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ABSTRACT

Acquiring and annotating surgical data is often resource-intensive, ethical constraining, and requiring significant
expert involvement. While generative AI models like text-to-image can alleviate data scarcity, incorporating
spatial annotations, such as segmentation masks, is crucial for precision-driven surgical applications, simulation,
and education. This study introduces both a novel task and method, SimGen, for Simultaneous Image and
Mask Generation. SimGen is a diffusion model based on the DDPM framework and Residual U-Net, designed
to jointly generate high-fidelity surgical images and their corresponding segmentation masks. The model
leverages cross-correlation priors to capture dependencies between continuous image and discrete mask
distributions. Additionally, a Canonical Fibonacci Lattice (CFL) is employed to enhance class separability and
uniformity in the RGB space of the masks. SimGen delivers high-fidelity images and accurate segmentation
masks, outperforming baselines across six public datasets assessed on image and semantic inception distance
metrics. Ablation study shows that the CFL improves mask quality and spatial separation. Downstream
experiments suggest generated image-mask pairs are usable if regulations limit human data release for research.
This work offers a cost-effective solution for generating paired surgical images and complex labels, advancing
surgical AI development by reducing the need for expensive manual annotations.
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(e) EndoVIS 2017 (d) Endoscapes
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Figure 1: Sample outputs of SimGen across the 6 explored datasets. For each pair, the generated photorealistic image is on left
and the generated boundary-aligned segmentation mask is on the right. The mask is colored for visualization with the Canonical
Fibonacci Lattice (CFL) function.
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1 Introduction

Data acquisition in surgical AI presents significant challenges
due to the ethical, practical, and resource-intensive demands
of collecting and annotating large-scale datasets. High-quality
annotations, particularly segmentation masks, require expert
knowledge and precise labeling, making them both costly
and time-consuming. Generative AI methods, such as text-to-
image [1, 2] and text-to-video [3, 4], have emerged as alterna-
tives to address data scarcity by synthetically generating visual
content. The utility of generative AI are mostly for surgical
education and simulation. In those cases, text prompts, fed as
inputs to the generative methods, can serve as labels for gener-
ated images or videos, providing utility for simple tasks like
illustrating surgical phases or concepts [5]. However, more
complex tasks—such as demonstrating anatomical boundaries,
locating surgical tools, or mapping tissue structures [6, 7] —de-
mand detailed spatial annotations like segmentation masks or
bounding boxes. These structured annotations cannot be ade-
quately captured through text prompts alone, leaving a critical
gap in current generative models. Mask-to-image generation
models [8] partially address this gap by using segmentation
masks as inputs to generate synthetic images. However, the
manual creation of these masks remains prohibitively expen-
sive and time-consuming, limiting scalability and applicability.
This challenge is particularly evident in surgical data science,
where precise spatial annotations are crucial for tasks such as
surgical scene understanding [9, 10] and tool tracking [11],
necessitating large-scale datasets.

To overcome the limitations of existing models, we propose
SimGen (Simultaneous Image-Mask Generator), a diffusion-
based model that generates high-quality surgical images and
their corresponding segmentation masks simultaneously. Built
on the framework of Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Mod-
els (DDPMs) [12], SimGen employs cross-correlation priors
on concatenated image and mask channels to capture depen-
dencies between continuous image data and discrete mask
distributions. This, combined with the Central Limit Theo-
rem (CLT) to stabilize the noise distribution, enhances the
signal-to-noise ratio, resulting in more accurate and coherent
image-mask generation without adversarial training. Addi-
tionally, SimGen employs a residual U-Net architecture that
enhances gradient flow and model convergence, stabilizing
the training process. This architecture, with two residual skip
connections, mitigates gradient vanishing issues. It equally
avoids exploding gradients by regressing to a single continu-
ous distribution rather than a mix of continuous and discrete
distributions.

A further innovation in SimGen is the integration of the Canon-
ical Fibonacci Lattice (CFL), an algorithm that projects seg-
mentation class labels onto a uniformly spaced RGB unit
sphere. This prevents color overlap by improving the separa-
bility of class segments in the RGB space, facilitating stable
model convergence. During inference, cosine similarity be-
tween the learned masks and the Fibonacci-projected outputs
is used to recover the original class labels. Furthermore, the
generated masks can be easily adapted into bounding boxes
using a simple coordinate extraction algorithm, offering flexi-

bility across diverse datasets and supporting a wide range of
applications.

