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A B S T R A C T

Semi-supervised 3D medical image segmentation aims to achieve accurate segmen-
tation using few labelled data and numerous unlabelled data. The main challenge
in the design of semi-supervised learning methods consists in the effective use of
the unlabelled data for training. A promising solution consists of ensuring consis-
tent predictions across different views of the data, where the efficacy of this strategy
depends on the accuracy of the pseudo-labels generated by the model for this con-
sistency learning strategy. In this paper, we introduce a new methodology to pro-
duce high-quality pseudo-labels for a consistency learning strategy to address semi-
supervised 3D medical image segmentation. The methodology has three important
contributions. The first contribution is the Cooperative Rectification Learning Net-
work (CRLN) that learns multiple prototypes per class to be used as external knowl-
edge priors to adaptively rectify pseudo-labels at the voxel level. The second contri-
bution consists of the Dynamic Interaction Module (DIM) to facilitate pairwise and
cross-class interactions between prototypes and multi-resolution image features, en-
abling the production of accurate voxel-level clues for pseudo-label rectification. The
third contribution is the Cooperative Positive Supervision (CPS), which optimises un-
certain representations to align with unassertive representations of their class distri-
butions, improving the model’s accuracy in classifying uncertain regions. Extensive
experiments on three public 3D medical segmentation datasets demonstrate the effec-
tiveness and superiority of our semi-supervised learning method. The code is available
at https://github.com/Yaan-Wang/CRLN.git.

© 2025 Elsevier B. V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

3D medical image segmentation plays a crucial role in
healthcare tasks by automatically identifying internal structures
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in medical volumes. While fully supervised segmentation has
achieved outstanding performance (Minaee et al., 2021; Wang
et al., 2022), it requires large amounts of voxel-wise annota-
tions that are time-consuming and labour-intensive to acquire.
In contrast, collecting large amounts of unlabelled samples is
easier to obtain (Li et al., 2020a; Lei et al., 2022). Hence, semi-
supervised medical image segmentation can relieve the anno-
tation burden by utilising numerous unlabelled data, accompa-
nied by a few labelled ones (Chen et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2022).
A key concern in this field is how to take advantage of unla-
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Fig. 1. Quality of pseudo-labels as a function of training iteration under
the 10% partition semi-supervised learning protocol on the LA dataset.
(a) Proportion of reliable predictions within all pseudo-labels before (green
curve) and after (red curve) our proposed rectification. (b) Segmentation
accuracy (Dice) results of all pseudo-labels (orange), reliable pseudo labels
(green), all rectified pseudo labels (blue), and reliable rectified pseudo la-
bels (red). During training, especially in the early stages, only a small per-
centage of the predictions of the pseudo-labels are reliable, which produces
relatively inaccurate segmentation. After applying our proposed rectifica-
tion, the percentage of reliable pseudo-labels and their respective segmen-
tation accuracy are significantly improved (Sec. 4.4 has more details).

belled medical samples effectively (Luo et al., 2021a; Li et al.,
2024).

A classical approach is to employ a consistency learning
strategy across different views of unlabelled data (Wu et al.,
2021). An example of such strategy is the Mean Teacher (MT)
model, which employs a ”teacher-student” framework, where
the student network generates predictions from the strongly
augmented unlabelled data to converge towards the teacher’s
prediction of the weakly augmented version of the same un-
labelled data (Adiga V. et al., 2024). However, the pseudo-
labels generated by the teacher may include incorrect predic-
tions, which could adversely impact training, leading to the
phenomenon known as confirmation bias (Zhang et al., 2022).
To address this problem, some methods employ multiple aux-
iliary teacher models that are initialized and updated differ-
ently, thereby generating diverse pseudo-labels for the distinct
views (Zhao et al., 2023). The combination of such diverse
pseudo-labels tends to yield more robust final labels, implicitly
mitigating the confirmation bias. A potential drawback of em-
ploying multiple auxiliary teacher models is the challenge they
may face in consistently enhancing the robustness of pseudo-
labels across diverse views. This inconsistency stems from the
varying predictions of different views, which may not consis-
tently align with the true ground truth.
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Fig. 2. The main contributions of this paper are the Cooperative Rectifica-
tion Learning Network (CRLN, yellow box), Dynamic Interaction Module
(DIM, pink box), and the Collaborative Positive Supervision (CPS, blue
box). CRLN learns multiple class-wise prototypes that work as knowledge
priors for the rectification of pseudo-labels. DIM aims to acquire holistic
relationships across multiple class prototypes and unlabelled data to rectify
pseudo labels. CPS trains uncertain representations to get closer to their
unassertive positive learning key, enabling the model to better discriminate
such uncertain regions.

Another widely adopted strategy to alleviate confirmation
bias involves filtering out the noisy regions based on prediction
uncertainty (Luo et al., 2021b; Yu et al., 2019). As illustrated
in Fig. 1(a), the percentage of reliable predictions (i.e., predic-
tions with low uncertainty measures) from pseudo-labels is not
high during training, especially in the early stages. This means
that a large number of unlabelled training data containing unre-
liable predictions are discarded, so they are not used for train-
ing. An additional problem is that voxels classified as reliable
may in fact contain wrong predictions, as shown in Fig. 1(b)
(see results for ’Reliable Pseudo-labels’), which may result in
confirmation bias.

In this paper, we introduce a new methodology to improve
the prediction accuracy of pseudo-labels in consistency-based
semi-supervised learning approaches, thereby addressing the
limitations mentioned above. The methodology, shown in
Fig. 2, has three important contributions. The first contribu-
tion is the Cooperative Rectification Learning Network (CRLN)
that leverages the prior information present in the learned set of
prototypes for each segmentation class. These prototypes are
used to adaptively rectify pseudo-labels at the voxel level. The
second contribution is the Dynamic Interaction Module (DIM)
that provides accurate voxel-level clues for pseudo-label recti-
fication by exploring pairwise and cross-class interactions be-
tween prototypes and multi-resolution image features. CRNL
and DIM are designed to improve the quality of pseudo-labels,
allowing more unlabelled data to be used during training, as
shown by the methods after rectification in Fig. 1. Furthermore,
semi-supervised segmentation models usually exhibit low clas-
sification confidence in discriminating samples located at un-
certain regions of the feature space, such as at class bound-
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ary regions. To enhance the discrimination of uncertain re-
gions, a Collaborative Positive Supervision (CPS) mechanism
is proposed as the third contribution of this paper. CPS is
a contrastive learning method, where the main innovation is
in the definition of the positive representations based on an
unassertive class representation that combines the learned pro-
totypes and the mean class representation, as opposed to the
more common positive representation based on the mean value
of the class representations (Liu et al., 2021).

To summarise, our main contributions are:

1. The new CRLN method that learns multiple prototypes per
class to be explored as external knowledge priors for the
rectification of pseudo-labels.

2. The novel DIM module devised to capture holistic rela-
tionships across multiple class prototypes and unlabelled
data in a pairwise and cross-class manner, providing criti-
cal clues to rectify pseudo labels to improve their accuracy.

3. The innovative CPS mechanism to encourage the uncertain
representations to move closer to their positive representa-
tions, defined by an unassertive class representation that
combines the learned prototypes and the mean class repre-
sentation, which gives the model the ability to distinguish
the uncertain regions.

We show that our semi-supervised learning method produces
the best result in the field on three public 3D medical segmen-
tation datasets, namely: the Left Atrium (LA) (Xiong et al.,
2021), Pancreas-CT (Clark et al., 2013), and Brain Tumour Seg-
mentation 2019 (BraTS19) (Menze et al., 2014). The remain-
der of the paper is organised as follows: Section 2 provides an
overview of medical image segmentation and semi-supervised
medical image segmentation. Then, the details of the proposed
method are presented in Section 3. Section 4 illustrates exper-
imental results and relevant analysis. Finally, Section 5 con-
cludes this paper.

2. Related Work

2.1. Medical Image Segmentation

Medical image segmentation aims to assign a closed-set class
label to each pixel. UNet (Ronneberger et al., 2015) has grad-
ually become the preferred model in the medical segmentation
field since it was first proposed in 2015. Such success is mainly
attributed to its unique structural design, especially the encoder-
decoder structure and the skip connection mechanism, which
endows the model with strong detail recovery. Subsequently, it
is enhanced by exploring dense skip connections (Guan et al.,
2019; Zhou et al., 2018), multi-scale receptive fields (Xiao
et al., 2018) and global information (Chen et al., 2021). In ad-
dition to 2D medical scenes, UNet has been extended to 3D
medical scenes, such as MRI and CT, by replacing 2D convolu-
tions with 3D convolutions (Çiçek et al., 2016). Another similar
approach is VNet (Milletari et al., 2016), which also employs
the encoder-decoder structure. The difference with 3D-UNet is
that VNet utilises a convolutional layer instead of the pooling
layer for downsampling, thereby mitigating information loss.

