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Abstract 

Phenotype segmentation is pivotal in analysing visual features of living organisms, enhancing 
our understanding of their characteristics. In the context of oysters, meat quality assessment 
is paramount, focusing on shell, meat, gonad, and muscle components. Traditional manual 
inspection methods are time-consuming and subjective, prompting the adoption of machine 
vision technology for efficient and objective evaluation. We explore machine vision's capacity 
for segmenting oyster components, leading to the development of a multi-network ensemble 
approach with a global-local hierarchical attention mechanism. This approach integrates 
predictions from diverse models and addresses challenges posed by varying scales, ensuring 
robust instance segmentation across components. Finally, we provide a comprehensive 
evaluation of the proposed method's performance using different real-world datasets, 
highlighting its efficacy and robustness in enhancing oyster phenotype segmentation.  
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1. Introduction

Phenotype segmentation, as a method to categorize and analyse visual features in living 
organisms, plays a crucial role in enhancing our understanding of their characteristics and 
variations. In the specific context of oysters, the quality assessment is primarily focused on 
the condition of their meat (all of the soft tissues). Swift and accurate evaluation of meat 
condition is essential to maximise the marketability oysters. This evaluation involves the 
identification and categorization of key oyster components of this phenotype, including the 
shell, meat, gonad, and muscle (adductor muscle) (Vu 2022), which collectively contribute to 
the overall quality and grading of oyster. These components shape both the visual and 
gustatory attributes highly valued by consumers. 

Traditionally, the assessment of oyster meat condition has relied on manual inspection by 
seasoned experts. However, this approach is not only time-consuming but also subjective, 
leading to notable variations in grading and pricing (Wu et al. 2022). Recognizing the need 
for a more efficient and objective method, recent years have seen the integration of 
machine vision technology emerge as an innovative solution (Vo et al. 2021) for all 
aquaculture stages, like feeding (Daud et al. 2020), classification (Zhao et al. 2021), grading 
(Sung, Park, and Choi 2020) and counting (Cao and Xu 2018).  These technologies offer 
notable advantages, including heightened accuracy, increased efficiency, and enhanced 
objectivity in the evaluation process.  



At the core of this advanced assessment is the segmentation of oyster components—a 
crucial step involving the meticulous delineation and categorization of various elements 
within an image. The primary goal is to extract all pixels within the image and allocate them 
to specific component classes, such as the shell, meat, gonad, and muscle. The technology's 
capacity to objectively segment and categorize these components of oyster meat marks a 
significant stride forward in grading processes, ensuring a standardized and reliable 
evaluation of visual meat quality. This not only expedites the assessment process but also 
minimizes the potential for subjective discrepancies, reinforcing the commitment to 
delivering consistently high-quality oyster products. 

In real-world scenarios, images capturing several oysters on a tray may vary in conditions, 
including different resolutions and varying numbers of oysters. A trade-off exists in this task, 
where certain types of detection and segmentation for specific components are better 
suited for lower inference resolutions, while others are more effective at higher inference 
resolutions. Examples and investigations of these cases are presented in Table 1. In this 
investigation, we noted a progressive rise in complexity across the three chosen backbones 
for the Mask-RCNN model (He et al. 2017), progressing from ResNet-50, ResNet-101 (He et 
al. 2016) and ResNeXt (Xie et al. 2017). This progression was undertaken to assess the 
model's performance on images of different scales, aiming specifically at the instance 
segmentation of four distinct components: shell, meat, gonad, and muscle. 

Table 1. Investigations among different models and scales (IoU=0.6). 

    Shell Meat Gonad Muscle 

Scale 
2.0 

R-50 87.00% 77.02% 51.16% 52.56% 
R-101 88.07% 70.70% 56.23% 48.81% 
ResNeXt 85.49% 73.74% 66.13% 48.46% 

Scale 
1.0 

R-50 86.99% 74.81% 51.35% 48.86% 
R-101 87.34% 71.08% 57.19% 49.38% 
ResNeXt 85.51% 77.51% 66.23% 54.15% 

Scale 
0.5 

R-50 87.73% 73.82% 53.91% 47.95% 
R-101 87.41% 69.03% 53.26% 52.91% 
ResNeXt 86.09% 76.67% 65.98% 50.98% 

 



 

Fig.1. Sample segmentation results among different models and scaled images (visually 
representing the segmentation of four distinct components – shell, meat, gonad, and 

muscle and each component is assigned custom colours for clarity). 

