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ABSTRACT

Traditional supervised learning methods have historically
encountered certain constraints in medical image segmen-
tation due to the challenging collection process, high la-
beling cost, low signal-to-noise ratio, and complex features
characterizing biomedical images. This paper proposes a
semi-supervised model, DFCPS, which innovatively incor-
porates the Fixmatch concept. This significantly enhances
the model’s performance and generalizability through data
augmentation processing, employing varied strategies for
unlabeled data. Concurrently, the model design gives appro-
priate emphasis to the generation, filtration, and refinement
processes of pseudo-labels. The novel concept of cross-
pseudo-supervision is introduced, integrating consistency
learning with self-training. This enables the model to fully
leverage pseudo-labels from multiple perspectives, thereby
enhancing training diversity. The DFCPS model is compared
with both baseline and advanced models using the publicly
accessible Kvasir-SEG dataset. Across all four subdivisions
containing different proportions of unlabeled data, our model
consistently exhibits superior performance. Our source code
is available at https://github.com/JustlfC03/DFCPS.

Index Terms— Medical image segmentation, Semi-
supervised method, Cross Pseudo Supervision, Data aug-
mentation strategy

1. INTRODUCTION

In clinical medicine, medical imaging techniques including
DR, CT, and MRI are frequently employed for comprehensive
patient diagnosis. These images are then reviewed by med-
ical professionals to identify potential lesions in a patient’s
internal organs. However, this process is time-consuming,
costly, and can lead to physician fatigue, which may com-

promise diagnostic accuracy. Therefore, medical image seg-
mentation technology has emerged as a critical tool to en-
hance efficiency and precision in medical consultations [1].
However, unlike segmentation tasks in natural images, medi-
cal images often present unique challenges such as low light
intensity, low signal-to-noise ratio, and poor contrast. Ad-
ditional variables such as organ deformation and individual
variability can further complicate algorithm design [2]. The
distribution and sharing of medical images are also legally
and ethically regulated due to the sensitive content they con-
tain, including detailed depictions of patient body parts and
condition analyses [3]. This often leads to the availability
of only undersized datasets. To overcome these limitations,
semi-supervised learning has attracted considerable attention
as a potential method for medical image segmentation.

The Cross Probability Consistency (CPC) model is a
streamlined adaptation of the GCT model [4]. Retaining the
core structure of the GCT model, it effectively encapsulates
its underlying principles despite its simplified format. This
model utilizes consistency learning to engage collaboratively
with unlabeled data, deploying two new constraints that func-
tion independently of task-specific attributes. Additionally,
we present the Cross Pseudo Supervision (CPS) model, which
incorporates cross-pseudo labeling as proposed by Chen X
et al [5]. This method leverages consistency learning to
stimulate two perturbation networks, facilitating the gener-
ation of remarkably similar prediction results for identical
input images. Concurrently, unlabeled data augmented with
pseudo-labels are employed to expand the training dataset,
implementing a self-training mechanism that effectively ad-
dresses the insufficiency of labeled data. Moreover, Fixmatch
[6] is a semi-supervised method proposed by Google Brain
and others, which addresses the scarcity of labeled data in
comprehensive methods. Distinguishing itself from previous
methodologies, FixMatch harnesses cross-entropy to com-
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pare weakly and strongly augmented unlabeled data, and has
displayed promising results.

Inspired by previous research, we propose an innovative
semi-supervised neural network design method, Dual Fix-
match Cross Pseudo Supervision (DFCPS). Building upon
and extending the Fixmatch [6] concept, this method effec-
tively leverages unlabeled data, a minimal volume of labeled
data, and both strong and weak data augmentation tech-
niques to enhance the model’s performance. Furthermore, we
contrast our DFCPS model with baseline and advanced mod-
els using the Kvasir-SEG [7] dataset. Our proposed model
consistently outshines the others, thereby underscoring its
superior performance.

2. METHODS DESIGN

2.1. Overview of the Model

The comprehensive structure of the DFCPS model is pre-
sented in Fig. 1 left half. Initially, both strong and weak aug-
mentation treatments are applied to the same unlabeled origi-
nal sample, each exhibiting varying degrees of augmentation.
These two sets of samples are independently fed into four dis-
tinct neural networks, F (θn), for training. Within each group,
two neural networks share model parameters and weights, fa-
cilitating efficient parameter learning.

The pseudo-label Yn, generated from the prediction re-
sult Pw derived from the weakly augmented branch in each
group, serves as the target for the prediction of the strongly
augmented samples in each instance. Moreover, to bolster
the model’s robustness and consistency, the concept of cross-
pseudo-supervision is integrated into the model design. The
pseudo-labels generated from different groups of weakly su-
pervised samples are mutually constrained to enhance the
overall consistency of the segmentation results. This con-
straint mechanism aids in mitigating the impact of noise
in the labeled data, thereby further improving the model’s
stability and robustness.