We explore our method on six publicly available surgical
datasets [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18], spanning a variety of pro-
cedures, including laparoscopic, gastroscopic, colonoscopic,
and cataract surgeries. We assess SimGen’s performance us-
ing Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) and Kernel Inception
Distance (KID) for image quality. We also computed Seman-
tic FID/KID for each semantic region based on the generated
class mask to evaluate the image-mask alignment, mask class
and boundary correctness. Our results show that SimGen
produces higher-fidelity surgical images and more accurate
segmentation masks compared to the baselines.

We evaluate SimGen’s utility in downstream tasks, such as
segmentation, by training a UNet model [19] on generated
image-mask pairs. Our results demonstrate that SimGen pro-
duces meaningful images alongside boundary-aligned masks
that deep learning models could learn from. Although UNet
trained on synthetic data underperforms compared to real data
(52.1% vs. 41.7%), which is expected, this moderate perfor-
mance underscores SimGen’s value when real human data can-
not be released due to ethical or regulatory concerns. Further
analysis, where SimGen is trained on a superset of available
real data, shows improvements, demonstrating that smaller
institutions with limited datasets can greatly benefit from Sim-
Gen trained on data from larger institutions. The observed
distribution shift between real and synthetic data also high-
lights SimGen’s potential for transfer learning and domain
adaptation studies. We also demonstrate that SimGen’s gener-
ated image-mask pairs exhibit superior alignment compared
to using state-of-the-art SegFormer [20] to predict masks from
generated images in surgical simulation.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:

1. We introduce a novel task of paired image-mask gen-
eration, addressing the need for both visual data and
structured annotations.

2. We propose SimGen, a diffusion-based model that
implicitly utilizes cross-correlation priors to jointly
generate high-quality surgical images and segmenta-
tion masks without the need for adversarial training.

3. We integrate Canonical Fibonacci Lattice to enhance
segmentation mask separability in RGB space, pre-
venting class overlap and improving training stability.

4. We introduce Semantic Inception Distance (SID),
a metric for evaluating fidelity, paired alignment,
boundary accuracy, and class correctness in gener-
ated image-mask pairs.

5. We demonstrate SimGen’s superior performance
through extensive evaluation on five public surgi-
cal datasets, achieving state-of-the-art results in both
image and image-mask alignment fidelity.
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2 Related Works

2.1 Image Generation

Early image generation models like Variational Autoencoders
(VAEs) [21] introduced latent space learning, but struggled
with producing high-quality images. The introduction of Gen-
erative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [22] marked a signif-
icant breakthrough, with advances such as conditional [23]
and Style GANs [24], etc., enabling more controlled image
generation. However, GANs face issues like mode collapse
and instability, limiting their robustness across tasks.

2.2 Diffusion Models

Diffusion models, such as DDPM [12], resolve issues faced
by GANs using a likelihood-based loss function, resulting in a
more stable model capable of generating diverse, high-quality
images. Denoising Diffusion Implicit Models (DDIMs) [25],
improved sampling efficiency of DDPM. Latent [26], con-
ditional [27], and stable [26] diffusion models power mod-
ern text-to-image (e.g. Imagen [28]) and text-to-video (e.g.
Sora [29]) generation, offering more versatility in content
creation.

2.3 Surgical Data Synthesis

Given the challenges of data acquisition in the surgical do-
main, generative models such as Surgical Imagen [1], and
counterparts [2] explored text-to-image generation, whereas
Bora [3], SurGen [4] and Endora [30] extend this to videos.
These models utilize text prompts describing surgical phases
and tool-tissue interactions [31] to create realistic surgical con-
tents. Aside the limited precision in the input text prompt, its
utility alongside generated outputs in complex applications
tasks such as simulation [5] fall short in providing the nec-
essary overlays, underscoring the need for generating paired
image-mask data, a gap this work seeks to fill.

3 Methods

Our objective is to generate paired images and segmentation
masks directly from noise, ensuring they are optimized for
high-impact surgical applications.

3.1 Task Formalization

Given a dataset D = {(xi, yi)}ni=1 such that yi = f(xi)
with xi ∈ R3×h×w, yi ∈ Rc×h×w where c is the number of
channels in the sample yi and the function f : xi → yi maps
the input xi to yi. Our aim is to develop a model M that
generates (x̄, ȳ) such that ȳi = f(x̄i) and the likelihood for x̄
and ȳ to be similar to samples drawn from D is maximized.
In our case, (x̄, ȳ) represents paired image and segmentation
mask.