Illustrated in Table 1 an Fig. 1, the results depict various instance segmentation modes 
concerning the inference scale. In the upscaled images, ResNet50 demonstrates superior 
segmentation for the meat and muscle components, whereas RetNet101 and ResNeXt 
exhibit better segmentation for the shell and gonad, respectively. Conversely, in the 
downscaled images (third-row low-resolution images), ResNet50 and ResNet101 exhibit 
enhanced performance in shell and muscle segmentation, respectively, while ResNeXt 
excels in meat and gonad segmentation results. These observations underscore the 
impact of varying scales on the segmentation of different oyster components using 
different models. This variability in performance speaks to the importance of selecting a 
model that aligns with the specific characteristics and requirements of the images at 
hand. 

To address the challenges associated with varying scales in oyster segmentation, our 
approach employs a multi-network ensemble approach that combines predictions from 



multiple scales strategy based on the hierarchical attention mechanism (Tao, Sapra et al. 
2020). This involves combining predictions from diverse models, each contributing 
unique strengths and characteristics to create a comprehensive solution. This 
mechanism ensures that diverse models collaboratively contribute to the final 
segmentation outcome, addressing challenges posed by varying scales. The synergistic 
approach of ensemble learning, and multi-scale predictions provides a robust and 
versatile solution for instance segmentation across a spectrum of scenarios and image 
scales. Furthermore, our framework introduces local feature enhancement by 
incorporating each single oyster object cropped from the entire image. This 
augmentation refines features specific to individual oyster components, contributing to a 
more nuanced and detailed understanding of each oyster object. 

Overall, there are two main contributions as below: 

• Integration of multi-network ensemble Learning with multi-scale predictions: 
By combining predictions from various scales and utilizing the hierarchical 
attention mechanism, it harnesses the strengths of ensemble learning and 
addresses challenges posed by varying scales, ensuring a versatile and effective 
solution for instance segmentation across diverse components. 

• Fusing global and local scales for robust instance segmentation: The fusing of 
local feature enhancement complements the multi-network ensemble and 
hierarchical attention mechanism, can refine the instance segmentation process 
for each oyster. Through these combined strategies, our framework aims to 
achieve comprehensive and precise instance segmentation results, ensuring a 
thorough understanding of oyster images at both global and local scales.  
 

2. Related Work 

In this section, we provide an overview of state-of-art research in three primary areas: 
phenotype segmentation methods, multi-network ensembles and multi-scale 
segmentation structures.  

2.1 Phenotype segmentation methods in aquaculture 

Phenotypic segmentation methods are currently studied primarily based on the learning 
visual information of image pixels by using instance segmentation algorithms (Grys et al. 
2017) (Chen et al. 2018). Instance segmentation incorporates object detection learning 
procedure to segment all instances under consideration. Compared with semantic 
segmentation that focus on pixel-level learning, the instance segmentation will take into 
consideration with complex dynamics of individual objects get an accurate estimate of 
the boundary of each instance. The backbone models of the instance segmentation can 
be mainly focused on either the CNN-based or transformer-based methods.  

A typical example of CNN-based segmentation methods is Mask-RCNN (He et al. 2017) 
(Garcia et al. 2020), which extended from Faster R-CNN by adding a branch for predicting 
an object mask in parallel with the existing branch for bounding box recognition, which 
has been used in many aquatic species segmentation, for example, Milena, et al. (Freitas 



et al. 2023) proposed research on the phenotype segmentation of body shape in pacu 
Piaractus mesopotamicus to facilitate the incorporation of this trait as a breeding goal. 
UNet (Nezla, Haridas, and Supriya 2021) is another popular CNN-based architecture for 
semantic segmentation, which consisted of a contracting path to capture context and a 
symmetric expanding path that enables precise localization. For example, UNet was 
introduced to segment fish body area by combining fish morphological characteristics 
(Yu et al. 2022). Jianyuan, et al. (Li et al. 2023) proposed algorithm (RA-UNet) that is 
based on ResNet50 and Unet for fish segmenting and measuring phenotypes. Some 
other CNN-based models, such as YOLO(Abinaya, Susan, and Sidharthan 2022) 
(Thayananthan et al. 2023), PSS-net (Kim and Park 2022), PSPNet and DeepLabv3 (Böer, 
Veeramalli, and Schramm 2021) were also presented in the recent years for marine 
species phenotype segmentation.  

