and three voxels, respectively. The robust segmentation results obtained

using our approach are shown in

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a novel 3D segmentation approach to segment brain
structures using a few labeled data. Specifically, we demonstrated our capacity to
extract 3D information from 2D diffusion models and achieved promising results,
even with very few slices being annotated. Our approach shows promise in the
potential to reduce the required cost to build an automatic segmentation system.
In our future work, we will explore methods for capturing semantic information
in small regions, such as the fifth ventricle, which consists of only a few voxels
in the training data.
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