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Abstract

Detecting and segmenting small objects, such as lung
nodules and tumor lesions, remains a critical challenge
in image analysis. These objects often occupy less than
0.1% of an image, making traditional transformer archi-
tectures inefficient and prone to performance degradation
due to redundant attention computations on irrelevant re-
gions. Existing sparse attention mechanisms rely on rigid
hierarchical structures, which are poorly suited for detect-
ing small, variable, and uncertain object locations. In this
paper, we propose BoltzFormer, a novel transformer-based
architecture designed to address these challenges through
dynamic sparse attention. BoltzFormer identifies and fo-
cuses attention on relevant areas by modeling uncertainty
using a Boltzmann distribution with an annealing sched-
ule. Initially, a higher temperature allows broader area
sampling in early layers, when object location uncertainty
is greatest. As the temperature decreases in later layers,
attention becomes more focused, enhancing efficiency and
accuracy. BoltzFormer seamlessly integrates into existing
transformer architectures via a modular Boltzmann atten-
tion sampling mechanism. Comprehensive evaluations on
benchmark datasets demonstrate that BoltzFormer signif-
icantly improves segmentation performance for small ob-
Jects while reducing attention computation by an order of
magnitude compared to previous state-of-the-art methods.

1. Introduction

Transformer [23] has significantly changed the field of
image analysis. Its attention-based architecture introduces
flexibility in handling inputs from various modalities, in-
cluding images, text, and other forms of prompts. Seminal
works such as SAM [14], SAM 2 [19], and SEEM [32]
unify segmentation tasks for various object types, making
the models flexible and generalizable. There is also rising
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interest in adapting such promptable segmentation models
to key application domains, such as biomedicine (e.g.,
MedSAM [16], BiomedParse [28], and MedSAM-2 [29]).

While the progress is exciting, challenges abound. A
salient growth area is small objects, which are particu-
larly difficult for conventional segmentation models, espe-
cially when there is no user-provided bounding box and
only the object description is available as input [7, 28].
This challenge is especially pronounced in critical appli-
cation domains such as biomedicine, when important ob-
jects like lung nodules, tumor lesions, vessels, and many
other anatomical structures are tiny, sometimes occupy-
ing less than 0.1% of the image. By default, many stan-
dard segmentation models require the user to conduct the
object detection step and provide object-specific spatial
prompts as input, such as bounding boxes, points, or scrib-
bles [16, 24, 29]. In many applications, there are a large
number of objects and this approach is clearly not scalable.
Ideally, a user can simply specify the object description in
a text prompt, and the model can automatically detect and
segment the given objects, as in BiomedParse [28]. How-
ever, in such an end-to-end setting, small objects pose sig-
nificant challenges because they are particularly hard to lo-
cate and identify.

The difficulty in detecting and segmenting small objects
originates from the nature of the attention mechanism in
transformer. For a small object, the relevant information
is confined within a tiny portion of the image (the object
and its neighborhood). This means that the vast majority of
attention computation would be spent on irrelevant pixels
far away from the object. In addition to being wasteful, this
also introduces significant distractions and noises, making
the learning less efficient. Prior work has attempted to
address this issue by focusing decoding on the foreground
regions [7, 27]. However, they use relatively rigid patterns,
which are ill-suited for small objects due to their variability
and the uncertainty about their locations.

In this paper, we propose a novel transformer architec-
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Figure 1. The overall architecture of BoltzFormer for end-to-end object detection and segmentation via a unified text prompt. BoltzFormer
is a novel transform-based architecture that introduces a Boltzmann attention sampling module to dynamically propose sparse areas to
focus cross-attention in each layer using a Boltzmann distribution. To account for uncertainty, which is especially high in earlier stage
of computation, BoltzFormer starts with a high temperature in the first layer, which gradually cools down in subsequent layers. This is
reminiscent of a reinforcement learning process, where exploration is favored in the initial layers (more sparse areas being sampled), and
exploitation in later layers (focusing on a handful of most promising areas). The model takes image (upper left) and text prompt (lower
left) as input, and output segmentation mask (upper right) for objects specified in the text prompt. Specifically, we use a standard image
encoder to obtain multiscale visual features, including a high-resolution semantic map (upper middle). BoltzFormer starts with a set of
latent queries that try to model the correct semantic for the prompted object in the image (middle left). In each layer, the query vectors
are combined with the semantic map to produce a Boltzmann distribution over the image, which is then used to sample the sparse areas.
They each attend exclusively to the visual features in the sampled area and update themselves (see Figure 2 for more details). The queries
communicate with the text embeddings through self-attention after each Boltzmann attention sampling layer (center block). After the
transformer layers, each query is combined with the image semantic map to generate a candidate predicted mask. The predictions are
aggregated by a pixel grounded mask aggregation (PIGMA) module into the final mask prediction (upper right, see Figure 3 for details).

ture, BoltzFormer, which learns to use a Boltzmann dis-
tribution to dynamically propose sparse candidate areas to
focus attention computation on. BoltzFormer takes an im-
age and a natural-language description as input and con-
ducts end-to-end detection and segmentation of the object
as specified by the text prompt, as illustrated in Fig. 1. To
accommodate uncertainty about the object location, Boltz-
Former employs an annealing schedule, which starts with
a high temperature for the Boltzmann distribution so that it
would propose more areas to sample when the uncertainty
is the highest, and cools down in subsequent layers as the
object location becomes clearer so that the model can fo-
cus on identifying the details in the object segment. The
Boltzmann sampling step is modular and can be easily in-
corporated into any modern transformer-based image anal-
ysis process.