Regarding the transformed-based methods, Vision transformer (ViT) (Saleh et al. 2022) 
was introduced a Transformer-based method that uses self-supervision for high-quality 
fish body segmentation.  Multi-scale transformer network (MulTNet) (Xu et al. 2022) was 
proposed for improving the segmentation accuracy of marine animals, and it 
simultaneously possessed the merits of a convolutional neural network (CNN) and a 
transformer.  Cell detection transformer (Cell-DETR) (Hörst et al. 2023) was an attention-
based detection transformer for instance segmentation. Also, by combining CNN-based 
and transformer-based method,  Shima, et al, (Javanmardi et al. 2023) proposed a novel 
pipeline that integrates the Transformer and U-Net, a convolutional neural network for 
biomedical image segmentation, to achieve accurate segmentation of zebrafish larvae 
images. Mobile Fish Landmark Detection network (MFLD-net) using convolution 
operations based on Vision Transformers (i.e. patch embeddings, multi-layer perceptron 
was utilised to detect fish key points (landmarks) (Saleh et al. 2023). 

However, the direct application of these models to phenotype segmentation in 
aquaculture faces the following problems: 1) Most phenotype segmentation requires a 
high-resolution phenotype datasets as training support for semantic segmentation 
models, however, there is a notable gap in addressing the specific challenges posed by 
various resolution images, which is crucial for the broader application of phenotype 
segmentation in diverse datasets; 2) Existing phenotype segmentation techniques 
utilized in aquaculture primarily concentrate on individual objects within an image. 
However, there is a scarcity of research on phenotype segmentation for multiple objects, 
like multiple oysters, within a single image. Some objects, characterized by small 
dimensions and intricate components, require precise segmentation; and 3). To the best 
of my knowledge, there is currently no research or application focused on oyster 
phenotype segmentation, which is crucial for advancing automatic grading process. 

2.2 Multi-network ensembles  

In recent years, the integration of multi-network ensembles has emerged as a powerful 
strategy in the field of computer vision. These approaches leverage the strengths of 
multiple neural networks to enhance the robustness and overall performance. 



The utilization of ensembles, incorporating diverse neural networks, has demonstrated 
notable advantages in handling complex images in many domains, such as medical 
images (Mahbod et al. 2020) (Wang et al. 2020) (Zhang and Gao 2021) (Sakib and 
Siddiqui 2023), biological images (Peng et al. 2021) (Li et al. 2022) (Mufassirin et al. 2023) 
and agriculture images (Amudha and Brindha 2022) (Velásquez, Lara, and Velásquez 
2023). By combining predictions from multiple networks, the ensemble approach 
mitigates individual network limitations, resulting in improved accuracy and 
generalization. Noteworthy techniques include bagging, boosting, and stacking (Odegua 
2019), each contributing to the ensemble's ability to capture intricate features within 
images.  

However, multi-network ensembles still have limited research and application in 
aquaculture, with a focus on ensembled machine learning techniques. For instance, 
there have been studies developing ensembled machine learning models, such as linear 
regression-based prediction models for marine fish and aquaculture production (Rahman 
et al. 2021), predicting for disease resistance in aquaculture species using machine 
learning models (Palaiokostas 2021) and predicting growth of abalone reared in land-
based aquaculture using machine learning ensembles (Khiem et al. 2023).  In the context 
of phenotype segmentation in oysters, there is a need to develop more complex multi-
model ensembles for segmentation. These ensembles should be designed to handle 
diverse components, conditions, and populations, aiming to create a comprehensive 
understanding of the phenotypic variations. 

