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Abstract. Egocentric open-surgery videos capture rich, fine-grained de-
tails essential for accurately modeling surgical procedures and human
behavior in the operating room. A detailed, pixel-level understanding
of hands and surgical tools is crucial for interpreting a surgeon’s actions
and intentions. We introduce EgoSurgery-HT'S, a new dataset with pixel-
wise annotations and a benchmark suite for segmenting surgical tools,
hands, and interacting tools in egocentric open-surgery videos. Specifi-
cally, we provide a labeled dataset for (1) tool instance segmentation of
14 distinct surgical tools, (2) hand instance segmentation, and (3) hand-
tool segmentation to label hands and the tools they manipulate. Using
EgoSurgery-HTS, we conduct extensive evaluations of state-of-the-art
segmentation methods and demonstrate significant improvements in the
accuracy of hand and hand-tool segmentation in egocentric open-surgery
videos compared to existing datasets. The dataset will be released at
project page.

Keywords: Surgical Video Dataset - Open Surgery - Tool Segmentation
- Hand Segmentation - Hand-Object Segmentation - Egocentric Vision.

1 Introduction

The automated analysis of egocentric open-surgery videos plays an important
role in applications such as real-time surgical assistance, skill assessment, and
medical procedure evaluation [22].

By providing fine-grained procedural insights, automated analysis has the
potential to enhance surgical precision, reduce operative duration, and improve
patient outcomes. A key aspect of this analysis is surgical scene segmentation,
which enables per-pixel understanding of the operative field. In particular, the
segmentation of hands and surgical tools is essential for interpreting a surgeon’s
actions and intent, facilitating workflow optimization and Al-assisted surgery.
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Table 1: Comparison of EgoSurgery-HTS with existing surgical segmentation
datasets.

Dataset Surgery Type Frames Tool Types Hand Types Hand-Tool Interaction
Endovis2015 [5] 10k 3 - X
Endovis2017 [2] 2.4k 10 - X
Endovis2018 [1] 2.4k 10 - X
CholecSeg8k [17] MIS 8k 12 - X
AutoLaparo [31] 1.8k 7 - X
ROBUSTMIS2019 [26] 10k 2 - X
SAR-RARP50 [27] 10k 10 X
EgoSurgery-HTS (Ours) Open Surgery 15.4K 14 4 v

Surgical tool segmentation, which involves the precise identification and de-
lineation of surgical instruments, has gained significant attention, particularly
in minimally invasive surgeries (MIS), leading to the development of various
advanced approaches [3,14,18,24,27,32 35]. A key factor driving this progress is
the availability of large, well-annotated datasets [1,2,5,17,25,26,31]. While these
advancements have greatly benefited MIS, tool segmentation in open surgery re-
mains relatively underexplored As shown in Table 1, existing datasets primarily
focus on MIS, capturing specific perspectives, tools, environments, and procedu-
ral types that differ from those in open surgery. As a result, they fail to address
the unique challenges inherent to open surgical procedures. These challenges in-
clude the frequent manipulation of multiple tools by multiple individuals from
various angles, along with variations in lighting and camera perspectives. The
absence of large-scale datasets specifically designed for open surgery significantly
impedes progress in achieving accurate tool segmentation in surgical videos.

Hand segmentation is crucial for egocentric open surgery video understand-
ing, as a surgeon’s hands are central to nearly every frame, playing a key role in
instrument manipulation and surgical workflow analysis. While large-scale hand
segmentation datasets exist for daily activities [1,19], they do not generalize well
to surgery due to differences in appearance and motion [34]. Despite its impor-
tance, research on hand segmentation in open surgery is limited, highlighting
the need for a large-scale, domain-specific dataset.

