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A B S T R A C T
Segmenting polyps in colonoscopy images is essential for the early identification and diagnosis of
colorectal cancer, a significant cause of worldwide cancer deaths. Prior deep learning based models
such as Attention based variation, UNet variations and Transformer-derived networks have had notable
success in capturing intricate features and complex polyp shapes. However they frequently encounter
challenges in pinpointing small details and enhancing the representation of features on both local
and global scale. In this study, we have introduced the DeepLabv3++ model which is an enhanced
version of the DeepLabv3+ architecture. It is designed to improve the precision and robustness of
polyp segmentation in colonoscopy images. We have utilized EfficientNetV2S within the encoder
module for refined feature extraction with reduced trainable parameters. Additionally, we integrated
Multi-Scale Pyramid Pooling (MSPP) and Parallel Attention Aggregation Block (PAAB) modules,
along with a redesigned decoder, into our DeepLabv3++ model. The proposed model incorporates
diverse separable convolutional layers and attention mechanisms within the MSPP block, enhancing
its capacity to capture multi-scale and directional features. Additionally, the redesigned decoder
further transforms the extracted features from the encoder into a more meaningful segmentation map.
Our model was evaluated on three public datasets (CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB, Kvasir-SEG)
achieving Dice coefficient scores of 96.20%, 96.54%, and 96.08%, respectively. The experimental
analysis shows that DeepLabV3++ outperforms several state-of-the-art models in polyp segmentation
tasks. Furthermore, compared to the baseline DeepLabV3+ model, our DeepLabV3++ with its MSPP
module and redesigned decoder architecture, significantly reduced segmentation errors (e.g., false
positives/negatives) across small, medium, and large polyps. This improvement in polyp delineation
is crucial for accurate clinical decision-making in colonoscopy.

1. Introduction
Colon cancer is a form of cancer that originates in the

colon or rectum. It is also known as colorectal cancer [1].
Colon cancer is one of the most deadly cancers and a major
worldwide health concern [2]. It is the second most common
cause of cancer-related deaths globally and the third most
commonly diagnosed cancer. Considering occurrence rate,
colon cancer ranks second in women and third in men [3–
6]. Colon and rectal cancer (CRC) starts as a little neo-
plastic polyp that grows over time and progresses through
a stage known as dysplasia before becoming an invasive
cancer. It is preventable if a colonoscopy identifies and
removes it before it develops into a cancer cell [7–10]. A
colonoscopy is crucial for identifying and preventing colon
cancer and uses a flexible tube equipped with a camera to
locate and remove polyps. However, the procedure takes
a while and might overlook some polyps, so it needs to
be carefully screened by experts manually [11]. Manually
identifying colonoscopy poses several challenges, like false
polyp detection, as it highly depends on clinical experience
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and expertise. Undetected growth of polyps and false polyps
can cause deadly colorectal cancer. They can also cause
treatment delays that raise the risk of death [7, 12, 13].
Deep learning-based methods offer reliable, effective, and
automated analysis of colonoscopy images, which has the
potential to revolutionize the identification and treatment of
colon cancer entirely. Automated segmentation techniques
effectively analyze medical images with precision and ob-
jectivity, lessening the need for manual interpretation [14–
16].

Recent studies in deep learning for colonoscopy polyp
segmentation have introduced numerous competitive models
that strive to achieve high precision and real-time per-
formance to enhance clinical usability. A recent research
article proposed a modified DeeplabV3+ model which
enhances DeeplabV3+ by incorporating attention mecha-
nism, an Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) module,
a ResNet101 backbone, and an encoder-decoder structure;
the model successfully boosts the process of segmenting
colonoscopy polyps [11]. Another study proposed two new
approaches for colon polyp detection named TriUNet and
DivergentNets. TriUNet is a segmentation model consisting
of three distinct UNet models organized in a triangular
configuration, and DivergentNets integrates the TriUNet
framework with a collection of established segmentation
models [17]. The potential benefits of utilizing a deep
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learning-based CADx (Computer-Aided Detection and Di-
agnosis) system for colorectal cancer prevention include im-
proving the efficiency and accuracy of identifying potential
polyps during colonoscopy examinations. One of the stud-
ies proposed a CADx architecture TransResU-Net, which
integrates transformer encoder blocks, residual blocks, a
pre-trained ResNet50 model and dilated convolutions for
real-time polyp segmentation [18]; another study explored
DialatedSegNet which employs an architecture consisting
of an encoder and decoder network. The encoder utilizes a
pre-trained ResNet50 model to generate four distinct levels
of feature maps. It can be incorporated into current CAD sys-
tems utilized for detecting colorectal cancer [19]. HarDNet-
MSEG, DRI-Net SegNet, and Deeplab neural networks are
also some of the proposed models by recent studies for
colonoscopy polyp segmentation using deep learning and
CADx architectures [20–22].

The U-Net architecture is a convolutional neural net-
work created for image segmentation tasks. It displays a
symmetrical U-shaped framework consisting of an encoder
for context extraction and a decoder for precise localization
facilitated by skip connections [23]. It has gained significant
prominence as a deep learning framework for segmenting
medical images, with numerous variations and applications
in various types of image formats [24, 25]. The remark-
able growth observed since 2017 showcases the significance
and ability of medical image analysis to advance the field
[25]. One of the previous studies proposed an advanced
neural network, A-DenseUNet, to enhance the precision of
colorectal polyp identification in colonoscopy images [26].
The model utilizes dilation convolution and an attention
mechanism to capture wide-ranging perspectives without
increasing computational expenses. In one of the previous
studies, another modified U-net architecture called NeoUNet
was proposed, where it performed well compared to other
methods, especially in identifying cancerous polyps [27].
NeoUNet’s encoder-decoder model merges basic and ad-
vanced characteristics to separate objects accurately, im-
proved by combining different loss functions. Enhanced U-
Net models, which integrate atrous convolutions, attention
mechanisms, or hybrid loss functions, improve polyp seg-
mentation by capturing a broader context, eliminating extra-
neous data, and enhancing feature acquisition. These alter-
ations allow for the exact outlining of boundaries and precise
identification of high-risk cancerous growths, leading to
a substantial enhancement in the quality of colonoscopy
images [17, 26–28].