2.3 Multi-scale segmentation structures in segmentation 

Addressing the challenges posed by varying resolutions in image segmentation, multi-
scale methods have gained prominence. These methods operate across different image 
scales, allowing for the effective segmentation of objects with diverse sizes. This 
approach was first proposed by Chen et al. to capture multi-scale context features within 
the framework of FCN for dense pixel prediction (Chen et al. 2016). Subsequently, several 
variants based on different attention mechanisms have been proposed, including self-
guided attention (Sinha and Dolz 2020), dual attention (Wang, Wang, et al. 2021), 
hierarchical multi-scale attention (Tao, Sapra, and Catanzaro 2020) (Heidari et al. 2023), 
cascade attention (Rahman and Marculescu 2024),  all contributing to advancements in 
semantic segmentation. Table 2 shows the comparison analysis between these different 
attention mechanisms.  

Table 2. Comparison analysis between these different attention mechanisms in semantic 
segmentation 

 Key features Limitations Typical 
applicable 
images 

References 

Explicit 
attention 

learn all 
attention 
masks for 
each of a fixed 

May not adapt 
well to variable 
scales or sizes. 

Images with 
static scales 

(Chen et al. 2016) 
(Wang, Zhang, et 
al. 2021)  
(Hu et al. 2021) 



set of scales. 
Self-guided 
attention 

add 
progressive 
refinement of 
attentive 
features 
through 
sequential 
refinement 
modules 

May introduce 
computational 
overhead due to 
sequential 
processing. 

Images with 
complex 
structures or 
diverse content 

(Sinha and Dolz 
2020)   
(Xu et al. 2021)  
(Karimijafarbigloo 
et al. 2024) 
(Usman et al. 
2024) 

Dual 
attention 

Add semantic 
correlation by 
combining the 
channel and 
spatial 
mechanism 

Use the 
attention 
module multiple 
times will 
increase the 
memory burden 
and consume 
more resources 

Images with 
significant 
emphasis on 
spatial features, 
such as scene 
understanding. 

(Wang, Wang, et 
al. 2021) 
(Guo et al. 2021) 
(Ji et al. 2023) 

Hierarchical 
attention 

Learn relative 
attention 
masks 
between 
adjacent 
scales. 

Learning relative 
attention masks 
between 
different scales 
might introduce 
additional 
computational 
complexity, 
particularly 
during the 
training phase. 

Images with 
diverse scales 
and different 
segmentation 
levels.  

(Tao, Sapra, and 
Catanzaro 2020) 
(Heidari et al. 
2023) (Sun, Shao, 
et al. 2023) 

Cascade 
attention 

Aggregate 
multi-scale 
features 
through a 
sequential 
cascade.  

May have 
limitations in 
capturing long-
range 
dependencies or 
global context, 
as each stage 
focuses on a 
local region 

Images with 
rich and 
intricate details 

(Sun, Dai, et al. 
2023) 
(Zhou et al. 2023) 
(Rahman and 
Marculescu 
2024) 

 

Based on the above analysis, concerning the segmentation of oyster phenotype images, 
which are captured using various methods resulting in diverse scales and resolutions, it is 
noted that oyster phenotype segmentation comprises different levels of segmentation 
corresponding to distinct components. However, spatial features and rich details may not 
be critical considerations in this context. Furthermore, each image may encompass 
multiple objects, necessitating the capture of both global features (indicating the types 
of components across all oysters) and local features (specific to each oyster and its 



components). These observations suggest that hierarchical attention may be well-suited 
for the task of oyster phenotype segmentation. 

3. Method 

In our study, we proposed a multi-Network ensemble and multi-scale mechanism for 
Pacific oyster phenotype segmentation by using different backbones with the ensemble 
method. Our network architecture is an extension of the hierarchical multi-scale attention 
model proposed by Tao et al (Tao, Sapra, and Catanzaro 2020). In our adaptation, we 
integrate this attention mechanism with a multi-network ensemble and incorporate a 
local attention component. This innovative combination allows our proposed network 
architecture to leverage the strengths of different models, providing a robust framework 
that considers both global and local context for improved segmentation accuracy. Fig. 2 
and Fig. 3 shows the overall network architecture for training and inference respectively.  