2.2. Specific Design

The model architecture designed for this study employs a
coherent learning approach, which we will illustrate by pro-
ceeding through a set of strongly and weakly augmented
samples. Initially, as depicted in Fig. 1 right half, unla-
beled image samples undergo weak augmentation such as
random rotation, horizontal translation, and are subsequently
fed into the Resnet-50 backbone network. Following the
generation of the corresponding outputs, the samples enter
the Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) module, which
draws from the DeepLabv2 [8]. This module facilitates multi-
scale feature extraction through the use of multiple parallel
branches, and enhances the receptive field via atrous con-
volution. ASPP module enlarges the receptive field without

increasing model computational effort, thus improving per-
formance while preserving computational efficiency. We
additionally implemented batch normalization on each small
batch of data to mitigate the impact of internal covariate shift,
which ultimately leads to a more stable distribution of input
features. This not only reduces the potential for vanishing or
exploding gradients, but also enhances the overall stability of
the network.

An enriched feature representation is realized by concate-
nating the outcomes from all parallel atrous convolutional
and spatial pyramid pooling branches. This is followed by
sequential steps of convolution, pooling, batch normalization,
and ReLU activation functions. The resulting composite fea-
ture is then subjected to an up-sampling technique to enhance
data details, thereby improving image quality. These up-
sampled composite features are amalgamated with the con-
volved base features from the weakly augmented branch, thus
forming a higher-level feature representation. The model’s
output is then mapped, pixel-wise, to the probability of each
category using the Softmax function. The category with the
highest probability is selected to generate predicted samples.
Since this study emphasizes binary classification, the model
can generate segmentation effects to produce pseudo-labels.

The strongly augmented samples within the same group
generate corresponding prediction samples through the same
neural network structure. The prediction samples generated
by the weakly augmented samples serve as their targets for su-
pervised learning, facilitated by the LS loss function. More-
over, cross-pseudo-supervised learning is implemented be-
tween the prediction samples generated by the weakly aug-
mented samples across the two groups, with the resultant loss
determined by the LCPS loss function.

2.3. Loss Function

The training regimen for the comprehensive neural network
hinges on two primary loss functions: the supervised loss
function, denoted as LS , and the cross-pseudo-supervised
loss function, represented as LCPS . Here, Dl signifies the
original set of labeled samples while Du corresponds to the
original set of unlabeled samples. The area of the input image
is defined as S, and it’s computed using the product of height
and width (H*W). The confidence vectors are denoted by pi
and pj . The standard label ground truths are represented as
yi and yj , and the lce is cross-entropy loss function.

The supervisory loss, denoted by LS , is dictated by the
cross-entropy loss function, which executes standard super-
vised learning on the initial labeled samples. The expression
for the supervisory loss function is defined as equation (1):

LS =
1

|Dl|
∑ 1

S

S∑
x∈Dl

(lce(pi, yi) + lce(pj , yj)). (1)

For the original unlabeled samples, the cross-pseudo-
supervision loss is defined as Lu

CPS and Ll
CPS , as conveyed



Fig. 1. The left half is the overall structure of the DFCPS model. This method incorporates a semi-supervised framework design
by combining a cross-pseudo-labelling strategy with a strong and weak data enhancement strategy. The right half is the specific
structure of F (θn) neural network. The low level feature is the weakly enhanced feature of the unlabeled sample.

Fig. 2. Loss function design of the DFCPS model. The over-
all architecture of the DFCPS model involves two key loss
functions: the supervised loss function LS and the cross-
pseudo-supervised loss function LCPS .

in equations (2) and (3). The Lu
CPS component employs the

pseudo-labels generated by weakly-enhanced samples as the
targets of strongly-enhanced samples. It then evaluates the
difference between the predictions produced by the strongly-
enhanced samples after neural network processing and the
corresponding weakly-enhanced samples’ pseudo-label. This
approach facilitates the network’s learning of the mapping
relationship from weakly enhanced samples to strongly en-
hanced ones, thereby enhancing the prediction accuracy of
the model on strongly enhanced samples. The Ll

CPS com-
ponent treats the pseudo-labels generated by each batch of
weakly enhanced samples as targets for other batches, which
aids in constraining the discrepancies between the pseudo-
segmentation maps generated from various batches. This
technique also encourages interaction and correction among
pseudo-labels from different groups, thereby improving the
overall segmentation consistency of semi-supervised model.
Hence, the total target loss for the entire training procedure

can be subsequently defined as per equation (4).

Lu
CPS =

1

|Du|
∑ 1

S

S∑
x∈Du

(lce(Ps1, Y1) + lce(Ps2, Y2)),

(2)

Ll
CPS =

1

|Du|
∑ 1

S

S∑
x∈Du

(lce(Pw1, Y2) + lce(Pw2, Y1)),

(3)

Loss = LS + ω(Ll
CPS + Lu

CPS). (4)

To ensure a high level of quality in the pseudo-label,
this research integrates the notion of a confidence threshold.
Pseudo-labels, whose confidence levels align closely with
the threshold, are disregarded due to potential reliability con-
cerns. Conversely, those with confidence levels exceeding the
threshold are included in the loss calculation.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1. Datasets