In this paper we propose a novel method DeepLabV3++
which incorporates an EfficientNetV2S backbone for com-
putationally efficient and precise polyp segmentation in
colonoscopy images. We refine the existing DeepLabV3+
architecture by introducing a Multi-Scale Pyramid Pooling
(MSPP) module and a Parallel Attention Aggregation Block
(PAAB) to enhance the model’s ability to capture complex
polyp boundaries. Our contributions focus on these modifi-
cations and their impact on achieving this balance between
efficiency and accuracy. To evaluate the effectiveness of our

proposed approach, we conduct a comprehensive compari-
son with other leading polyp segmentation approaches. We
present quantitative results including accuracy, precision,
recall, and Intersection over Union (IoU) metrics. Addition-
ally, we showcase qualitative examples demonstrating the
model’s improved performance in handling complex shapes
and boundaries. Finally, we perform an ablation study to
isolate the contributions of the MSPP and PAAB modules.
The major contributions of this paper can be summarized as
follows:

• We propose a robust segmentation framework for
polyp segmentation tasks, based on the Efficient-
NetV2S encoder backbone and enhanced by an effec-
tive decoder module.

• We develop a novel multi-scale pyramid pooling block
that utilizes diverse separable convolutions and kernel
sizes. This method effectively extracts features from
various scales of the feature maps, ensuring com-
putational efficiency. Furthermore, the MSPP block
includes skip connections to retain spatial information
and improve gradient flow.

• We integrate a novel parallel attention aggregation
block within the MSPP, designed to efficiently ag-
gregate spatial and channel information from ex-
tracted features. The spatial attention mechanism in
the PAAB utilizes multi-kernel separable convolu-
tions, enhancing the model’s spatial feature represen-
tation capabilities. Additionally, the channel attention
mechanism enhances interdependencies among the
extracted features.

• We conduct a comprehensive comparative analysis
on three publicly available benchmark polyp datasets
to evaluate the effectiveness of DeepLabV3++. Our
method was compared against leading state-of-the-art
polyp segmentation models, demonstrating it’s signif-
icant performance improvements.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we
reviewed related research. Our proposed DeepLabV3++
architecture is explained in Section 3. Next, in Section 4
we elaborated the experimental analysis of this study and
Section 5 presents key findings and results. Lastly, Section
6 concludes by summarizing our proposed model’s architec-
ture, improvements, outcomes, and future work.

2. Related Work
Many studies state that automated detection of polyps in

colonoscopy improves the early identification of colorectal
cancer through the provision of immediate alerts and en-
hances the accuracy of diagnosis [29–32].

These studies explored various U-net variations and
structures like hybrid methodology Convolution Neural Net-
work (CNN) based methods, attention gates, and transformer-
based methods for the segmentation of polyps in colonoscopy

First Author et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 2 of 15



DeepLabv3++

images, each utilizing distinct methodologies [11, 18, 33–
35]. In this section, we will review the methodologies
utilized by these models.
2.1. CNN based

Qadir et al. have developed a real-time colon polyp
detection system using single-shot feed-forward fully con-
volutional neural networks. The method achieved high ac-
curacy on two polyp datasets, with 86.54% recall, 86.12%
precision, and 86.33% F1-score on the ETIS-LARIB dataset,
and 91% recall, 88.35% precision, and 89.65% F1-score
on the CVC-ColonDB dataset [36]. In a study by Kas-
sani et al., DenseNet169 outperformed other deep learn-
ing architectures for polyp segmentation in colorectal can-
cer screening with 99.15% accuracy, 90.87% Dice coeffi-
cient, and 83.82% Jaccard index [34]. Nisha et al. devel-
oped a machine-learning algorithm to identify early-stage
colorectal polyps from colonoscopy images. It outperformed
other polyp detection methods [37]. In a study by Kas-
sani et al., different deep learning architectures were com-
pared for polyp segmentation in colorectal cancer screening.
DenseNet169 outperformed other architectures with 99.15%
accuracy, 90.87% Dice coefficient, and 83.82% Jaccard in-
dex, showing significant improvement in polyp detection
during colonoscopy [34]. Dash et al. developed an expert
system using a Deep Belief Network to detect colorectal ma-
lignancy and identify polyp areas from complex images. The
PLPNet system reduced mortality rates, improved prediction
capabilities, and utilized bias-variance analysis and data
augmentation to enhance accuracy [38]. HarDNet-MSEG is
a convolutional neural network proposed by Huang et al.
for polyp segmentation. It has achieved a 30% inference
time reduction compared to DenseNet and ResNet while
achieving higher accuracy on ImageNet [39].
2.2. Transformer Based

Zhang et al. introduced TransFuse, a method for medical
image segmentation that combines CNNs and Transformers.
It achieved state-of-the-art results on 2D and 3D medical
image sets [40]. Shen et al. introduced the Convolution in
Transformer (COTR) network for polyp detection. It’s an
end-to-end CAD system combining CNN for feature ex-
traction, transformer encoder, and convolutional layers [41].
Wang et al. proposed the SSFormer, a state-of-the-art medi-
cal image segmentation model using a pyramid Transformer
encoder for improved generalization. The model’s robust
generalization and accurate prediction abilities were demon-
strated on the Kvasir and CVC-ClinicDB benchmarks [42].
Nguyen et al. introduced the LAPFormer model, combining
a hierarchical Transformer encoder and a CNN decoder to
enhance polyp detectability and segmentation. It achieved
competitive performance on all datasets while being less
computationally expensive than other methods [43]. Khaled
et al. introduced the MA-NET model, which combined a
modified Mix-ViT transformer and CLAHE preprocessing
to improve colorectal polyp segmentation. The model excels

at detecting small and flat polyps and was trained on Kvasir-
SEG and CVC-ClinicDB datasets, with testing on ETIS-
LaribPolypDB and CVC-ColonDB datasets, emphasizing
the importance of high-quality training data for best re-
sults [44]. Zhiyong et al. created the PAFormer (Pyramid
Attention Transformer) model, incorporating a performer
module for overall aggregation and a SEAP (SEAttention
and Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling) module for edge de-
tection. Transformer models capture extensive dependencies
and contextual details [33].
2.3. Attention Based