 

Fig.2. Training network: learning across adjacent scale pairs 

During training, we utilized adjacent scale pairs (e.g., scales m and n, where j is one level 
upscale for m among multiple scales). For each scale, the multi-network ensemble is 
employed to produce the global semantic logit 𝐿𝐿𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑚𝑚  and each local semantic 
logit𝐿𝐿𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑙𝑙𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔

𝑝𝑝 , where q represents the number of oysters in the entire image. Subsequently, 
the local attention 𝛽𝛽𝑚𝑚  for scale m is added to fuse the global and local semantic logits.  

In the next step, to combine the semantic logits from two adjacent scales, the global 
attention 𝛼𝛼𝑖𝑖 is introduced along with an up-sampling operation. This operation involves 
pixel-wise multiplication and addition to obtain the final output. The overall 
formalization of these two steps is represented by equations (1) and (2) below: 

𝐿𝐿𝑖𝑖 = 𝐸𝐸�𝐿𝐿𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑚𝑚 �⊙𝛽𝛽𝑚𝑚 + ∑ 𝐸𝐸�𝐿𝐿𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑙𝑙𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔
𝑝𝑝 �𝑞𝑞

𝑝𝑝=1 ⊙(1 − 𝛽𝛽𝑚𝑚)                                   (1) 



𝐿𝐿𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑝𝑝𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 = 𝑈𝑈(𝐿𝐿𝑚𝑚)⊙𝛼𝛼𝑚𝑚 + 𝐿𝐿 ⊙(1 − 𝛼𝛼𝑚𝑚)                                                        (2)  

Here, E signifies the multi-network ensembles, U signifies the up-sampling operation, and 
⊙ represents pixel-wise multiplication.  

For the global attention weights 𝛼𝛼𝑚𝑚, we utilised the attention mechanism inspired 
by (Tao, Sapra, and Catanzaro 2020) to weigh the information from different scales. The 
generation of local attention weights will be introduced in Section 3.3.  

 

Fig.3. Inference network: hierarchical fusion of multiple scales 

Regarding the process of inference, which is strategically designed to amalgamate 
predictions across multiple scales. The lower-scale attention not only shapes the 
precision of predictions at its own level but, significantly, acts as the guiding force that 
determines the influence and contribution of the subsequent higher scale. The interplay 
of attention across different scales forms a seamless continuum, creating a cohesive and 
interlinked framework for generating refined and multi-scale predictions. 

3.1 Datasets 

In our research, we strategically centre our attention on small datasets, recognising the 
commonality of compact private datasets in the field of aquaculture. Our approach to 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/computer-science/attention-machine-learning


image collection involves placing multiple Pacific oysters on trays for setting different 
capture conditions. We carefully account for various settings that lead to variations in 
resolution and size, owing to the utilization of different devices. The detailed breakdown 
in Table 3 provides a comprehensive overview of the three specific datasets we've 
meticulously collected. In total, our study comprises three private datasets, totalling 171 
images. These small datasets serve to demonstrate the feasibility and efficiency of our 
proposed methods in handling such limited-sized datasets. 

Table 3. Overview of three Collected Oyster Datasets  

 Dataset 1 Dataset 2 Dataset 3 
Device GoPro 9 GoPro 9 Cannon 
Resolutio
n  

72 dpi 24 dpi 180 dpi 

Size 3504*2624 3504*2624 5152*3864 
Train # 43 31 43 
Validate # 10 7 10 
Test # 10 7 10 
Total # 63 45 63 
Typical 
example 

   
 

For cropping, each oyster is extracted from the entire image based on the detected 
bounding box (IoU=0.6) shown in Fig.4., To ensure that the entire shell is encompassed in 
the cropped images, we upscale the size of the bounding box to 1.2. In cases where 
certain bounding boxes are mis-detected or incomplete, additional post-processing 
techniques, such as manual refinement or algorithmic correction, may be applied to 
enhance the accuracy of the bounding box representations. These measures contribute 
to maintaining the overall integrity of the cropped oyster images, even in instances of 
imperfect initial detection. 

 

Fig.4. Examples of the cropping strategy based on the raw images. 



3.2 Ensemble Mask-RCNN 

To build the ensemble Mask-RCNN, we establish the Weighted Segmentation Mask 
Fusion. We have segmentation masks predictions for the same image containing M 
oysters from N different models, so total we will get M*N*4 predictions. We utilized the 
ensemble Mask-RCNN for both vertical (for each component) and horizontal (for each 
oyster) applications. The overall architecture of the ensemble Mask-RCNN is illustrated in 
Fig. 5, functioning through the following steps. 

