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Abstract. Weakly supervised segmentation has the potential to greatly reduce
the annotation effort for training segmentation models for small structures such
as hyper-reflective foci (HRF) in optical coherence tomography (OCT). However,
most weakly supervised methods either involve a strong downsampling of input
images, or only achieve localization at a coarse resolution, both of which are
unsatisfactory for small structures. We propose a novel framework that increases
the spatial resolution of a traditional attention-based Multiple Instance Learning
(MIL) approach by using Layer-wise Relevance Propagation (LRP) to prompt the
Segment Anything Model (SAM 2), and increases recall with iterative inference.
Moreover, we demonstrate that replacing MIL with a Compact Convolutional
Transformer (CCT), which adds a positional encoding, and permits an exchange
of information between different regions of the OCT image, leads to a further and
substantial increase in segmentation accuracy.

1 Introduction

Age-related macular degeneration (AMD) is a leading cause of vision loss with age,
characterized by the deterioration of the central retina [1]. Optical coherence tomography
(OCT) provides high-resolution cross-sectional images of the retina. Within these OCT
images, hyper-reflective foci (HRF) appear as small, bright spots and are considered
biomarkers for AMD progression [2]. Segmentation of HRF is crucial for assessing
disease severity and monitoring treatment efficacy.

However, manual segmentation of HRFs is a labor-intensive and time-consuming
task, particularly due to the high resolution of the images and the minute size of HRFs.
Our dataset comprises images of size 496×1024 pixels, with HRFs exhibiting a median
size of only 17 pixels. This makes weak supervision an attractive alternative.

Weakly supervised segmentation, which achieves pixel-level localization based on
image-level annotations, has gained increasing attention for OCT data. One method
proposed generating segmentation maps from image-level labels using multi-scale class
activation maps [3]. Another one focused on anomalous structures, which it segmented
without requiring detailed annotations [4]. The TSSK Net employed a teacher-student
architecture to enhance segmentation performance under weak supervision [5]. It has
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been employed for the segmentation of various biomarkers in OCT, including HRFs,
but its architecture involves a downsampling of images to 256 × 256 pixels. At that
resolution, 16% of the annotated HRFs in our dataset are lost. Working with most Vision
Transformer (ViT) based methods, such as RETFound [6], even requires downsampling
to 224 × 224 pixels, which loses 22% of our annotated HRFs. Since we consider such
large losses of diagnostically relevant detail unacceptable, we investigate methods for
weak supervision that preserve the full resolution.

The first contribution of our work is a framework for weakly supervised HRF seg-
mentation based on Multiple Instance Learning (MIL), which classifies full-resolution
images by treating them as a bag of patches. Attention-based MIL [7] improves accu-
racy, and enables a certain level of localization, by computing an attention score per
patch. Since HRFs are often much smaller than patches, we combine that approach with
Layer-wise Relevance Propagation (LRP) [8], leading to relevance maps that highlight
the contributions of individual pixels to the model’s predictions.

We achieve a final segmentation by using the relevance map to prompt version 2
of the Segment Anything Model (SAM 2) [9], a powerful foundation model capable
of producing accurate segmentation masks based on minimal input prompts. We derive
a prompt from the most relevant pixel, developing a suitable prompting strategy that
compensates for the fact that SAM 2 is not well-suited for small structures such as HRFs.
Since a single image can contain more than one HRF, we iteratively pass it through the
pipeline, occluding all previously detected HRFs, until no further HRFs are found.

Our second contribution is to investigate the relative benefit of replacing MIL with a
Compact Convolutional Transformer (CCT) [10], a transformer architecture that is well-
suited for small datasets, and flexible with regard to input resolution. We hypothesized
that the CCT model would outperform the MIL model due to its ability to capture
positional information and facilitate information exchange between patches through
attention mechanisms, reducing the likelihood of missing small HRFs on patch borders.

Fig. 1. Example segmentations from the test set. The ground truth segmentation is shown on top
and the output of our best performing weakly supervised segmentation model on the bottom.
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2 Materials and methods

2.1 Data

This study utilized 191 OCT volumes from the Laser Intervention in Early Stages of
Age-Related Macular Degeneration (LEAD) study [11], all imaged using Heidelberg
Spectralis devices and manually annoted for hyperreflective foci (HRF) by three raters
[12]. Due to the poor between-rater reproduction of very small annotations (less than
5 pixels), we excluded them from the analysis. Each volume consists of multiple slice
images (B-scans), leading to 962 B-scans with HRF and 8,392 B-scans without HRF.
Overall 2,146 HRFs where annotated with an average of 12 per volume. To ensure
robust evaluation, the dataset was divided into training and test sets using an 80/20
split, stratified by HRF count per volume to maintain similar distributions and prevent
information leakage. An additional 20% of the training set was reserved for validation
during model training.