More recent studies (He et al., 2023; Hörst et al., 2024) have
explored methods based on vision transformer (ViT) (Dosovit-
skiy et al., 2020) for the medical segmentation task, leverag-
ing their capability for long-range modelling. Other recent ap-
proaches (Chowdary and Yin, 2023; Wu et al., 2024) can en-
hance the segmentation quality by introducing the Diffusion
Probabilistic Model (DPM) (Ho et al., 2020). Although the
fully supervised segmentation techniques described above ex-
hibit solid performance, they require a large number of voxel-
based annotations that are difficult and expensive to obtain in
real medical scenarios. One way to mitigate the need for such
annotations is based on the development of semi-supervised
learning methods that require much smaller sets of annotated
data and large sets of un-annotated data. We review semi-
supervised learning methods below.

2.2. Semi-supervised Medical Image Segmentation

Significant advancements have been made in semi-
supervised medical image segmentation (Miao et al., 2023;
Wang et al., 2023). Current models primarily adopt consis-
tency regularisation strategies to leverage unlabelled informa-
tion (Hang et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2020). The underly-
ing idea behind these strategies is that the model’s predictions
for unlabelled samples should remain consistent under various
perturbations (Bai et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2023). The Mean
Teacher framework, which explores weak and strong augmen-
tation strategies, is quite effective in the implementation of this
idea. Based on this framework, various weak and strong aug-
mentation techniques have been proposed to generate predic-
tion disagreements. Li et al. (2020b) apply different data aug-
mentation techniques, such as Gaussian noise and contrast vari-
ation, on the input data. Liu et al. (2022c) adjust the spatial
context of the input samples to enrich their diversity. Also, Xu
et al. (2022) and Zheng et al. (2022) focus on inducing predic-
tion inconsistencies by adding perturbations at the feature level.

Despite the promising performance of well-designed data
augmentation techniques, the pseudo-labels generated by
teacher networks still contain a fair amount of noise, which
hinders the model’s segmentation capability. Recent works ar-
gue that incorporating additional supervised information would
help mitigate this problem. One of the representative efforts is
the multi-teacher embedding approach (Liu et al., 2022b; Zhao
et al., 2023). The core idea of this kind of approach lies in the
generation of pseudo-labels from different perspectives. To en-
sure diversity, the teacher models typically employ different ini-
tialization parameters and update mechanisms. However, not all
perspectives necessarily improve the accuracy of pseudo-labels,
and sometimes conflicting labels may emerge. It is thus difficult
to utilise different perspectives from unlabelled information to
improve segmentation performance in complex situations.

Another technique to suppress the negative effects of noise
in pseudo-labels is to filter out or reduce the weight of sam-
ples classified as uncertain during training (Wang et al., 2021;
Xia et al., 2020). UA-MT estimates the uncertainty of the
teacher’s prediction with the classification entropy and uses
only reliable (i.e., low-entropy) predictions to supervise the stu-
dent network (Yu et al., 2019). Luo et al. (2021b) propose to
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Fig. 3. The architecture of the proposed model. Based on the teacher-student structure, the Cooperative Rectification Learning Network (CRLN) consists of
two stages. In the learning stage, multiple category prototypes are built and initialised. Subsequently, the Dynamic Interaction Module (DIM) implements
pairwise interactions, as well as spatial-aware and cross-class aggregation between prototypes and the semantics of the labelled data to obtain the holistic
relationship map M (x) which adaptively improves the segmentation quality of ŷ with (8). By minimising the deviation between predictions and labels,
the proposed CRLN effectively learns valuable category prototypes and understands how to use them for voxel-level correction. In the rectification stage,
the learned category prototypes serve as prior knowledge to rectify the pseudo-labels ȳ. After rectification, the higher-quality pseudo-labels ȳr are used
as supervision signals. Moreover, the Collaborative Positive Supervision (CPS) mechanism constructs unassertive centres by integrating learned category
prototypes and category mean representations, allowing for better contrastive learning (ℓcp(·) in (14) of representations with lower predictive confidence
in the student network. This empowers the model to distinguish uncertain regions.

use multi-scale prediction discrepancy as a measure of uncer-
tainty and then treat the uncertainty score as a pixel-level coeffi-
cient to reduce the loss contribution from the uncertain regions.
Luo et al. (2021a) perform uncertainty estimation via subjec-
tive logic. Furthermore, Su et al. (2024) compute the reliabil-
ity of the pseudo-labels based on the intra-class consistency.
The computation of these uncertainty maps focuses on pixel-
level local information and overlooks the benefits of the global
view. Therefore, Adiga V. et al. (2024) employ a denoising
autoencoder to reconstruct the predictions of the teacher net-
work and then implement uncertainty estimation by calculating
the difference between the teacher model’s prediction and its
reconstruction. Recently, Zhao et al. (2024) propose to adap-
tively weight the pseudo supervision loss in a voxel-wise man-
ner based on the uncertainty of model predictions and promote
feature consistency across differently augmented samples using
a contrastive loss. These methods, which filter out or reduce
the loss weight of voxels classified as uncertain, can reduce
the negative impact of noise in pseudo-labels. However, voxels
classified as reliable may, in fact, contain incorrect predictions,
potentially harming model performance. Moreover, many re-

gions in the pseudo-labels have low predictive confidence dur-
ing training, especially in the early training stages, leading to
the under-utilization of both these labels and their correspond-
ing raw unlabelled data. Hence, we propose to leverage the
labelled knowledge to explicitly rectify the low-quality predic-
tions present in the pseudo-labels.

3. Method

The semi-supervised 3D medical image segmentation task
aims to achieve precise organ segmentation utilising a lim-
ited number of labelled samples and a large number of un-
labelled samples. Let L = {xi, yi}

L
i=1 represents the labelled

dataset, where x ∈ X ⊂ RH×W×D is the input volume, and
y ∈ Y = {0, 1}C×H×W×D is the voxel-wise one-hot label within
the C classes. Additionally, the unlabelled dataset is denoted by
U = {xi}

U
i=1, where U >> L. As shown in Fig. 3, our method

is built upon the teacher-student paradigm, so we begin with a
brief review of its workflow in Sec. 3.1. Next, the Cooperative
Rectification Learning Network (CRLN) and Dynamic Inter-
action Module (DIM) are introduced in Sec. 3.2, and the Col-
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Fig. 4. The architecture of the Dynamic Interaction Module (DIM).

laborative Positive Supervision (CPS) is explained in Sec. 3.3.
Finally, Sec. 3.4 summarises the overall training objective.

3.1. Preliminaries

The teacher-student paradigm employs a weak-to-strong con-
sistency regularisation to train the segmentation model, allow-
ing for simultaneous utilisation of labelled and unlabelled sam-
ples. More concretely, each unlabelled volume xi ∈ U under-
goes a weak augmentation process, denoted by Aw : X → X
(e.g., random cropping and random flipping), as well as strong
augmentation As : X → X (e.g., random cropping, random
flipping, random noise and CutMix (Yun et al., 2019)). Sub-
sequently, the strongly augmented volume is fed into the stu-
dent model, whereas the weakly augmented volume is fed to
the teacher model to generate the pseudo-label. So the model
can be optimised by the following objective:

ℓ(L,U, θ) =
1
L

∑
(x,y)∈L

ℓs
(
fθsd

(
fθse (x)

)
, y

)
+

1
U

∑
(x)∈U

ℓu
(

fθsd

(
fθse (As(x))

)
,Ag

(
fθtd

(
fθte (Aw(x))

)))
,

(1)

where θ = {θsd, θse, θtd, θte} represents the student and teacher
model parameters, fθsd ( fθse (x)) denotes the student predictor
(with fθsd : F → [0, 1]C×H×W×D denoting the student decoder,
fθse : X → F representing the student encoder, and F ∈ RF),
fθtd ( fθte (x)) represents the teacher predictor (similarly, fθtd :
F → [0, 1]C×H×W×D is the teacher decoder and fθte : X → F is
the teacher encoder), Ag : [0, 1]C×H×W×D → [0, 1]C×H×W×D rep-
resents the geometric transformation used to align the teacher’s
and student’s predictions, ℓs(·) is the supervised learning term
(e.g., Dice loss and cross-entropy loss), and the unsupervised

learning loss is defined by

ℓu(ŷ, ȳ) =
1
|Ω|

∑
ω∈Ω

1

(
max

ĉ∈{1,...,C}
(ȳ(ω, ĉ)) ≥ τ

)
×ℓnll (ŷ(ω, :), ȳ(ω, :)) ,

(2)
with Ω denoting the image lattice, ŷ = fθsd ( fθse (As(x))), ȳ =
fθtd ( fθte (Aw(x))), ℓnll(·) being the negative log-likelihood loss,
and 1(maxĉ∈{1,...,C}(ȳ(ω, ĉ)) ≥ τ) representing the indicator func-
tion that filters out uncertain predictions where the maximum
probability is smaller than τ ∈ [0, 1].