We develop a reference system for BoltzFormer by com-
bining the Boltzmann sampling module with state-of-the-art
design for end-to-end image analysis. Specifically, we use a
state-of-the-art image encoder to extract multi-scale visual

features and a semantic map, and learn a set of latent query
vectors in tandem with the image representation and text
embedding. The learning is unrolled in a deep architecture
with transformer-based layers augmented by the Boltzmann
attention sampling module. In the final layer, the query vec-
tors are combined with the image representation to gener-
ate candidate segmentation masks, which are aggregated by
a Pixel Grounded Mask Aggregation (PiIGMA) module to
produce the final segmentation mask output.

We highlight our contributions as follows:

* To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to incorpo-
rate Boltzmann sampling into transformer to focus atten-
tion computation on sparse areas of the image that most
likely contain the queried object. We conducted thorough
ablation studies to establish the best practice for this novel
transformer architecture.

* We propose a novel PIiIGMA module to efficiently ag-
gregate an ensemble of segmentation mask predictions
based on the query vectors. Through ablation studies, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of this ensemble approach.



* We conducted extensive evaluation on end-to-end ob-
ject segmentation via a text prompt, using challenging
segmentation datasets with objects of size ranging from
0.002%-20% of the image. Remarkably, BoltzFormer
substantially outperforms prior best methods, attaining a
gain of 3-12 absolute points in mean Dice score, while re-
ducing attention computation by an order of magnitude.

2. Related work

Segmentation and detection have been the core parts of
image analysis, especially in medical images. Architec-
ture wise, the field witnesses the progress from convolu-
tional neural networks (CNNs), particularly architectures
like Fast R-CNN [9], U-Net [20], Mask R-CNN [10] and
Sparse R-CNN [22] to recent developments of transform-
ers. This transformer revolution led to seminal works in-
cluding DETR [5], MaskFormer [6], and Mask2Former [7].
All these works used transformer decoder as the unifying
architecture.

These transformer decoder for segmentation and detec-
tion nourished the recent developments toward generalized
promptable image segmentation models, including Segment
Anything Model (SAM) [14], SAM 2 [19], and Segment
Everything Everywhere Model (SEEM) [32]. All these
models feature a transformer mask decoder with flexibil-
ity in taking prompts such as points, bounding boxes and
text. While the image encoder and prompt encoder are flex-
ible, the transformer mask decoder plays the critical role
in performing segmentation. While the decoder of SAM
and SAM 2 were derived from MaskFormer [6], SEEM was
built upon the Mask2Former [7] architecture. Our work
aims to improve upon the above mentioned transformer
mask decoder architectures in the text prompting scenario.

There have been several advances in biomedical segmen-
tation by utilizing the architectures presented above and
training them with more biological focused data. Med-
SAM [16] was finetuned on SAM using a large-scale
dataset of over 1.5 million image-mask pairs across 10
imaging modalities and 30 cancer types, demonstrating
superior segmentation performance and adaptability com-
pared to modality-specific models. MedSAM 2 [17] ex-
tends MedSAM to 3D medical imaging, supporting seg-
mentation in volumetric and time-sequential data. Biomed-
Parse [28], built upon SEEM, is a biomedical foundational
model in that unifies segmentation, detection, and recogni-
tion tasks. By using text prompts, BiomedParse removes
manual bounding-box interactions and enables scalable and
accurate segmentation. In evaluations, BiomedParse out-
performed state-of-the-art models, particularly for objects
with complex and irregular shapes. However, finding small
objects with text prompt is still a challenge.

In order to improve segmentation performance, re-
searchers have developed attention masking techniques.

Visual
features

Latent queries
at layer ¢

Add & Norm

Cross-attention

K,V Q
Boltzmann
distribution O g
<z
MLP
Sigmoid 2
pZ: : e
= “{ dot =
) e - >
Semantic Z = Latent queries
map

atlayer? - 1

Figure 2. Illustration of the Boltzmann attention sampling block
(center block in Fig. 1). The latent queries from the previous layer
each goes through the MLP transformation (Eq. (3)) with dimen-
sion kept constant. Each transformed query vector takes dot prod-
uct with all feature vectors on the semantic map, yielding scalars
on the map. We use sigmoid to transform the scores into (0,1), and
compute the Boltzmann distribution of temperature 7, using Eq.
(5). We then draw from the distribution to sample the correspond-
ing patches in the visual feature for IV trials with replacement. The
query attends exclusively to the samples features and add to itself.
We perform the same for all query vectors and apply layer normal-
ization on them at the end.