2.2 Image-level predictions

We investigated the relative benefits of different forms of weak supervision by reducing
the pixel-level annotations to three types of image-level labels which contain increas-
ing amounts of information, at an increasing expected annotation effort: In a binary
classification task, we only differentiated between B-scans with and without HRF. In
multi-class classification, we categorized B-scans into no HRF, one HRF, or more than
one HRF. In a regression approach, we trained a model to estimate the number of
HRFs in a given B-scan, with labels clipped to a maximum of 10 HRFs per B-scan to
focus on values with sufficient support in our data.

Model Architectures. Two architectures that can process the B-scans at full resolution
were employed for image-level predictions: a Multiple Instance Learning (MIL) model
and a Compact Convolutional Transformer (CCT). The regression variant of both models
used a sigmoid-activated output, scaled by a factor of 10.

The MIL model consisted of a bag of AlexNets with an input shape of 64×64 pixels.
Inspired by Ilse et al. [7], instances were weighted and averaged via self-attention. The
model was initialized with ImageNet weights from torchvision and trained using
a batch size of 64 for 50,000 steps, following a OneCycle learning rate policy with a
maximum learning rate of 1×10−6. The optimizer used was AdamW with a weight decay
of 0.01. The retinal region in the input images was localized using Otsu thresholding,
and 3 rows of patches were extracted from this region.

The CCT model, based on Hassani et al. [10], is designed for small datasets and
integrates convolutional layers for tokenization. This approach captures local spatial
relationships and preserves high-resolution details, beneficial for tasks requiring precise
localization. The model was trained from scratch with a batch size of 16 for 50,000
steps, using a OneCycle learning rate policy with a maximum learning rate of 1 × 10−5

and the AdamW optimizer with a weight decay of 0.01.
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Data Augmentation. During training, data augmentation techniques were applied, in-
cluding random vertical shifts, horizontal flips, scaling, rotation, and intensity adjust-
ments. Images were normalized using the mean and standard deviation of the training
dataset.

2.3 Weakly supervised segmentation

For weakly supervised segmentation, Layer-wise Relevance Propagation (LRP) [8] was
implemented for both models. For the CCT, this involved a recent extension of LRP to
transformer architectures [13]. Based on the resulting relevance maps, a square, fixed-
size bounding box around the most relevant pixel was used as a prompt for version 2
of the Segment Anything Model (SAM 2) [9]. Since we found that SAM 2 is not well-
suited for the segmentation of small objects such as HRFs at the native resolution, we
crop the B-scan, centered on the position of the prompt, and subsequently upsample
the resulting patch to SAM’s input resolution, effectively making the HRF sufficiently
large for reliable segmentation. The most suitable crop and bounding box sizes were
established using a grid search over all HRFs from the training data. A box size of 4
pixels and crop sizes between 50 and 100 pixels yielded optimal results, achieving a
mean Dice around 0.67 when prompting with ground truth HRF centers.

The highest scoring mask returned by SAM is selected. Optionally, an attempt is
made to segment additional HRFs with an iterative procedure that inpaints the previously
detected HRFs with the image mean and re-runs the model until the predicted value falls
below a threshold of 0.05, or a maximum number of iterations is reached. A comparison
of several inpainting methods indicated that simply replacing HRFs with the image mean
was most effective.

3 Results

We evaluated the performance of the CCT and MIL models as binary classifiers and
weakly supervised segmentation models. For both models 3 variants where trained to
study the effect of additional information during the training on the performance.

Classification. As presented in Tab. 1, the CCT model consistently outperforms the
MIL model across all metrics and for all training regimes. The best CCT model for the
classification task was trained with 3-Classes and is only slightly better than the one
trained with two classes. It achieves an AUROC of 0.92, an Average Precision of 0.74
and an F1 score of 0.65. For the MIL model there is also not much difference between
training with 2 or 3 classes. But for both models the regression task performs worst.