Angermanna et al.’s approach achieved a high 90% suc-
cess rate in polyp detection on the CVC-ColonDB database,
with an average processing time of just 0.039 seconds per
frame [45]. Deeba et al. developed a polyp detection algo-
rithm using computer assistance for colonoscopy and wire-
less capsule endoscopy. It outperformed existing methods
regarding recall and F2 score [46]. A new Fuzzy Atten-
tion module by Patel et al. improved polyp segmentation
in colonoscopy images. It surpassed PraNet and achieved
state-of-the-art accuracy on various datasets, outperforming
recent methods like SA-Net, TransFuse, and Polyp-PVT
[47]. Du et al. proposed the ICGNet network for precise
polyp segmentation in colonoscopic images. ICGNet excels
in learning ability and generalization compared to other
methods, making it highly suitable for practical applica-
tions in colonoscopy [48]. Wei et al. introduced the Shal-
low Attention Network (SANet) for polyp segmentation. It
outperformed previous methods and achieves a speed of
about 72FPS [49]. Srivastava et al. proposed the Global
Multi-Scale Residual Fusion Network (GMSRF-Net) with
Cross Multi-Scale Attention (CMSA) and Multi-Scale Fea-
ture Selection (MSFS) modules to enhance polyp segmen-
tation accuracy. The GMSRF-Net outperformed previous
methods by 8.34% and 10.31% on the CVC-ClinicDB and
Kvasir-SEG datasets [50]. Zhang et al. proposed SAMAug, a
method that used segmentation masks generated by SAM to
improve medical image segmentation models. The method
demonstrated improved segmentation accuracy for the GlaS
dataset in experiments [51]. Wu et al. developed an ACL-
Net framework for semi-supervised polyp segmentation us-
ing attribute contrastive learning. The method improved
the accuracy of computer-aided therapy [52]. In a study,
Joel et al. utilized The Guided Attention Residual Network
(GAR-Net), which integrated residual blocks and attention
mechanisms to identify and isolate polyps in colonoscopy
images effectively [28]. Weidong et al. proposed a model
to improve colorectal polyp segmentation using a nonlinear
activation-free method and a contextual attention module
[53].
2.4. U-Net Based

Dinh et al. proposed the AG-CUResNeSt method, a
unique design combining Attention Gates (AG) and Cou-
pled UNets with a ResNeSt backbone [54]. Michael et al.
employed an advanced deep neural network, Focus U-Net,
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which incorporates dual attention mechanisms and architec-
tural enhancements like short-range skip connections and
utilizes the Hybrid Focal loss for accurate polyp segmen-
tation [55]. Trinh et al. have introduced a new approach
to medical image segmentation by combining MetaFormer
and UNet models. Their method features a Multi-scale Up-
sampling block to enhance texture and a Convformer block
to improve local feature information [56]. Liao et al. in-
troduced HarDNet-DFUS, a neural network architecture for
medical image segmentation of diabetic foot ulcers and
colonoscopy polyps. The HarDNet-DFUS network outper-
formed HarDNet-MSEG in colonoscopy polyp segmenta-
tion [57]. Shweta et al. developed an enhanced DeeplabV3+
model with a multi-level context attention mechanism to
improve polyp segmentation. The model utilizes an ASPP
module, ResNet101 backbone, and encoder-decoder archi-
tecture for effective polyp segmentation [11].

3. Proposed Method
In this section, we outline the architecture of the pro-

posed segmentation network and provide details of its com-
ponent modules. We begin by briefly describing the archi-
tecture of the DeepLabV3+ [58] network, followed by a
detailed explanation of our proposed architecture and the
modules integrated within it. Figure 1 illustrates the pro-
posed architecture.
3.1. Overview of DeeplabV3+

For image segmentation tasks, DeepLabv3+ is a refined
neural network model [59]. In order to improve segmentation
insights and better capture visual context, it builds upon the
original DeepLabv3 by adding an encoder-decoder structure.

In DeepLabv3+, the encoder utilizes a backbone net-
work such as ResNet or Xception incorporating Atrous
Convolution at different layers to effectively capture multi-
scale context while preserving spatial resolution [58, 59].
Key elements of the model include an initial convolutional
layer, an Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) module,
and deep atrous convolution layers. The decoder improves
the segmentation map by initially upscaling the encoded
features and then merging them with corresponding lower-
level features from the encoder. Refined convolution layers
are then applied to enhance details and generate more pre-
cise object boundaries, resulting in superior segmentation
outcomes. The final layer generates the segmentation map,
typically followed by a softmax function for pixel-wise
classification.
3.2. Overview of proposed DeeplabV3++

In our proposed DeepLabV3++ model, we have intro-
duced Multi-Scale Pyramid Pooling (MSPP) with Parallel
Attention Aggregation Block (PAAB) to achieve more ro-
bust polyp segmentation results from colonoscopy images.
Figure 1 illustrates the architecture of our proposed model
DeepLabV3++.

In the enhanced DeepLabV3++ model for polyp seg-
mentation, we utilized EfficientNetV2S as the encoder back-
bone to extract features from the input image. This is fol-
lowed by the MSPP module, which incorporates convolution
layers with varying dilation rates, skip connections, and
pooling operations (max and average) to capture features
at diverse scales. Skip connections in the model enhance
gradient flow and preserve fine spatial details, improving
segmentation accuracy and efficacy by including multi-scale
features. Then, each feature undergoes enhancement through
PAAB to emphasize crucial details. The decoder then begins
by upsampling the encoded features and merging them with
lower-level features from the encoder. It subsequently under-
goes a series of convolution layers and skip connections to
refine the segmentation map, followed by additional upsam-
pling to align with the input resolution, resulting in precise
and intricate polyp segmentation.
3.3. Encoder

The encoder of our proposed DeepLabv3++ model ini-
tiates with EfficientNetV2S as the backbone model for ini-
tial feature extraction. Subsequently, an MSPP module, in-
cluding multiple convolution layers with skip connections
and a pooling layer, is employed to encompass a range of
scales for contextual information. The resulting outputs are
channelled through PAAB to enhance significant features,
assuring detailed feature extraction. The outputs from PAAB
layers are then merged and passed through a 1×1 convolution
layer in order to reduce the number of channels and merge
the multi-scale features efficiently. This procedure ensures
that the resulting feature map is rich in detail and context for
precise polyp segmentation. In this section, we will go over
the encoder in detail.
3.3.1. EfficientNetV2

An enhanced version of EfficientNet, known as Efficient-
NetV2, has been specifically developed 6.8 times smaller in
size to increase efficiency and speed up the training process
[60]. The primary advantages of EfficientNetV2 encompass
reduced training time, decreased computational cost, and
exceptional precision, rendering it well-suited for a wide
array of computer vision assignments [61–63].