Semantic
class

{0,1,2,...n}

Optimally separable

Overlapping space

 Canonical
Fibonacci

Lattice

Partially separable

Random 
RGB Uniform

Grayscale
3D Space

Figure 2: Illustration of the proposed Fibonacci projection of
semantic class identities to 3D hyperspace in comparison with
random RGB and grayscale spaces.

3.2 Canonical Fibonacci Lattice (CFL)

First, we implement CFL (Fig. 2) to uniformly distributes
points on a unit sphere, maximizing class separation in high-
dimensional spaces. This addresses the challenge of class
overlap by projecting classes onto a unit 3D sphere using
golden angles and the Fibonacci sequence. We observed that
CFL facilitates stable model convergence, without which the
generated mask lacks class separability. The pseudocode guid-
ing the implementation of the CFL for class separability in the
mask generation in presented in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Canonical Fibonacci Lattice for Point i

1: Input: NC, i # for number of classes
2: Output: 3D coordinates (xi, yi, zi)

3: Set golden ratio GR← 1+
√
5

2

4: Set golden angle θ ← 2πi
GR

5: Set ϕ← arccos
(
1− 2 · i+0.5

NC

)
6: Compute x← cos(θ) · sin(ϕ)
7: Compute y ← sin(θ) · sin(ϕ)
8: Compute z ← cos(ϕ)
9: Return (x, y, z)

3.3 Model Logic and Architecture

Our model is based on a ResUNet architecture and operates
within the framework of a diffusion model (DDPM) [12]. This
denoising ResUNet model f(:, θf ) employs a symmetrical
encoder-decoder pipeline, specifically designed to process
noisy image-mask paired input (xt, yt), with noise level t, and
accurately reconstruct the corresponding output pair following
the DDPM reverse process.

During the forward diffusion process, Gaussian noise N (0, 1)
is incrementally added to the concatenated 6-channel input
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Figure 3: Architecture of the proposed SimGen model showing its several key components that work together to generate paired
image-mask from noise.

(x0 ⊕ y0) over a series of timesteps. By the terminal timestep,
this noise approximates a Gaussian distribution due to the
Central Limit Theorem (CLT), which asserts that the sum of
independent random variables converges to a normal distri-
bution, regardless of initial distributions. SimGen capitalizes
on this property to stabilize the noise distribution, enhancing
the signal-to-noise ratio and enabling the model to focus on
learning structured information rather than struggling with
irregular noise patterns. This design avoids the complexities
of adversarial training, ensuring smoother convergence and
higher-quality image-mask generation.

To further refine the noise removal process, cross-correlation
priors are applied to the concatenated input (xt⊕yt), explicitly
modeling the dependencies between continuous image data
and discrete mask distributions. This cohesive noise handling
improves the model’s ability to process and generate consis-
tent image-mask pairs. Additionally, the Two-residual U-Net
architecture incorporates stabilized gradient flow through skip
connections, enabling the network to regress effectively to the
learned noise distribution. These connections mitigate gradi-
ent vanishing issues by stabilizing gradient flow and ensuring
efficient feature propagation across the network.

The architecture, as illustrated in Fig. 3, starts with an initial
convolution that projects the noisy 6-channel input (xt ⊕ yt)
into a feature space while preserving spatial resolution for
decoder use through residual connections. A time step em-
bedding module encodes the temporal step (t) into a higher-
dimensional space and combines it with the feature map to cap-
ture both spatial and temporal dynamics. Each layer contains
two ConvBlock modules, where each ConvBlock processes
features using GroupNorm, Conv2D, and GELU. Residual
connections are made from each ConvBlock in every layer,
linking the encoder to the decoder for high-resolution recovery.

A learnable downsampler reduces spatial resolution while ex-
panding spectral resolution before passing features through the
bottleneck (Mid Conv.). The decoder uses a learnable upsam-
pler to restore spatial resolution with transposed convolutions,
utilizing the residual connections to produce a final 6-channel
noise prediction (ϵθ).

