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Abstract:

Image segmentation, a key task in computer vision, has traditionally relied on convolutional
neural networks (CNNSs), yet these models struggle with capturing complex spatial
dependencies, objects with varying scales, need for manually crafted architecture components
and contextual information. This paper explores the shortcomings of CNN-based models and
the shift towards transformer architectures -to overcome those limitations. This work reviews
state-of-the-art transformer-based segmentation models, addressing segmentation-specific
challenges and their solutions. The paper discusses current challenges in transformer-based
segmentation and outlines promising future trends, such as lightweight architectures and
enhanced data efficiency. This survey serves as a guide for understanding the impact of
transformers in advancing segmentation capabilities and overcoming the limitations of
traditional models.
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1. Introduction

Image segmentation is a fundamental task in computer vision that separates boundaries,
objects, regions, or regions of interest within an image. It divides the image into meaningful
segments so that computers can perceive and understand visual information like humans.
These meaningful segments of an image help computers further analyze it in different CV
areas. Image segmentation has been serving as a crucial step in numerous tasks such as
general objection recognition, medical imaging, autonomous driving, remote sensing, and
satellite imagery. Traditionally image segmentation problem was solved using thresholding,
edge-based, region-based, clustering-based, watershed algorithm, graph-based and contour-
based segmentation methods[1]. These methods were easy to implement, and
computationally efficient but faced several issues, which made them less effective in dealing
with real-world and complex images. A few of the limitations were difficulty in capturing
global contexts, sensitivity to noise and intensity variations, problem handling unclear or
overlapping boundaries, and manual tuning[2]. With the advent of machine learning (ML)
algorithms such as K-Means Clustering, Gaussian Mixture Model, Random Forest, Support
Vector Machine, Conditional Random Fields, and Markov Random Fields; several limitations
faced by previous statistical, mathematical and image processing techniques were solved.
These models were very effective in feature extraction, binary or multi-class classification,
images with overlapping colours etc. However, these algorithms struggled with high-
dimensional or complex patterns, handcrafted feature selections, less adaptive to diverse



datasets, and poor generalization. With the development of different neural networks (NN),
the scenario of image segmentation evolved significantly. Especially NNs such as
Convolutional Neural Networks(CNN) which perform effectively in images and image-
related tasks. CNN models such as Fully Convolutional Networks (FCN)[3], UNet[4],
DeepLab[5], and Pyramid Scene Parsing Network[6] contributed substantially while
overcoming the limitations of ML models. Curation of large datasets such as ImageNet[7],
PASCAL-VOCI8], COCO[9], Cityscape[10], Liver Tumor Segmentation[11] coupled with
pre-trained models using transfer learning techniques and fine-tuning NNs led to further
advancement of image segmentation field. CNNs are highly effective for image segmentation
because they can automatically extract features, learn hierarchical representations, ensure
translation invariance, and support end-to-end learning. This allows them to process raw pixel
data directly, identifying simple to complex features through different network layers,
recognizing objects regardless of position, and training seamlessly from input to segmented
output[4][3]. Despite their success, these models struggle with the understanding of global
context which can affect the segmentation of large connected objects[12], huge
computational cost during training, especially in deeper networks[13], over-fitting in models
with many parameters which leads to poor performance in testing data[14]. Recently,
transformers[15] have revolutionised Natural Language Processing (NLP) by introducing a
new architecture that outperforms and overcomes previous models like Recurrent Neural
Networks (RNNs) and Long Short-Term Memory networks (LSTMs)[16]. Transformers
introduced a novel self-attention mechanism and can process various tokens in parallel.
Transformers can capture long-range dependencies more effectively than previous
architectures. Attention mechanisms help in understanding contextual relationships.
Transformers achieved strong performance on many NLP tasks. This resulted in using
transformer architecture in computer vision tasks. Early methods [17] [18] use self-attention
with CNN layers to augment CNN. Then few studies have used self-attention to replace CNN
layers[19][20]. After that, two studies have significantly improved CV tasks. The first one is
Vision Transformer (ViT)[21], which is a pure transformer architecture that divides images
into patches and processes these patches as tokens. This allows the model of the relationship
between patches to understand the image globally. This model achieved state-of-the-art
performance on multiple benchmark image recognition datasets. Another architecture is a
detection transformer (DETR)[22], which is an encoder-decoder architecture that applies a
transformer for object detection tasks. DETR combines CNN backbone(e.g. ResNet) for
feature extraction using self-attention and utilises learned positional encodings, and queries to
produce prediction. Inspired by these works, many researchers adopted these transformer
architectures for various vision tasks.

