SAMOZAY I NFa—=-25i@nRLERICES

HREERE I X T

OMHHEE 1,

—> a3 DORBE

IR f, (TR §, B A}

O Shogo FUNAI 7 Tsubasa HIRAKAWA 7, Takayoshi YAMASHITA 7, and Hironobu
FUJIYOSHI

TR,

{funai@mprg.cs, hirakawa@mprg.cs, takayoshi@isc, fujiyoshi@isc }.chubu.ac.jp

<ERISEITRA VT —2a vy DREETNTH 5 Segment Anything Model (SAM) D7u > S bFa—=vrr,
ORI DI XY T =2 a v T3 FELRET 5. REFEX, SAM @ Prompt encoder HHZ #7272
F=Z Y EBMLTIRY T Fa—or %7528, BDIBELEEt Lt —1 DRI ZEANT, LEWE
FODBREIVENDDZGETHEVRLIEREZITO Z8ICED, METWDELL vy 7 MK ABERT

Fid Ze2imlaeic72%. &

SRS E R 2 R Y L7z ISBI 7— &+ v b ¥ Electron Microscopy Dataset %
AuW-aHiiEEc kX b, REFEOAIEZHERL 7.

<F—U— F>EFETEMEMARESR, X057 —vay, oy Fa—=v7

1 LIS

I RXAT—=varvild, 7L TDr S
2N EFTH 8T, A7V 27 bR 7 2%
WA B 2 eATE L. EREGPHINE{RD 7 X
7= a ik, BV EE T B RS
BN L RVTHT IR TE S0, [EiER
W eIRERTE O Y R— MicHwSsNS. L, M
Faf Rk &2 IR B D, FEPREETH 5.

Segment Anything Model (SAM) [1] &, €7 X ¥
FT—2ar RATDOREBETATHS. Tar T i
HEOVWTHIREERICE I XA YT —2avyiiT5. Hi
X, Tar I AN T4 IRy 7 & (bbox) &
A3 2355, bbox THARHEBZ /X YT —> 3
VIFBIEMNTESL. ZOLII, Z77AHELNS
Z e Bk A BRSNS ARETH 5. — /T, 7
0y MINDFICE-oTEZLNS. SAMIZTa >
T MIEDSWTE I AT =2 a v iiTH7D, 7nm
Y7 MBI NDEC G, HEDKTT 5.

Z ZCAWZETIE, SAM I EITHEFES 2¥H/-
BRIV Fa—=v e, BDRUHEC X 5K
BLEEAL, SAMIZX2EI7X T —a VHED
M ExEX 2. FHiFEERIC XD, bbox DAETIUCL S

BEORT 2z TE2 2 L 2L

2 BEEHRR

Mazurowski 51, SAM D7 a7 het X 7—
¥a VEENCEE T AR S 0T LTz [5]. ERAER
WBUTO@EDTHS. 120HIE, I X YT—=2ard
BRI T—Xty T2 IZENDS. 220HIE, v
YT INDBEMTH2EE T EY eI A T —a Y
MiEshb. 3OHIE, bbox 27 ur e LGS
point Z 7a Y X MILAEGAE LD bERBELRE I X
Vr—=YalViEERBELND. 4 0HE, BHEOD point
7Yy MIHALEES, XAV T—=2aroD
BEIDLIT I LT 2EM23H 5. Z0b DGR
5, SAMZ5227uy W WEETHS. /2, 1B
AT 4 7 ZAFFIZB VTS point & HEXT bbox Z AW
A HERES N Z EASRENTE D [11], kD
U7 7 yDANDBRETH 5.

SAM X, k& ZEGIIN L TRWILAE R R ->T»
52—/ T, SAM O¥EHH T — ZIZEEN TRV
FEE R ML {5 & W o 72 EE RIS %1 27 X
Y=Y a EREA TS THE. Tk, ETHE
BT E R EEHEREFHNT SAM 27 7 4 &~
Fa—=V T ERARBRFEIREINTWS [4, 6,



~
image Mask * tune
encoder . decoder ¥ freeze
J
Predict
Image mask
embeddings r~ ~
/ ;]2569’173
Input PN
D embedding SHERE
0> 7k : bbox }\—7‘/‘15_7}1\ e
\_ Prompt encoder J “6