One closely approach is in Mask2Former [7], where the
masked attention operation is hard thresholded by the previ-
ous layer prediction. However, the prediction is not consis-
tent across the layers, and the model struggles with small
objects. MP-Former [27] proposed to introduce ground
truth mask with point noise during training, however, the
distribution difference between training and inference am-
plifies the inference time error, which is severe for small
objects. In contrast, the proposed Boltzmann attention sam-
pling uses probabilistic sampling to promote identifying the
right regions throughout all layers. We compared our Boltz-
mann sampling strategy with the fixed threshold technique
in ablation studies.

The proposed Boltzmann attention sampling shares sim-
ilarity with several approaches aimed at making transform-
ers effective for handling long sequences [3, 8]. However,
the proposed method is fundamentally different in that the
Boltzmann sampling is done prior to the standard full at-
tention, whereas methods for long sequences directly mod-
ify the full attention computation. Conceptually, attention-
for-long-sequence methods sample to approximate where as



the proposed method sample to focus. In computer vision,
Deformable DETR [30] reduces computation by focusing
on a deformable neighbor around a reference point, achiev-
ing sparsity but more in a deformable convolution fashion.
Most of these works typically rely on fixed patterns, while
BoltzFormer learns a spatial probability distribution and se-
lects in a stochastic manner.

3. Method

The overall architecture of our model is illustrated in Figure
1. BoltzFormer is a transformer decoder that takes in image
features from an image encoder (upper left) and text em-
beddings from a language encoder (lower left). The output
is a binary segmentation mask (upper right) corresponding
to the text prompt. The core component is the Boltzmann
attention sampling block (center) to be described in details.

3.1. Problem Setup

We formulate the problem as pixel-wise binary classifica-
tion (pixel belongs to the text prompt semantics or not).
We encode the input image using a backbone followed by
a pixel decoder [7], resulting in visual features \AONNS
R* %% %4 with different down-sampling factors A. A se-
mantic map S € R >*Wxd jg derived from the multiscale
visual features to represent the unified image semantics.
The text prompt is encoded into a sequence of embeddings
T € RN7*4 We classify each pixel (z,y) with

Usy (1) = sigmoid(u”S,y), (1)

where the ;1 € R? vector is found by BoltzFormer as a
function B of the image and text features

w=DB(V,S,T). 2

Below we show how BoltzFormer finds a good p vector
based on all the image and text features.

3.2. BoltzFormer

BoltzFormer finds the p vector by finding a latent query vec-
tor ¢ € R?, which maps to x through a nonlinear MLP
transformation

w=MLP(q). 3)

Instead of using a single latent query vector g, we initiate
an ensemble of m queries, forming Q = [¢(V),---, ¢(™)].
Each query yields its own prediction at the end. The ensem-
ble reduce uncertainty as Boltzmann sampling is a stochas-
tic process, and also communicate among themselves.

3.2.1. Text-conditioned prior

Prior to taking any input from the image, we start the latent
query Qg by conditioning on the text embedding T

Qo = FEN(LayerNorm([Q, T] + SelfAttn[Q, T])), (4)
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Figure 3. The architecture of the PIGMA module. The module
takes in the predictions from the final layer queries. The query en-
semble prediction part (top row) simply averages the predictions
and interpolates to higher resolution. The pixel grounded correc-
tion part (de)convolutes the predictions twice into higher resolu-
tion. In each convolution layer, we feed in the resized original im-
age and concatenate on the channel dimension. c is the intermedi-
ate convolution dimension. Finally, the query ensemble prediction
and pixel grounded correction are averaged and passed through a
sigmoid transformation to produce the pixel-wise probability mask
prediction.

where Q is the learnable initial query matrix. We con-
catenate [Q, T before performing self-attention, and split
out only the Q part before the feed-forward network layer
FFN. The same operation applies to following [Q, T] self-
attention blocks.

3.2.2. Boltzmann Attention Sampling

The latent queries then go through L layers of BoltzFormer
blocks (big box in the lower center of Fig. 1). The core in
each block is the Boltzmann attention sampling unit (center
small box in Fig. 1 and the whole Fig. 2) where the queries
Q¢ sample information from the visual features to update
themselves. Each Boltzmann attention sampling unit is fol-
low a self-attention layer for each query to attend to others
and to the text embeddings. The steps are described in de-
tails below.

Step 1. Boltzmann distribution Given the query q,gl) at
layer ¢, we first use it to compute the Boltzmann distribution
on the image, which is a probability field

exp(Usy(MLP(g;"))/72)
s exp(Usry (MLP(g5")) /7¢)

'y

(i)) _

Pay(4g ®)

Here we apply the same MLP transformation in Eq. (3),
and the pixel confidence estimator Eq. (1). The integral is
on all (2/,y’) on the image field to normalize the distribu-
tion. Note that we use a continuous form here to efficiently
consider different scales of image features. The discrete dis-
tribution can be easily obtained through grid interpolation in
real implementation.