EfficientNetV2 integrated with the DeepLabv3+ model
for semantic segmentation enhances accuracy and effi-
ciency, providing superior results with reduced computa-
tional cost [64, 65]. A recent study by Mati et al. proposed
a lightweight segmentation model modified DeepLabV3+
with EfficientNetV2 as the backbone, which performed
better than other existing CNN-based models [65]. Our
proposed DeeplabV3++ model, which worked incredibly
well for polyp segmentation, has pre-trained EfficientV2S as
a feature extractor. Because of its refined feature extraction
capabilities, which enhance segmentation accuracy, we have
chosen EfficientV2S as our encoder backbone.
3.3.2. Multi-Scale Pyramid Pooling

In our proposed DeepLabV3++ model, the Multi-Scale
Pyramid Pooling (MSPP) module, depicted in Figure 1,
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Figure 1: Proposed DeepLabV3++ architecture

replaces the Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) mech-
anism as an enhanced feature extraction technique that is
intended to capture multi-scale contextual information more
efficiently. This is accomplished by combining different con-
volutional and pooling layers, each adding something unique
to the feature extraction procedure.

By splitting the typical convolution into depthwise and
pointwise convolutions, the module’s initial 5 × 5 separable
convolution layer and its subsequent 3 × 3 separable con-
volution layer is added with 1 × 1 convolution layer. As a
result, more meaningful features can be captured at a bigger
scale without affecting computational effectiveness. After
that, dimension reduction and fine-grained feature extraction
are carried out using a 1 × 1 convolution layer. This phase
reduces the number of channels in the feature map without
losing significant information to preserve the fine features
required for precisely identifying polyp borders. This layer
is also added to all other convolutional layers present in
MSPP. Integrating this 1 × 1 convolution layer into other
convolutional layers through a connection improves feature
fusion by allowing the direct merging of multi-scale features.
This makes combining detailed and contextual information
easier, improving segmentation accuracy and preserving im-
portant spatial characteristics. By directly connecting lower-
level features to higher layers, they enable the integration of
multi-scale features. It also has multiple 3×3 separable con-
volution layers with varying dilation rates (4, 8, and 12) to
collect contextual information at different scales. The model
can capture medium to large-scale context because dilated

convolutions enlarge the receptive field without lowering
spatial resolution [66]. This is necessary to comprehend
polyp structure and its environments so that different-sized
polyps can be recognized precisely. Additionally, the module
uses 5 × 1 separable convolutional layer and its subsequent
1 × 5 separable convolution layer to capture directional
information, emphasizing vertical and horizontal structures.
This improves the model’s capacity to identify directed
and elongated features frequently present in the irregular
forms of polyps. These directional properties help the model
comprehend the polyps’ structure, improving segmentation
accuracy. It improves segmentation accuracy by combin-
ing contextual and detailed data. Furthermore, the module
gathers global contextual information through average and
max pooling methods. While average pooling captures the
general contextual background, max pooling catches the
most prominent elements. This combination improves the
overall segmentation accuracy by effectively understanding
visible and subtle features within the image. Afterwards,
every output from these layers passes through the proposed
PAAB module, which uses attention mechanisms to suppress
irrelevant information and emphasize important ones. This
makes sure the model pays attention to critical regions, such
as textures and borders of polyp, which produces segmenta-
tion results that are more accurate [67].
3.3.3. Parallel Attention Aggregation Block

The proposed parallel attention aggregation block (PAAB),
depicted in Figure 2, improves the feature representation
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Figure 2: Architectural Composition of Parallel Attention Aggregation Block (PAAB)

ability of deeplabv3++ by integrating spatial and chan-
nel attention mechanisms in parallel pathways. This dual-
attention strategy effectively captures spatial relationships
and channel-wise dependencies, enhancing feature repre-
sentation. In the first branch, we initiate the aggregation
of spatial information from the feature map by employing
average and max pooling operations across the channels.
This process generates average-pooled features and max-
pooled features that enhance the modelling of channel inter-
dependencies [68]. The features are then concatenated and
convolved by three separable convolution layers with kernel
sizes of 3, 5, and 7, each using a sigmoid activation function.
Unlike the standard convolutions, depth-wise convolutions
with C=1 are significantly less computationally expensive.
They perform operations independently on each channel
rather than across all channels simultaneously. The outputs
of these convolutions are concatenated and passed through
a pointwise convolution, producing the 2D spatial attention
map. These representations enhance the robustness and com-
prehensiveness of the model by capturing diverse aspects
of spatial information. Given intermediate features 𝐹 ∈
ℝ𝐻×𝑊 ×𝐶 as input, the generated 2D spatial attention map
𝑀𝑠(𝐹 ) ∈ ℝ𝐻×𝑊 encodes the spatial locations to emphasize
or suppress. The process can be described by the following
equations:

𝐹concat = Concat(𝐹 avg
𝑐 , 𝐹max

𝑐 )
𝐹𝑑𝑤3,5,7 = 𝜎(DWConv2D(𝐹concat))
𝐹merged = Concat(𝐹𝑑𝑤3, 𝐹𝑑𝑤5, 𝐹𝑑𝑤7)

(1)

Apply a pointwise convolution to generate the spatial
attention map:

𝑀𝑠(𝐹 ) = 𝜎(Conv2D(𝐹merged, k_size = 1)) (2)
In the second branch, we aggregate channel information
using both Global Average Pooling (GAP) and Global Max

Pooling (GMP). The combined output then passes through
an MLP with two hidden layers: the first layer uses ReLU
activation, and the second layer uses sigmoid activation to
produce the channel attention map 𝑀𝑐(𝐹 ) ∈ ℝ1×1×𝐶 .