3.4 Training and Inference

We utilize the DDPM for sampling, with the diffusion loss de-
fined as the mean squared error (MSE) between the predicted
noise ϵθ(Xt, t) and the true noise ϵ for a noisy image Xt at
time step t: Ldiffusion = Et,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(Xt, t)∥2

]
. During infer-

ence, we compute cosine similarity to align generated pixel
values with the color vectors in the CFL dictionary, ensuring
accurate class assignment based on the highest similarity.

3.5 Evaluation on Semantic Inception Distance (SID)

To evaluate the quality of the generated image-mask pairs, we
introduce Semantic Inception Distance (SID), an extension of
the traditional Inception Distance (ID) that evaluates generated
image correctness by focusing on specific semantic regions
within an image. SID builds on existing ID metrics like Fréchet
Inception Distance (FID) and Kernel Inception Distance (KID),
using them to compute the distance for individual semantic
regions, such as anatomical structures and tools, by leveraging
segmentation masks. We refer to these extensions as semantic
FID (sFID) and semantic KID (sKID).

While traditional ID metrics measure global distribution simi-
larity, SID isolates semantic regions to assess boundary align-
ment, class assignment correctness, and anatomical fidelity
more effectively. The key concepts in SID includes:

4
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Table 1: Dataset used for training image-mask pair generation models.

Dataset Procedure # Images Mask Type # Classes Train / Val /Test

CholecSeg8K [13] Laparoscopy 8080 semantic 13 5600 / X / 2480
CaDISv2 [32] Cataract Surgery 4670 semantic 36 3550 / 534 / 586
EndoVIS [14] Robotic Laparoscopy 1800 instruments 8 1800 / X / 750
EndoVIS [14] Robotic Laparoscopy 1800 parts 4 1800 / X / 750
Kvasir-SEG[16] Colonoscopy 1000 binary 2 880 / 120 / X
Endoscapes[15] Laparoscopy 493 semantic 7 343 / 76 / 74
CholecInstanceSeg[17] Laparoscopy 41933 semantic 8 26830 / 3804 / 11299

1. Region Isolation: Unlike traditional FID/KID, SID
uses segmentation masks to crop and compare each
semantic region within the image, enabling finer-
grained comparison and more precise assessments.

2. Boundary Alignment: Focusing on individual seman-
tic regions, SID directly penalizes any misalignment
in the boundaries of object structures within an im-
age. Misaligned regions (e.g., incorrect cropping or
overlap of adjacent organs or tools) will result in
a worse similarity score for that region, emphasiz-
ing the importance of accurate boundary alignment,
which traditional ID metrics do not capture.

3. Class Assignment Correctness: SID ensures that each
region is correctly classified. For instance, if a mask
for the liver overlaps with a region designated for the
gallbladder, SID will yield a significantly worse sim-
ilarity score for that region, thus capturing class as-
signment errors that would otherwise be overlooked
by global metrics. This assesses the image-mask
alignment correctness.

4. Exhaustive Element Evaluation: SID supports as-
sessment of both anatomical structures and tools and
any object of interest in the generated surgical image.
In our case, objects of the same class are evaluated
collectively - this can be extended to instance-based
assessment. For text-conditioned generation, SID
could further align element classes with input text
keywords for enhanced semantic coherence.

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset

Six surgical segmentation datasets were explored:
CaDISv2 [18], Cholecseg8k [13], CholecInstanceSeg [17],
Endoscapes [15], EndoVIS 2017 [14], and Kvasir-SEG [16].
We train our proposed and baseline models on the training
split of each dataset. Downstream task evaluations are
performed on the test splits. More dataset details are provided
in Table 1.

4.2 Implementation Details

We trained SimGen on inputs of size 256×256 with 64 feature
maps, 250 diffusion timesteps, and (1, 2, 4, 8) multipliers for

features. The 62.7M parameter SimGen model is trained on
a V100 32GB GPU for 5 days per dataset using a batch size
of 16, with the Adam optimizer having a learning rate of
1.0× 10−4. SimGen’s implementation is based on PyTorch.

4.3 Baselines

We selected 3 generative models that are close our tasks as
baselines: DCGAN [33], Pix2Pix [34], and Convolutional
VAE [21]. Each was trained to full saturation, with no further
performance improvements observed.

4.4 Evaluation Protocols

We assess the performance of our method using several met-
rics: (1) image FID score to assess the fidelity of generated
images compared to real data; given the small size of train-
ing data, we also compute the KID score, (2) SID (sFID and
sKID) to evaluate the image-mask boundary alignment and
tool/anatomical class correctness, (3) Intersection over Union
(IoU) from downstream segmentation model (ResUNet [19])
trained on varying percentage compositions of real and gener-
ated data, and (4) comparisons with baselines.