Both the student and teacher models share the same ar-
chitecture, with the weights of the teacher model updated by
the Exponential Moving Average (EMA) of the student model
weights.

3.2. Pseudo-label Rectification
The filtering mechanism described in (2) effectively ad-

dresses the adverse effects of uncertainty in the pseudo-labels.
However, an excessive filtration process runs the risk of un-
derutilising the valuable information present in the unlabelled
training set. To address this issue, we propose a method to rec-
tify the uncertain predictions of the pseudo-labels by leverag-
ing the knowledge present in the labelled data. Such rectifica-
tion will allow the use of a larger number of unlabelled training
samples, thereby improving the generalisation of the model.

Inspired by recent progress shown in the development of
transformer-based architectures(Li et al., 2023) and few-shot
learning (Liu et al., 2022a), we propose the Cooperative Rectifi-
cation Learning Network (CRLN) to learn discriminative class
prototypes from labelled data that are then used for the rectifi-
cation of predicted pseudo-labels. As depicted in Fig. 3, CRLN
comprises a prototype learning stage and a rectification stage.
Moreover, to enhance the learning of prototypes and provide
accurate voxel-level cues for correction, the Dynamic Interac-
tion Module (DIM) is devised to take pairwise interactions, as
well as spatial-aware and cross-class aggregation between pro-
totypes and labelled data (in the learning stage) or the unla-
belled data (in the rectification stage).

3.2.1. Learning Stage
Learning Multiple Class Prototypes. Class prototypes are

denoted by vectors in the feature space F of the decoder, of-
fering a compressed representation of the class distribution.
Since medical scenarios are complex and variable, it is difficult
for a single prototype to cover the richness of the class repre-
sentation. Therefore, we propose a method that represents a
class with multiple prototypes. The prototypes are denoted by
P ∈ RC×R×F , where C is the number of classes, R represents the
number of prototypes for each class and F is the dimensionality
of the feature space F of the decoder.

These multiple prototypes per class are estimated during the
learning stage of the CRLN, which also depends on the DIM
module. To capture the most relevant features of each class
and maintain diversity among multiple prototypes from a global
perspective, we propose first grouping multiple prototypes into
R matrices of size C × F, with each matrix containing one
prototype per class, and then gradually interacting these pro-
totype matrices with the features through cross-attention. As
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illustrated in Fig. 4, the prototypes P are divided into R sets
{pi}

R
i=1, with each pi ∈ RC×F containing C prototypes. The fea-

ture f2 ∈ RH/4×W/4×D/4×F extracted from the second interme-
diate layer of the student decoder is processed by a 1 × 1 × 1
convolution layer to produce r2 = Conv1×1×1( f2). These trans-
ferred contexts r2 then interact with each prototype matrix in
{pi}

R
i=1 by the pair-wise cross attention block I, formulated as

mI
i =
ϕI

q(pi)ϕI
k(r2)⊤
√

F
, i ∈ {1, ...,R}, followed by (3)

pI
i = softmax(mI

i )ϕ
I
v(r2), i ∈ {1, ...,R}, (4)

where ϕI
q(·), ϕI

k(·) and ϕI
v(·) are the linear projectors of block

I, ⊤ denotes the matrix transpose operation, and mI
i ∈

RC×H/4×W/4×D/4.
Subsequently, the updated prototype matrices

{
pI

i

}R

i=1
interact

with the features f3 ∈ RH/2×W/2×D/2×F3 that are extracted from
the third intermediate layer of the student decoder, where F3 <
F. Such interaction is processed by the pair-wise cross attention
block II, in the same way as in (3), to generate the proximity
matrices defined as

mII
i =
ϕII

q (pI
i )ϕ

II
k (r3)⊤

√
F3

, (5)

where i ∈ {1, ...,R}, r3 = Conv1×1×1( f3), and mII
i ∈

RC×H/2×W/2×D/2. By interacting with features from various de-
coder layers through the repeating pair-wise cross attention op-
erations, the class prototypes can progressively absorb both tex-
ture and semantic information, thus continuously refining their
representations.

The computed proximity matrices are used to produce the
holistic relationship map that is taken as clues to rectify the
pseudo-label predictions. A simple solution would be to pro-
duce these clues by summing the proximity matrices, but
that would not allow us to account for dependencies between
classes. Specifically, we first incorporate spatial consistency
into our approach by re-evaluating the relationships between
feature points and each prototype group based on the local con-
text by applying a 3 × 3 × 3 convolution layer to MII ∈ RC×R×N

(with N = H/2 × W/2 × D/2), which is a tensor containing
the proximity matrices

{
mII

i

}R

i=1
, with mII

i ∈ RC×N computed
from (5).

Then, we synthesise the relationships across the R prototypes
within each class using a 1 × 1 × 1 convolution layer that is
more flexible than just summing tensor over the R dimensions
to produce the holistic relationship map. It is important to note
that the convolutional parameters are shared between different
classes to enable information interaction across classes. The
whole process is formulated as

M (x) = Upsample
(
Conv1×1×1

(
Conv3×3×3(MII)

))
, (6)

where M (x) ∈ RC×H×W×D represents the holistic relationship
map. We denote all learnable parameters in (3), (4), (5), (6) as
θdim, where the whole DIM is denoted by

fθdim : X → RC×H×W×D. (7)

Fig. 5. The architecture of the Collaborative Positive Supervision (CPS)
mechanism.

Learning to Rectify. The holistic relationship map from the
DIM, defined in (6), serves to dynamically rectify each voxel
from the original prediction ŷ with

ŷr = ŷ + (1 − µ) ×M (x), (8)

where µ ∈ [0, 1], as shown in Fig. 3, is a learnable param-
eter utilised to regulate the extent of the correction and ŷ =
fθsd ( fθse (As(x))), with x belonging to the labelled set L.

3.2.2. Rectification Stage
After S learning iterations, we rectify the pseudo-labels of

the unlabelled samples in U with the learned prototypes P ∈
RC×R×F . The features at different scales of unlabelled sam-
ples follow the same progressive method in the learning stage
to interact with the multiple prototypes from labelled samples
to generate the holistic relationship map M (x). Since this pro-
gressive interaction integrates the advantages of features from
multiple layers, it provides accurate voxel-level cues for cor-
recting the pseudo-labels. Then, the original pseudo-labels
ȳ = fθtd ( fθte (Aw(x))), with x ∈ U, can be rectified by (8), thus
generating higher-quality pseudo-labels ȳr = ȳ+(1−µ)×M (x).

3.3. Collaborative Positive Supervision
As discussed in Sec. 3.2, the CRLN leverages labelled data

as priors to rectify pseudo-labels in voxel space, thus provid-
ing more reliable supervision for model training. Nonethe-
less, the model may still exhibit low confidence in segment-
ing challenging regions, such as edge regions and low-contrast
regions. Therefore, we aim to mitigate this problem by enhanc-
ing the discriminative characteristics of the representations ex-
tracted from such challenging regions with contrastive learning.
However, considering the practicality of the model’s prediction
of uncertain regions, we propose a more moderate contrastive
learning strategy based on the InfoNCE loss (He et al., 2020),
namely the Collaborative Positive Supervision (CPS) mecha-
nism.

As shown in Fig. 5, the proposed CPS mechanism is applied
to the representations, extracted from the fourth layer of the
student decoder, denoted by f4 ∈ RH×W×D×F4 , where F4 < F3.
We first construct the anchor, negative and positive sets from f4
for the InfoNCE loss, as explained below.