1.1.Contribution

This work introduces recent advancements in transformer-based image segmentation
methods. This work defines the task, datasets, metrics, CNN-based methods, limitations in
CNN-based methods and how these limitations are overcome by transformer-based methods.
Additionally, the study discusses the challenges of current segmentation transformer models
and their future directions.

2. Background

2.1.Problem Definition
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Figure 1: Types of image segmentation to each pixel in an image so that

pixels belonging to the same object
category are grouped. Multiple instances of the same objects are treated as a single entity in
SS. Every pixel is labelled according to its object class. E.g. all pixels representing “people”
are marked with the same label. IS identifies and detects the boundary of each object in an
image. IS divides each instance of the image even if the instances belong to the same class. IS
models usually require more computation than SS. PS utilizes both semantic and instance
segmentation approaches. PS gives a complete view of the image by assigning each class
label(SS) and dividing individual instances of objects (PS). This unified representation
ensures that every pixel is assigned to a class whether as a part of the object or background.
Figure 1 shows the differences among type of image segmentation.
2.2. Challenges in Image Segmentation
Dataset annotation: For large-size datasets creating pixel-level annotation is time-
consuming, labour-intensive and expensive. Which in turn leads to poor performance in
model evaluation. Also, in some domains such as medical imaging, annotating requires
domain experts for ground truth.
Difficulties with small or thin objects: Detection and segmentation of thin objects such as
blood vessels, and hair requires models to preserve finer details. Which is a big challenge for
segmentation architectures.
Boundary Accuracy: Tasks such as instance segmentation require precise boundary
detection for different objects in an image. Identifying the boundary for objects with irregular
shapes and ambiguous edges becomes a challenge for segmentation methods.
Model generalization Across Domains: Neural networks trained on one dataset often fail to
generalize well to real-world scenarios. Deploying such models results in poor performance.
2.3. Datasets
The curation of different datasets has proven beneficial for addressing the problem of image
segmentation. Image segmentation tasks require high-quality, annotated datasets to train and
evaluate the models effectively. A brief comparison of some of the popular datasets is given
in Table 1.



Table 1 Benchmarking datasets for Image segmentation

Dataset Release Paradigm Description Size Applications Challenges
coco 2014 PS, SS Complex scenes with 200,000+ images, General-purpose High diversity,
multiple objects. 1.5M+ object segmentation complex
instances backgrounds.
PASCAL VOC 2007 SS, IS Benchmark dataset for ~20,000 images, 20 | Object detection, A limited number
basic segmentation tasks. classes segmentation of classes
Cityscapes 2016 SS, IS Urban street scenes 5,000 finely, 20,000 | Autonomous High-resolution
captured from vehicles. coarsely annotated | driving, smart cities | images
ADE20K [23] 2017 SS A diverse range of scenes 25,000+ images, Scene parsing, Requires models to
and objects. 150 classes diverse contexts generalize across a
wide context.
BRATS [24] 2012 Medical Brain tumour 300+ cases, multi- Brain tumour Complex tumour
Image segmentation using multi- | modal MRI diagnosis, research | structures
modal MRI scans.