The Kvasir [9] dataset represents the inaugural multi-category
dataset designed for the detection and categorization of gas-
trointestinal (GI) diseases, covers endoscopic images of a
wide range of common GI diseases, such as polyps and ul-
cers. Each image is furnished with pixel-level segmentation
labels that demarcate the boundaries of various lesion re-
gions within the image. For the experiments conducted in
this study, we employ the Kvasir-SEG [7] segmented polyp
dataset, which enhances the dataset’s quality by replacing
the 13 images from the polyp category in the original dataset
with new images. We utilized a random selection of 1,000
intestinal polyp images from the Kvasir-SEG [7] dataset. Ac-
cording to the division protocol of the CPC [4] model, the
dataset is divided into two groups according to random selec-
tion: one group contains 1/2, 1/4, 1/8, and 1/16 of the labeled



data, while the other group is the rest of the unlabeled data
is called the unlabeled group, which is used to simulate the
label-scarcity scenario.

3.2. Experimental Details

The experimental server employed in this study is outfitted
with six Nvidia GTX 2080Ti graphics cards, each boasting
a memory size of 64GB. The initial phase of our experiment
entailed pre-training on the PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset [10].
Subsequently, the model was fine-tuned, concentrating on
a specific task within the Kvasir-SEG dataset [7]. During
the pre-training phase on the PASCAL VOC 2012 [10], we
trained the model for 60 cycles, utilizing a base learning rate
of 0.01. Following this, we transferred the pre-trained model
weights to the Kvasir-SEG [7] and proceeded with training
for an additional 100 epochs. The batch size was set to 12 by
default, while the learning rate was adaptively adjusted, with
a maximum value of 1e-4 and a minimum value of 1e-6.

3.3. Comparative Experiment

The CPC [4] and CPS [5] models were employed as baselines
for evaluation purposes, alongside our designed model, to as-
sess its capabilities. During the evaluation phase, the same
backbone network was utilized for training and testing both
the baseline models and our designed model. Furthermore,
Table 1 displays the mIoU values of DFCPS in comparison to
the two baseline models, as well as the state-of-the-art meth-
ods ELN [11] and ACL-Net [12], across different labeling
scales of datasets. The RESNET-50 model was chosen as the
basis for the backbone network. Notably, DFCPS showcased
superior performance across all data scales.

Table 1. Comparison of mIoU values of baseline and state of
the art semi-supervised network models.

Methods 1/2 1/4 1/8 1/16
CPC [4] 77.91 76.10 73.01 67.36
CPS [5] 78.47 76.74 75.66 70.50

ELN [11] 75.23 73.14 71.19 71.12
ACL-Net [12] 80.07 76.94 74.83 71.27
DFCPS(Ours) 80.12 77.42 76.53 72.39

In addition, we also compared the DFCPS model with the
two baseline and the state of the art models in terms of train-
ing time in the experimental setting of Six-card 2080ti. As
shown in Table 2, the training time of DFCPS rises slightly
compared to the CPC [4] and CPS [5] models. This is because
the two baseline models omit the steps of feature consistency
loss and backpropagation, and thus the training time may be
relatively short. However, the DFCPS model is the least time
consuming when reasoning after completing the training, and
the results show much better results, and we believe that such
an exchange is valuable.

Table 2. Comparison of training and inference times of base-
line and state of the art semi-supervised network models.

Methods Training Time
(hours/epoch)

Inference Time
(per/image)

CPC [4] 4.7 2.60
CPS [5] 5.1 2.44
ELN [11] 5.7 2.71
ACL-Net [12] 5.9 2.53
DFCPS(Ours) 5.3 2.37

3.4. Ablation Experiment

In our ablation experiments, we examined the impact of
various enhancement strategies on the performance of the
model. The outcomes are presented in Table 3, revealing that
the strong-weak enhancement combination we implemented
yielded the highest mIoU values across different labeling ra-
tio datasets. This observation indicates the reasonability of
the data enhancement strategies employed in this study. Fur-
thermore, it is worth noting that the weak-weak enhancement
combination outperformed the strong-strong enhancement
combination. Most notably, the model that directly employed
the original sample images without any data enhancement
strategy demonstrated the lowest performance.

Table 3. Comparison of mIoU values under different data
enhancement strategies.

Enhancement combination 1/2 1/4 1/8 1/16
strong-weak 80.12 77.42 76.53 72.39
weak-weak 79.75 77.28 76.45 71.77

strong-strong 79.63 77.04 76.28 71.23
original sample 78.47 76.74 75.66 70.50

4. CONCLUSION

The DFCPS model, a semi-supervised neural network de-
signed for medical image segmentation, has been carefully
devised to encompass the entire process of pseudo-label gen-
eration, filtering, and refining. Notably, we have introduced
the concept of cross-pseudo-supervision, which marries co-
herent learning with self-training. This approach empowers
the model to harness pseudo-labels from multiple angles,
thereby effectively exploiting the unlabeled data to bolster
both performance and generalization capabilities. Further-
more, by employing suitable pseudo-labeling generation
strategies and filtering mechanisms, we significantly enhance
not only the quality and accuracy of the pseudo-labels, but
also the performance and robustness of the model.
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