Anchor Set. For each class c, we randomly sample anchor
points from uncertain regions of the feature space to form the
class-specific set:

Rc = {r(ω, :) | ω ∈ Ωc, r = Conv1×1×1 (Conv3×3×3( f4))}, (9)
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where Ωc denotes a subset of the lattice of size H × W × D in
the feature space. For labelled data in L, this lattice subset is
defined byΩc = 1 (y(ω, c) = 1)×1 (ŷ(ω, c) < τ). For unlabelled
data inU, Ωc is defined as

Ωc =1 (ŷ(ω, c) < τ) × 1
(

max
ĉ∈{1,...,C}

ȳr(ω, ĉ) > τw

)
×

1

(
arg max

ĉ∈{1,...,C}
ȳr(ω, ĉ) = c

)
,

(10)

where τw ∈ [0, 1] is used to filter out extremely unreliable
pseudo-labels, with τw < τ.

Negative Set. The negative set for class c is defined as

R−c =
{
r(ω, :) | ω ∈ Ω−c , r = Conv1×1×1 (Conv3×3×3( f4))

}
,
(11)

where for labelled data in L, Ω−c = 1 (y(ω, c) , 1), For unla-
belled data inU, Ω−c is defined by

Ω−c = 1

(
max

ĉ∈{1,...,C}
ȳr(ω, ĉ) > τw

)
× 1

(
arg max

ĉ∈{1,...,C}
ȳr(ω, ĉ) , c

)
.

(12)
Positive Set. For the class c positive set, we need to consider

that the uncertain regions can be challenging for the student
model because their representations may deviate significantly
from the class prototypes. Therefore, the samples in the posi-
tive set should contain the key characteristics of the class, but
these samples should not be too far from the uncertain represen-
tations to help the learning process–we refer to these positive
samples as unassertive. Based on this argument, we propose a
positive set containing samples formed with the combination of
the learned class prototypes P and the mean representation of
the current class. More specifically, the class-specific positive
sample is defined by

R+c =

{
r
∣∣∣∣r = rm + ξ ×mean(Pc)

1 + ξ
, ξ ∼ U(0, 1)

}
, (13)

where U(0, 1) generates a uniformly distributed random num-
ber in (0, 1], Pc ∈ RR×F denotes the learned prototypes
for class c with mean(·) being the mean operator to pro-
duce the class-specific representation of the prototypes of
class c, and rm is the mean of the features computed with
r = Conv1×1×1(Conv3×3×3( f4)) from labelled data (x, y) ∈ L,
where y(ω, c) = 1, and from unlabelled data x ∈ U, where
maxĉ∈{1,...,C}(ȳr(ω, ĉ)) > τw, and arg maxĉ∈{1,...,C} ȳr(ω, ĉ) = c.
Fig. 6 shows some examples of the anchor set and the corre-
sponding negative and positive (representation part) sets on the
LA dataset.

After obtaining the anchor, negative and positive sets, the
contrastive loss of the proposed CPS is formulated as

ℓcp(L,U, θ) = −
∑

c∈{1,...,C}

∑
rc∈Rc

log
[

ecos(rc,r+c )/t

ecos(rc,r+c )/t +
∑

r−c ∈R−c ecos(rc,r−c )/t

]
.

(14)
where t represents the temperature parameter of the InfoNCE
loss.

Fig. 6. Examples of the anchor set and the corresponding negative and pos-
itive (representation part) sets on the Left Atrial dataset.

3.4. Our Holistic Training Objective
To take into account CRLN’s learning of prototypes, DIM’s

learning of cross-attention block parameters, and CPS’s repre-
sentation learning, we extend the overall loss in (1) as:

ℓ(L,U, θ, P) =
1
L

∑
(x,y)∈L

ℓs
(
fθsd

(
fθse (x)

)
, y

)
+ ℓs (M (x), y)+

1
U

∑
(x)∈U

ℓu
(
fθsd

(
fθse (As(x))

)
, ȳr

)
+

ℓcp(L,U, θ),
(15)

where θ = {θsd, θse, θtd, θte, θsdim, θtdim} (with θsdim, θtdim rep-
resenting the student’s and teacher’s DIM parameters defined
in (7)) and P = {Pt, Ps} (with Pt, Ps denoting the student’s and
teacher’s prototypes). We also learn DIM’s correction parame-
ter µ in (8) with the following loss function:

ℓr(L, µ) =
1
L

∑
(x,y)∈L

ℓs(ŷr, y), (16)

with ŷr = ŷ+(1−µ)×M (x). The training alternates the minimi-
sation of the losses in (15) and (16) and the Exponential Mov-
ing Average (EMA) to update the teacher’s parameters, as de-
scribed in Algorithm 1.

4. Experiments

4.1. Datasets
The effectiveness of the proposed method is assessed on three

public 3D medical image datasets with diverse tissue types, in-
cluding the Left Atrium (LA)(Xiong et al., 2021), Pancreas-
CT(Clark et al., 2013), and Brain Tumour Segmentation 2019
(BraTS19)(Menze et al., 2014) datasets.

LA dataset. The LA dataset (Xiong et al., 2021) is a standard
3D medical image semi-supervised segmentation benchmark,
consisting of 100 3D MRI volumes with a fixed resolution of
0.625 × 0.625 × 0.625 mm. Following former works (Liu et al.,
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Algorithm 1 Pseudo-code of the proposed method
1: # Teacher model parameters: θte and θtd, DIM parameters

(rectification stage): θtdim, class prototypes: Pt

2: # Student model parameters: θse and θsd, DIM parameters
(learning stage): θsdim, class prototypes: Ps

3: Initialise the model parameters
4: for index in maxiterations:
5: for (xl, yl) in L and for (xu) inU:
6: # Teacher model generates and rectifies pseudo-labels
7: ȳu ← fθtd ( fθte (Aw(xu)))
8: if index >S :
9: M (xu)← fθtdim (xu)

10: ȳr = ȳ + (1 − µ) ·M (xu)
11: else:
12: ȳr = ȳ
13: # Train the student’s model and prototypes
14: ŷu, ŷl ← fθsd

(
fθse (As(xu))

)
, fθsd

(
fθse (xl)

)
15: M (xl)← fθsdim (xl)
16: Update θse, θsd, θsdim and Ps by minimising
ℓ(L,U, θ, P) in (15)

17: # Learn µ in (8)
18: Update µ by minimising ℓr(L, θr) in (16)
19: # Update the teacher’s model and prototypes
20: Update the teacher’s parameters θte, θtd, θtdim and Pt

using the EMA of the student’s parameters θse, θsd, θsdim

and Ps.

2022c; Yu et al., 2019), all volumes are cropped to 112 × 112
× 80, centred on the heart region. 80 volumes are used as the
training dataset, while the remaining 20 volumes are allocated
for validation.

Pancreas-CT dataset. The Pancreas-CT dataset (Clark
et al., 2013) is collected from 53 male and 27 female subjects at
the National Institutes of Health Clinical Centre. It contains 82
3D contrast-enhanced CT scans. The size of each scan is 512
× 512, but the thickness varies from 1.5 to 2.5 mm. We adopt
the same pre-processing methods as prior studies (Liu et al.,
2022c; Wu et al., 2022), including clipping the voxel values to
the range of [-125, 275] Hounsfield Units, re-sampling the data
into an isotropic resolution of 1.0 × 1.0 × 1.0 mm and cropping
data into 96 × 96 × 96. Then, 62 scans are utilised to train the
model, and 20 scans are used for validation.

BraTS19 dataset. The BraTS19 dataset (Menze et al., 2014)
is composed of 335 labelled brain tumour MRIs with a size of
240 × 240 × 155. There are four MRI scans for each sample, in-
cluding T1-weighted (T1), T1-weighted with contrast enhance-
ment (T1-ce), T2-weighted (T2), and T2 fluid-attenuated inver-
sion recovery (FLAIR). Consistent with Chen et al. (2019), only
the FLAIR sequences are employed in the semi-supervised seg-
mentation task. Moreover, we apply the identical dataset split,
allocating 250 samples for training, 25 for validation, and 60
for testing. In the pre-processing stage, the training samples
are randomly cropped into 96 × 96 × 96, in line with Liu et al.
(2022c).