~2.4. Evaluation
To evaluate the performance of a segmentation model specific metrics are required. These
metrics can accurately reflect how well the model is segmenting different parts of an image.
Pixel Accuracy(PA) measures the ratio of correctly classified pixels to the total pixels,
providing an overall accuracy metric. Mean Pixel Accuracy (mPA) averages the class-wise
accuracy, addressing class imbalance by equally weighting each class. Intersection over
Union (loU) calculates the overlap between the predicted and ground truth regions for a class,
divided by their union. Mean loU (mloU) averages the loU across all classes, offering a
holistic evaluation. The Dice Coefficient is a similarity metric, often used in medical
imaging, that emphasizes the overlap by weighing it twice as much as the union. Precision
assesses the proportion of correctly predicted positive pixels, while Recall quantifies how
well the model identifies all relevant pixels. The F1 Score, the harmonic mean of precision
and recall, balances these two metrics to provide a single performance measure, especially
useful in imbalanced datasets.
2.5. Traditional Methods
Before the introduction of transformers in segmentation, various statistical, machine learning,
and deep learning methods were utilized. Over time, these methods evolved, significantly
improving segmentation efficiency, but at the expense of increased computational cost,
particularly for deep learning approaches. Neural Networks such as CNN, and RNN were
used in many CV tasks but CNN has outperformed RNN [25]. Table 2 gives an overview of
methods used in image segmentation before transformers were used.

Table 2 Traditional image segmentation models

Method Year Paradigm Metrics Used Results Dataset Application
Fully
Convolutional 2014 Semantic mloU mloU of 62.2% \P/gSCCAL Seer:ﬁg:llt-;lijggose
Networks (FCN) g
Dice Dice coefficient Medical
U-Net 2015 Semantic Coefficient, ISBI imaging,
>0.8 . .
Jaccard Index bioinformatics
. Autonomous
. mloU, Pixel mloU of . L .
DeepL 1- 2015-1 ' 1l
eepLab (v1-v3) 015-18 Semantic Accuracy 84 56% Cityscapes Qr|V|ng, satellite
imagery
SegNet [26] 2015 Semantic Pixel Accuracy, | mloU ~74% CamVid Robotics,




Method Year Paradigm Metrics Used Results Dataset Application

mloU autonomous

driving
Autonomous

Mask R-CNN (AP), mAP, AP of 37.1% . .

[he2017] 2017 Instance mioU and mloU ~50% Coco drlvmg, video
analysis

. Scene
Pyramid Scene mloU, Global understanding,

Parsing Network 2017 Semantic mloU of 85.4% | ADE20K

(PSPNet) [6] Pixel Accuracy autqnomous

vehicles

. . - . Medical

DenseNet-based 2017 Semantic mloU, Dice Dice coefficient | medical imaging. remote
Models [27] Coefficient ~0.9 imaging g 9.

sensing

Human pose
HRNet [28] 2019 Semantic mloU mloU of 81.6% | Cityscapes estimation, scene

parsing

3. Trasformer Network

The transformer introduced in the paper [15] revolutionized NLP tasks and utilizes an
attention mechanism, which enables the model to process and weigh the importance of all
input tokens relative to each other, allowing the model for long-range dependency learning.
Later, transformers were employed in CV tasks such as classification, detection and
segmentation to outperform existing architectures [21]. A transformer which is essentially an
encoder-decoder architecture, at the core of transformer is the self-attention, which computes
the relationship between input elements(token) to understand interdependence. Each input is
transformed into Query(Q), Key(K), and Value vectors, which are used to calculate attention
scores.

. QK"
Attention(Q,K,V) = softmax <\/d—>
k

Where d,, is the dimension of the Key vector, used for scaling to stabilize gradients. To
enhance the model’s ability to focus on different parts of the input, transformers employ
multiple attention “heads,” where each head operates on different projections of Q, K, and V.
The outputs are concatenated and linearly transformed. Unlike previous sequential models
such as RNNs, transformers process inputs in a parallel manner. So, to maintain the order
positional encodings are added to input embeddings. Each transformer layer includes a feed-
forward network(FFN with a non-linear activation function (ReLU) for feature extraction and
non-linear transformation. To prevent exploding or vanishing gradient and training
efficiency, normalization is applied. Skip connections around attention and FFN layers enable
the flow of information directly to deeper layers.
3.1. Transformers for Image Segmentation
Transformers have been adapted for image segmentation through different architectural
adjustments, utilizing their self-attention mechanism to address the dense prediction needs for
segmentation tasks. Transformers originally designed for sequences, process images by
dividing the image as patches[21]. Each patch is flattened and linearly projected to create
embeddings. These embedding coupled with positional encodings, fed into the transformer
encoder. This approach is used in models like ViT[21] and Segmenter[29]. Some
architectures such as Fully Transformer Network [30] and Pyramid Vision Transformer[31]




added pyramid structure that captures both fine details and global context. Hierarchical
representations help adapt transformers to dense tasks like segmentation. In decoders like
Mask2Former, adding mechanisms such as masked attention, helped generate accurate
segmentation masks [32]. Mask2Former outperformed the best-specialized models in every
segmentation type (SS, IS, PS). These architectural adjustments enabled models for effective
image segmentation.

