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Abstract

Image segmentation plays a vital role in the medical field by isolating organs
or regions of interest from surrounding areas. Traditionally, segmentation
models are trained on a specific organ or a disease, limiting their ability
to handle other organs and diseases. At present, few advanced models can
perform multi-organ or multi-disease segmentation, offering greater flexibil-
ity. Also, recently, prompt-based image segmentation has gained attention
as a more flexible approach. It allows models to segment areas based on
user-provided prompts. Despite these advances, there has been no dedicated
work on prompt-based interactive multi-organ and multi-disease segmenta-
tion, especially for Chest X-rays. This work presents two main contribu-
tions: first, generating doodle prompts by medical experts of a collection of
datasets from multiple sources with 23 classes, including 6 organs and 17
diseases, specifically designed for prompt-based Chest X-ray segmentation.
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Second, we introduce Prompt2SegCXR, a lightweight model for accurately
segmenting multiple organs and diseases from Chest X-rays. The model in-
corporates multi-stage feature fusion, enabling it to combine features from
various network layers for better spatial and semantic understanding, en-
hancing segmentation accuracy. Compared to existing pre-trained models
for prompt-based image segmentation, our model scores well, providing a
reliable solution for segmenting Chest X-rays based on user prompts.

Keywords: Image segmentation, Chest X-ray, Multi-organ segmentation,
Multi-disease segmentation, Prompt-based segmentation, Prompt2SegCXR

1. Introduction

Chest X-ray is a medical imaging system that helps to capture internal
organs like lungs, hearts, bones, etc. which cannot be seen with bare eyes.
Thus it helps to detect various severe diseases like Pneumonia, Tuberculosis,
Pleural Effusion, Bronchitis, etc. [I2]. However, segmenting a specific organ
from a single chest X-ray containing all the chest organs and disease-affected
regions might be difficult especially if that organ or affected region is smaller
than other organs. Image segmentation enables the precise identification
and isolation of anatomical structures. Thus segmentation helps accurately
detect and assess diseases [3].

There are several limitations in the manual or human-annotated segmen-
tation process. The first problem is that it is not generalized, meaning every
single chest X-ray has to be segmented separately. This leads to an overall
slow process. Also as the work is tiresome, there is a possibility of reduced
efficiency [4]. Secondly, for humans, it is not easy to segment tiny, subtle
features precisely as these are challenging for the human eye, such as small
nodules or micro-calcifications in medical images. To solve all the mentioned
problems, computer-based image segmentation methods using deep learning
are widely used [5]. Deep learning-based segmentation leads to faster, more
generalized, and precise segmentation [0, [7].

Machine learning is a type of statistical algorithm that can learn without
definite instructions. Deep learning, a subset of machine learning, is an algo-
rithm that helps computers learn from large amounts of data. It uses neural
networks, which are inspired by the way the human brain works. These net-
works are made up of layers of tiny units, called neurons, that work together
to understand patterns in data. The more data it gets, the better it performs.



Deep learning is making a big difference in healthcare, especially in diagnos-
ing diseases [8, @, [10]. Neural networks can learn from large collections of
medical images, like X-rays and CT scans. Regular computer programs are
not very good at understanding images, but deep learning models, especially
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs), are designed for understanding im-
ages. CNNs can quickly and accurately find patterns or problems in medical
images. Applying deep learning whether in image segmentation or disease
classification helps doctors make faster and more accurate diagnoses, which
means patients get the right treatment on time. It also reduces the chances
of human error. Overall, deep learning makes healthcare smarter and more
efficient, improving patient care and saving lives [11].

In the medical field, image segmentation plays a crucial role by helping
doctors see specific areas more clearly, such as organs, tissues, or tumors in
X-rays, MRIs, or CT scans. Biomedical image segmentation analyzes medical
images to detect and highlight areas of concern, like finding a tumor’s exact
size and shape. This makes it easier for doctors to diagnose diseases, plan
surgeries, and monitor treatments more accurately. By identifying specific
regions in an image, segmentation helps in faster and more reliable decision-
making. It reduces the chances of human error and ensures that the right area
is treated or examined. Overall, image segmentation improves the quality of
patient care by making medical imaging clearer, more precise, and easier to
analyze [12],[13].