Egocentric hand-object segmentation (HOS) [9,23,33], which focuses on seg-
menting hands and interacting objects in egocentric videos, is essential for under-
standing the viewer’s behavior and intentions. Unlike minimally invasive surgery
(MIS), where instruments are manipulated through small incisions, open surgery
requires direct interaction with tissues and tools, making egocentric hand-object
segmentation crucial for comprehending surgical procedures from a first-person
perspective. However, existing datasets [9,23,33] primarily focus on daily ac-
tivities [28,8], limiting their applicability to surgical scenarios. To advance the
automated analysis of egocentric open surgery videos, the development of an-
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notated hand-object segmentation datasets tailored to the surgical domain is
indispensable.

Building upon the EgoSurgery dataset [11,12,13] and leveraging its compre-
hensive annotation suite for open surgery video understanding, we introduce
EgoSurgery-HTS, a novel and detailed dataset designed to facilitate pixel-level
analysis of open surgery scenes. Firstly, EgoSurgery-HTS provides tool instance
segmentation annotations, offering fine-grained segmentation masks across 14
distinct types of surgical tools. Secondly, it includes segmentation annotations
for four types of hand instances. Finally, EgoSurgery-HTS features hand-object
segmentation annotations, providing fine-grained per-pixel labels for hands and
interacting objects. Using the proposed EgoSurgery-HTS dataset, we conduct
a systematic study on mainstream segmentation baselines. Furthermore, with
this new dataset, we significantly improve hand and hand-object segmentation
performance compared to previous datasets in the open surgery domain, demon-
strating the value and impact of EgoSurgery-HTS in advancing open surgery
video analysis.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows: 1) We introduce EgoSurgery-
HTS, a comprehensive dataset tailored for fine-grained understanding of egocen-
tric open surgery. It includes detailed annotations for tool instance segmentation,
hand instance segmentation, and hand-object segmentation, enabling advanced
analysis of complex surgical scenes. 2) We conduct extensive evaluations of state-
of-the-art instance segmentation methods for each task on EgoSurgery-HTS, and
discuss their strengths and weaknesses. 3) Models trained on EgoSurgery-HTS
demonstrate superior performance in hand and hand-object segmentation, sig-
nificantly outperforming models trained on pre-existing datasets.

2 Dataset

2.1 Dataset Source and Annotations

The EgoSurgery dataset [11,12,13] comprises 21 videos spanning 10 distinct sur-
gical procedures, with a total duration of 15 hours, performed by 8 surgeons. Ego-
Surgery provides over 27K frames with phase annotations and 15K frames with
bounding box annotations for surgical tools and hands. However, EgoSurgery
lacks per-pixel segmentation labels for surgical tools, hands, and their interac-
tions. Therefore, we introduce EgoSurgery-HTS, an extension of EgoSurgery that
includes additional annotations for surgical tool segmentation, hand segmenta-
tion, and hand-tool segmentation on a subset of the existing dataset. These
comprehensive annotations establish EgoSurgery as the only available dataset
enabling multi-task learning for phase recognition, surgical tool detection, hand
detection, surgical tool segmentation, hand segmentation, and hand-tool seg-
mentation.

Annotation Process: Inspired by SAMRS [29], which leverages SAM [20] and
existing remote sensing object detection datasets to construct a large-scale re-
mote sensing segmentation dataset, we apply SAM to EgoSurgery, using tool
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Fig.1: Overview of the sparse segmentation from 2 different videos according
to the different tasks. (a)-(c)-(e) Overview of every tool and hand instance
segmentation task. (b)-(d)-(f) Overview of Hand-Object Segmentation task.

and hand bounding box annotations to generate segmentation labels. For hand-
tool segmentation annotations, interacting tool annotations are determined by
selecting the tool with the highest IoU score relative to the hand segmentation.
For each image in the dataset, we obtain segmentation masks for 14 types of sur-
gical tools, along with per-pixel hand mask annotations where applicable. These
hand-related masks include: (a) own left hand, (b) own right hand, (c) other left
hand, and (d) other right hand. Additionally, we provide hand-tool segmenta-
tion masks, categorized as: (a) left-hand, (b) right-hand, (c) left-hand object, (d)
right-hand object, and (e) two-hand object. All generated annotations undergo
manual review and correction to ensure accuracy.