5 Results

5.1 Generated Image Quality

We evaluate the generated image fidelity in comparison with
the real image distribution. As shown in Table 2, using FID
metric, which estimates at a global image feature scale, Sim-
Gen obtains a significantly lower FID compared to the base-
line models, though it still shows room for improvement when
compared to the real data. At a local feature scale, the KID
score of SimGen approximates the real images and fairs bet-
ter than all the baselines across the compared datasets. Note
that we show baseline performances only for complementary
datasets without re-training them for datasets like Endoscape,
CholecInstanceSeg, etc., which belongs to the same source as
CholecSeg8k.

The qualitative results highlights the true fidelity and photore-
alistic nature of SimGen’s generated image-mask pairs for six
dataset as presented in Fig. 1.

5
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Table 2: Automatic evaluation of generated images using mean FID and KID scores across six datasets:Cataract Segmentation
(CaDIS), CholecSeg8k (CSeg8K), CholecInstanceSeg (CISeg), Endoscapes (EdScp), EndoVIS, and Kvasir.

Models FID ↓ KID ↓
CaDIS CSeg8k CISeg EdScp EndoVIS Kvasir CaDIS CSeg8k CISeg EdScp EndoVIS Kvasir

Pix2Pix [34] 414.1 432.9 - - - 425.9 0.44 0.54 - - - 0.48
DCGAN [33] 351.1 466.7 - - - 417.3 0.44 0.63 - - - 0.46
VAE 432.1 403.1 - - - 341.7 0.64 0.55 - - - 0.50
SimGen (ours) 74.2 57.5 53.8 217.9 107.8 136.9 0.08 0.04 0.05 0.23 0.10 0.16

Real data 13.3 5.0 2.1 72.7 29.8 43.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Figure 4: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the CholecSeg8K dataset

Figure 5: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the CaDISv2 dataset

Figure 6: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the Kvasir-SEG dataset

Figure 7: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the CholecInstanceSeg dataset

6
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Figure 8: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the Endoscapes dataset

Figure 9: A random set of 6 generated image-mask pairs from the EndoVIS dataset

Table 3: Automatic evaluation of generated image-mask alignment using mean sFID and sKID scores across six datasets:
Cataract Segmentation (CaDIS), CholecSeg8k (CSeg8K), CholecInstanceSeg (CISeg), Endoscapes (EdScp), EndoVIS, and
Kvasir.

Models Mean Per-Class sFID ↓ Mean Per-Class sKID ↓
CaDIS CSeg8k CISeg EdScp EndoVIS Kvasir CaDIS CSeg8k CISeg EdScp EndoVIS Kvasir

Pix2Pix [34] 298.1 329.0 - - - 329.7 0.34 0.38 - - - 0.33
DCGAN [33] 257.0 276.0 - - - 362.6 0.28 0.29 - - - 0.35
VAE 277.2 282.5 - - - 351.1 0.35 0.34 - - - 0.48
SimGen (ours) 171.4 133.4 116.4 188.5 185.6 101.5 0.17 0.14 0.08 0.16 0.17 0.09

Real data 46.7 13.0 4.92 82.4 34.09 40.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.2 Image-Label Alignment

Fig. 1 also demonstrate precise alignment of the generated
masks with their images. Using the SID metrics, the mean se-
mantic FID and semantic KID scores showcase the agreement
of the generated images in comparison with the real data as
shown in Table 3. Our proposed model obtained better FID
and KID scores compared to the baselines across the evaluated
datasets.

Additionally, we demonstrate that SimGen achieves superior
image-mask alignment compared to using third-party segmen-
tation models in surgical simulations. As shown in Fig. 10,
SimGen’s generated masks outperform those produced by Seg-
Former [20], a state-of-the-art segmentation model which we
trained on three complementary datasets explored in this work,
offering better quality and alignment.

5.3 Ablation Study

To justify our use of 3D unit sphere harnessed by CFL, we
conduct ablation studies on the alternative approaches in in

Table 4: Ablation study on the impact of Canonical Fibonnaci
Lattice (CFL).