Traditionally, most deep learning-based image segmentation methods are
not properly generalized as they aim to segment only a specific organ like
lungs, hearts, etc., or a particular disease. However, a situation may arise
when a generalized segmentation model is required which can segment any
organ or disease a doctor requires. This motivates researchers to develop
multi-organ or disease segmentation models for their work [14].

In Natural Language Processing (NLP), large, pre-trained models that
serve as a base for a wide range of downstream NLP tasks are called Founda-
tion Models. These models are trained on massive datasets, often involving
billions of parameters, and can be fine-tuned for specific tasks such as text
classification, machine translation, question answering, and more. Their ca-
pability to generalize tasks can be highly enhanced by Prompt Engineering
which is hand-crafted text to prompt the language model to generate a valid
textual response for the task at hand [15] [16, 17].

So in this work, motivated by multi-organ and multi-disease segmentation
and prompt-based input, we are introducing a new paradigm called Interac-



tive Segmentation which leads to generalized image segmentation. Various
diseases require image segmentation of various organs. Prompt to Segmen-
tation requires the original chest X-ray and the prompt(doodle), an image
that marks the region of interest of the given chest X-ray. The output will
be the desired segmented chest X-ray.

Our main contributions are as follows.

e To the best of our knowledge, this is the first doodle prompt-based
multi-organ and multi-disease segmentation work for chest X-rays.

e Doodle prompts were created by the medical experts for three datasets
that contain 23 classes that include multiple organs and diseases.

e A Dual input segmentation model is proposed that takes the original
Chest X-ray image and a doodle input. Then segments the original
image based on doodle input.

e The proposed model is a very lightweight segmentation model (with
only 8M parameters) that outperformed state-of-the-art models. This
model incorporates depthwise separable and pointwise convolution blocks,

a residual connection, and an attention module Squeeze-and-Excitation
(SE) block.

e Multi-stage fusion is combined for feature fusion at different levels.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: Section [ presents a com-
prehensive review of related works and analyzes existing research gaps. Sec-
tion [3| discusses the dataset, model architecture. In section |4 we explore the
experimental setup which includes different hyperparameter tunings, and
evaluation metrics employed in our study. Section [5| presents our experimen-
tal results, and compares the results between our model and other models.
The paper concludes with a summary of our findings and potential future
directions in Section [6l

2. Literature Review

Image segmentation is one of the fundamental image processing tech-
niques along with image classification and object detection. Through seg-
mentation, the region of interest is separated from background objects. One
of the earliest techniques of image segmentation was region growing. This
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technique starts with a seed pixel and recursively adds neighboring pixels
with similar properties (such as intensity or color) to form a coherent re-
gion. Steven [18] reviewed region growing systems and their role in pictorial
segmentation. Besides the mentioned technique, some of the other methods
were used for segmentation like thresholding [19], canny edge detection [20],
clustering [21]. However, all these techniques were widely used before the
rise of deep learning.

The Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) proposed by Lecun et al. [22]
revolutionized the field of computer vision. Full Convolutional Networks
(FCN) proposed by Long et al. [23] set a new standard for end-to-end se-
mantic segmentation which built the foundation layer of U-Net, a specialized
medical image segmentation model, proposed by Ronneberger et al. [24].

Popular medical image segmentation models like U-Net, V-Net [25], At-
tention U-Net [26], Deeplab [27], Mask R-CNN [28], SegNet [29] are generally
used for a specific segmentation task like heart segmentation or lung segmen-
tation etc. with single input. However, for more convenience, multi-organ
segmentation has grabbed the attention of researchers to improve existing
segmentation works.