𝐹concat = Concat(𝐹gap, 𝐹gmp)

Apply two consecutive dense layers to generate the channel
attention map:

𝑀𝑐(𝐹 ) = 𝜎(Dense(ReLU(Dense(𝐹concat)))) (3)
where 𝜎 denotes the sigmoid function. Finally, we use the
Hadamard product to combine the input feature 𝐹 with
the spatial attention map 𝑀𝑠(𝐹 ) and channel attention map
𝑀𝑐(𝐹 ) to emphasize spatial features selectively. Afterwards,
we perform element-wise addition on these two attention
outputs. The refined feature is represented as:

𝐹refined = 𝐹 ⊙𝑀𝑠(𝐹 ) + 𝐹 ⊙𝑀𝑐(𝐹 ) (4)
where ⊙ denotes the Hadamard Product operation. The re-
fined feature helps the model dynamically adapt to different
polyp sizes. It captures fine details in small polyps and
maintains contextual awareness in larger ones.
3.4. Decoder

The decoder refines and improves the segmentation out-
put produced by the encoder in the proposed DeepLabv3++
model. By combining multi-scale feature fusion, compre-
hensive refining, and accurate upsampling, the decoder
greatly improves the accuracy and dependability of polyp
segmentation findings.

The encoded features are first upsampled by the decoder
to bring them back to a higher resolution, which is necessary
to accomplish thorough segmentation. In order to enable the
model to produce a feature map corresponding to the spatial
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resolution of the lower-level data from the encoder, this
upsampling is commonly accomplished via transposed con-
volutions or bilinear interpolation [69]. This allows the de-
coder to efficiently combine contextual, high-level data with
fine-grained features from the encoder that were maintained
through skip connections. These upsampled features are
concatenated with the matching lower-level features from
the encoder by the decoder after the initial upsampling. The
precise spatial information required for successful segmen-
tation is preserved by the process of integrating multi-scale
characteristics [23]. To ensure that both local and global
contexts are considered in the final segmentation map, the
concatenation phase uses the contextual information from
the deeper levels of the encoder and the detailed information
from the early layers. The characteristics are further refined,
and the decoder enhances the segmentation quality by apply-
ing a sequence of 1×1 convolution layer and 3×3 convolution
layers with skip connection after concatenation. To build
more accurate borders around the segmented objects and
minimise artefacts, convolutional layers are utilised [70].
In addition, the convolution layers with skip connections
maintain fine spatial features and enhance gradient flow,
which facilitates deep network training [71].

Then, the decoder executes an extra upsampling step to
return the feature map to the initial input resolution. This
guarantees that the size of the input image and the output
segmentation map align. Finally, the decoder assembles
the segmented image by mapping the upsampled features
through a 3 × 3 convolution layer. This stage highlights the
regions of interest (polyps) in the input image by converting
the refined feature map into a segmentation mask [72].

4. Experimental Analysis
This section covers the utilized datasets, pre-processing

steps, chosen experimental parameters and evaluation met-
rics.
4.1. Datasets

We have chosen three popular benchmark datasets (CVC-
ColonDB [73], CVC-ClinicDB [74], Kvasir-SEG [75] of
colonoscopy images to demonstrate the capabilities of our
proposed DeepLabV3++ model. We will cover the details
of the datasets in this part.
CVC-ColonDB

The Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona’s Computer Vi-
sion Center (CVC) has provided a collection of high-quality
colonoscopy images and films called the CVC-ColonDB
dataset [73]. There are 380 images in the dataset. Every
image has a 574 × 500 pixel resolution. 15 brief videos
of colonoscopies were used to extract the images. Medical
specialists have thoroughly annotated every image and video
frame in the CVC-ColonDB collection.
CVC-ClinicDB

The open-access CVC-ClinicDB dataset includes 612
images of 288 × 384 resolution [74]. All the images were

collected from 29 video sequences of colonoscopies. It was
constructed in cooperation with a hospital in Barcelona,
Spain [51]. Medical experts with extensive experience man-
ually labelled each image in the dataset. where a wide variety
of polyp sizes, forms, and looks are depicted in the images,
offering a thorough visualization of actual clinical situations.
Kvasir-SEG

The Kvasir-SEG is also an open-access dataset, and
Vestre Viken Health Trust’s gastroenterologists in Norway
have confirmed the accuracy of the dataset [75]. It consists
of 1000 polyp images, 1071 associated masks and bounding
boxes, and their accompanying ground truth [51]. The pixels
in the images vary in size from 332×487 to 1920×1072 [76].
It is one of the largest gastrointestinal tract image datasets
which is available to the public for polyp segmentation [77].
The summary of the specifications for each of the three
datasets we used for our study is shown in Table 1.
4.2. Preprocessing and Data Augmentation

To prepare our datasets for analysis, we have incorpo-
rated various pre-processing steps to ensure that the images
are formatted appropriately for the training of our proposed
model. We resized the input images to 256× 256 and applied
normalization to the input images. Resizing ensures all im-
ages have uniform dimensions, which facilitates compatibil-
ity with the model architecture, and normalization adjusts
the pixel values to a consistent range for faster convergence
and stable training. This procedure is essential for standard-
izing the input data and optimizing it to improve the ro-
bustness and adaptability of the model. Additionally, we in-
corporated several augmentation techniques specifically de-
signed for biomedical image data to enhance the robustness
and generalization of the model. These techniques include
horizontal and vertical flips, random rotations, shift scale
rotations, grid distortions and elastic transformations. The
original images were also included in the training dataset.
4.3. Exprimental Parameters

To train the proposed model, the augmented dataset was
split into three portions with an 80:10:10 ratio: 80% of the
images were allocated for training, 10% for validation, and
the remaining 10% for testing. We initialized the pre-trained
weights of the EfficientNetV2S [60] architecture. For the
CVC-ColonDB and CVC-ClinicDB datasets, the batch size
was set to 4, and for the Kvasir-SEG dataset, it was set to
8. The initial learning rate was 0.0001 and was reduced by
a factor of 0.1 after 15 epochs of no improvement. Early
stopping was applied with a patience of 20 epochs, and the
Adam optimizer was utilized to train the proposed model.
Our system utilized a Tesla P100-PCIE GPU with 16 GB
of RAM and was implemented with a TensorFlow backend.
The proposed model comprises a total of 8.7 million train-
able parameters. We employed a hybrid loss function to ad-
dress the class imbalance problem and enhance the accuracy
of segmented image boundaries. The hybrid loss function
combines the Dice, binary cross-entropy loss (BCE), and
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Table 1
Specifications of the datasets used in our research.