Based on Eq. (5), areas with higher confidence scores
Uy, are assigned higher sampling probabilities. The sam-



pling temperature 7, controls the concentration of the dis-
tribution in high-confidence areas. As layer ¢ increases,
we gradually decrease the temperature according to 7, =
70/(1 + £), where 79 is the temperature at the base layer
¢ = 0. As illustrated at the bottom of Figure 1, we en-
courage exploration across the entire image in the early lay-
ers and progressively shift towards exploitation of the most
confident regions.

Step 2. Random attention sampling We then sample
from the visual feature V(M according to the Boltzmann
distribution p,,(¢\”) estimated by query ¢{”. (In each
layer we use one of the visual feature scale \. We leave
it to the implementation details in appendix.) As V(M
forms a down-sampled grid on the image, we first interpo-
late pxy(qéz)) to assign probability for each patch. We draw
from the distribution over the patches for N independent
trials'. The union of the sampled patches forms an attention
set AEZ). Since one patch can be sampled multiple times,
the total size of the sampled set satisfies |A$)| < N.

Each query vector q;) then exclusively attends to the vi-
sual features in the sampled region and adds to itself. In the
multi-head cross-attention, the attention score on the image
for each head j is calculated as

Q1) Ky
Z(m/,y/)eAgi) exp (W] qy 'Wj Vm’y’/d>

Jo—
gy =

for (z,y) € Ay), and 0 elsewhere’. The output of head j
attention is

J Vy (M)
Olm/y/ Wj Vz/y/ .

Hi= >

. (i)
(ﬂ,y/)E.A[

The query is then updated by combining the heads and
adding to itself:

)y =i + [Hi,--  Hy)WO.

We apply the same process for all query vectors
qél), e qém), followed by a layer normalization on the up-

dated query ensemble before advancing to the next step.

Step 3. Inter-query attention After all the queries go
through the Boltzmann attention sampling process, we ap-
ply a self-attention block such that the information is shared

!For computational efficiency, we sample from a Bernoulli distribution
with probability 1 — (1 — p(z, y; qgl)))N for each (x, y) in parallel as an
approximation.

2We used the attention masking feature in PyTorch in practice.

among themselves and with the text embeddings (to the
right of the Boltzmann attention sampling box in Fig. 1):

FFN(LayerNorm([Qe+1, T¢]+SelfAttn[Qe1, T¢])). (6)

Again, we split out the QQ part before going through the
feed-forward network layer. Here T is the text embedding
from the previous layer. The updated query embeddings and
text embeddings are fed into the next BoltzFormer block.

3.3. PiGMA Query Aggregation

After L blocks of Boltzmann attention sampling, we obtain
m finalized latent query vectors q(Ll), ey q(Lm). By applying
the MLP transformation in Eq. (3) and estimating pixel-
wise confidence score using Eq. (1), each query yields a
mask prediction. In this work we use the PiIGMA module
illustrated in Fig. 3 to aggregate the mask predictions from
multiple queries. The aggregated prediction combines the

following two components.

Query Ensemble Prediction As the m predicted masks
are the final pixel-wise confidence estimation, this compo-
nent is simply the average of the mask predictions:

m

_ 1 (i)
M=— ;MLP(qL )-S. (7

Pixel-Grounded Correction To better address the in-
trinsic randomness in the query predictions, we apply a
lightweight two-layer convolutional network to the mask
predictions, grounding on the original image pixels to give
a high-resolution correction to the ensemble prediction. We
illustrate the architecture in Figure 3.

The final output from PIGMA is the average of these two
components. We further apply a pixel-wise sigmoid trans-
formation to obtain a probabilistic mask prediction. The fi-
nal mask prediction is supervised using the sum of the Dice
loss [18] and binary cross-entropy loss.

3.4. Remarks

‘We finish this section with a few technical remarks.

* The goal of BoltzFormer is to reduce the attention region
by first “guessing” on a learnable probability distribution.
Each “guess” doesn’t need to be perfect, as there are mul-
tiple queries and rounds. The more relevant feature in
each sampled set will be picked out by the cross-attention
block efficiently, and shifts the updated query to focus
more on those regions. Compared to standard attention
which tries to focus on the desired feature only through
optimizing on the massive number of tokens, sampling
plus attention relieves the learning burden when the tar-
get region is very small.



e When BoltzFormer advances to the next round, features
sampled in the previous round that are more relevant will
be amplified through cross-attention. As the attention out-
put is added to the original query vector, the next round’s
Boltzmann distribution, estimated by the updated query
vector, will more focus on the relevant features. Based on
this mechanism, it is beneficial to spread out the sampling
distribution in the early layers, reducing the likelihood of
omitting any relevant features. The annealing tempera-
ture scheduling is designed to balance the exploration and
exploitation.

* The ensemble of multiple queries not only diversify the
exploration in Boltzmann sampling, but also boosts the
final performance by their inter-communication through
the self-attention layers. Once one of the queries get
closer to the desired feature, all other queries can update
towards the desired state.