For multi-organ segmentation, Liu et al. [30] presented a method for de-
lineating posterior ribs, anterior ribs, and clavicles automatically using a fully
convolutional DenseNet (FC-DenseNet) as a pixel classifier. For loss func-
tion, they used pixel-weighted loss. Wang et al. [31] took one step further
by segmenting the clavicle, anterior rib, posterior rib, and all bones. They
proposed Multitask Dense Connection U-Net (MDU-Net) for segmenting the
aforementioned organs. Also to force the network to learn the background
features, they proposed a mask encoding mechanism. Jie et al. [32] in-
troduced Mask R-CNN for instance segmentation of lung fields, heart, and
clavicles. Kholiavchenko et al. [33] improved the performance of lung fields,
heart, and clavicle segmentation by providing organ contour information.
Wang et al. [34] proposed Multi-objective Segmentation Method for chest
X-rays based on Collaborative Learning from Multiple Partially Annotated
Datasets (called: MSM-CLMPAD). Their model can accurately segment ribs,
clavicles, heart, and lung fields, from chest X-ray images. Compared to
multi-organ segmentation, it will be more beneficial if instead of segmenting
all organs every time, the model can segment an organ based on user input
or prompt. This interactive multi-organ segmentation leads to versatility,
efficiency, and flexibility.

Even though segmentation is mostly related to organ separation, seg-



mentation is also used for disease identification. An important application
of disease segmentation was demonstrated by Havaei et al. [35] who used
segmentation on brain tumours. Campello et al. [36] in their work presented
the results of the Multi-Centre, Multi-Vendor and Multi-Disease Cardiac
Segmentation (M&Ms) Challenge.

In computer vision applications, CLIP (Contrastive Language-Image Pre-
training) [37], ALIGN (A Large-scale ImaGe and Noisy-text embedding)
[38], Flamingo [39], BLIP (Bootstrapping Language-Image Pretraining) [40]
are some of the models that combine both image and text base modality.
Segment Anything Model (SAM) by Meta Al revolutionalized the field of
prompt-based image segmentation [41]. The strength of SAM lies in its inter-
active segmentation: the model segments the target following the user-given
prompts, such as a point, a bounding box, or free text-like descriptions. How-
ever, the inadequate performance of SAM in medical image segmentation led
to SAM-Med2D by Cheng et al. [42]. To convert SAM into SAM-Med2D, the
SAM model was fine-tuned using 4.6M images and 19.7M masks from public
and private datasets. An alternate approach was taken by Wu et al. [43]
who instead of fine-tuning, proposed the Medical SAM Adapter (Med-SA).
Med-SA incorporates domain-specific medical knowledge into the segmenta-
tion model using a light yet effective adaptation technique. Jun et al. [44]
took a unique approach, proposing MedSAM, a foundation model that en-
ables universal medical image segmentation. Wu et al. [45] introduced a new
model called ”One-Prompt Segmentation” which combines the strengths of
one-shot and interactive methods. Besides the models that accept image-
based prompts, many models are being developed that work with text-based
prompts. SegCLIP, developed by Luo et al. [46], works with text-based
prompts for segmentation.

In summary, these studies show promising results in the field of multiple
organ and disease segmentation and prompt-based medical image segmenta-
tion. However, there exists a few research gaps. There is no Chest X-Ray
focused interactive segmentation method for all organs and diseases. Also,
multi-disease segmentation models are very limited, especially a method that
combines both multi-disease and multi-organ segmentation for Chest X-Ray
is nowhere to be found according to the best of our knowledge along with a
dedicated dataset. Our work focuses on filling the existing gaps.



3. Methodology

A dual-input segmentation model, Prompt2SegCXR, was developed to
segment specific regions in chest X-rays using doodle prompts. Chest X-rays
and segmentation masks were sourced from different datasets. prompts were
created by medical expert authors of this research. The model’s architecture
was designed with a custom DPRconvSE block incorporating SE attention for
feature extraction, along with multi-level fusion in the encoder and decoder.
Features were upscaled in the decoder and combined with skip connections
to generate precise segmentation masks.

3.1. Dataset Description

The original Chest X-rays were collected from three different datasets.
The first source was the Japanese Society of Radiological Technology (JSRT)
dataset [47], which contained only the Chest X-rays and no masks. The
segmentation masks for the JSRT dataset were collected from the work by
Ginneken et al. [48], which contained organ-wise segmentation. From the
JSRT dataset, we selected 150 chest X-ray images for each of the following
classes: Right Clavicle, Heart, Right Lung, Left Clavicle, and Left Lung.

The second source for the Chest X-rays was the VinDr-RibCXR Dataset
[49], which also contained masks, but only for ribs. We took 100 Chest X-rays
and their corresponding Rib masks from this dataset.