2.2 Dataset Statistics

The EgoSurgery-HTS dataset consists of 19,496 high-quality images, annotated
with 50,383 tools, 57,173 hands, and 41,605 hand-tool segmentations. Fig. 2 (a)
illustrates a pronounced class imbalance among the different surgical tools. To
further analyze tool co-occurrence patterns, we introduce a co-occurrence matrix
in Fig. 2 (b), which shows the probability of finding one tool given the presence
of another. Notably, certain tools frequently appear together, such as syringes
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Fig. 2: Dataset Statistics (a) Distribution of different hands and surgical tools
instances. (b) Frame level co-occurrence matrix tools in the dataset. (c) Distri-
bution of hands and its associated tools. (d) Tool usage counts based on manual
handling.

and gauze, or needle holders and tweezers. This highlights strong tool pairings
like Syringe/Gauze and Needle Holder/Tweezers. Fig. 2 (c¢) focuses on hand-tool
segmentation, showcasing the distribution of hands and their associated tools.
Additionally, it provides insights into the frequency of tool usage within the
dataset. Tweezers and needle holders are used significantly more often than other
surgical tools, indicating an uneven distribution of tool usage across surgical
operations.

3 Experiments and Benchmarking Methods

3.1 Experimental setups

We evaluate four popular object detectors—Mask R-CNN [15], QuerylInst [10],
Mask2Former [7] and SOLOv2[30]—on our dataset. The implementations are
based on the MMDetection [6], and we finetune models with pre-trained on
MS-COCO |[21]. To ensure a fair comparison, we select model backbones with
a similar number of parameters. Following the original EgoSurgery, we adopt a
video-split method for model training, considering the domain variations across
videos. This approach ensures robust training by preventing models from over-
fitting to the specific surgical type.

3.2 Evaluation Metrics

The experimental results are reported using the standard COCO metrics, where
the average precision (AP) is computed as the mean intersection over union
(IoU) across 10 thresholds ranging from 0.5 to 0.95 (at intervals of 0.05) for
both bounding boxes (box AP) and segmentation masks (mask AP).

3.3 Quantitative results

Surgical Tool Segmentation: For Surgical Tool detection, the box mAP
are 36.7%, 47.3% and 39.2% and the segmentation mAP are 29.1%, 36.7%,
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Table 2: Experimental results (%) of four state-of-the-art models on three differ-
ent tasks: tool instance segmentation, hand instance segmentation, and hand-tool
segmentation.

Tool Hand Hand-Tool

mAPbox mAPmask mAPbox mAPmask mAPbox mAPmask
36.7 29.1 63.8 61.9 45.3 44.5

Methods Backbone

Mask R-CNN [15] ResNet-50 |

I
QuerylInst [10] ResNet-50 [16] 47.3 36.7 54.0 50.7 55.2 49.4
Mask2Former [7] ResNet-50 [16] 39.2  40.9 502 525 547  56.6
SOLOV2 [30]  ResNet-50 [16] - 37.0 - 53.8 : 50.7

40.9% and 37.0% for the respective Mask-RCNN, QueryInst, Mask2Former and
SOLOvV2 models. The experimental results are presented in table 2. Querylnst
achieves the highest performance in terms of the mAP metric for surgical tool
detection tasks with bounding box but mask2former outperforms the rest of the
models in terms of mAP for per-pixel surgical tool segmentation. We observe
some confusion in the models for tools with similar shapes in figure 3. Moreover,
each unique tool’s average precision strongly depends on the tool’s appearance
frequency. The unbalance in tool’s appearance offers a great disparity in mAP
prediction for each tool. It leads to underperforming models induced by a lack
of data on certain tools. The overall results need to be improved, but similar to
EgoSurgery-Tool results [12,13], the results are encouraging for the future of
practical tool segmentation in the context of open surgery.