4.2. Implementation Details

Training and Testing Configurations. To fairly compare
with prior works, the same VNet (Milletari et al., 2016) is
adopted as our backbone architecture in the LA and Pancreas-
CT datasets, and the same 3D-UNet (Çiçek et al., 2016) is
employed for the BraTS19 dataset. The experiments are con-
ducted on the Ubuntu system with NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090
GPU. Training relies on an SGD optimiser with momentum 0.9,
weight decay 5e-4, and initial learning rate 2.5e-3 that follows
a polynomial learning rate scheduler. The batch size is set to 4,
consisting of 2 labelled samples and 2 unlabelled samples. In
(14), the temperature parameter t = 0.5, with 512 negative sam-
ples drawn from R−c and 256 anchors drawn from Rc, following
Liu et al. (2021). We set the number of iterations to start the
rectification S at 800 and the control parameter ξ at 0.6 in (13).
We provide an ablation study about S and ξ in Sec. 4.4 and
Sec. 4.4.8, respectively. For the semi-supervised learning set-
tings, we adopt the 10% and 20% partition protocols. For test-
ing, we follow the same sliding window technique used in Yu
et al. (2019) and Wu et al. (2022) to obtain the final prediction
with the same resolution as the original test sample. Specially,
the strides are set as 18 × 18 × 4 in the LA dataset, and as 16 ×
16 × 16 in the Pancreas-CT and BraTS19 datasets. The code is
available at https://github.com/Yaan-Wang/CRLN.git.

Compared Methods. Nineteen advanced semi-supervised
medical image segmentation methods are compared on the
LA (Xiong et al., 2021), Pancreas-CT (Clark et al., 2013), and
BraTS19 (Menze et al., 2014) datasets, including: UA-MT (Yu
et al., 2019), DUWM (Wang et al., 2020), SASSNet (Li et al.,
2020a), DTC (Luo et al., 2021a), LG-ER (Hang et al., 2020),
URPC (Luo et al., 2021b), TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c), ASE-
Net (Lei et al., 2022), TAC (Chen et al., 2022), MC-Net+ (Wu
et al., 2022), SDC-SSL(Lei et al., 2023), BCP (Bai et al.,
2023), MCF (Wang et al., 2023), CAML (Gao et al., 2023),
MCCauSSL (Miao et al., 2023), RCPS (Zhao et al., 2024),
CAC4SSL (Li et al., 2024), DCR (Lu et al., 2024) and ML-
RPL (Su et al., 2024). The results of these methods on the LA
and Pancreas-CT datasets are sourced from the original papers,
except URPC (Luo et al., 2021b), which is from TraCoCo (Liu
et al., 2022c). Additionally, the results on the BraTS19 dataset
are sourced from TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c), except SDC-
SSL(Lei et al., 2023) and MLRPL (Su et al., 2024), which are
from the original papers. In addition, given the absence of a
validation dataset for the LA and Pancreas-CT datasets, we cat-
egorise these comparison methods based on whether they utilise
the results from the final checkpoint or the best checkpoint dur-
ing the training process.

Evaluation Metrics. Following the competing methods (Yu
et al., 2019; Bai et al., 2023), four widely used measures are
employed to evaluate the proposed approach, including Dice,
Jaccard, the Average Surface Distance (ASD) and 95% Hausd-
off Distance (95HD). We report the mean and standard devia-
tion for each metric of the proposed method in all tables, using
a bootstrapping method with 100 resamples. For the compared
methods, we calculate and report the mean and standard devia-
tion only for those with publicly available checkpoints to ensure
their optimal performance.

https://github.com/Yaan-Wang/CRLN.git
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Table 1. Comparative results on the Left Atrium dataset based on the partition protocols of 8 labelled data. The ”Best” column represents the best
checkpoint evaluation protocol (✓: best checkpoint, ×: last checkpoint). * denotes that the results (mean ± standard deviation) are calculated using the
bootstrapping method.

Left Atrium Best Scan Used Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)labelled unlabelled
UA-MT(Yu et al., 2019) × 8 72 84.25 73.48 3.36 13.84

LG-ER (Hang et al., 2020)* × 8 72 85.24±1.23 74.69±1.75 3.77±0.78 14.99±2.93
DUWM(Wang et al., 2020) × 8 72 85.91 75.75 3.31 12.67
URPC(Luo et al., 2021b) × 8 72 85.01 74.36 3.96 15.37

SASSNet(Li et al., 2020a)* × 8 72 86.65±0.94 76.69±1.42 4.17±0.47 14.69±2.51
TraCoCo(Liu et al., 2022c) × 8 72 89.29 80.82 2.28 6.92
ASE-Net(Lei et al., 2022) × 8 72 87.83 78.45 2.17 9.86

TAC(Chen et al., 2022) × 8 72 84.73 74.38 2.72 11.45
DCR(Lu et al., 2024) × 8 72 89.05 80.27 2.84 9.72

CAC4SSL(Li et al., 2024)* × 8 72 89.92±0.48 81.77±0.78 2.04±0.16 6.38±0.50

RCPS(Zhao et al., 2024)* × 8 72 90.71±0.08 83.10±0.13 2.04±0.03 7.91±0.20

Ours* × 8 72 91.74±0.38 84.79±0.64 1.46±0.09 4.60±0.33

DTC(Luo et al., 2021a)* ✓ 8 72 87.25±1.28 77.80±1.83 2.44±0.31 8.52±1.15
SDC-SSL(Lei et al., 2023) ✓ 8 72 88.31 79.25 1.94 7.56
MC-Net+(Wu et al., 2022)* ✓ 8 72 88.76±0.73 79.93±1.16 1.93±0.16 8.16±0.92

CAML(Gao et al., 2023)* ✓ 8 72 89.34±0.55 80.84±0.89 2.15±0.40 10.37±2.44

BCP(Bai et al., 2023)* ✓ 8 72 89.83±0.53 81.64±0.87 1.84±0.15 6.92±0.66
MLRPL(Su et al., 2024) ✓ 8 72 89.86 81.68 1.85 6.91

TraCoCo(Liu et al., 2022c)* ✓ 8 72 89.78±0.71 81.58±1.13 1.98±0.21 6.59±0.64

Ours* ✓ 8 72 91.85±0.37 84.98±0.63 1.41±0.08 4.62±0.31

Table 2. Comparative results on the Left Atrium dataset based on the partition protocols of 16 labelled data. The ”Best” column represents the best
checkpoint evaluation protocol (✓: best checkpoint, ×: last checkpoint).* denotes that the results (mean ± standard deviation) are calculated using the
bootstrapping method.

Left Atrium Best Scan Used Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)labelled unlabelled
UA-MT (Yu et al., 2019)* × 16 64 88.78±0.96 80.05±1.5 2.27±0.20 7.41±0.68
MCF (Wang et al., 2023) × 16 64 88.71 80.41 1.90 6.32
URPC (Luo et al., 2021b) × 16 64 88.74 79.93 3.66 12.73

SASSNet (Li et al., 2020a)* × 16 64 89.02±0.94 80.45±1.45 2.98±0.55 8.83±1.61

LG-ER (Hang et al., 2020)* × 16 64 89.50±0.60 81.10±0.97 2.08±0.18 7.33±0.66
DUWM (Wang et al., 2020) × 16 64 89.65 81.35 2.03 7.04
CAC4SSL (Li et al., 2024)* × 16 64 90.55±0.59 82.84±0.96 1.71±0.14 5.98±0.53
TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c) × 16 64 90.94 83.47 1.79 5.49
ASE-Net (Lei et al., 2022) × 16 64 90.29 82.76 1.64 7.18

TAC (Chen et al., 2022) × 16 64 87.75 78.60 2.04 9.45
DCR (Lu et al., 2024) × 16 64 91.21 83.54 1.92 8.03

RCPS (Zhao et al., 2024)* × 16 64 91.19±0.08 83.87±0.13 1.78±0.03 6.34±0.21

Ours* × 16 64 91.88±0.43 85.05±0.72 1.46±0.08 4.51±0.32

DTC (Luo et al., 2021a)* ✓ 16 64 89.40±0.56 80.94±0.91 1.91±0.17 7.76±0.73
SDC-SSL(Lei et al., 2023) ✓ 16 64 90.44 82.73 1.75 6.02
CAML (Gao et al., 2023)* ✓ 16 64 90.65±0.50 82.98±0.83 1.62±0.14 6.12±0.50

MC-Net+ (Wu et al., 2022)* ✓ 16 64 90.99±0.45 83.55±0.75 1.71±0.15 5.84±0.52
MLRPL(Su et al., 2024) ✓ 16 64 91.02 83.62 1.66 5.78

TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c)* ✓ 16 64 91.44±0.41 84.30±0.69 1.79±0.16 5.62±0.52

Ours* ✓ 16 64 91.95±0.38 85.15±0.64 1.45±0.08 4.33±0.28

4.3. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Approaches

Segmentation Comparison on the LA Dataset. The com-
parative results under different protocols are reported in Tab. 1
and Tab. 2. It can be seen that our proposed method provides a
better result than other advanced approaches. For instance, with

only 8 labelled samples available for training, our Jaccard and
95HD results surpass the previous SOTA RCPS (Zhao et al.,
2024) by 1.69% and 3.31, respectively. With only 16 labelled
training samples, the Dice of the last checkpoint and best check-
point are raised to 91.88% and 91.95%, respectively. The supe-
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Table 3. Comparative results on the Pancreas-CT dataset based on the partition protocols of 6 and 12 labelled data. The ”Best” column represents the best
checkpoint evaluation protocol (✓: best checkpoint, ×: last checkpoint).* denotes that the results (mean ± standard deviation) are calculated using the
bootstrapping method.