The final dataset, from which the Chest X-rays were collected, was the
Shenzhen Hospital, China dataset [50]. Discase-wise segmentation masks
for the remaining classes were provided by this dataset. A maximum of 50
samples per class was taken from this dataset.

Our dataset consisted of 23 classes, including both organs and diseases.
The six organ classes were: Right Clavicle, Right Lung, Left Clavicle, Left
Lung, and Rib. The remaining 17 classes were diseases, which included Api-
cal Thickening, Calcified lymph node, Calcified Nodule, Cavity, Pleural Ef-
fusion, Miliary, Severe Infiltrate (Consolidation), Linear Density, Small Infil-
trate (non-linear), Retraction, Clustered Nodule (2mm-5mm part), Adenopa-
thy, Pleural Thickening (non-apical), Calcification (other than nodule or
lymph node), Moderate Infiltrate (non-linear), Thickening of interlobar fis-
sure, and Single Nodule (non-calcified).

Each image belonging to a certain class in our dataset had an original
Chest X-ray (CXR) and a corresponding segmentation mask.



The number of images belonging to each class whether it is CXR or
prompt or mask is shown in Figure
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Figure 1: Number of Images in Each Class of CXR or Masks or Doodle Prompt

3.2. Prompt Preparation

The doodle prompts were carefully crafted by the medical experts on our
team. Using Microsoft Image Viewer, they annotated chest X-rays (CXRs) to
highlight specific organs or disease-affected regions. The prompts were then
refined by isolating the annotated pixel range, assigning them their intended
color, and setting all other pixels to zero for clarity and precision. The pre-
pared prompts are available with the necessary information to map them with

the original datasets at https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/abduzzami/prompt2segexr-
dataset.

3.3. Pre-Processing

Several pre-processing techniques were applied to enhance the input im-
ages for our model so that it can be segmented easily. The preprocessing
techniques applied in this work were cropping, resizing & grayscale conver-
sion, histogram equalization, and normalization.


https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/abduzzami/prompt2segcxr-dataset
https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/abduzzami/prompt2segcxr-dataset

At first, cropping was applied to certain images that met the criteria.
Some of the masks were very small and had a high chance that the model
would not be able to properly generate their mask. That’s why cropping was
used. The non-zero pixels in the mask represent the area of interest. smallest
bounding box that contains all non-zero pixels in the mask was calculated.
A padding value of 100 pixels was used which expanded the bounding box so
that the area of interest had a margin around it. Finally, it was ensured that
the cropped bounding box was square. Then, if the boundary box covered
half the area, the mask was already large enough, so cropping was skipped.

After that, all the images and prompts were converted to the image size
of (256,256). In addition, they were converted to grayscale images.

We applied histogram equalization to improve the distribution of pixel
intensities across the image. This technique effectively stretched the contrast,
making visual features more prominent.

We normalized the original image and the mask image. We generated a
unique value for each of the classes. We assigned the unique value to all the
non zero pixel values of a particular doodle of a chest x-ray belonging to a
certain class.

3.4. Model Architecture

In this work one of our major contributions was the introduction of
Prompt2SegCXR, a lightweight architecture designed to segment specific
regions of a Chest X-ray based on a given prompt. Our proposed model
utilized various custom blocks with an attention module. The architecture
of our model along with used custom blocks are shown in Figure



doodle
(256,256,1)

chest xray
(256,256.1)

| DPRconvsE
bl (64)

DPReonvSE
(64)

)

Fusion cat

conv2D
(1. (11},
sigmuoid)

B |

" DPRconvSE = p L
Fusion (128) g & Segmentation | |
g Mask J i

! [ DPReonvsE
| (128)

=]
=
- DPRconvSE 2
£
Fusion (256) 5 3
g

g
Fusi DPReonvSE 2q
usion (5121 g cﬁ
o
g
B mex pooiing (2x2)
: @
£
a2
DPRconvSE Fusion g E
(1024)
g
Multi Lebel Feature Fusion Encoder Decoder

Convad Batch )
(filters, 1x1} Normalization JESSUGEEL

Batch Normalization

H

Figure 2: Prompt2SegCXR Model Architecture
3.4.1. DPRconvSE Block

The encoder and decoder of our segmentation model had a custom con-
volution block called DPRconvSE(Depthwise Pointwise Residual convolution
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block with SE attention module). This block employed a 3x3 depthwise
convolution, followed by batch normalization and ReLU activation. A 1x1
pointwise convolution, along with another batch normalization and ReLU
activation layer, is then applied afterwards. Subsequently, an SE (Squeeze-
and-Excitation) attention module was employed and added to a residual
connection from the input, which passes through a 1x1 pointwise convolution
layer with batch normalization. The added result was then passed through
a ReLu activation function, which was the output of the DPRconvSE block.