Dataset No. of images Image Size Availability Augmented Dataset Sample

CVC-ColonDB [73] 380 574 × 500 Public 2672
CVC-ClinicDB [74] 612 288 × 384 Public 3900
Kvasir-SEG [75] 1000 Variable Public 4590

Table 2
The distinct characteristics of the learning environment for the models in each dataset.

Dataset Loss LR Epoch Batch Size Input Size

CVC-ColonDB [73] BCE + FOCAL + DC 1𝑒−4 150 4 256 × 256
CVC-ClinicDB [74] BCE + FOCAL + DC 1𝑒−4 150 8 256 × 256
Kvasir-SEG [75] BCE + DC 1𝑒−4 150 8 256 × 256

focal loss. The hybrid loss function is defined as:
ℎ𝑦𝑏𝑟𝑖𝑑 = 𝛼 ⋅ 𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑒 + 𝛽 ⋅ 𝑏𝑐𝑒 + 𝛾 ⋅ 𝑓𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 (5)

where 𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑒 denotes the Dice loss, 𝑏𝑐𝑒 denotes the
binary cross-entropy loss, 𝑓𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 denotes the focal loss and
𝛼, 𝛽, 𝛾 are coefficients to balance the contributions of each
loss function. Here, the binary cross-entropy loss, dice loss
and focal loss is computed as follows:

𝐵𝐶𝐸 = − 1
𝑁

𝑁
∑

𝑑=1
𝑦𝑜,𝑑 log(𝑝𝑜,𝑑)

= −(𝑦𝑘 log(𝑝) + (1 − 𝑦𝑘) log(1 − 𝑝))

(6)

where, 𝑦𝑘 is the true label and 𝑝 is the predicted probability.

𝐷𝑖𝑐𝑒 = 1 −
2
∑𝑇

𝑖=1 𝑐𝑖𝑑𝑖 + 𝜖
∑𝑇

𝑖=1 𝑐
2
𝑖 +

∑𝑇
𝑖=1 𝑑

2
𝑖 + 𝜖

(7)

where, 𝑐𝑖 and 𝑑𝑖 represent the predicted and ground truth
values respectively for pixel 𝑖, 𝑇 is the total number of pixels
and 𝜖 is a small constant added for numerical stability.

𝑓𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 =
𝐶
∑

𝑘=1
𝛽𝑘

(

−(1 − 𝑥𝑘)𝛾 ⋅ log(𝑥𝑘)
) (8)

where, 𝐶 is the number of classes, 𝑥𝑘 is the predicted
probability for class 𝑘, 𝛽𝑘 is the balancing factor for class
𝑘 and 𝛾 is the focusing parameter.

The summary of our training parameters for each of the
used datasets is presented in Table 2.
4.4. Evaluation Metrices

We employed various evaluation metrics to analyze the
performance of our polyp segmentation model. Dice Coef-
ficient, Precision, Recall, Accuracy, and Mean Intersection
over Union (mIoU) are the metrics that we employed in this
study to measure our evaluation outcomes. The following is
a description of the metrics equations:

Dice Coefficient = 2|𝐴 ∩ 𝐴′
|

|𝐴| + |𝐴′
|

(9)

Precision = TP
TP + FP (10)

Recall = TP
TP + FN (11)

Accuracy = TP + TN
TP + TN + FP + FN (12)

mIoU =
|𝐴 ∩ 𝐴′

|

|𝐴 ∪ 𝐴′
|

(13)

Here, The areas of the ground truth and predicted masks
are denoted by 𝐴 and 𝐴′, respectively and FN represents the
number of false negatives, TP represents the number of true
positives, TN represents the number of true negatives, FP
represents the number of false positives.

5. Discussion
In the field of medical imaging, accurate segmentation

of areas of interest (such as polyp) is crucial for clinical
evaluation. Our proposed DeepLabv3++ model, incorpo-
rating MSPP and PAAB, has displayed exceptional perfor-
mance on a range of polyp segmentation datasets. The MSPP
component outperforms the traditional ASPP method by
offering extensive multi-scale feature extraction, effectively
capturing features of various sizes and shapes. Moreover, the
PAAB improves segmentation precision by utilizing atten-
tion mechanisms that prioritize important regions such as
polyp boundaries and textures. This combination enables our
model to achieve more accurate and consistent segmentation
results than other existing SOTA models, confirming its
strong proficiency in polyp segmentation.
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5.1. Comparison with the existing SOTA methods
We have evaluated the performance of our proposed

DeepLabV3++ on three publicly available polyp datasets.
To benchmark its efficacy, we conducted comparative anal-
yses against several state-of-the-art segmentation methods,
including Unet3+ [78], MultiresUnet [79], UnetR [78],
Polyp-PVT [80], DeepLabV3+ [58], and Duck-Net [81].
These models were reproduced using open-source codes
and their original implementations to provide fair compar-
isons. Moreover, we also standardized the augmentation
techniques, data splitting ratio, and loss function for all
the methods under comparison to prevent any performance
bias. Table 3 showcased the performance comparison of
the DeepLabV3++ with these existing methods. The seg-
mentation results are displayed in terms of Accuracy, Dice
Coefficient (DICE), Mean Intersection Over Union (mIoU),
Precision, and Recall. From Table 3 we can see that our
proposed model performs better than a number of different
existing models in each of the evaluation metrics. For the
CVC-ColonDB dataset, our model achieves an impressive
accuracy of 98.59%, an mIoU of 94.74%, a DICE score of
96.20%, Precision of 97.85% and Recall of 94.29%. These
results outperform traditional models such as MultiResUNet
(DICE: 85.10%, mIoU: 78.36%, Precision: 94.49%, Recall:
91.28%), UNet3+ (DICE: 88.07%, mIoU: 83.58%, Preci-
sion: 94.63%, Recall: 91.86%), as well as advanced models
like Polyp-PVT (DICE: 93.16%, mIoU: 87.91%, Precision:
93.30%, Recall: 92.04%) and DUCK-Net (DICE: 93.53%,
mIoU: 87.85%, Precision: 93.14%, Recall: 93.92%), high-
lighting the resilience and efficacy of our methodology in
capturing intricate details and contextual features. Similarly
our proposed DeeplabV3++ model obtains mIoU values of
95.63%, 93.78%, Precision of 96.35%, 95.22%, Recall of
94.42%, 94.58%, as well as DICE scores of 96.54%, 96.08%
and Accuracy of 98.78%, 99.12% in the CVC-ClinicDB,
kvasir-SEG datasets, respectively. For all of these datasets
our model outperformed all other existing model’s DICE
and mIoU scores. Additionally, our model outperformed the
majority of the other models in terms of recall, accuracy, and
precision also.