Hand / Hand-Tool Segmentation: The benchmark results presented in table
2 for hand segmentation highlight great performances of Mask RCNN with a box
mAP of 63.8% and a mask mAP of 61.9%. However, Mask R-CNN seems un-
derperformant in surgical tool segmentation tasks compared to the three others.
Mask2former consistently outperforms Mask-RCNN, QuerylInst and SOLOv2 in
segmentation mAP. In terms of bbox mAP for Hand-Tool detection, QueryInst
achieves the best performance. Out of the four models overall, mask2former is
superior if tool segmentation is part of the task. In the case of only hand seg-
mentation, Mask R-CNN outperforms the other three models. Figure 3 reveals
a higher degree of confusion among other hands, which are less distinct and less
precisely defined compared to the owner’s hands. Nevertheless, these tasks per-
formances clearly show promising results for real applications in open surgical
operations.

Comparison with Other Dataset: We compare Querylnst Hand and Hand-
Tool Segmentation performance on our testing set for different training data.
Regarding Hand Segmentation, training on our dataset significantly outperforms
training on EgoHands. Similarly, we observe superior results when training on
our dataset as opposed to the Kitchen VISOR dataset. This strongly indicates a
domain transfer issue from the representation of hands and tools in daily activ-
ities to open surgical ones. Our dataset serves as a valuable asset, enabling the
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Table 3: Performance comparison of Querylnst trained on EgoSurgery-HTS
and model trained on existing hand segmentation and hand-tool segmentation
datasets.

(a) Hand segmentation (b) Hand-tool segmentation
Dataset mAPPox mApmask Dataset mAPPox mApmask
EgoHands [33 8.3 6.3 VISOR-HOS [9]  13.0 114
EgoSurgery-HTS 54.0 50.7 EgoSurgery-HTS 55.2 49.4

learning of novel representations of surgical objects in the challenging environ-
ment of open surgery.

3.4 Qualitative results

The qualitative performance of the Mask2former model from the baseline is pre-
sented in the figure 4. The model successfully segmentates surgical tools, hands,
and hand-tool accross many types of surgery. Nevertheless, we can observe omis-
sions, errors, or imaginary tools predicted by the models in bad scenarios. This
can be explained by the difficult distribution of luminosity, contrasts, shapes, and
texture during open surgery video analysis. Nevertheless the models demonstrate
robust performance even in suboptimal scenarios, indicating that they have suc-
cessfully learned critical features essential for accurate hand-tool segmentation
in the demanding conditions of open surgery. Furthermore, the models demon-
strate significantly improved performance when trained on our dataset compared
to existing ones, particularly in the context of open surgery, as clearly evidenced
by the results shown in figure 5.

4 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we introduce EgoSurgery-HTS, the first egocentric open-surgery
segmentation dataset, including all hands and surgical tool instances plus the
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Fig.4: Overview of the Mask2former model predictions on the three tasks.
(a)Tool Segmentation task. (b)Hand Segmentation task. (c) Hand-Tool Seg-
menation Task.

EgoSurgery-HTS EgoHands EgoSurgery-HTS VISOR-HOS

Fig. 5: Qualitative predictions of Querylnst trained on EgoSurgery-HTS dataset
versus trained on Egohands (left) for hand segmentation and trained on VISOR-~
HOS (right) for hand-tool segmentation task

association of hand and tool. The dataset is composed of raw surgical videos of
surgery with extensive segmentation annotations of every instance present. We
define three tasks to improve the understanding of the egocentric open surgery
scene through our dataset : Hand Segmentation, Tool Segmentation, and Hand-
Tool Segmentation. We demonstrated the benefit of using EgoSurgery-HTS com-
pared to other egocentric hand-tool datasets through pretrained model evalua-
tions. A benchmark for each task is proposed as a reference for future evolution
of the models evaluated on this dataset.

Despite promising results, mAP results are still not acceptable for critical
surgery applications. The continuing hurdles are to improve model for better
segmentation to become usable during real case application. An auspicious next
step is to focus on minimizing the challenges of segmenting heavily imbalanced
data. Upcoming research efforts will concentrate on collecting more tool instances
to equilibrate the tool distribution and increase the robustness of the model
through additions of different egocentric open surgery environment.
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