3.4.2. SE attention module

This SE (Squeeze-and-Excitation) attention module was first proposed by
Hu et al. [51I]. The SE attention module we implemented in the DPRconvSE
block, applies global average pooling to the input features, followed by two
fully connected layers with ReLLU and sigmoid activations. Then multiply it
by the input to form the output.

3.4.3. Encoder

The encoder takes two single-channel inputs: the original chest X-ray and
a prompt. Both inputs go through the same processing stages. In the first
stage, each input is processed by a DPRconvSE block with 64x64 filters, and
their outputs are combined using a fusion block.

The resulting features were then passed through four more stages, each
consisting of 2x2 max pooling and a DPRconvSE block. In each stage, the
filter size of the DPRconvSE block doubles, reaching 1024x1024 in the final
stage. At every stage, the outputs of the DPRconvSE block for both inputs
were fused using separate fusion blocks.

All five outputs from these fusion blocks were then passed to the decoder.

In summary, the encoder utilized DPRconvSE blocks for feature extrac-
tion, 2x2 max pooling for downsampling, and multi-level fusion to combine
features from the chest X-ray and prompt at various stages of processing in
an integrated way. The fusion blocks integrated the features from the same
stage for both inputs, ensuring effective combination before the decoder step.

3.4.4. Decoder

The decoder received five inputs from the encoder. Starting with the
output from stage 5, the features are upsampled using a 2x2 kernel and
concatenated with the features from the stage 4 fusion block. This combined
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output was then processed through a DPRconvSE block with a 512x512
kernel.

This process is repeated for two more stages. In each stage, the fea-
tures were upsampled, concatenated with the corresponding features from
the previous fusion block, and passed through a DPRconvSE block. As the
process continues, the filter size of the DPRconvSE block was halved, and
upsampling was done using a 2x2 kernel.

In the final stage, the upsampled features were concatenated with the
features from the stage 1 fusion block. The combined features were then
passed through a DPRconvSE block with a 64x64 filter size, followed by a
1x1 convolution. Finally, a sigmoid activation function generated the output
mask.

In summary, the decoder blocks primarily utilized the DPRconvSE block
for feature extraction, concatenation to combine features from various stages,
and upsampling to increase spatial resolution.

The overall working algorithm is explained in Algorithm [1]
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Algorithm 1 Prompt2SegCXR Model with Dual Inputs

1: Input:
2:  I: Image Input of shape (256,256, 1).
3:  D: Doodle Input of shape (256,256, 1).
4: Output:
5:  M: Segmentation mask of shape (256,256, 1).
6: Step 1: Define DPRconvSE Block
7:  Input: Feature map z, filters f, kernel size k = 3, activation o = ReLU.
8:  Apply Depthwise Convolution with & x k kernel and Batch Normalization.
9:  Apply Pointwise Convolution with f filters and Batch Normalization.
10:  Apply Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) Block:
11: Compute global average pooling on .
12: Dense layer with f/16 units and ReLU activation.
13: Dense layer with f units and Sigmoid activation.
14: Multiply SE weights with x.

15:  Add residual connection between input x and SE output.
16:  Output: Transformed feature map.

17: Step 2: Define Image and Doodle Encoder

18:  Input: Input image X of shape (256,256, 1).

19: At each scale, apply:

20: DPRconvSE block with filter sizes: [64, 128,256,512, 1024].
21: MaxPooling operation for downsampling.
22:  Output: Feature maps from multiple scales:

convl, conv2, conv3, conv4, convs.
23: Step 3: Fuse Features from Image and Doodle Encoders
24: Extract feature maps convl—convb from both I and D.
25: Fuse feature maps at each scale using element-wise concatenation:
26:  fusionl = Concat(image_conv1l, doodle_convl).
27:  fusion2 = Concat(image_conv2, doodle_conv2).
28: e
29: Step 4: Decoder Path (Upsampling and Skip Connections)
30:  Start with fused feature map fusion:

31: Apply Upsampling by 2 x 2.