Ablation sFID ↓
RGB Mask without CFL 183.9
Final Model (RGB Mask + CFL) 133.4

Table 4. Our proposed CFL yields the best mean class-based
FID score justifying the importance of projecting mask to con-
tinuous higher dimension and the utility of uniformly spaced
points on a 3D unit hyperspace. With increasing number of
classes, CFL mitigates inherent performance drops by enhanc-
ing class separability and convergence. As can also be seen
in Fig. 11, computing class FID for grayscale masks was
ineffective due to the proximity of pixel values, causing the
cosine similarity function to fail in class separation and often
mapping all pixels to a single class.

We qualitatively ablate the effect of feature size governing the
bottleneck of our model in Fig. 12. From the obtained results
on CholecSeg8k, we observe that increasing the feature size

7
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Figure 10: Comparison of anatomical semantic and boundary correctness: SimGen-generated masks versus SegFormer-predicted
masks overlaid on the generated images.
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Figure 11: Qualitative ablation on the impact of CFL using
CholecSeg8k dataset.

from 8 to 64 yields higher fidelity image-mask pairs at a given
number of iterations.

5.4 Comparison with Existing Models

Our proposed SimGen model outperforms the baselines in both
Image and Class FID/KID metrics, as shown in Tables 2 and
3. Furthermore, Fig. 13 highlights qualitative comparisons,
where VAE-based models fail to generate coherent image-
mask pairs likely due to mismatched continuous-discrete dis-
tributions. DCGAN [33] in its greedy approach converges

Feature Dimension 8 Feature Dimension 16

Feature Dimension 32 Feature Dimension 64

Figure 12: Qualitative ablation on feature dimension reduction
using CholecSeg8k dataset.

on the mask generation but struggles with diverging image
quality. Pix2Pix [34] attempts uniform denoising for both im-
age and mask generation, yet with precision-lacking outputs.
The baselines were trained to their performance saturation. In
contrast, SimGen excels in generating photorealistic images
with well-defined, boundary-aligned masks, highlighting its
superior ability to handle complex image-mask generation
tasks.
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Pix2Pix

SimGen
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Figure 13: Qualitative results of SimGen across 3 complementary datasets in comparison with baselines.

5.5 Downstream Utility

Although generative models are primarily used for human
training for their perceptual-focused outputs, evaluating Sim-
Gen’s downstream utility in training AI is interesting. Here,
we train UNet [19] on real versus generated image-mask data
for segmentation. As shown in Fig. 14, training solely on
generated data achieves approximately 42% IoU on the real
test set. While UNet trained on entirely real data (52.1%)
outperforms training on fully synthetic data, SimGen proves
valuable when real data cannot be used due to regulatory or
ethical constraints.

The complementary use of generated data with real data was
also analyzed in Fig. 15. If the real dataset is fully available
for training, adding generated data does not improve perfor-
mance and can even hinder it. This is expected, as duplicating
real data in deep learning does not introduce new learning
opportunities and if such duplicate is a generated sample (less
quality than real data), it can introduce noise, reducing model
performance. However, when the generative model is trained
on a larger superset of real data, training on a smaller subset
of real data (e.g., 25%, 50%, or 75%) complemented with
superset generated data significantly improves performance,
as shown in Fig. 15. This improvement is due to the genera-
tive model introducing novel features not available in the real
training set.

Furthermore, In scenarios where the available real data has
fewer class labels than the generative model’s training data,
incorporating generated data from a broader class set can sub-
stantially boost performance. As shown in Fig. 16, when
real data is complemented with generated samples covering
a broader range of classes, model performance improves by
up to 20%. This highlights the potential of generative mod-
els to level the playing field, enabling resource-constrained
institutions to achieve better training results by leveraging
synthetic data from SimGen trained on more extensive and
diverse real-world datasets.
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Figure 14: SimGen’s utility on Segmentation. Model trained
on SimGen’s generated data versus real data

Moreso, the worsening performance in the use of generated
data when the real data samples or class size matches the gener-
ated ones could be attributed to the observed distribution shift
between real and synthetic data. This highlights SimGen’s po-
tential for domain adaptation research. Its capacity to generate
unlimited data offers promising pretraining opportunities for
deep learning models.