Segmentation. For the weakly supervised segmentation task, the CCT trained with 2
classes yields the best results. The difference in performance between the MIL model
and the CCT is even more pronounced than for the segmentation task. Iterative inference
increases the (pixel-level) recall, but also reduces precision, and therefore does not yield
a substantial benefit in terms of Dice. This is mostly due to the fact that averages in Tab.
1 include a large number of B-scans with only one HRF. Images that contain more than
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Tab. 1. Classification and segmentation metrics, with and without iterative inference, for CCT
and MIL models. The 2-classes task is a binary classification for the presence of HRF. For the
3-classes task, the classes are no HRF, 1 HRF and more than 1 HRF. For the regression task, the
target is the HRF count in the B-scan, clipped to a maximum of 10.

Model Task Classification Segm. 1 Iteration Segm. 6 Iterations
AUROC Avg. Prec F1 Dice Recall Preci Dice Recall Preci

CCT
2-Classes 0.90 0.70 0.64 0.33 0.35 0.47 0.33 0.42 0.37
3-Classes 0.92 0.74 0.65 0.29 0.30 0.41 0.31 0.40 0.36

Regression 0.90 0.58 0.6 0.22 0.25 0.29 0.21 0.35 0.22

MIL
2-Classes 0.86 0.58 0.53 0.11 0.09 0.23 0.13 0.12 0.23
3-Classes 0.86 0.58 0.51 0.08 0.06 0.19 0.08 0.07 0.18

Regression 0.85 0.42 0.41 0.05 0.04 0.13 0.07 0.07 0.13

Tab. 2. Average Dice score for different postprocessings of the relevance maps. Threshold (Val) is
a global threshold for the relevance maps calibrated on the validation set. Applying this threshold
to the relevance maps from the validation and test set result in the Val Dice and Test Dice columns.
The Oracle Test Dice is the average of each samples best possible Dice based on searching through
a range of plausible thresholds.

Model Task Threshold (Val) Val Dice Test Dice Oracle Test Dice SAM Dice

CCT
2-Classes 0.0037 0.16 0.16 0.35 0.33
3-Classes 0.0065 0.14 0.11 0.31 0.31

Regression 0.0001 0.06 0.06 0.21 0.21

MIL
2-classes 0.0025 0.11 0.11 0.19 0.13
3-Classes 0.0013 0.10 0.03 0.15 0.08

Regression 0.0007 0.05 0.01 0.08 0.07

one HRF are more challenging to segment (average Dice with the 2-class CCT after the
first iteration is only 0.22), but benefit more clearly from the iteration (Dice increases to
0.28 after three iterations).

Relevance processing. We evaluated multiple approaches to obtain segmentation masks
from the classifiers relevance maps shown in Tab. 2. A global threshold calibrated on
the validation data is straight forward but results in a Dice of only 0.16 for the best
model. Our approach to generate prompts for SAM from the relevance maps clearly
outperforms this with a Dice of 0.33 after 6 iterations. This is already quite close to
what we call the Dice with oracle of 0.35, where the threshold is determined per sample
using the ground truth segmentation as a guide. Notable the MIL models showed less
pronounced gains from postprocessing with SAM.

Qualitative Results. In Fig. 1 we show example segmentations from the test set. One
can see that our model successfully localizes several HRFs despite their small size.
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4 Discussion

Regarding annotation style, it was our original hypothesis that training a model to predict
image-level labels that merely indicate the presence of HRF might only be sufficient
to detect a single (most prominent) HRF, while training with more information-rich
labels that provide a more nuanced measure of HRF load might enable a more complete
detection of all HRFs.

Our experiments, in which additional HRFs are segmented by masking out the ones
that have already been found, indicate that a simple binary annotation, labeling B-scans
as HRF positive/negative, is sufficient, and no additional benefit is gained from more
time-consuming weak annotation styles.

Our strategy for prompting SAM 2 based on the most relevant pixel proved effective
for obtaining final segmentation masks, achieving much better results than a simple
thresholding of the relevance maps. Comparing Dice scores to those from an oracle-
based thresholding that makes use of the ground truth suggests that we cannot expect to
outperform SAM 2 even with sophisticated threshold adaptation.

Overall, our study highlights the effectiveness of CCT in conjunction with LRP
and SAM 2 for the weakly supervised segmentation of HRFs in OCT, and we expect
that it might be similarly effective for other segmentation problems that involve small
structures. In the future, we plan to further refine our iterative inference, with the goal
of achieving an even more favorable balance of recall and precision.
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