3.2.State-of-the-art transformer models

In this section, a popular SOTA image segmentation model based on transformer architecture

is given in Table 3 with their results and advantages.
Table 3 SOTA transformer image segmentation models

Model Year Key Features Dataset & Results Advantages

Vision 2020 Divides image into patches and | mloU ~72% on | Strong global feature

Transformer applies transformer encoder for | ADE20K. representation but requires fine-

(ViT) [21] feature extraction. tuning for dense tasks like
segmentation.

SETR 2021 Uses a pure transformer encoder for | mloU  ~79.4%  on | Captures global context better

(Segmenter) pixel-level  prediction;  avoids | Cityscapes. than CNNs.

[33] convolution layers.

DETR 2020 linitially designed for object | mloU ~44% on the | Integrates detection and

(Detection detection; extended for instance | COCO dataset. segmentation seamlessly.

Transformer) segmentation using bipartite

[22] matching.

Swin 2021 Introduces hierarchical | mloU  ~84.1%  on | Combines efficiency  with

Transformer representations and shifted | ADE20K. powerful feature extraction for

[34] windows for efficient computation. segmentation tasks.

Segmenter 2021 Leverages ViT-based architecture | mloU ~80% on Pascal | Simplifies segmentation

[29] with a segmentation head. VOC. pipeline with transformer-based
backbones.

Mask2Former | 2022 Extends MaskFormer with | AP of ~46.7% on | Excels in an instance, semantic,
[32] enhanced dynamic attention | COCO. and panoptic segmentation
mechanisms  for  better mask tasks.

prediction.

3.3.0vercoming the challenges of traditional Models

Transformers have made significant improvements in segmentation by overcoming
limitations in traditional approaches, especially in CNN-based architectures. CNNs use
convolutional filters to learn features, these filters have a limited receptive field, which grows
slowly with the network depth. This makes it challenging to capture long-range dependencies
between distant objects or parts of an image. Transformers with self-attention capture global
dependencies across an entire image. Each patch or pixel can relate to every other, allowing
the model to capture context from across the image. Since CNNs use fixed-size filters, they
struggle with objects with various scales. Transformer-based methods such as Swin[34] and
SegFormer [35] introduced a multi-scaled hierarchical structure which allows the model to
learn relationships across scales. So, the models can handle small or large objects effectively.
Previous methods rely on anchor boxes, region proposals, fixed-feature pyramids in object
detection and instance segmentation. This hinders model generalizability since these
components need careful manual tuning. Transformer-based architectures, such as DETR
[22], remove the need for traditional components like region proposal networks, and anchor
boxes. Instead, DETR predicts object locations and segmentation masks directly in a single,




unified pipeline. This end-to-end framework reduces architectural complexity, simplifies
training and inference processes, and increases model generalisation and adaptability.

4. Challenges and Future Trends

Despite the success of transformers in image segmentation, there lie many challenges in
architecture such as large data dependency, high computational cost and difficulty in generalizing
to small targets. Transformers also have poor model interpretability, making it difficult in critical
domains such as healthcare. These disadvantages create the need for more efficient models that
address computational cost and memory constraints and adapt to small datasets. Combining
traditional methods with transformers may be a future avenue. By effectively addressing the current
challenges and embracing emerging trends, transformer-based image segmentation is set to make a
transformative impact on the advancement of the domain.

References

[1] A. Bali and S. N. Singh, “A Review on the Strategies and Techniques of Image Segmentation,” in 2015
Fifth International Conference on Advanced Computing & Communication Technologies, Haryana, India: IEEE,
Feb. 2015, pp. 113-120. doi: 10.1109/ACCT.2015.63.