4. Experiments

In order to evaluate the effectiveness of BoltzFormer,
we conducted extensive experiments on seven public im-
age segmentation datasets from Medical Segmentation De-
cathlon (MMSD) [1], LIDC-IDRI [2] and Amos22 [13]. We
used the GPT-4 enriched data from BiomedParse® [28] to
evaluate text prompt segmentation for the targets in these
datasets. Examples prompts include “right kidney in ab-
dominal MRI” and “neoplasm in lung CT”. We ensure each
of these datasets contain segmentation object types that are
smaller than 1% of the image size in terms of area. The to-
tal benchmark suite covers a wide range of object sizes from
below 0.002% to over 20% of image area, crossing four or-
ders of magnitude. We provide detailed information in the
Appendix.

4.1. Baselines

We compared BoltzFormer with three categories of baseline
implementations.

Segmentation FM decoder comparison: We took the
transformer decoder architectures of SOTA promptable im-
age segmentation foundation models (FM), including SAM
[14] (ICCV 2023), SEEM [32] (NeurIPS 2024), and the re-
cent SAM 2 [19] (image version). To compare with Boltz-
Former in the same text prompt setting, we customized
SAM and SAM 2 to take in text embeddings using UniCL
[26] as the language encoder. For image backbone, we used
the Hiera [4, 21] model with masked autoencoder (MAE)
pre-training [11], following the implementation in SAM 2
[19]. We compared the decoders in settings with different
backbone configurations (Hiera-S and Hiera-BP). To test
the compatibility of BoltzFormer with different backbone

3We note that the processed variants are different from the original ver-
sions in that the images are in 2D and the split definition could be different.
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Figure 4. Examples of Boltzmann sampling from the intermedi-
ate layers during inference. For each image and text prompt, the
queries only attend to the samples patches at each layer. The dark
region is completely masked out in that layer. Boundaries of the
ground truth object is marked in red.
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architectures, we also implemented an additional experi-
ment using the Focal-L [25] backbone pre-trained in SEEM
32. The pixel decoder architecture follows [7, 31, 32]. For
all decoder-backbone combinations, we trained on the en-
tirety of the benchmark suite.

Pre-trained foundation model comparison: We took the
weights of the state-of-the-art biomedical image founda-
tion model BiomedParse [28] for comparison. BiomedParse
takes in text prompt and performs segmentation for objects
in medical images. The model was not further fine-tuned
exclusively on the benchmark suite in this paper.

Expert model comparison: We used nnU-Net [12] as the
expert model baseline. We trained 35 nnU-Net models in
fully supervised setting performing binary segmentation for
each object type in each dataset, without text prompting.

4.2. Results

Table | shows the Dice score evaluation of BoltzFormer
compared with all the baseline models. Holding the im-
age backbone constant, BoltzFormer outperformed all other
segmentation FM decoders in mean Dice score averaged
across the benckmark suite. The average performance
improvements against the baseline decoders are: 12.4%
against SAM, 12.6% against SAM 2, and 2.1% against
SEEM. On individual benchmarks, BoltzFormer won over
all baselines in most cases. In pre-trained model com-
parison, BoltzFormer outperformed BiomedParse on aver-
age and on each individual dataset. BoltzFormer also out-
performed nnU-Net with 35 task-specific expert models.
Lastly, BoltzFormer on the FocalL backbone shows dom-
inant performance across the benchmark suite.

In terms of failure analysis, the ratio of failure cases
where the model completely missed the target was esti-
mated at 1.4%. Common failure examples are: 1. extremely
small targets (e.g. a few pixels), 2. low contrast, 3. other
plausible objects are present.



Table 1. Evaluation results on segmentation benchmarks measured in mean Dice score (%). The first three sections are baseline models of
the three categories. We present results of BoltzFormer in the last section. For BoltzFormer and the segmentation FM decoder baselines, we
present each implementation as “DECODER+BACKBONE”. We mark each baseline decoders implementation with “text” to emphasize
that they were all customized to take text prompts using the exact same language encoder as BoltzFormer. We mark the highest scoring
model with bold in each column. We use underline to denote the best model under the same backbone size (e.g, S, BP).

Method Avg. LIDC-IDRI Amos-CT Amos-MRI MSD-Lung MSD-Panc. MSD-HepVes MSD-Colon
Expert models trained for each class in each dataset separately

nnU-Net 67.3 64.8 85.0 85.2 60.2 524 61.3 62.4
Pre-trained biomedical foundation model

BiomedParse 73.0 73.8 91.9 87.6 66.1 60.2 64.8 66.4
Segmentation FM decoders trained on this benchmark suite with custom text encoders and backbones

SAM+Heira-S (text) 67.0 67.1 88.4 83.9 61.6 55.1 61.2 52.0

SAM-+Heira-BP (text) 64.9 62.8 86.7 81.2 57.2 514 60.8 54.0

SAM2+Heira-S (text) 65.6 65.4 88.2 82.6 59.8 52.8 59.8 50.6

SAM2+Heira-BP (text)  66.1 63.2 88.1 82.0 64.2 529 60.1 51.6

SEEM-+Heira-S (text) 71.5 72.1 91.1 88.2 65.9 61.4 63.9 58.0

SEEM+Heira-BP (text)  73.8 72.9 92.0 89.3 69.3 64.6 65.7 63.3
BoltzFormer (our method) trained on this benchmark suite with custom text encoders and backbones

BoltzFormer+Heira-S 73.8 73.3 91.3 88.7 70.4 63.7 64.4 65.2

BoltzFormer+Heira-BP ~ 74.5 73.6 92.0 89.3 714 61.0 66.7 66.7

BoltzFormer+FocalLL 75.2 75.4 92.7 90.2 70.2 64.0 67.0 66.7

4.3. Performance on small objects patches. The sampling is spread out at the earlier layers, for

the model to explore the image features. In the middle lay-
ers, BoltzFormer begins to exhaust the features in the target
region, while continuing to explore other parts of the image.
The sampling is highly concentrated on the target regions
when getting close to the last layer to refine the prediction
with the most relevant features.