SAM
X1

7,9, 10, 12]. MedSAM [12] i%, CT, MRI, ¥
87 D 1,090,486 MDEHR . <~ 227 DT 2 & HEHL
STV KB ERAER T — 22y FZ2HWT
SAM D7 74 VF a—=V 7B Thbitlz. MedSAM
Tl& Image encoder & Mask decoder % 7 7 f ¥ F 2 —
=v27L, a7 & LT bbox 2MEH X472, bbox
W8 D SAM ¥ [6 L 0~20pixel DN ETHTEE %
IToTW3. ZDi=, 20pixel EEDMEITNTHN
X, SAM zioxf3 ZiEEEEZEER L TwS. Lo,
FHERY LOMETHULREL GG, BEMETT
ZAREMED D 5.
3 REFE

AWFFE T, ETHhZEZ L7 bbox (I LT,
Ykt I X7 —=>a 2T 57D, #Hil-ik%¥
BRIRXR=RTHZ7Rr T bOEAL, DK UHE
mEiERT 5.
a7 eFa—=>J

SAM BB T I Fa—=r ZHOEE R
FRA=ZHPFELTED, SAMMEDEE T X—%
(Learned embedding) & Positional encoding % 1T - 7z
BHIAAITIAEL TWS., —fR7ar 7 v Fa—=
Y TEHEDABAIINET 2D TIERL, b=k
LTE26N2. 22T, BEFETRENEIThZERE
T2 DDFENRT A= REHIBMT 5. FE
X =K%, F—=2>& L TSAM @ Prompt encoder
WML, ey Fa—=rrRT5. BILE

3.1

b—orogmer7aryFrFa—=vyJ

b= YvERWETR Y I N F 2= I RRITITR
3. F, TON—T U ELEEEICED 128 Kouh
5 256 RICICEMT 2 22T, b—2r 3k hEHER
RIZAIREIC T 5.
3.2 DR LR
AR AIE T U7 IERER bbox 12Xk B T m >
FEHAWESE, B2 22T 22 3L w.
Z ZCHERIRRIS, DR LHERZITS. B0 IR LHEGR
DN ER 21TRT. BDRLHERIUTORT v 7
TiThihs.
stepl AJNJHEI{RE vy 7 M EHOWTH#wRETS. 7
0 Y7 M2IET VX LRAE TR &L bbox &
Aws,

step2 i@ L7z Predict Mask %> 54 MEFER % bbox &
LTRET 5.

step3 AJJHI{G ¥ 8%7E L7z bbox & W THEH R
175.

step4 L7z M, ¥ 1 [BEICHEER L7z M, 2 g
35, BORL#EROFHAZA (D) wwrd. Z
Z T, M;_1Z—DHiD Predict mask, M, [IF1E
D Predict mask, t [ZBED#EDRLEE, HW
FHEIRY A4 X, T ZLEWETH .

HW
S OIMy - M| > 7 (1)

step5 L L 745K



£ 1 ISBIF—42ty FrOREER

FiE prompt tuning | #& DR UHEGR 0% 0% 5007 0% 107
SAM (FT) 0.822 | 0.810 | 0.774 | 0.699 | 0.604
SAM v 0.825 | 0.810 | 0.777 | 0.702 | 0.606
REFE v 0.830 | 0.820 | 0.785 | 0.714 | 0.622
REFE v v 0.830 | 0.817 | 0.784 | 0.727 | 0.650
# 2 Electron Microscopy Dataset DRERIERE
. . . bbox DL E 3 4
Fik prompt tuning | ##DIELHEH | —Fo 10% | 20% | 30% | 40%
SAM (FT) 0.885 | 0.875 | 0.844 | 0.772 | 0.673
SAM v 0.885 | 0.874 | 0.844 | 0.772 | 0.673
REFIE v 0.884 | 0.874 | 0.845 | 0.779 | 0.683
REFE v v 0.882 | 0.867 | 0.855 | 0.824 | 0.762

LEVMEZEBZB5E step2 ITKE 2

LEWVMEZBRXRWVSE
LLTHAT 5.

predict mask < X7

HW
ZlMt —Miql>7
D M : Predict mask
t REOHKYELEK
HW © BfRY A4 X
bbox T I LEWE

X 2 #&DERLR

4 FHESEER

AIBRCTIIREBFEOAINEL RSO, =2
DIy T M Fa—= 7 i DIR UHEERC & 2 S
BE TS5, R=ZXFA4V1E, SAMDT7 74 Y Fa—=
Y7 3hH. . SAMD7 74 VFa—=>2TIlZ, Image
encoder Z[EE L, Mask decoder DA E¥E T 3. 0%
25 40%DNE% T S L7z bbox 270 Y 7 M2 LTA
NUIGEDE TRy T = a k(75 Tury T bF