32: Concatenate with fusion4 (skip connection).

33: Apply DPRconvSE with 512 filters.

34:  Repeat for fusion3, fusion2, fusionl:

35: Upsample, concatenate, and apply DPRconvSE at each scale.

36: Step 5: Generate Segmentation Output
37 Apply a 1 x1 Convolution with Sigmoid activation on the final decoder layer.

38:  Output the segmentation mask M.
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4. Experimental Setup

The success of a deep learning model depends heavily on the careful de-
sign and execution of the experimental setup. In this section, we outline the
various steps taken to prepare, train, and evaluate our segmentation model.
This involves addressing data imbalances, employing robust cross-validation
techniques, tuning hyperparameters for optimal performance, selecting ap-
propriate evaluation metrics, and leveraging computational resources effec-
tively. Each component of the setup was crucial in ensuring the model’s
reliability, efficiency, and accuracy.

4.1. Handling Class Imbalance

To address the class imbalance in the dataset, we applied the random
oversampling technique. This method works by increasing the number of
samples in the minority classes by randomly duplicating existing samples
until all classes have the same number of samples. This ensured that the
dataset was balanced, allowing the model to learn features from all classes
equally during training. As a result, the risk of the model favoring majority
classes was reduced, improving its overall performance and reliability. This
oversampling was applied to only on the train-validation set after splitting
the dataset into train-validation and test sets.

4.2. Cross-Validation

A 5-fold cross-validation strategy was employed to ensure our model’s ro-
bustness and reliability. The dataset was initially split into training/validation
and testing sets in an 80:20 ratio such a way that every class of data is di-
vided into that ratio. The training/validation set was divided into 5 equally
sized subsets (folds). In each iteration, 1 fold served as the validation set,
while the remaining 4 folds were used for training the model. This process
was repeated 5 times, ensuring that each fold was used as the validation set
exactly once.

Each fold was trained for 20 epochs with a batch size of 16, leading to
a total of 100 epochs across all 5 folds. This training process mitigated the
risk of over-fitting by exposing the model to various data distributions. The
performance metrics from each fold were averaged to give an overall measure
of the model’s effectiveness.
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4.3. Hyperparameter Tuning

To achieve optimal performance and efficient training, we carefully tuned
several hyperparameters. The initial learning rate was set to 0.001, and a
learning rate reduction strategy was employed where, if the validation Dice
coefficient remained constant for five consecutive epochs, the learning rate
was reduced to 20% of its current value. This process continued until the
learning rate reached a minimum value of 1 x 107°. To prevent overfitting, an
early stopping criterion was implemented, where training was halted if the
validation Dice coefficient did not improve for 10 consecutive epochs. Addi-
tionally, model checkpointing was used during training to save the model’s
weights whenever an improvement in the validation Dice coefficient was ob-
served, ensuring the best-performing model configuration was preserved for
final evaluation.

4.4. FEvaluation Metrics

To assess the model’s performance, we employed the following metrics:

1. Dice Coefficient: The Dice coefficient [52] is used to measure the simi-
larity between the predicted and ground truth segmentation masks. It
is calculated as:

. 2-1XNY|
Dice = ————- (1)
X[+ Y]
where X and Y are the ground truth and predicted masks, respectively,
and | - | denotes the number of elements in each set.

2. Jaccard Index: The Jaccard index [53], also called Intersection over
Union (IoU), measures the overlap between two sets. It is defined as:

|IX NY]|
I X UY|
where X and Y are the ground truth and predicted masks.

3. Area Under the Curve (AUC): The AUC [54] evaluates the model’s
ability to distinguish between positive and negative samples. It rep-
resents the area under the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC)
curve.

(2)

Jaccard =

4. Binary Accuracy: Binary accuracy [55] measures the percentage of
correctly classified pixels.
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4.5. Loss Function

The Dice coefficient loss was used as the optimization objective. It is
defined as:

DiceLoss = 1 — DiceCoef ficient (3)

By minimizing this loss, the model was encouraged to maximize the Dice
coefficient, which improves segmentation accuracy.