To show the advantage of BoltzFormer in segmenting small
objects, we filtered the segmentation examples into small
and large groups with the threshold at 1% of the total im-
age area. Table 2 shows the performance stratified by ob-
jects size, where BoltzFormer significantly outperformed
all other baselines on small objects. Interestingly, we no-

ticed that while BoltzFormer was leading on the large ob- Note that in the second example, the query didn’t attend
ject group as well, the gap between BoltzFormer and the to any feature from the target region until layer 5, however,
best competing method on large objects is very small, prov- after that the model quickly focused on the target region.

ing that the improvement from our approach was mainly
contributed by the small objects.

5. Ablation studies
Table 2. Dice score (with std) on small objects (< 1% image area),
large objects (> 1% image area), and all objects. We calculated We conducted thorough ablation studies for all newly in-
the average Dice score for each size group on each dataset in the troduced components in BoltzFormer to examine their ef-
benchmark suite, and reported the dataset average weighted by the fectiveness. We used Heiera-S as the backbone, and held

ratio of the corresponding size group in each dataset. all non-ablated parts constant for all experiments. Standard

deviation estimates are provided in parentheses.

‘ SAM SAM2 SEEM BoltzFormer
small | 64.5(0.52) 62.1(0.53) 68.9(0.50) 71.4 (0.44) 5.1. Bolt tenti ’
large | 82.3(0.57) 82.3(0.57) 87.1(0.36) 87.5(0.35) -1. boltzmann attention samphing

all 67.1(046) 650(046) 715044 73.7(0.38) To show the effectiveness of Boltzmann attention sampling

in attention masking, we compared with the standard full
attention, as well as fixed threshold masking following [7,
32]. Table 3 shows the average Dice score evaluated across

4.4. Visualization of Boltzmann attention sampling

In Fig. 4 we show the two examples of Boltzmann atten- the benchmark suite, where Boltzmann attention sampling
tion sampling during text prompt segmentation inference. showed significant advantage over full attention and fixed
The query only attends to the visual features on the sampled threshold masking.



Table 3. Average Dice score (%) when using regular full attention,
fixed attention mask threshold, and Boltzmann attention sampling.

0.5 threshold
72.4(0.41)

Full attention

71.2 (0.43)

Boltz. sampling (ours)

73.7 (0.38)

5.2. Temperature for sampling

Temperature is the critical parameter in balancing explo-
ration vs. exploitation and controlling the annealing behav-
ior. In Table 4 we experimented with different base temper-
atures in the layer-decay formula 7o = 77%;. We found that
a balanced value 79 = 1 yielded the best performance. The
performance dropped significantly when the temperature is
too high, as the model explored for too long and couldn’t

exploit the most relevant features.

Table 4. Average Dice score (%) when changing the base layer
temperature in Boltzmann sampling.

Temp. 70 =0.25
Dice 73.6 (0.40)

T0 = 0.5
73.0 (0.43)

7'0:2

72.2 (0.42)

T():].

73.7 (0.38)

5.3. Sampling size

We experimented with the number of samples drawn by
each query in each layer, measured as a percentage of the
total number of visual features [V, in that layer. In Table 5
we observed that with as few as 5% features BoltzFormer is
able to deliver satisfactory performance, and 10% sampling
gave the best performance. Further increasing the sample
size didn’t help with the model performance.

Table 5. Average Dice score (%) when changing the number of
independent samples in Boltzmann sampling. N, refers to the
total number of visual features in that layer.

# sample 5%N, 10% N, 20%N, 50%N,

Dice 72.9 (0.40) 73.7(0.38) 72.4(0.42) 73.6(0.40)

5.4. Number of queries

One key component in BoltzFormer is the design of multiple
queries which perform independent distribution estimation
and sampling. The self-attention layer after each Boltzmann
attention sampling layer communicates the useful features
across the ensemble. From Table 6 we observed that as few
as 10 queries is enough for best performance, and there was
no notable difference when further increasing the number
of queries. When there is no ensemble (only 1 query) the
performance dropped notably.

Table 6. Average Dice score (%) when changing the number of
queries in BoltzFormer.

# queries 1 10 32 101
Dice 72.8(0.42) 73.8(0.38) 73.8(0.38) 73.7(0.38)

5.5. Text-conditional query prior

The self-attention layer before the first Boltzmann attention
sampling block helps the queries to initialize based on the
semantic from the text prompt. Table 7 illustrates the per-
formance gain from text-conditioning (Eq. (4)).