— = Z"Tl% Image encoder ¥ Learned embedding
DARFTX—RIFEEL, BIMLEF Y7 & Mask
decoder 2tk 4 72 bbox THE T 5. ¥z, @HE v
T Fa—=rI 275581, BFEOETLDRS
R —REHHEX B 55, SAM IZ Mask decoder DZE %
752 TRENMA LT 2 220> TED, Image
encoder & D % Mask decoder {IBE&E T $T X — X EH

PIRNTDFEIFHIFEZTTS. SAMDTB Y T+ Fa—
=2 TlZ, Prompt encoder ® Learned embedding &
Mask decoder Z¥EH X¥2%. #HEDSAM D7 714 ~
F 2 —=2"Tl¥, Mask decoder DA ZEE T 5.
41 T—2Evh

AREFRTIZ, BT HEMETHIEE G T WMo+ 7
Xy T—2aryDr—Xty hTHSISBI 2] &, Elec-
tron Microscopy Dataset [3] ZH\%. ISBI i RGB
@{2% LT RA YT = a YEGEHRT D 30 OB T

HEREAH DI, 22T 1 ROERE 4 D12

’\i’IJ L, 120z L TfEA$ 5. Electron Microscopy
Dataset 1% 3 JUTHRTH 5. 3 XITHI§IE 2 KITHI{5
DOHEAHERTH 270, 2 X0tHRz 1 3 OHD T
T e TARITY, 173D RGB e £ 7R ¥ 7 —
YavHBRORT ZHHTE. IhbDT—&ty b
1%, bbox PHEINTWRW/E®, Ground truth @
LR T— a v DIEREIE % bbox DEED 7 1
7P LTS 5. ISBITIET—%ty F2AED
60% %~ HEH, 20%ZMEEH, 20%% 7 & IR S
%. Electron Microscopy Dataset (& EH Y 7 A +
D57, 7AMHDEGEREEICHEHRT 5.

4.2 EREIE

Ta P Fa—= 7 TiE, 60%DHERT 0%, 20%
DEFETE10%, +20%DH 4 X% 35 L7zbbox &7
0y 7 b UCTANLFEEZITS. BTN 25T
liciE, 0%H 5 40%DH¥ 4 X% 3 5 L7 bbox 71
V7 e LTANLEGED Predict mask £ Ground
truth 1D mloU 2R3 5. # DR LHEFRTIEL 20



6% 2pixel ¥ 3 5.

4.3 ERER

ISBI ¥—&t v s TOEBEREEL 112,
Microscopy Dataset TOEEFERZ R 2 1T~7F. R
FREMF DT — Xty MZBWT 30%H 5 40% & i1
BT KEVIEEIC SAM 2 2 2 8k MERE R R L
2. Tur I b Fa—= VDA REALRGES, B
FERHHFDOF—Xty MIZBWT, (i@ $Ths 30%
PLET SAM Z 2 2 a8i R EM L TWVWD Z D
5, 7arFrFa—=rFRHTEE L T0RWLE
THUEAVICN L TH SREHEIC -7 5 R 5. F
7o, TR T Fa—= U ZIMATED R LR %
BATSHZLT, SOIWERHEBEREINET LI 0D,
ORGP AN THELEERS.

4.4 IRV OERIL

ISBI 77— %ty tozhzhoFEraHl Lk
Predict mask (FH58H), Ground truth Z[X 31277
HAHD bbox Z AN L7:MEEm T, SAM (FT) &b b
b= Fa T b Fa—= T RITHIET, &D
True Positive D7D T X T —>avET 35T
MTER. MEITHZEI L7 bbox Tl&, SAM(FT)
ESAM D 7ay 7 bFa—= U S TRRERENMZ
AR ohrotn, r—27YDEAICED, ©2
7 @ False Positive 23072 72D, X D EELMRHHT
X3X5khot.

