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ABSTRACT

In computer-assisted orthodontics, three-dimensional tooth
models are required for many medical treatments. Tooth seg-
mentation from cone-beam computed tomography (CBCT)
images is a crucial step in constructing the models. However,
CBCT image quality problems such as metal artifacts and
blurring caused by shooting equipment and patients’ dental
conditions make the segmentation difficult. In this paper, we
propose ToothSegNet, a new framework which acquaints the
segmentation model with generated degraded images during
training. ToothSegNet merges the information of high and
low quality images from the designed degradation simula-
tion module using channel-wise cross fusion to reduce the
semantic gap between encoder and decoder, and also refines
the shape of tooth prediction through a structural constraint
loss. Experimental results suggest that ToothSegNet produces
more precise segmentation and outperforms the state-of-the-
art medical image segmentation methods.

Index Terms— Tooth Segmentation, CBCT, Orthodon-
tics, Tooth Models, Image Degradation

1. INTRODUCTION

Stomatologists and dentists use tooth models to carry out di-
agnosis, orthodontic treatment planning and dental restoration
[1]. Constructing a tooth model first requires tooth segmenta-
tion from CBCT scans [2]. Existing computational methods
then generate the final tooth models according to the segmen-
tation. Traditionally, specialists have to manually label each
tooth from CBCT images slice by slice, which is a huge work-
load and extremely time-consuming. It is therefore practically
demanded to design accurate and fully automatic end-to-end
methods to attain tooth segmentation from CBCT images [3].

In recent years, deep learning has been increasingly ap-
plied to image segmentation tasks in various medical areas
including dentistry [2]. Some prior works [4], [5] formulated
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CBCT tooth segmentation task as 3D instance segmentation
which usually demands labeling tooth pixels and instances on
3D voxels across the entire CBCT scan. To explore a more
efficient way, we recognize the task as semantic segmenta-
tion over 2D CBCT images to alleviate the data annotation
labour. Directly applying current segmentation methods to
the 2D case [6], however, leads to unsatisfied results because
of the existence of low-quality images. Fig.1 illustrates two
most commonly seen defects in dental CBCT images [7]: (a)
consecutively displays a high quality CBCT image, an im-
age with metal artifacts and an image with blurring; (b) and
(c) give respective ground truth and segmentation results of
U-Net [6]; the red boxes are magnification areas for metal ar-
tifacts and blurring. The second and third triplets indicate that
such image defects can lead to abysmal tooth segmentation.
Addressing these problems should greatly improve 2D CBCT
tooth segmentation, promising an efficient and effective tooth
modeling for the dentistry community.

In this study, we propose a metal artifacts and blurring
robust and teeth structural constrained tooth segmentation
method named ToothSegNet. The philosophy is to acquaint
the deep model with defective cases when learning each
CBCT image sample. Experiments show that our method not
only outperforms the state-of-the-art segmentation methods
on high-quality images but also has a strong robustness to
images with metal artifacts and blurring, suggesting the ap-
plicability of our framework in real-world clinical scenarios.
The main contributions are summarized below:

• We propose a medical image degradation simulation strat-
egy, combined with a multi quality fusion module, to at-
tain higher robustness to problematic images.

• We design a channel-wise cross fusion module (CCF) to
reduce the semantic gap between the encoder and decoder,
which eliminates the ambiguity features existed in vanilla
U-Net caused by skip-connection.

• We design a structural constraint loss in order to restrict
the structure of tooth prediction.

• We explore an annotation approach which is much lower-
cost than that implemented in current CBCT tooth seg-
mentation methods.
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Fig. 1. Metal artifacts and blurring in CBCT images.

2. METHOD

2.1. Overview

Suppose we have a dataset D = {(xi,yi)}Ni=1, where xi and
yi denote the i-th CBCT image and corresponding pixel-level
segmentation labels respectively, N is the number of images
in the dataset. For each pixel, we use yi ∈ {0, 1} to denote
the background and tooth respectively. In our task, we aim to
generate accurate pixel-level predictions ŷi for each input im-
age. As is illustrated in Fig. 2, ToothSegNet is composed of
the degradation simulation module, multi-quality fusion mod-
ule, CCF, vanila U-Net decoder, SE-Net [8] and the structural
constraint loss. The vanila U-Net decoder follow the conven-
tional CNN-based architecture [6].

2.2. Degradation simulation module

In computer vision tasks, people often construct data sets
through image degradation to mimic complex real-world sce-
narios [9], [10]. Referred to that, ToothSegNet randomly
degrades the input image during training. For blurring and
double blurring simulation, the input image is down-sampled
once (1x) and twice (2x) respectively and then up-sampled to
generate the degraded image xd

i , as is shown in Fig. 2. In the
downsampling, a Gaussian pyramid blurring is performed to
downscale the image. In the upsampling, a bilinear interpola-
tion is performed to convert images to the original size. For
artifact simulation, since we observe that the teeth with metal
have higher image contrast compared with others, we create
contrast enhanced images xd

i by image square.
The degradation simulation procedure is defined to follow

the operation probability distribution:

P
(
Xd

i = ϕ(j)(xi) | Xi = xi

)
=

1

4
∀j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} (1)

where Xi and Xd
i denote an input CBCT image and its degra-

dation simulation, ϕ(1) to ϕ(4) represent the blurring degra-
dation, double blurring degradation, no operation for source
images and artifact degradation respectively.