Table 7. Average Dice score (%) when using unconditioned query
prior v.s. using query prior conditioned on input text.

Unconditioned prior

72.3 (0.44)

Text-conditioned prior

73.7 (0.38)

5.6. PiGMA module

The PiGMA module at the end of the model provides a non-
linear aggregation of the different predictions from the mul-
tiple queries by grounding on the original image. Table 8
shows the improvement from pixel grounded correction.

Table 8. Average Dice score (%) when using query ensemble pre-
diction only v.s. adding high resolution pixel grounded correction.

Query ensemble only

73.2 (0.43)

With pixel grounded correction

73.7 (0.38)

6. Conclusion

Detecting and segmenting small objects remains a signif-
icant challenge in holistic image analysis. In this paper,
we introduced BoltzFormer for detecting and segmenting
small objects by learning to dynamically sample sparse ar-
eas for focused self-attention using a Boltzmann distribu-
tion with an annealing temperature schedule. Effectively,
BoltzFormer adopts a form of reinforcement learning by
maintaining layerwise representation (state) and selecting
the sparse subset of the image (action) through Boltzmann
sampling (policy). In thorough evaluation on standard im-
age analysis datasets with small objects, BoltzFormer sub-
stantially outperforms prior best methods in segmentation
accuracy, while reducing self-attention computation by an
order of magnitude. Future work will focus on enhancing
accuracy and efficiency, as well as expanding applications
to additional modalities and object types.
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Boltzmann Attention Sampling for Image Analysis with Small Objects

Supplementary Material

A. Implementation details

A.1. Image encoder

We used Hiera or FocalNet as the image backbone. Both
models outputs four scales of features with strides 4, 8, 16
and 32. The pixel decoder takes the multiscale backbone
features to output multiscale visual features of resolution
32 x 32, 64 x 64, 128 x 128 and 256 x 256. The multi-
scale visual features convolute to semantic map in resolu-
tion 256 x 256. BoltzFormer attends to multiscale visual
features of resolution 32 x 32, 64 x 64 and 128 x 128 in
loops. We repeated the loop of the three scales in this order
for three times, resulting in nine layers in total. The query
vectors after the ninth layer was used for prediction.

A.2. Language encoder

We used UniCL as the language encoder for text prompts.
The context length is 77. We input the full token embedding
sequence to BoltzFormer.

A.3. Boltzmann sampling

In our main experiments, we used a sampling ratio of 10%,
which means at each layer the number of independent trials
is 10% of the total number of visual features of that scale.
We used default base temperature 75 = 1.

A.4. Training specifics

We used 32 NVIDIA A100 80GB GPUs for BoltzFormer
training. We used batch size 12 x 32 for Hiera-S and Hiera-
BP backbones, and batch size 8 x 32 for Focal-L backbone.
During training we split out 20% from the training set for
validation, and monitored the validation loss. We trained
with early stopping based on validation loss for a maxi-
mum of 40 epochs. We used AdamW [15] as the optimizer
with equal weighted Dice loss and pixel-wise binary cross-
entropy loss. Selected training hyper-parameters based on
validation loss for learning rates 2 x 1075,4 x 10,5 x
107°,1 x 104, and weight decays 10~4,1073,1072. We
used learning rate 2 x 10~° and weight decay 10~ for train-
ing BoltzFormer.

A.5. Data augmentation

We implemented random transformation for the images
and ground truth masks. Each training example had
50% probability to be transformed. We randomly ro-
tated the image and corresponding ground truth mask by
0°,90°,180°,270°. We randomly cropped the image and
the corresponding ground truth mask by shifting the center

by +10% horizontally and vertically, and scaling by +10%.
All random augmentation were uniformly sampled.

B. Dataset details

We listed the object size statistics for all the benchmark
datasets we used for evaluation in Table 9. The benchmark
suite used in our study covered a wide range of object sizes,
from 0.002% to 20% of the image area, crossing four orders
of magnitudes. The majority of the object types in each
dataset have mean object size less than 1% of the image
area.

C. Visualizations

C.1. Boltzmann sampling

We visualize the examples of Boltzmann attention sampling
through the layers in BoltzFormer. In each layer, each query
vector only attend to the sampled visual features visualized
in the figures. We looped through the three scales of visual
features for three times, resulting in nine layers in total. The
shaded regions are completely invisible to the query in that
layer. We show the Boltzmann sampling for the first query
in the ensemble in these examples.

From Fig. 5, 6, 7 and 8 we can see that the sampling is
wide spread during the early layers. The sampling began
to concentrate towards the target region during the middle
layers, while still exploring the other regions. At the final
layers the sampling was highly concentrated on the target
regions.

In Fig. 8 we show the Boltzmann sampling example for
an object with size greater than 20% of the total image area.
Because the sampling ratio is just 10%, it is impossible
to cover all the visual features in the target region. Boltz-
Former still works for objects with large sizes as the sam-
pled visual features are enough to summarize the semantics
of the object.