4.5 #DELBEDAFL

ISBI 77— X+t v b TO# DR UGB 5 1 HH
» 5 3 A H D Predict mask (FHMHEMK), Ground truth
%X 412777, /N0 bbox AT S NHERTIE, H#E
iz D RS Z ¥ T Predict mask 2% Ground truth ~\
FONTWL BDOE FEL Tz, KEF 72 bbox T,
Z<L D%E, 2EH S TRWER o7z, b—72
YEEBMLETaY S Fa—=v 7Tk 1 EHOH
T DI EREZ SN TND ZEH 5, bbox DfiE
THVNEL g T, BEXIAMLELELEEZON
5. ZOfRED, #ORLHEERIATH L EER
%. bbox 258 DR LR 2BRIC, L /hEny
HROEE, bbox WL D b/NE L BoTLE -GS
I bbox AVNE K72 DT 2 Z 81T X SRR T AR
I oniz. ZDHER, bbox DNE TN 20% F Tl

Electron

FELIZiIkD, drdrE0EIXrT—va
UHERIBE XN B D, INZWIIEDHEE D R UHERRIC &
D, HEL<7% bbox & hdHHEEL 43 bbox DHFHZ N
Ezohs. BORLHEGROMEThERZ LZAE
W bbox T, IEMCIZBRZTATZELT XY T —
ParYLTLEI LA THEMET L

5 &bHDIC

AWFETIE SAM B 3BT D 3 REHE: 7
By MCEBHHETZHETEZ 0y S b Fa—
SRR LHERERE L. b= v Ta Yy

T hFa—= Y ZENE TN L 7 bbox 12 L TRE
T2 ER L 72, # DR Ui TR ALE 3 30%

ETREHEERT2ZERBL 7. 8 DIR UG 10%
D5 20%TH#ED IR LHEGRRE S < v khote. 5
&, 270 HAEM L7 bbox IZ0 HEKLREHC L S
7ur7 b ol EITS.

BE

[1] A. Kirillov, et al., “Segment anything”, ICCV,
2023.

[2] A. Cardona, et al,“An integrated micro-and

macroararchitectural analysis of the drosophila
brain by computer-assisted serial section electron
microscopy”, PLOS Biology, vol.8, no.10, pp.1-
17, 2010.

[3] A. Lucchi, et al., “Supervoxel-based segmenta-
tion of mitochondria in EM image stacks with
learned shape features”, IEEE Trans Med Imag-

ing, vol.31, no.2, pp.474-486, 2012.

[4] J. Wu, et al., “Medical SAM Adapter: Adapt-
ing Segment Anything Model for Medical Image
Segmentation”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.12620,

2023.

[5) M. Mazurowski, et al., “Segment Any-
thing Model for Medical Image Analysis:
an Experimental Study” , arXiv preprint

arXiv:2304.10517, 2023.



[6]

[10]

H. Dai, et al., “SAMAug: Point Prompt Aug-
mentation for Segment Anything Model”, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2307.01187,2023.

Z. Qiu, et al., “Learnable Ophthalmology SAM” |
arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13425,2023.

M. Jia, et al., “Visual Prompt Tuning”, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2203.12119, 2022.

T. Chen, et al., “SAM Fails to Segment Any-
thing?”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.09148, 2023.

R. Deng, et al., “Segment Anything Model
(SAM) for Digital Pathology: Assess Zero-shot
Segmentation on Whole Slide Imaging”, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2304.04155, 2023.

An Wang, et al.,“SAM Meets Robotic Surgery:
An Empirical Study in Robustness Perspective”,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.14674, 2023.

Jun Ma, et al.,“Segment Anything in Medical Im-
ages”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.12306.

Tao Yu, et al.,“Inpaint Anything: Segment Any-
thing Meets Image Inpainting”, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.06790, 2023

Siyuan Huang, et al.,“Instruct2Act: Mapping
Multi-modality Instructions to Robotic Actions
with Large Language Model”, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2305.11176, 2023.



SAM(FT) : 0.674 SAM(PT) : 0.726 REFL 1 0.854 Ground truth

SAM(FT) : 0.761 SAM(PT) : 0.764 REFE 1 0.801 Ground truth

3 ISBIF—%tv Ot

1[HEH :0.198 2[EH :0.443 3[EIH :0.760 Ground truth

1[E 8 : 0.802 2[E]H :0.915 3[EE :0.907 Ground truth

K 4 ISBI T—%2tv FD#EDIRLHEFICK S Predict mask DZEA{L