The metrics demonstrate how effectively our model can
adapt to different polyp datasets, consistently achieving high
levels of precision and recall. Our model shows better seg-
mentation performance when compared to other state-of-
the-art techniques such as DOLG-NeXt and Duck-Net, es-
pecially when it comes to identifying the complex polyp
borders and textures. By incorporating EfficientNetV2S as
model backbone and a multi-scale feature extraction method,
our model is better equipped to handle the diverse and
intricate structures present in biomedical images. In addi-
tion to achieving high performance metrics, our approach
guarantees consistent and dependable segmentation results
across a range of polyp datasets. A few of the predicted
masks from the three datasets we used for the qualitative
comparison are shown in Figure 3. Observations indicate
that our proposed model consistently produces segmentation
masks that closely match the actual boundaries, showcasing

its proficiency in effectively segmenting uniform regions
with varying sizes and textures. Particularly noteworthy is
its expertise in capturing the intricate details of polyp edges,
which are typically complex, high-contrast, and blurred.
5.2. Ablation study

In this work, we perform a comprehensive evaluation
of our DeepLabV3++ model through ablation studies.
We employ EfficientNetV2S [60] as the backbone for our
DeepLabV3++ architecture. To assess the impact of various
components within our model, we conduct the ablation
studies on CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB, and Kvasir-
SEG datasets. The detailed results of these ablation studies
are presented in Table 4. A baseline DeepLabV3+ with
Xception backbone was utilized to benchmark the perfor-
mance of the datasets. The results confirm that the succes-
sive addition of each component contributes to improved
segmentation performance. From Table 4 we can see that,
the final model achieves impressive DICE scores (96.20%,
96.54%, and 96.08%) and mIoU scores (94.74%, 95.63%,
and 93.78%), compared to the baseline DeepLabV3+ model
(DICE: 92.40%, 93.24%, 92.33% and mIoU: 90.56%, 90.39%,
90.19%) on the CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB, and Kvasir-
SEG datasets, respectively.

As shown in Table 4, incorporating the MSPP mod-
ule within DeepLabV3++’s encoder leads to a signifi-
cant improvement in performance on the CVC-ColonDB,
CVC-ClinicDB and Kvasir-SEG dataset. Compared to the
proposed model architecture without MSPP, the model
with MSPP achieves 5.07%, 2.2% and 3.79% higher DICE
score and 6.48%, 3.74% and 4.39% higher mIoU score,
respectively. The incorporation of the PAAB within the
MSPP module also contributes to the enhanced performance
of the DeepLabV3++ model. The proposed model with
the PAAB module inside MSPP performs slightly better
(DICE: 1.17%, 0.4% and 0.41% higher) than model without
PAAB in MSPP on CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB and
Kvasir-SEG datasets, respectively. Additionally, the pro-
posed DeepLabV3++ model achieves a 2.02% reduction in
parameters compared to the baseline DeepLabV3+ architec-
ture, resulting in improved inference time.
5.3. Enhancing Polyp Segmentation with

DeepLabV3++
The existing DeepLabV3+ model utilizes a ResNet-

50 backbone for feature extraction and incorporates atrous
spatial pyramid pooling (ASPP) to capture context at differ-
ent scales. Although this design is efficient at segmenting
complicated images, it struggles to handle diverse polyp
sizes and capture fine details. In contrast, our proposed
DeepLabV3++ model enhances the backbone with Effi-
cientNetV2S, providing a better trade-off between accuracy
and efficiency. The model includes multiple 3 × 3 separable
convolutions with varying dilation rates to improve contex-
tual information capture. Additionally, a 1 × 1 convolution
layer is added to reduce dimensions and extract detailed
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Figure 3: Qualitative Comparison of Segmentation Results Using Unet3+, MultiResUnet, UnetR, Polyp-PVT, DeepLabV3+, and
proposed DeepLabV3++ Models on CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB and Kvasir-SEG datasets. Here, green, blue, and red boxes
represent exemplary ROI and acceptable and unsatisfactory results.

features by adding it to other convolutional layers in Multi-
Scale Pyramid Pooling (MSPP) module, while max and av-
erage pooling methods refine global contextual insight. The
model also integrates PAAB modules for attention focusing
on important areas and concealing irrelevant details. This
comprehensive approach results in superior performance in
polyp segmentation tasks, achieving higher accuracy, mIoU,

and DICE scores compared to the baseline DeepLabV3+
model.

The proposed DeepLabV3++ model has significantly
smaller number of trainable parameters than the existing
DeepLabV3+ model with ResNet-50 as backbone. It has
8,793,832 million parameters, while the baseline model has
more than twice as many, or 17,795,425 million trainable
parameters. This is another strength of our model since
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Table 3
Comparison of segmentation results between the proposed and conventional methods across all datasets employed. Bold numbers
indicate the best performance for each corresponding indicator. "-" denotes absence of a backbone used in the network and also
not mentioned.

Dataset Method Backbone Accuracy mIoU DICE Precision Recall

CVC-ColonDB MultiResUNet [79] - 92.74 78.36 85.10 94.49 91.28
UNet3+ [82] - 94.22 83.58 88.07 94.63 91.86
U-NetR [78] Vision Transformer 96.71 89.26 93.55 94.18 93.40
Polyp-PVT [80] Pyramid vision transformer 96.11 87.91 93.16 93.30 92.04
DUCK-Net [81] - 99.29 87.85 93.53 93.14 93.92
EMCAD [83] - - - 92.31 - -
UGCANet [84] - - 74.90 82.70 - -
MEGANet [85] Res2Net-50 - 71.40 79.30 - -
Deeplabv3+ [58] ResNet50 95.39 90.56 92.40 94.78 92.37
DeepLabV3++ (Ours) EfficientNetV2S 98.59 94.74 96.20 97.85 94.29