C.2. Segmentation result comparison

In Fig. 9 we visualize the segmentation results from the
baseline models and BoltzFormer. All transformer decoders
took in text prompts through the UniCL language encoder.
The backbone was fixed as Hiera-S for all the models. We
visualize the segmantation masks in green, and outline the
boundary of the ground truth target in red for reference.
We can see that BoltzFormer consistently delivered accu-
rate segmentation, while the baseline models could miss the
target completely when the object is very small (lung nodule
and tumor, pancreas tumor). When the object is very large,
BoltzFormer still output accurate segmentation result.



Table 9. Statistics about the benchmark datasets. We listed all the object types for segmentation in each of the datasets, along with the
mean, median, min and max of the object size as a ratio to the total image area.

Dataset Object type Area mean (%) Area median (%) Areamin (%) Areamax (%) Support
LIDC-IDRI nodule 0.059 0.029 0.002 0.802 1733
MSD-Lung tumor 0.283 0.200 0.011 1.062 242
MSD-Pancreas tumor 0.629 0.295 0.018 5.106 575
MSD-Pancreas pancreas 0.567 0.465 0.029 2431 1635
MSD-HepaticVessel  tumor 0.535 0.281 0.005 3.652 918
MSD-HepaticVessel  vessel 0.211 0.178 0.017 0.878 2204
MSD-Colon tumor 0.472 0.341 0.036 2.287 245
Amos22-CT adrenal gland 0.185 0.169 0.037 0.503 420
Amos22-CT esophagus 0.142 0.102 0.018 1.189 1964
Amos22-CT postcava 0.237 0.218 0.034 0.751 4105
Amos22-CT spleen 1.952 1.752 0.142 6.587 1587
Amos22-CT right adrenal gland 0.087 0.073 0.010 0.304 571
Amos22-CT left kidney 1.194 1.206 0.065 2.649 1776
Amos22-CT kidney 2.509 2473 0.334 4.798 1465
Amos22-CT duodenum 0.497 0.425 0.036 2.816 1677
Amos22-CT bladder 2.216 1.780 0.161 7.851 864
Amos22-CT gallbladder 0.664 0.490 0.035 2.946 712
Amos22-CT liver 7.896 7.285 0.694 21.498 4648
Amos22-CT right kidney 1.171 1.191 0.052 2.295 1649
Amos22-CT left adrenal gland 0.091 0.082 0.004 0.279 635
Amos22-CT pancreas 0.818 0.653 0.071 3.016 1345
Amos22-CT stomach 3.222 2.724 0.165 11.275 1837
Amos22-CT aorta 0.433 0.281 0.051 3.957 4409
Amos22-MRI adrenal gland 0.115 0.111 0.048 0.216 49
Amos22-MRI esophagus 0.064 0.058 0.022 0.167 134
Amos22-MRI postcava 0.135 0.116 0.033 0.351 463
Amos22-MRI spleen 1.353 1.296 0.130 2.707 197
Amos22-MRI right adrenal gland 0.056 0.053 0.011 0.157 56
Amos22-MRI left kidney 0.917 0.955 0.151 1.774 237
Amos22-MRI kidney 1.909 1.913 0.637 3.027 198
Amos22-MRI duodenum 0.280 0.264 0.075 0.860 201
Amos22-MRI gallbladder 0.407 0.366 0.046 0914 75
Amos22-MRI liver 6.060 5.950 0.891 11.907 304
Amos22-MRI right kidney 0.882 0.935 0.146 1.467 224
Amos22-MRI left adrenal gland 0.051 0.045 0.020 0.109 84
Amos22-MRI pancreas 0.583 0.522 0.106 1.626 195
Amos22-MRI stomach 1.054 0.975 0.224 2.687 216
Amos22-MRI aorta 0.179 0.173 0.075 0.355 490




Layer 1 sampling Layer 2 sampling Layer 3 sampling

“Lung nodule
in chest CT”

Layer 5 sampling Layer 6 sampling

Layer 8 sampling Layer 9 sampling

Figure 5. Boltzmann sampling example for lung nodule in chest CT. The sample patches are bright with target region circled in red.
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abdomen MRI”

Layer 4 sampling Layer 5 sampling Layer 6 sampling

Layer 7 sampling Layer 8 sampling Layer 9 sampling

Figure 6. Boltzmann sampling example for pancreas in abdomen MRI. The sample patches are bright with target region circled in red.
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Figure 7. Boltzmann sampling example for hepatic vessel in CT. The sample patches are bright with target region circled in red.
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Layer 8 sampling Layer 9 sampling

Figure 8. Boltzmann sampling example for liver in abdomen CT. The sample patches are bright with target region circled in red.



Image w/ GT SAM SAM 2 SEEM BoltzFormer (ours)

Lung nodule
in chest CT

Lung tumor
in chest CT
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vessel in CT
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abdomen MRI

Pancreas in
abdomen CT

Figure 9. Segmentation prediction examples for baseline decoders and BoltzFormer. Target region is circled in red. Predicted segmentation
masks are covered by green. We used the text prompts for all the models. The image backbone is fixed to Hiera-S for all the decoder
models.
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