 

Fig.5. The weighted segmentation mask fusion strategy 

Aggregation and group of predicted seg masks: Each predicted segmentation mask from 
every model is gathered into a single list, denoted as S. This list is then sorted in 
descending order based on the segmentation precision (P) associated with each mask. 
Additionally, segmentation objects within the list can be grouped based on components 
(vertical grouping), and alternatively, they can be grouped based on oysters (horizontal 
grouping). 

 
Weight Calculations: For the vertical weights pertaining to the entire image, we will 
compute the segmentation AP (Average Precision) for each model with respect to 
specific components across all oysters. Similarly, for the horizontal weights concerning 
the cropped images, we will calculate the segmentation AP for each model with respect 
to each oyster among all the components. Subsequently, normalize the segmentation AP 
scores to a scale between 0 and 1. This ensures that models with varying AP scales can 
be compared uniformly. Assign weights to each model based on its normalized 
segmentation AP score, where higher AP scores should result in higher weights. 

Fused Mask Generation: calculate the weighted average of the corresponding 
segmentation masks. Let 𝑆𝑆𝑓𝑓𝑜𝑜𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓 represent the fused mask, 𝑆𝑆𝑖𝑖 represent the masks from 
different models in the same group and 𝑤𝑤𝑖𝑖 represent the weight for each model based 
on different group stragegies. Normalized 𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖  is the normalised segmentation AP score 
for Model i,  j is the number of models used in the ensembles. 

 

𝑆𝑆𝑓𝑓𝑜𝑜𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓 = ∑ 𝑁𝑁𝑔𝑔𝑁𝑁𝑚𝑚𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑖𝑖𝑁𝑁𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖
∑ 𝑁𝑁𝑔𝑔𝑁𝑁𝑚𝑚𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑔𝑖𝑖𝑁𝑁𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

𝑆𝑆𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖                                                                (3) 



This approach ensures that fused masks are organized by both components and oysters 
inherent in your segmentation tasks. By incorporating information from different models 
and considering specific components and oysters, the fusion process aims to enhance 
the overall segmentation accuracy. 

 

3.3 Global- local hierarchical attention  

In our study, we propose a global-local hierarchical attention mechanism to enhance the 
capability of considering context. To generate local attention weights for each image in 
our segmentation task, we leverage the RoIAlign layer of the ensemble Mask R-CNN to 
extract both local RoI features from cropped images and global RoI features from the 
entire image. Instead of directly concatenating these local and global features, we 
employ a difference-based attention mechanism to combine the global RoI feature map 
and local RoI feature map. The overall local attention implementation is shown in Fig. 6.  

 

Fig.6. The local attention mechanism implementation 

In detail, the following steps are outlined below. 

First, we define the difference matrix D: Given the global feature map G and local feature 
map L, calculate the absolute difference between corresponding elements.  

𝐷𝐷𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖=|𝐺𝐺𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 − 𝐿𝐿𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖|                                                                   (4) 

Secondly, the attention matrix 𝛽𝛽  is typically obtained using the softmax function 
applied to the negative absolute differences, often scaled by a factor f for better 
numerical stability. The softmax operation is applied row-wise for each element in D. The 
softmax function ensures that the attention weights are in the range [0, 1] and represent 
the relative importance of each element in the feature maps. It effectively converts the 
differences into a probability distribution.  

𝛽𝛽𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 = 𝑓𝑓−𝑓𝑓|𝐷𝐷𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗|

∑ 𝑓𝑓−𝑓𝑓|𝐷𝐷𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖|
𝑖𝑖

                                                                     (5) 

Here k represents the index variable for the summation across all elements in the same 
row.  



Finally, we normalize the attention weights across each row (local features). The 
normalization step ensures that the attention weights are distributed proportionally 
within each row, representing the contribution of each local feature to the global context.  

𝛽𝛽𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 =
𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗
∑ 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

                                                                       (6) 

Based on the calculated local attention weights, we subsequently incorporate hierarchical 
global attention to generate the final outputs using equations (1) and (2). 