[2] Y. Yu et al., “Techniques and Challenges of Image Segmentation: A Review,” Electronics, vol. 12, no.
5, p. 1199, Mar. 2023, doi: 10.3390/electronics12051199.
[3] J. Long, E. Shelhamer, and T. Darrell, “Fully convolutional networks for semantic segmentation,” in

2015 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Boston, MA, USA: IEEE, Jun.
2015, pp. 3431-3440. doi: 10.1109/CVPR.2015.7298965.

[4] O. Ronneberger, P. Fischer, and T. Brox, “U-Net: Convolutional Networks for Biomedical Image
Segmentation.”  arXiv, @ May  2015.  Accessed:  Nov. 12, 2024. [Online].  Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04597

[5] L.-C. Chen, G. Papandreou, I. Kokkinos, K. Murphy, and A. L. Yuille, “Semantic Image Segmentation
with Deep Convolutional Nets and Fully Connected CRFs.” arXiv, Jun. 2016. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024,
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7062

[6] H. Zhao, J. Shi, X. Qi, X. Wang, and J. Jia, “Pyramid Scene Parsing Network.” arXiv, Apr. 2017.
Accessed: Nov. 16, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.01105

[7] J. Deng, W. Dong, R. Socher, L.-J. Li, Kai Li, and Li Fei-Fei, “ImageNet: A large-scale hierarchical
image database,” in 2009 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Miami, FL: IEEE,
Jun. 2009, pp. 248-255. doi: 10.1109/CVPR.2009.5206848.

[8] M. Everingham, L. Van Gool, C. K. I. Williams, J. Winn, and A. Zisserman, “The Pascal Visual Object
Classes (VOC) Challenge,” International Journal of Computer Vision, vol. 88, no. 2, pp. 303-338, Jun. 2010,
doi: 10.1007/s11263-009-0275-4.

[9] T.-Y. Lin et al., “Microsoft COCO: Common Objects in Context,” in Computer Vision — ECCV 2014,
vol. 8693, D. Fleet, T. Pajdla, B. Schiele, and T. Tuytelaars, Eds., Cham: Springer International Publishing,
2014, pp. 740-755. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-10602-1_48.

[10] M. Cordts et al., “The Cityscapes Dataset for Semantic Urban Scene Understanding.” arXiv, Apr.
2016. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.01685

[11] P. Bilic et al., “The Liver Tumor Segmentation Benchmark (LiTS),” Medical Image Analysis, vol. 84,
p. 102680, Feb. 2023, doi: 10.1016/j.media.2022.102680.

[12] F. Yu and V. Koltun, “Multi-Scale Context Aggregation by Dilated Convolutions.” arXiv, Apr. 2016.
Accessed: Nov. 18, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07122

[13] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, “Deep Residual Learning for Image Recognition.” arXiv, Dec.
2015. Accessed: Nov. 18, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03385

[14] N. Srivastava, G. Hinton, A. Krizhevsky, I. Sutskever, and R. Salakhutdinov, “Dropout: A Simple Way
to Prevent Neural Networks from Overfitting,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 15, no. 56, pp.
1929-1958, 2014.



https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCT.2015.63
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics12051199
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2015.7298965
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04597
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.01105
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2009.5206848
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11263-009-0275-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-10602-1_48
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.01685
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.media.2022.102680
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07122
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03385

[15] A. Vaswani et al., “Attention Is All You Need,” 2017, doi: 10.48550/ARXI1V.1706.03762.

[16] S. Hochreiter and J. Schmidhuber, “Long Short-Term Memory,” Neural Computation, vol. 9, no. 8, pp.
1735-1780, Nov. 1997, doi: 10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735.

[17] X. Wang, R. Girshick, A. Gupta, and K. He, “Non-local Neural Networks.” arXiv, Apr. 2018.
Accessed: Nov. 18, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.07971

[18] H. Zhao et al., “PSANet: Point-wise Spatial Attention Network for Scene Parsing,” in Computer Vision
— ECCV 2018, vol. 11213, V. Ferrari, M. Hebert, C. Sminchisescu, and Y. Weiss, Eds., Cham: Springer
International Publishing, 2018, pp. 270-286. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-01240-3 17.