4.6. Machine Configuration

This study was conducted using the computational resources provided by
Kaggle’s GPU-accelerated platform [56]. A Kaggle Notebook environment
equipped with two NVIDIA Tesla T4 GPUs, each offering 16GB of GDDR6
memory and 2,560 CUDA cores, was utilized.

5. Results & Discussion

The scores achieved by our model were compared with other state-of-the-
art methods on the segmentation task. The comparison focused on Dice,
Jaccard, AUC, and Accuracy, as well as the model’s ability to generalize
across different datasets and handle variability in the input images. All the
scores presented in this paper were obtained by averaging the scores from
three independent runs.

5.1. Scores Obtained by Our Model

Since the dataset included both organ and disease categories, we con-
ducted training in three different configurations: (I) using the entire dataset,
(IT) using only the organ images, and (III) using only the disease images.
The results from training on the entire dataset are presented in Table|l], the
results from training on only the organs are shown in Table [2[and the results
from training and evaluating on the diseases, excluding those on which our
model did not achieve attractive results, are provided in Table [3] Most of
the classes got an attractive score, though a few classes like Linear Density,
Thickening of Interlobar Fissure, Calcified Lymph Node, and Single Nodule
(non-calcified) got a less attractive score than others.

The superior performance of the Prompt2SegCXR model can be attributed
to its combination of advanced architectural components. The use of depth-
wise pointwise convolutions allowed the model to efficiently extract features
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Table 1: Results of Training and Evaluating on Full Dataset

Class Dice Jaccard AUC Accuracy
Right Clavicle 86.32 76.12 91.76 98.36
Heart 92.87 86.73 94.58 95.99
Apical Thickening 64.96  48.54  83.77 98.60
Calcified Lymph Node 38.69  24.00 7247 98.76
Rib 81.18  66.96  87.09 90.10
Calcified Nodule 76.36  65.89  85.65 99.47
Cavity 66.32 49.68 86.29 98.61
Right Lung 95.80 91.96 96.38 98.49
Pleural Effusion 60.55  43.83  77.81 93.81
Miliary 82.50  70.75  91.12 95.86
Severe Infiltrate (Consolidation) 89.61  81.31  95.17 97.24
Linear Density 19.83 11.28 57.51 97.64
Small Infiltrate (non-linear) 58.21  41.48  73.61 94.10
Thickening of Interlobar Fissure 3475 2296  64.89 97.58
Retraction 44.41 31.04 68.14 93.36
Clustered Nodule (2mm-5mm apart) 84.61  73.71  96.07 99.39
Adenopathy 79.09  65.96  89.32 96.78
Left Clavicle 78.60 65.06 84.46 97.89
Left Lung 94.09 88.95 95.01 98.32
Pleural Thickening (non-apical) 64.66  47.87  86.99 98.64
Calcification (other than nodule/lymph node) 50.20  34.41  76.97 97.92
Moderate Infiltrate (non-linear) 68.40  53.60  80.52 94.94
Single Nodule (non-calcified) 39.90 2738  71.18 98.39
All 81.62 70.38 88.92 97.03

Table 2: Results of Training and Evaluating on only Organs

Class Dice Jaccard AUC Accuracy
Right Clavicle 89.73  81.58  94.28 98.70
Heart 94.22  89.11  96.59 98.62
Right Lung  97.24  94.64  98.76 98.97
Rib 78.92  65.21  87.15 90.35
Left Clavicle  91.02  83.62  95.10 98.82
Left Lung 97.13 9443  98.69 99.10
All 92.47  86.45  96.00 97.57
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Table 3: Results of Training and Evaluating on only Diseases excluding few

Class Dice Jaccard AUC Accuracy
Apical Thickening 70.80  55.40  87.59 98.34
Calcified Lymph Node 30.14 17.75  59.67 95.90
Calcified Nodule 65.37  49.25  79.88 99.31
Cavity 72.02 57.26 91.10 98.56
Pleural Effusion 62.61  45.69  80.84 94.54
Miliary 81.24  68.52  88.94 95.50
Severe Infiltrate (Consolidation) 87.563 7846  92.68 97.12
Small Infiltrate (non-linear) 64.42 4791  78.32 94.72
Retraction 52.73 35.89 73.58 91.20
Clustered Nodule (2mm-5mm apart) 77.61  63.77  92.86 98.65
Adenopathy 71.68  56.45  83.41 96.23