4. Experimental results and analysis 

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed approach, we trained networks using three 
backbones: ResNet50-FPN, R101-FPN, and ResNeXt-FPN, along with four datasets 
collected as listed in Table 1. All experiments were conducted on a single workstation 
equipped with an Intel(R) Core (TM) i7-1365U 1.80 GHz CPU, 32GB of RAM, and an 
Nvidia Tesla V100 GPU. 

4.1 Comparison of ensemble method 

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed ensemble Mask-RCNN, we conducted 
experiments utilizing various base backbones, including R50-FPN, R101-FPN, and 
ResNeXt-FPN, across different scales (0.25, 0.5, 1.0). The evaluation encompassed both 
single-image scenarios by combining dataset 1 and dataset 2. We compared the Mask 
Average Precision (Mask AP) for different components (S represents shell, B represents 
the body meat, G represents the gonad, and M represents the muscle) for individual 
networks against our proposed multi-network ensemble approach. 

Table 4. Comparison of our ensemble network model vs single models for different 
scaled images 

  R50-FPN R101-FPN ResNeXt-
FPN 

Multi-
network 
Ensemble 
(ours) 

Scale1: 
1.0  

Shell  91.19  91.76  91.79 93.51 
Meat  69.50  61.18  73.69 79.85 
Gonad  42.42  43.65  58.83 57.98 
Muscle  37.68  35.63  41.20 48.05 

Scale 2:  
0.5  

Shell  90.06  90.41  90.33 92.06 
Meat  70.18  63.48  69.17 76.97 
Gonad  41.23  56.00  49.72 57.98 
Muscle  30.45  32.80  37.79 45.54 

Scale 3: 
2.0  

Shell  89.28  92.33  90.62 93.57 
Meat  66.62  46.33  73.12 74.86 
Gonad  55.27  34.67  60.59 60.30 
Muscle  35.96  36.37  42.42 47.58 

 



 

Fig.7. Sample segmentation results (use scale 1.0) by comparing single model and the proposed 
ensemble model. 

As shown in Table 4, the proposed multi-network ensemble consistently outperforms 
individual models across all image scales and categories. When examining scales 1.0 and 
2.0, the accuracy percentages for Shell, Meat, and Muscle exhibit substantial 
enhancements, while the Gonad category demonstrates a maintained accuracy level. 
The most striking advantage of our proposed ensemble approach becomes evident at 
Scale 0.5. In this lower-resolution scenario, where challenges in image recognition often 
arise, our model excels with remarkable accuracy improvements, showcasing its 
robustness in handling lower-resolution images. Additionally, the sample segmentation 
results depicted in Fig. 7 represent a comparison between a single model and our 
proposed ensemble model. The visual comparison clearly illustrates that our proposed 
method captures finer details, such as precise boundary delineation for the shell 



(examples outlined by blue dashed lines) and enhanced contours that highlight details in 
the meat (examples delineated by yellow dashed lines). 

4.2 Comparison of Global-Local Hierarchical Attention among different image scales 

Section 4.1 has been approved for its effectiveness through the use of the multi-network 
ensemble method. Building upon the proposed ensemble method, this section aims to 
assess efficiency by incorporating local attention to enable global-local hierarchical 
attention. Within this section, we utilized datasets 1, 2, and 3 as outlined in Table 5 to 
compare segmentation Average Precision (AP) across various image scales. 

Table 5. Comparison results across various scales and attention mechanisms. 

Dataset Methods Eva scale Segm AP 
Shell Meat Gonad Muscle 

Dataset 1 Single scale without local 
attention  

1.0 92.51 79.17 46.64 53.25 

Single scale with local 
attention 

1.0 97.50 78.56 51.41 60.31 

Single scale without local 
attention  

0.5 90.92 79.21 52.78 51.17 

Single scale with local 
attention 

0.5 97.12 79.13 57.81 60.94 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 92.50 79.79 53.11 53.71 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 97.71 80.38 57.62 60.91 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 92.79 79.75 53.85 54.01 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 97.56 79.84 57.68 60.67 