2.3. Network architecture

2.3.1. Multi-quality fusion module

After the degraded images are obtained, the source and de-
graded images are sent to a designed multi-quality fusion
module similar to the two-branch improved U-Net encoder.

As shown in Fig. 2, the blue branch is the vanilla U-Net en-
coder which encodes the feature of source images, the green
branch is the U-Net encoder with 1x1 convolution which en-
codes the feature of degraded images. The fused feature is
defined as follows:

Fi = Ei+1 + Li+1 i ∈ {1, 2, 3} (2)

F4 is the fused feature.

2.3.2. Channel-wise cross fusion

Shallow layer features with less semantic information may
damage performance via a skip connection in conventional
U-Net [11]. To solve this issue, we design the CCF module,
similar to channel attention [8], [11], to increase the seman-
tic gap between teeth and the background. Fig. 2 shows the
framework of CCF. The encoded CCF feature is defined as:

Oi =

{
CCF (E1, D1) i = 1
CCF (Fi−1, Di) i = 2, 3, 4

(3)

The feature fusion of CCF in Fig.2 is defined as:

Ôi = Êi + D̂i (4)

Also, the SE-Net module is added to exploit the correlation of
feature channels, enhancing the feature representation:

Di =

{
concat(Di+1, Oi+1) i = 1, 2, 3
FSE(F5) i = 4

, (5)

where FSE denotes the SE-Net. Di are the fused features of
inconsistent semantics between the CCF and SE-Net.

2.4. Structural constraint loss

With noise in images, the inference often lose the tooth struc-
ture. Thus, we design the structural constraint loss based on
the structural similarity index measure (SSIM) [12]:

Lossstr= 1−SSIM (IO, IGT ) + SSIM (IC , IGT )

2
, (6)

where IGT is the ground truth zero-one vector, IO is the pre-
diction of ToothSegNet, IC is the element-wise multiplication
between IO and IGT which, as shown in Fig. 3, retains the
correctly predicted area in IO and sets the wrong predicted
area to 0. Lossstr ensures that the prediction approaches IGT

structurally, effectively constraining the results.
The total loss function is the sum of three losses:

Losstotal=LossDice + LossBCE + Lossstr, (7)






 



Structural Constraints

        Loss

xd： Degradation image

x：Image

SE-Net

CONV

  1×1


Sigmoid

MaxPool
CONV

1×1

MaxPool

Concat

+UpSample
+Convs

UpSample

+Convs

F1 F3

Z4

Z3

Degradation Simulation

F2

Multi-Quality Fusion

Channel-wise Cross
Fusion

E1/D1

O1 O2 O4O3

F4

BCE Loss

Dice Loss

Z2

D4

D3

D2
D1

O4 O3 O2 O1

L4L3L2L1

E1 E2
E3 E4

F1/D2 F2/D3 F3/D4

Z1

CONV

3×3

MaxPool

y：Prediction 
1x

2x

Channel-wise Cross Fusion

HxWxC

HxWxC

Fi-1/Ei 1x1xC

1x1xC

1x1xC

1x1xC

Global average 
pooling 

Linear


Linear

Oi

1x1xC

UpSample 
Fusion
 Element-wise

multiplication


F

Di

F

Sigmoid+

Unsqueeze


×

×

Relu


Fig. 2. The pipeline of ToothSegNet and details of the channel-wise cross fusion module.
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Fig. 3. The visualization of structural constraint loss.

Besides Lossstr, LossDice is based on the Dice metrics [13]
and LossBCE is the binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss [13].

2.5. Training details

We set the batch size to 4 and the epoch to 300. The input res-
olution and patch size are set as 512 x 512 and 16 respectively.
For optimizer, we use Adam with the initial learning rate to be
0.01. We perform a number of data augmentations including
horizontal flipping, vertical flipping and random rotating.

3. EXPERIMENT

3.1. Dataset

We construct a large-scale CBCT dataset consisting of 503
patient samples from hospitals and clinics across 25 provinces
in China during 2018-2021. The 503 patients are at the age
of 19.53±7.57 years old, with 32.5% male and 67.5% fe-
male. Each patient has 400 slices, from which we select 15-25
slices to annotate to make sure labeled images contain differ-
ent anatomical information. Selected images are annotated
with software Labelme, under the supervision of senior ra-
diologists with more than 10 year experience. Accordingly,
the dataset has 9651 CBCT images in total from which 8612
images of 453 patients are used to train the model and 1039
images of 50 patients are used to test the model.

Table 1. Patient level segmentation performance of Tooth-
SegNet and baselines.