Pancreas-CT Best Scan Used Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)labelled unlabelled
UA-MT(Yu et al., 2019) × 6 56 66.44 52.02 3.03 17.04

SASSNet(Li et al., 2020a) × 6 56 68.97 54.29 1.96 18.83
URPC(Luo et al., 2021b) × 6 56 73.53 59.44 7.85 22.57

MCCauSSL(Miao et al., 2023) × 6 56 72.89 58.06 4.37 14.19
CAC4SSL (Li et al., 2024)* × 6 56 74.19±1.94 59.82±2.35 3.01±0.81 15.36±3.02

RCPS (Zhao et al., 2024)* × 6 56 76.81±0.12 63.07±0.15 2.90±0.06 15.43±0.49

TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c)* × 6 56 79.10±1.32 65.90±1.76 2.58±0.57 8.42±1.28

Ours* × 6 56 79.17±1.82 66.32±2.33 1.94±0.52 7.27±1.12

MC-Net+ (Wu et al., 2022)* ✓ 6 56 69.44±3.05 55.16±3.20 3.74±0.85 16.72±3.38
MLRPL (Su et al., 2024) ✓ 6 56 75.93 62.12 1.54 9.07

Ours* ✓ 6 56 81.24±1.23 68.84±1.71 3.15±0.81 8.38±2.42

UA-MT(Yu et al., 2019) × 12 50 76.10 62.62 2.43 10.84
SASSNet(Li et al., 2020a) × 12 50 76.39 63.17 1.42 11.06
MCF (Wang et al., 2023) × 12 50 75.00 61.27 3.27 11.59

DCR(Lu et al., 2024) × 12 50 79.84 67.72 1.56 7.23
URPC(Luo et al., 2021b) × 12 50 80.02 67.30 1.98 8.51

MCCauSSL(Miao et al., 2023) × 12 50 80.92 68.26 1.53 8.11
TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c)* × 12 50 81.67±1.09 69.40±1.54 1.47±0.23 5.68±0.69

CAC4SSL(Li et al., 2024)* × 12 50 80.43±1.45 67.85±1.94 7.25±1.21 1.25±0.08
RCPS (Zhao et al., 2024)* × 12 50 81.62±0.17 69.25±0.23 2.00±0.05 7.20±0.31

Ours* × 12 50 82.76±1.01 70.90±1.45 1.35±0.19 4.81±0.60

DTC(Luo et al., 2021a) ✓ 12 50 78.27 64.75 2.25 8.36
MC-Net+ (Wu et al., 2022)* ✓ 12 50 78.95±2.26 66.37±2.70 1.79±0.55 8.78±2.14

MLRPL(Su et al., 2024) ✓ 12 50 81.53 69.35 1.33 6.81
BCP(Bai et al., 2023) ✓ 12 50 82.91 70.97 2.25 6.43

TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c)* ✓ 12 50 83.31±0.84 71.64±1.23 1.70±0.37 7.02±2.29

Ours* ✓ 12 50 83.52±1.03 71.99±1.47 1.46±0.24 4.70±0.62

riority of our approach stems from leveraging the labelled data
as external priors to correct the pseudo-labels, which can indeed
boost the overall segmentation quality.

Segmentation Comparison on the Pancreas-CT Dataset.
Different from other organs, the pancreas usually presents a
more irregular and curved shape. This elongated and curvilin-
ear morphology makes the segmentation of pancreas quite chal-
lenging. As illustrated in Tab. 3, our proposed network achieves
promising segmentation performance for all partition protocols.
Compared to the strong baseline MC-Net+(Wu et al., 2022),
the proposed method demonstrates improvements of 11.8% and
4.57% on the Dice metric under the 10% and 20% partition pro-
tocols, respectively.

Segmentation Comparison on the BraTS19 Dataset.
Tab. 4 shows the results under different protocols. The proposed
approach consistently outperforms the current leading methods
by a clear margin. Specifically, the Jaccard index is improved
by 1.36% and 0.5% with 25 and 50 labelled samples for train-
ing, compared to the current SOTA TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c).
These results demonstrate that the proposed method segments
brain tumours more precisely than the compared approaches.

Training Comparison. We compare the training time of our
method with other SOTA methods on the LA dataset under the
10% partition protocol in Fig. 7. All the experiments are im-

Fig. 7. Comparative results of training times under the 10% partition pro-
tocol on the LA dataset.

plemented on the Ubuntu system with NVIDIA GeForce RTX
3090 GPU, where the batch size is set to 4, and all volumes are
cropped to 112 × 112 × 80. As illustrated in Fig. 7, the training
time of our method on a single GPU is 0.651 sec/batch, a sig-
nificant improvement over other state-of-the-art methods such
as CAC4SSL (Li et al., 2024), TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c) and
CAML (Gao et al., 2023). Compared with the teacher-student-
based models like BCP (Bai et al., 2023) and UA-MT (Yu
et al., 2019), our approach only marginally increases the train-
ing time, while significantly enhancing segmentation perfor-
mance.
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Table 4. Comparative results on the BRaTS2019 dataset based on the partition protocols of 25 and 50 labelled data.* denotes that the results (mean ±
standard deviation) are calculated using the bootstrapping method..

Left Atrium Scan Used Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)labelled unlabelled
UA-MT(Yu et al., 2019) 25 225 84.64 74.76 2.36 10.47

SASSNet(Li et al., 2020a) 25 225 84.73 74.89 2.44 9.88
LG-ER(Hang et al., 2020) 25 225 84.75 74.97 2.21 9.56
URPC(Luo et al., 2021b) 25 225 84.53 74.60 2.55 9.79

MC-Net+(Wu et al., 2022) 25 225 84.96 75.14 2.36 9.45
LG-ER(Hang et al., 2020) 25 225 84.75 74.97 2.21 9.56
SDC-SSL(Lei et al., 2023) 25 225 84.76 75.11 1.95 11.29

MCCauSSL(Miao et al., 2023) 25 225 83.54 73.46 1.98 12.53
MLRPL(Su et al., 2024) 25 225 84.29 74.74 2.55 9.57

BCP(Bai et al., 2023) 25 225 85.14 76.01 2.88 9.89
TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c)* 25 225 85.79±1.57 76.49±2.15 1.72±0.29 7.03±1.07

Ours* 25 225 86.73±1.46 77.85±2.02 1.67±0.30 7.15±1.12

UA-MT(Yu et al., 2019) 50 200 85.32 75.93 1.98 8.68
SASSNet(Li et al., 2020a) 50 200 85.64 76.33 2.04 9.17
LG-ER(Hang et al., 2020) 50 200 85.67 76.36 1.99 8.92
URPC(Luo et al., 2021b) 50 200 85.38 76.14 1.87 8.36

SDC-SSL(Lei et al., 2023) 50 200 85.45 76.23 1.96 7.61
MLRPL(Su et al., 2024) 50 200 85.47 76.32 2.00 7.76

MC-Net+(Wu et al., 2022) 50 200 86.02 76.98 1.98 8.74
BCP(Bai et al., 2023) 50 200 86.13 77.24 2.06 8.99

TraCoCo(Liu et al., 2022c) 50 200 86.69 77.69 1.93 8.04
Ours* 50 200 87.17±1.24 78.19±1.80 1.62±0.32 6.79±1.05

Table 5. Ablation results on the Left Atrium and Pancreas-CT datasets. ”MR” denotes the mean representation and ’LP’ is the learned prototype.
Dataset Baseline CutMix+Random Noise CRLN+DIM MR LP CPS Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)

Left Atrium

✓ 84.19±0.10 72.97±0.59 3.95±0.61 13.12±2.58
✓ ✓ 88.67±1.04 79.90±1.59 2.98±0.60 10.97±3.14
✓ ✓ ✓ 89.87±0.75 81.73±1.20 2.12±0.28 6.64±0.97
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 91.63±0.37 84.59±0.63 1.49±0.09 4.77±0.32
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 91.53±0.31 84.42±0.52 1.55±0.09 4.70±0.28
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 91.74±0.38 84.79±0.64 1.46±0.09 4.60±0.33