Dataset 2 Single scale without local 
attention  

1.0 95.68 81.81 67.83 46.68 

Single scale with local 
attention 

1.0 98.74 84.17 77.08 62.75 

Single scale without local 
attention  

0.5 94.14 75.94 64.43 46.05 

Single scale with local 
attention 

0.5 98.67 84.00 72.67 61.20 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 96.04 81.84 67.94 47.18 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 99.13 85.00 77.25 63.65 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 96.01 81.87 67.48 47.43 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 98.71 84.07 77.44 63.51 

Dataset 3 Single scale without local 
attention  

1.0 86.70 84.47 65.73 47.61 

Single scale with local 
attention 

1.0 94.54 87.27 66.36 57.27 



Single scale without local 
attention  

0.5 85.56 84.39 67.82 44.04 

Single scale with local 
attention 

0.5 94.06 87.81 69.06 54.38 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 87.16 84.98 67.49 48.40 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.25, 0.5, 1.0 94.70 87.82 69.27 58.24 

Multi-scale without local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 87.63
  

84.52 67.13 48.05 

Multi-scale with local 
attention 

0.5, 1.0, 2.0 95.12 88.05 69.33 59.24 

 

Effect of Attention Mechanism: Effect of Attention Mechanism: When comparing 
methods with and without local attention, we consistently observe improvements across 
all individual scales and segmentation average precision (Segm AP) for various 
components. Specifically, the average improvements of SegmAP for shell, meat, gonad, 
and muscle are 6.45%, 3.31%, 7.89%, and 23.63% respectively. Fig.8. shows the Segm AP 
performance comparison between models without and with local attention. Based on 
the significant improvement observed, particularly in the muscle component, it suggests 
that the addition of local attention introduces more detailed features, leading to 
substantial performance gains. 

 

Fig.8. The performance comparison between models without and with local attention 

Effect of Scale Variation: When examining the impact of scale variation, we calculate the 
average improvements by comparing two multi-scale configurations, [0.25, 0.5, 1.0] and 
[0.5, 1.0, 2.0], with single scales of 1.0 and 0.5, both employing local attention. Across all 
datasets, the implementation of multi-scale approaches consistently results in 
improvements in the performance of shell, meat, gonad, and muscle components 
compared to single-scale approaches. Specifically, the gonad and muscle components 
show the highest average improvements of 2.37% and 1.61%, respectively, across all 
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three datasets. Fig. 9 illustrates the performance improvements achieved by using multi-
scales [0.25, 0.5, 1.0] and [0.5, 1.0, 2.0], compared to using the relevant single scale only, 
across three different datasets. 

Lastly, Figure 10 displays the phenotype segmentation of sample oyster images extracted 
from three distinct datasets. 

 

Fig.9. The performance comparison between models using multi-scales and single scales with 
local attention.  
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Fig. 10.  Sample phenotype segmentation results among different datasets using our proposed 
method. 

5. Conclusion  

Our study highlights the significance of phenotype segmentation and presents a novel multi-
network ensemble approach with a global-local hierarchical attention mechanism. In our 
proposed method, we introduce two key innovations. Firstly, we integrate multi-network 
ensemble learning with multi-scale predictions, leveraging diverse model predictions and 
employing a hierarchical attention mechanism to address challenges posed by varying scales. 
This ensures a versatile and effective solution for instance segmentation across diverse 
oyster components. Secondly, we propose a method for fusing global and local features into 
the attention mechanism. By enhancing local features and combining them with the multi-
network ensemble and hierarchical attention mechanism, our framework aims to refine the 
instance segmentation process for each component (shell, meat, gonad, and muscle), 
resulting in comprehensive and precise segmentation results. These contributions 
significantly advance the field of oyster phenotype segmentation, facilitating a deeper 
understanding of oyster images.  

Looking ahead, there are several avenues for future research. Firstly, extending the testing of 
our approach to more diverse datasets would further validate its performance across various 
environments. Additionally, incorporating additional phenotype characteristics such as 
shape, size, and 3D features could provide a more comprehensive understanding of oyster 
traits. Moreover, integrating our segmentation approach into meat condition ranking 
systems has the potential to enhance overall quality assessment processes and contribute to 
advancements in oyster production and management practices. These future endeavours 
hold promise for further advancing the field of oyster phenotype segmentation and its 
applications in aquaculture and related industries. 
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