IoU Dice Recall Precision
U-Net[6] 81.12±5.18 88.95±3.54 94.63±4.12 84.82±5.35

U-Net++[14] 80.70±5.53 88.61±3.78 93.17±4.40 85.46±5.40
FCN [15] 78.82±6.98 87.32±4.95 90.56±5.73 85.42±5.84

DeepLabv3[16] 78.79±6.90 87.29±4.88 90.47±5.67 85.49±5.88
MeDT[17] 73.87±13.8 82.35±12.6 76.98±14.3 94.42±4.91

UCTransNet[11] 76.86±7.09 85.37±4.81 97.27±2.90 78.70±7.83
ToothSegNet 82.24±6.38 89.74±4.07 95.71±3.83 85.51±7.66

3.2. Main results

To demonstrate the overall segmentation performance of the
proposed ToothSegNet, we compare it with six methods for a
comprehensive evaluation, covering four U-Net based meth-
ods: U-Net [6], UNet++ [14], FCN [15], Deeplabv3 [16] and
two state-of-the-art transformer-based segmentation methods:
MedT [17], and UCTransNet [11]. To make a fair compari-
son, the implementations of MedT, UCTransNet, UNet, and
UNet++ are based on their original source codes, and the
implementations of FCN, and Deeplabv3 are based on the
codes from MMsegmentation [18] where their originally pub-
lished settings are used in the experiment. The backbone of
DeepLabv3 and FCN is ResNet-50, and the training hyper pa-
rameters are in MMSegmentation [18] by default, the training
procedure lasts for 160K iterations. Experimental results are
reported in Table 1 where the best results are boldfaced, and
the second results are underlined.

Each entry of Table 1 exhibits the average over 50 pa-
tient samples. The results indicate that ToothSegNet attains
noticeable improvements over prior arts. In clinics, the seg-
mentation results of tooth CBCT images need to be recon-
structed into 3D mesh images, which turns out to require a
balance between false positives and false negatives. There-
fore, CBCT segmentation favors higher Dice and IoU. Tooth-
SegNet achieves 89.74% Dice and 82.24% IoU with testing,
which surpasses UCTransNet by 4.37% Dice, and 5.38% IoU.

We visualize the segmentation results of all models in Fig.
4 where The red boxes contains FN pixels(red) and FP pix-
els(green). Fig. 4 (a) shows the results of a high-quality
CBCT image on which ToothSegNet outperforms other meth-
ods. (b), (c) show the results of CBCT images with blurring,
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Fig. 4. Visualization of the segmentation result of different methods.
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Fig. 5. The Visualization of reconstruction results. (a), (b)
and (c) denotes right view, frontal view and left view.
illustrating that our method generates segmentation results
more similar to the ground truth than others. (d) shows the
results of a CBCT image with metal artifacts, demonstrating
that ToothSegNet have the best performance on tooth bound-
aries.

3.3. Reconstruction

To explore the performance of ToothSegNet in clinics, we em-
ploy the marching cubes algorithm [3] to get 3D CBCT mesh.
Fig. 5 shows the reconstruction results using four state-of-
the-art methods for a selected sample in which CBCT images
are blurred around teeth erupting areas, and have high contrast
differences as well as significant metal artifacts in teeth crown
areas. As is shown in the right view, the tooth root reconstruc-
tion of ToothSegNet is the most complete, others have unrea-
sonable disconnected fragments. In the frontal view, Tooth-
SegNet results in the most smooth and natural reconstruction
at the tooth connection, whereas UCtransNet leads to unnatu-
ral connections, U-Net and U-Net++ both end up with strange
textures illustrated in a yellow box and a red box respectively.
In the left view, one can observe that the reconstruction of

Table 2. The objective metrics for ablation studies.
DS SC CCF IoU Dice Recall Precision
√ √ √

90.21 94.85 97.77 92.11√ √
89.90 94.68 97.79 91.76√ √
89.67 94.55 97.93 91.40√ √
88.55 93.03 97.31 90.77

”DS” denotes the degradation simulation module;
”SC” denotes the structural constraint loss;
”CCF” denoetes the channel-wise cross fusion module.

UCTransNet, U-Net, and U-Net++ all contains floating tooth
fragments, violating the common sense.

3.4. Ablation study

Table 2 records the ablation study results for the degradation
simulation module, structural constraint loss, and the CCF
module. One can observe that all three designs are effective
for segmentation, calling for the extension of this degradation
simulation approach to other computer vision tasks. Also, we
compare the performance of the structural constraint loss with
the traditional SSIM loss [19] as shown in Fig. 3, demonstrat-
ing that our constraint loss leads to preciser segmentation.

4. CONCLUSION

Accurate tooth CBCT image segmentation is essential for
the clinics in orthodontics. In this work, we combine the
strengths of the designed degradation simulation module,
CCF, and the structure constraint loss to provide a precise and
robust automatic CBCT tooth segmentation. With in-depth
analysis and ablation study, we show that the proposed Tooth-
SegNet obtains better segmentation results on tooth datasets
than the other six advanced medical image segmentation
methods in terms of quantitative evaluation and visualization.
In the future, we will deploy our work into clinical usage.
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