Pancreas-CT

✓ 56.14±3.67 41.04±3.57 7.42±1.06 21.99±3.10
✓ ✓ 76.73±2.12 63.28±2.59 2.59±0.70 9.89±2.52
✓ ✓ ✓ 78.58±1.47 65.27±1.97 3.19±0.66 9.83±2.46
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 74.68±2.42 60.75±2.84 1.94±0.26 8.56±1.17
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 73.90±1.82 59.31±2.24 2.00±0.29 9.67±1.26
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 79.17±1.82 66.32±2.33 1.94±0.52 7.27±1.12

4.4. Ablation Study of Key Components

The roles of our crucial components are evaluated and anal-
ysed on LA and Pancreas-CT datasets under the 10% partition
protocol. Tab. 5 illustrates the gains brought by each key mod-
ule compared to the baseline, where the teacher-student frame-
work equipped with weak-to-strong consistency regularisation
serves as our baseline. We first study the roles of strong aug-
mentation (CutMix+Random Noise), the Cooperative Rectifi-
cation Learning Network (CRLN) equipped with the Dynamic
Interaction Module (DIM), and Collaborative Positive Supervi-
sion (CPS). Subsequently, we investigate the role of DIM alone
and evaluate the impact of key parameters.

4.4.1. Ablation Study of the Strong Augmentation
An appropriately strong augmentation strategy is crucial for

effectively leveraging consistency constraints in training the
segmentation model. Instead of relying solely on a single strong

augmentation technique, such as centre cropping used in the
baseline, we employ multiple strong augmentation methods, in-
cluding centre cropping, CutMix, and random noise. As shown
in Table 5, CutMix and random noise provide considerable im-
provements compared to the baseline. For example, the Dice
is improved by 4.48% on the LA dataset. These enhancements
demonstrate the advantage of diverse augmentation strategies
in boosting the segmentation performance by introducing var-
ied perturbations.

4.4.2. Ablation Study of the CRLN equipped with DIM
The CRLN equipped with the DIM focuses on leveraging

the label data knowledge to rectify pseudo-labels, thus allowing
the use of valuable unlabelled information to influence training
with an accurate supervision for the student model. As evi-
denced in Tab. 5, the CRLN integrated with DIM improves the
model by a clear margin. The 95HD is improved by 4.33 on the
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Ground Truth Pseudo-label after Rectification Original Pseudo-label

Fig. 8. Visualisations of rectified pseudo-labels using the CRLN equipped
with DIM at the last training iteration. We highlight the mistakes corrected
by the rectification process in the segmentation images and volumes.

LA dataset, and the Dice is raised by 1.85% on the Pancreas-
CT dataset. Such improvement demonstrates the effectiveness
of our proposed CRLN+DIM.

To gain deeper insight into CRLN+DIM, we investigate the
role of correcting pseudo-labels during training. Fig. 1 presents
a quantitative comparison between the original pseudo-labels
and the pseudo-labels after rectification in the early training
stages. As shown in Fig. 1(a), there is a significant increase
in reliable predictions in the corrected pseudo-labels. For in-
stance, the percentage of reliable predictions rises by 22.7% at
the 1400th iteration. These improvements indicate that many
initially unreliable predictions have been rectified, allowing
more unlabelled information to contribute actively to the train-
ing process. Additionally, the prediction accuracy achieved us-
ing the rectified pseudo-labels is substantially better than that
of the original (and reliable) pseudo-labels, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(b). The Dice score of the reliable pseudo-labels increases
from 88.51% to 91.32% at the 1800th training iteration. This
demonstrates that CRLN+DIM indeed provides more accurate
supervision signals for training on unlabelled data, thereby en-
hancing semi-supervised segmentation performance.

Furthermore, Fig. 8 visualises both the original and rectified
pseudo-labels of the unlabelled images from the LA dataset at

Ground Truth w/o CPS w/ CPS

Fig. 9. Comparison of confidence maps with and without the CPS mecha-
nism.

the last training iteration. It can be seen that the problem of
incorrectly segmenting the background into the left atrium is
present in the original pseudo-labels. Through learnable pair-
wise interactions, the CRLN+DIM can leverage the labelled
information to correct the original teacher’s predictions. As
shown in the third column of Fig. 8, the CRLN+DIM can sup-
press the background interference and effectively rectify the in-
correct prediction in the original pseudo-labels.

4.4.3. Ablation Study of the CPS
The proposed CPS mechanism aims to enhance the repre-

sentation of hard regions using unassertive positive samples,
as explained in (13). As shown in Tab. 5, consistent improve-
ments are achieved by the CPS mechanism on both the LA and
Pancreas-CT datasets. For instance, the Dice value is increased
by 1.87% and 0.59%, and the 95HD is decreased by 2.04 and
2.56 on the two datasets, respectively. Moreover, we visualize
the confidence maps of the model’s predictions in Fig. 9. It can
be seen that the CPS mechanism indeed improves the model’s
prediction quality in difficult regions, such as boundary regions.

To better understand the impact of the CPS mechanism,
we examine how unassertive positive samples—created by
combining class mean representations with learned proto-
types—contribute to its performance. This investigation com-
pares our approach with two alternative strategies: one utilis-
ing solely class mean representations for the positive samples,
while the other exclusively employing the learned prototypes
(mean(Pc) in (13)). Tab. 5 reports the results. It can be ob-
served that our strategy consistently outperforms the other two
strategies, demonstrating the benefits of our moderate strategy.

4.4.4. Ablation Study of the Aggregation Strategy at DIM
The spatial-aware and cross-class aggregation strategy in (6)

is proposed in the DIM module to provide accurate clues
for correction. The proposed aggregation strategy contains
three unique designs: Spatial Awareness (SA, denoted by the
Conv3×3×3(·) in (6)), Convolutional Integration (CI, represented
by the Conv1×1×1(·) in (6)), and Cross-class Reasoning (CR, de-
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Table 6. The performance of different aggregation mechanisms in the DIM
under the 10% partition protocol on the LA dataset. ”SA” denotes the spa-
tial awareness, ”CI” is the convolutional integration, and ”CR” represents
the cross-class reasoning.

SA CI CR Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)
90.22±0.90 82.42±1.33 1.58±0.11 6.06±0.77

✓ 90.89±0.54 83.40±0.88 1.55±0.12 5.44±0.43

✓ ✓ 91.04±0.40 83.61±0.67 1.46±0.09 5.26±0.38

✓ ✓ ✓ 91.74±0.38 84.79±0.64 1.46±0.09 4.60±0.33

Fig. 10. The segmentation quality of the method as a function of the num-
ber R of prototypes for the 10% partition protocol on the LA dataset.

noted by the sharing of convolutional parameters between dif-
ferent categories). As shown in Tab. 6, SA demonstrates a clear
improvement over the baseline based on the direct summation
of the proximity matrices, with Jaccard increasing by 0.98%
and 95HD decreasing by 0.62. Such improvements show the
benefits of re-evaluating the relationships between features and
each prototype group based on the local context. Additionally,
CI yields a slight boost on all metrics. The dependency rea-
soning across different classes (i.e., CR) further raises Dice to
91.74% and decreases 95HD to 4.60, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of the information interaction across categories.

4.4.5. Ablation Study of the Necessity of Multiple Prototypes
for Each Category

As discussed in Sec. 3.2, we argue that it is essential to con-
struct multiple prototypes per class. To validate this point, the
segmentation quality of the method under different numbers of
prototypes is analysed. As illustrated in Fig. 10, representing
a class with multiple prototypes achieves superior results com-
pared to using only one prototype. For instance, the Jaccard
with multiple prototypes improves by approximately 1.86% to
3.37% compared to a single prototype, demonstrating that one
prototype is insufficient to characterise complex medical data.
In addition, the results in Fig. 10 also indicate that increasing
the number of prototypes does not always lead to better per-
formance. When the number of prototypes is increased to 32,
the model’s performance declines compared to using 16 pro-
totypes, with a decrease of 1.47% in Jaccard and an increase
of 0.55 in 95HD. This is mainly because the proper number of
prototypes can extract discriminative features of the class, but
too many prototypes can cause the model to overfit the labelled
data distribution.

Table 7. Performance of CRLN with different rectification mechanisms un-
der the 10% partition protocol on the LA dataset.