CVC-ClinicDB MultiResUnet [79] - 93.12 88.17 90.09 95.67 92.82
UNet3+ [82] - 94.40 90.15 94.32 96.12 94.22
UnetR [78] Vision Transformer 96.37 90.33 93.17 95.89 92.10
Polyp-PVT [80] Pyramid vision transformer 95.11 89.31 94.49 95.47 93.39
Duck-Net [81] - 99.07 90.09 94.78 94.68 94.89
EMCAD [83] - - - 95.21 - -
UGCANet [84] - - 90.70 95.00 - -
MEGANet [85] Res2Net-50 - 89.40 93.80 - -
DOLG-NeXt [86] Conv-NeXt 99.14 91.80 95.10 96.30 94.88
Deeplabv3+ [58] ResNet50 95.26 90.39 93.24 94.65 89.72
DeepLabV3++ (Ours) EfficientNetV2S 98.78 95.63 96.54 96.35 94.42

Kvasir-SEG MultiResUnet [79] - 95.12 89.17 93.79 93.67 90.82
UNet3+ [82] - 96.66 89.05 94.62 94.42 93.39
UnetR [78] Vision Transformer 96.97 92.70 94.54 94.79 89.10
Polyp-PVT [80] Pyramid vision transformer 95.91 89.11 93.49 93.63 91.19
Duck-Net [81] - 98.42 90.51 95.02 96.28 93.79
EMCAD [83] - - - 92.75 - -
UGCANet [84] - - 87.4 92.6 - -
MEGANet [85] Res2Net-50 - 86.3 91.3 - -
DeepLabv3+ [58] ResNet50 96.69 90.19 92.33 94.18 92.49
DeepLabV3++ (Ours) EfficientNetV2S 99.12 93.78 96.08 95.22 94.58

it reduces training time and improves computational ef-
ficiency. The segmentation performance of our proposed
DeepLabV3++ model with EfficientNetV2S as backbone,
greatly outperforms the majority of prior SOTA methods
found in literature review. Specifically, our model excels
in handling intricate boundary areas of polyp’s, addressing
shape irregularities, and precisely classifying unclear im-
ages, showcasing improved robustness and accuracy com-
pared to existing models.

Figure 4 illustrates the comparison of segmentation
error between DeeplabV3+ and proposed DeeplabV3++.
In comparison to models such as UNet3+, MultiResUNet,
DeeplabV3+ as well as advanced transformer-based models
like UnetR and Polyp-PVT, our model exhibits reduced
noise and fewer errors in segmentation. This leads to clearer
and more precise masks, guaranteeing a high degree of
adaptability across diverse datasets and types of polyps.
In Figure 4 we can see the x-or difference (highlighted
areas) between the actual masks and predicted masks of the
models individually. Here differences are shown using an
x-or operation, where matched regions in the segmentation

mask are denoted by 0 (unhighlighted), whereas mismatched
regions are denoted by 1 (highlighted). Less highlighted
areas imply greater accuracy, and the highlighted areas
show segmentation errors. The figure makes it clear that,
in comparison to Deeplabv3+, the proposed DeepLabV3++
model displays noticeably less highlighted areas. This shows
how much better our suggested model is in segmenting polyp
areas, as evidenced by the far fewer segmentation errors
it achieves. The decrease in highlighted regions reflects to
DeepLabV3++’s resilience in managing intricate boundary
regions, uneven shapes, and fuzzy images, all of which
greatly improve segmentation quality.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced a novel segmentation model

called DeepLabV3++ to precisely segment the regions of
interest (ROIs) in colonoscopy images. The DeepLabV3++
model, using EfficientNetV2S as its backbone, not only
achieves better segmentation results but also shows effi-
ciency with significantly fewer trainable parameters and
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Table 4
Ablation Study Results

Dataset Model mIoU DICE Precision Recall Parameters

CVC-ColonDB Baseline 90.56 92.40 94.78 92.37 17,795,425
DeepLabV3++ w/o MSPP 88.26 91.13 92.41 83.17 6,259,497
DeepLabV3++ w/o PAAB in MSPP 94.11 95.03 96.66 93.67 8,792,937
Proposed DeepLabV3++ 94.74 96.20 97.85 94.29 8,793,832

CVC-ClinicDB Baseline 90.39 93.24 94.65 89.72 17,795,425
DeepLabV3++ w/o MSPP 91.89 94.34 94.05 92.67 6,259,497
DeepLabV3++ w/o PAAB in MSPP 95.83 96.14 95.52 94.60 8,792,937
Proposed DeepLabV3++ 95.63 96.54 96.35 94.42 8,793,832

Kvasir-SEG Baseline 90.19 92.33 94.18 92.49 17,795,425
DeepLabV3++ w/o MSPP 89.39 92.29 92.81 91.10 6,259,497
DeepLabV3++ w/o PAAB in MSPP 92.71 95.67 94.12 93.87 8,792,937
Proposed DeepLabV3++ 93.78 96.08 95.22 94.58 8,793,832

Figure 4: Segmentation error comparison of Deeplabv3+ and proposed Deeplabv3++. Here, the highlighted area represents the
X-OR difference between the actual and predicted masks.

fewer segmentation errors compared to existing models. The
model combines MSPP and PAAB to address the challenges
encountered in diverse polyp datasets. The MSPP enhances
traditional ASPP through comprehensive multi-scale feature
extraction. The incorporation of PAAB and separable con-
volutions further boosts our model’s segmentation perfor-
mance while maintaining computational efficiency. It is ev-
ident that DeepLabV3++ outperforms other state-of-the-art
models on three benchmark public datasets of colonoscopy
images. Across the CVC-ColonDB, CVC-ClinicDB, and
Kvasir-SEG datasets, this proposed model achieves mIoU

values of 94.74%, 95.63%, and 93.78%, as well as DICE
scores of 96.20%, 96.54%, and 96.08%, respectively.

To further enhance DeepLabV3++’s efficiency, we in-
tend to explore advanced optimization techniques like quan-
tization methods and efficient architectural modifications.
Additionally, our goal is to expand the application of DeepLa-
bV3++ to other medical image segmentation tasks beyond
polyp segmentation. Finally, we know that incorporation of a
transformer encoder architecture shows promise in capturing
longer-range dependencies and enhancing global context
within images. We plan to evaluate the effectiveness of this
approach in future research.
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