5.6 Discussion

The task of generating paired image-mask offers a significant
opportunity in Surgical Data Science, particularly as a supple-
mentary or alternative data source when access to real-world
data is limited by ethical or regulatory constraints. While
our study shows that models trained on SimGen’s generated
data alone do not outperform those trained on real data, the
synthetic data still holds value in scenarios where real data is
inaccessible or when trained on larger data. Specifically, Sim-
Gen can serve as a viable alternative for training AI models
when real surgical data cannot be released, achieving moderate
performance and offering a potential avenue for domain adap-
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Figure 15: Utility of SimGen generated data when trained on superset dataset with more data samples.
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Figure 16: Utility of SimGen generated data when trained on
superset dataset with more semantic class labels.

tation studies due to the distribution shift observed between
real and synthetic data.

Beyond data scarcity issues, SimGen’s ability to generate
large amounts of synthetic data makes it a promising tool for
pretraining deep learning models, establishing foundational
patterns before fine-tuning on real data. This capability could
extend to surgical simulation and educational applications,
enhancing training resources for surgical trainees and profes-
sionals by providing realistic visual content. Additionally, the
potential of SimGen to support domain shift studies opens new
pathways for improving model generalization across different
surgical datasets and environments.

Nevertheless, limitations persist. The model’s performance
can degrade on smaller or less diverse datasets, as seen with
the Endoscape [15]. The absence of controlled or conditioned
image-mask generation reduces the flexibility of the system for
specific clinical needs. High GPU demands for training may
also may hinder accessibility for some institutions, particularly
those with limited computational resources. Synthetic data

may introduce bias, moving forward, clinical experts involve-
ment in the validation loop is crucial to ensure the generated
data aligns with real-world surgical applications, addressing
both ethical considerations and practical effectiveness.

(b) CaDISv2

(e) EndoVIS 2017(d) Endoscapes

(a) CholecSeg8k (c) Kvasir-SEG

(f) CholecInstanceSeg

Figure 17: Examples of failure cases in generative model
output for paired image-mask generation.

5.7 Failure Cases

We observe some failure case with SimGen. For analysis, we
isolate a few failure cases across the datasets, as presented
in Fig. 17. These occurrences are rare but provide valuable
insights for further improvements. Below, we analyze specific
instances across datasets:

1. CholecSeg8k: A few blurred images occasionally
lead to slight inaccuracies in anatomical boundaries,
affecting segmentation precision.
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2. CaDISv2: Rare instances of incorrect tool localiza-
tion, such as a "floating" needle in the pupil, result in
minor deviations in the generated mask.

3. Kvasir-SEG: Occasionally, some anomalies are
missed, and subtle over-smoothing is observed in
the generated masks, reducing fine-grained details
like vein structures in polyps.

4. Endoscapes: The limited size of the dataset (343
training pairs) sometimes leads to challenges in cap-
turing intricate details of tools and anatomical struc-
tures, though this is infrequent.

5. EndoVIS 2017: In rare cases, the generated mask
includes unexpected features, such as a "floating"
grasper, slightly affecting tool placement.

6. CholecInstanceSeg: Few instances of tool merging
in the generated mask (e.g., red regions) cause minor
loss of tool instance identity.

These occasional issues are not reflective of overall model
performance but highlight opportunities for refinement. In-
creasing training data diversity and targeted improvements in
the model could further mitigate these challenges and enhance
robustness.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we address the challenge of generating high-
quality paired image-segmentation masks, a critical bottleneck
in Surgical Data Science. We introduce SimGen, a diffusion-
based model designed to simultaneously generate surgical
images and their corresponding segmentation masks. This
innovative approach offers data source without ethical con-
cerns for surgical education, simulation, and other complex
clinical applications. Trained across five surgical datasets, Sim-
Gen effectively produces realistic image-segmentation pairs,
demonstrating improved FID, KID, sFID, and sKID scores
compared to existing baselines. While models trained on
SimGen-generated data do not outperform those trained solely
on real data, we highlight the benefit in the complementary use
of generated data when SimGen is trained on larger samples or
broader class set of public real data, highlighting the potential
for using synthetic data to support research and development,
particularly in scenarios where real-world data is inaccessible
or restricted. We also demonstrate that SimGen outperforms
segmentation models in aligning masks with generated images
for surgical simulation. Looking ahead, SimGen paves the way
for creating synthetic datasets beyond segmentation masks,
including image-bounding box pairs and video-segmentation
data. Such advancements could significantly enhance surgi-
cal AI by providing scalable, high-quality synthetic data to
improve model training and performance.
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