[19] H. Hu, Z. Zhang, Z. Xie, and S. Lin, “Local Relation Networks for Image Recognition.” arXiv, Apr.
2019. Accessed: Nov. 19, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.11491

[20] H. Zhao, J. Jia, and V. Koltun, “Exploring Self-attention for Image Recognition.” arXiv, Apr. 2020.
Accessed: Nov. 19, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.13621

[21] A. Dosovitskiy et al., “An Image is Worth 16x16 Words: Transformers for Image Recognition at
Scale,” 2020, doi: 10.48550/ARXIV.2010.11929.

[22] N. Carion, F. Massa, G. Synnaeve, N. Usunier, A. Kirillov, and S. Zagoruyko, “End-to-End Object
Detection with Transformers.” arXiv, May 2020. Accessed: Oct. 29, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.12872

[23] B. Zhou, H. Zhao, X. Puig, S. Fidler, A. Barriuso, and A. Torralba, “Scene Parsing through ADE20K
Dataset,” in 2017 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Honolulu, HI: IEEE,
Jul. 2017, pp. 5122-5130. doi: 10.1109/CVPR.2017.544.

[24] B. H. Menze et al., “The Multimodal Brain Tumor Image Segmentation Benchmark (BRATS),” IEEE
Transactions on Medical Imaging, vol. 34, no. 10, pp. 1993-2024, Oct. 2015, doi: 10.1109/TM1.2014.2377694.
[25] C. Junliang, “CNN or RNN: Review and Experimental Comparison on Image Classification,” in 2022
IEEE 8th International Conference on Computer and Communications (ICCC), Chengdu, China: IEEE, Dec.
2022, pp. 1939-1944. doi: 10.1109/1CCC56324.2022.10065984.

[26] V. Badrinarayanan, A. Kendall, and R. Cipolla, “SegNet: A Deep Convolutional Encoder-Decoder
Architecture for Image Segmentation.” arXiv, Oct. 2016. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.00561

[27] G. Huang, Z. Liu, L. van der Maaten, and K. Q. Weinberger, “Densely Connected Convolutional
Networks.” arXiv, Jan. 2018. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.06993
[28] J. Wang et al., “Deep High-Resolution Representation Learning for Visual Recognition.” arXiv, Mar.
2020. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.07919

[29] R. Strudel, R. Garcia, I. Laptev, and C. Schmid, “Segmenter: Transformer for Semantic Segmentation.”
arXiv, Sep. 2021. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.05633

[30] S. Wu, T. Wu, F. Lin, S. Tian, and G. Guo, “Fully Transformer Networks for Semantic Image
Segmentation.”  arXiv, Dec.  2021.  Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online].  Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.04108

[31] W. Wang et al., “Pyramid Vision Transformer: A Versatile Backbone for Dense Prediction without
Convolutions.”  arXiv, Aug.  2021. Accessed: Oct. 29,  2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12122

[32] B. Cheng, I. Misra, A. G. Schwing, A. Kirillov, and R. Girdhar, “Masked-attention Mask Transformer
for Universal Image Segmentation.” arXiv, Jun. 2022. Accessed: Nov. 21, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01527

[33] S. Zheng et al., “Rethinking Semantic Segmentation from a Sequence-to-Sequence Perspective with
Transformers.” arXiv, Jul. 2021. Accessed: Oct. 29, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.15840
[34] Z. Liu et al., “Swin Transformer: Hierarchical Vision Transformer using Shifted Windows.” arXiv,
Aug. 2021. Accessed: Oct. 29, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.14030

[35] E. Xie, W. Wang, Z. Yu, A. Anandkumar, J. M. Alvarez, and P. Luo, “SegFormer: Simple and
Efficient Design for Semantic Segmentation with Transformers.” arXiv, Oct. 2021. Accessed: Oct. 29, 2024.
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.15203



https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1706.03762
https://doi.org/10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.07971
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-01240-3_17
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.11491
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.13621
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2010.11929
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.12872
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2017.544
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2014.2377694
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICCC56324.2022.10065984
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.00561
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.06993
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.07919
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.05633
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.04108
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12122
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01527
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.15840
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.14030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.15203