Method Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)
r-fixed-v1 91.14±0.43 83.79±0.71 1.56±0.09 5.07±0.38

r-learnable-v2 90.69±0.64 83.09±1.01 1.66±0.13 5.58±0.45

r-learnable-v3 91.74±0.38 84.79±0.64 1.46±0.09 4.60±0.33

Reliable 

Pseudo-labels

 Reliable Pseudo-labels

 after  Rectification

(a) (b)

Fig. 11. The quality of pseudo-labels and the value of µ as functions of
training iterations under the 10% partition protocol on the LA dataset.

4.4.6. Ablation Study of Different Rectification Mechanisms at
CRLN

The goal of CRLN’s rectification mechanism in (8) is to cor-
rect the original prediction under the guidance of the proto-
types learned from the labelled data. Three different versions
are designed to find a suitable rectification mechanism. The r-
fixed-v1 replaces the low-confidence original pseudo-labels of
the unlabelled samples with the holistic relationship map M (x)
if the prediction confidence of M (x) exceeds that of the original
pseudo-labels ȳ, as follows:

ȳr =

M (x) , if (max ȳ < τ) and (max ȳ < max M (x))
ȳ , otherwise.

(17)

The other two strategies modify the original pseudo-labels in
a learnable manner. The r-learnable-v2 concatenates the ȳ and
M (x), followed by a 3×3×3 convolution layer. The r-learnable-
v3 consists of our proposed approach, explained in Sec. 3.2.2,
where the rectification corrects the predicted label with ȳr =

ȳ + (1 − µ) ×M (x). The results of the whole network with
different rectification mechanisms are shown in Tab. 7. It is
clear that the r-learnable-v3 demonstrates superior rectification
compared to the other strategies. Therefore, the r-learnable-v3
is selected as the final rectification strategy in our paper.

The learnable parameter µ in our rectification strategy is
utilised to regulate the extent of the correction. As shown in
Fig. 11, during the early training stages, the pseudo-labels are
highly unreliable, so the value of µ is low, indicating a strong
correction guided by labelled knowledge priors. As the model
continues to learn, the quality of the pseudo-labels improves,
leading to a reduced need for correction, which is reflected in
the increasing value of µ.

4.4.7. Ablation Study of the Hyper-parameter S at CRLN
As discussed in Sec. 3.2.2, the hyper-parameter S deter-

mines when to start correcting pseudo-labels using the learned
category prototypes. We examine different values of S from
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Fig. 12. The segmentation performance of our method with different values
of S under the 10% partition protocol on the LA dataset.

Fig. 13. The segmentation performance of our method with different values
of coefficient ξ under 10% partition protocol on the Pancreas-CT dataset.

{400, 800, 1200, 1600} to observe the whole model perfor-
mance. As shown in Fig. 12, the model maintains consistent
performance across various values of S , especially at S = 800,
where it works best.
4.4.8. Ablation Study of the Hyper-parameter ξ in (13)

The hyper-parameter ξ in (13) controls the trade-off between
the prototypes and mean representations, which is crucial in the
collaborative positive supervision mechanism. Consequently,
we analyse the effect of different values of ξ on the segmen-
tation performance of the overall model. Experimental results
are illustrated in Fig. 13. It can be observed that the proposed
method exhibits competitive results when ξ ranges from 0.2 to
0.8. Considering these results, ξ is set to 0.6.

4.5. Comparison with the SAM Models
Large models, such as SAM (Segment Anything Model),

are gaining popularity in medical image analysis due to their
strong generalization capabilities. We compare the proposed
method with state-of-the-art SAM models under the same an-
notation rate. As shown in Tab. 8, the proposed method consis-
tently achieves superior performance. For example, compared
to Auto-SAM (Shaharabany et al., 2023) and MA-SAM (Chen
et al., 2024), the 95HD is decreased by 26.94 and 1.75, respec-
tively. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed method.
4.6. Visualisation Results

Fig. 14 displays the 3D and 2D visualisations of the proposed
method, UA-MT (Yu et al., 2019), MC-Net+(Wu et al., 2022)
and TraCoCo (Liu et al., 2022c) on the LA, Pancreas-CT and
BRaTS2019 datasets. The partition protocol is 10% on all three
datasets. Benefiting from the leveraging of the labelled data, the
segmentation results of the proposed method are closer to the
ground truth than other methods. As shown in the 3D visuali-
sation results, particularly in the third and fifth rows of Fig. 14,

Table 8. Comparative results with SAM models under the 10% partition
protocol on the LA dataset.

Method Dice(%) Jaccard(%) ASD(Voxel) 95HD(Voxel)
AutoSAM 48.94±2.85 33.31±2.38 11.90±0.56 31.54±1.56

MA-SAM 89.66±0.77 81.43±1.21 2.15±0.16 6.35±0.63

Ours 91.74±0.38 84.79±0.64 1.46±0.09 4.60±0.33

the proposed method results in a more complete edge segmen-
tation while suppressing the interferences in the backgrounds.
Furthermore, from the tenth row of Fig. 14, it can be observed
that our method maintains segmentation integrity even when
dealing with tiny tissues with complex shapes. Such visual dif-
ferences demonstrate that the proposed method is effective in
improving the segmentation of challenging regions.

4.7. Limitations and Future Work

While the experimental results confirm the effectiveness of
our method, there are still some limitations that are worth dis-
cussing. 1) The segmentation effectiveness of our method de-
clines in fine regions of certain anatomies, such as in neigh-
bouring parts of the pulmonary veins shown in Fig.15. This
issue may arise from the small size and low pixel count of
these regions, which provide insufficient information for the
model to effectively differentiate them from surrounding tis-
sues. 2) Our method can produce segmentation results that may
be over-smoothed in some regions, which may not accurately
capture the natural folds and curvature variations of the pan-
creatic surface, as depicted in the third and fourth columns of
Fig.15. This limitation could be due to the model’s insensitivity
to high-frequency variations, with a tendency to focus on low-
frequency global features during training. 3) Our current work
primarily focuses on evaluating the proposed semi-supervised
segmentation method in medical segmentation tasks and does
not directly assess its impact on downstream clinical applica-
tions.

Based on these limitations, future work will focus on in-
creasing the model’s sensitivity to fine details by designing
shape- or detail-aware loss functions. Additionally, develop-
ing specialized data augmentation techniques for small regions
and complex surfaces to expand the diversity and representa-
tion of such samples in the training dataset will be an inter-
esting research topic. Furthermore, more precise segmentation
could provide more accurate tumour features—such as volume,
shape, and texture—which are crucial for predicting patient out-
comes. To further assess the practical impact of our improve-
ments on clinical prediction and decision-making, we plan to
extend our approach to downstream clinical tasks, such as sur-
vival analysis.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a new semi-supervised 3D med-
ical image segmentation method, which leverages the labelled
information as external priors to improve the prediction quality
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Fig. 14. Visualisation of the results from different methods for the 10% partition protocol on the LA, Pancreas-CT, and BraTS19s datasets.
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Fig. 15. Visualisation of the failure cases from our method for the 10%
partition protocol on the LA and Pancreas-CT datasets. We highlight the
regions that are poorly segmented by our method in images and volumes.

of pseudo-labels and boosts the segmentation accuracy of un-
certain regions. Specifically, the cooperative rectification learn-
ing network based on the dynamic interaction module first cap-
tures multiple prototypical priors for each class from the la-
belled data and then utilises these priors to improve the seg-
mentation accuracy of pseudo-labels in a learnable pairwise
interaction pattern. Such a design provides more precise su-
pervision for the student model, enabling the use of a large
amount of unlabelled data in training. Moreover, the collab-
orative positive supervision mechanism encourages the uncer-
tain samples to move closer to the unassertive positive learning
samples, thereby endowing the model with the ability to distin-
guish uncertain regions. Compared to SOTA semi-supervised
3D medical image segmentation approaches, our proposed net-
work achieves more accurate segmentation performance on LA,
Pancreas and BRaTS19 datasets.

Despite these promising results, the proposed method still
has limitations, particularly in segmenting detailed parts of cer-
tain anatomies, and lacks a direct assessment of its impact on
downstream clinical applications. Future work will focus on
improving segmentation performance for detailed parts of par-
ticular tissues by designing shape- or detail-aware loss func-
tions and developing specialised data augmentation techniques
for small regions and complex surfaces. Additionally, we plan
to extend our approach to downstream clinical tasks, such as
survival analysis, to better evaluate the practical impact of our
improvements on clinical prediction and decision-making.
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