Pleural Thickening (non-apical) 60.13  44.11  81.73 98.37
Moderate Infiltrate (non-linear) 66.05 49.85  81.03 93.67
All 73.08 57.63 85.63 96.86

while reducing computational complexity, enabling it to handle intricate pat-
terns and variations in the input data. The inclusion of residual connections
helped mitigate issues related to vanishing gradients, ensuring that important
feature maps are preserved throughout the network. Squeeze-and-Excitation
(SE) attention modules further enhanced feature selection by focusing on
the most relevant areas of the input, emphasizing significant details while
suppressing less informative ones. The multi-stage fusion mechanism played
a crucial role by aggregating features from different levels of abstraction, ef-
fectively integrating low-level details with high-level context. This approach
allowed the model to maintain accuracy across diverse and complex datasets,
where simple feature extraction might fail. Together, these elements en-
able the Prompt2SegCXR model to achieve robust and precise segmenta-
tion, making it particularly effective in challenging scenarios where standard
models might underperform.

The performance of the Prompt2SegCXR model varied across different
classes, highlighting both its strengths and limitations. Prompt2SegCXR
showed a little bit less attractive scores for diseases than the organs. This is
a possibility due to the region of segmentation in diseases being very small.
So the doodle generation was also challenging for the diseases, particularly
for Linear Density. Linear Density affected regions are very small in size and
of line shape. Few other disease classes, such as Thickening of Interlobar
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Fissure, and Calcified Lymph Node, exhibited lower scores due to similar
reasons.

Additionally, imbalances in the dataset, particularly in classes with fewer
samples, limited the model’s ability to generalize effectively, despite the ap-
plication of oversampling techniques. Overlapping visual characteristics be-
tween certain classes, such as Pleural Effusion and Adenopathy, also con-
tributed to misclassifications. The quality of the user-provided prompts fur-
ther influences the model’s performance; ambiguous or imprecise prompts
can reduce segmentation accuracy. While the lightweight architecture en-
sures computational efficiency, it may lack the depth required to capture
highly complex or nuanced features compared to more extensive state-of-
the-art models.

The graphical view of the performance of our model is shown in Figure

Bl
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5.2. Performance of Ablation Experiments

We conducted a series of ablation experiments to assess the incremental
contributions of various architectural components and techniques to the seg-
mentation performance. Starting with the baseline network, which utilized a
multi stage feature fusion technique, we progressively incorporated the point-
wise and depthwise convolutions, squeeze-and-excitation attention module,
residual connections, and a random oversampling technique to address class
imbalance. The results are presented in Table [4]

The baseline model, incorporating pointwise convolutions, achieved a Dice
score of 66.94% and an jaccard index of 51.79%. The addition of depthwise
convolutions improved feature extraction efficiency, leading to a Dice score
of 78.69%. Incorporating the squeeze-and-excitation attention module en-
hanced the network’s ability to focus on significant regions, increasing the
Dice score to 79.32%. Adding residual connections further facilitated gradient
flow, resulting in a Dice score of 79.92%. Finally, addressing class imbalance
through random oversampling yielded the best performance, achieving a Dice
score of 81.62%, a Jaccard index of 70.38%, and an accuracy of 97.03%. These
findings underscore the critical role of combining architectural advancements
with effective data-balancing techniques to achieve robust segmentation per-
formance.

Table 4: Performance metrics for various model configurations, showcasing the impact
of progressively integrating Pointwise Convolution (PW), Depthwise Convolution (DW),
Squeeze-and-Excitation attention module (SE), Residual Connections (RC), and Random
Oversampling (ROS) on segmentation accuracy

Cases Dice  Jaccard AUC  Accuracy
Baseline+PW+PW 66.94 51.79 87.08 93.32
Baseline+DW+PW 78.69 66.68 91.03 96.09
Baseline+ DW+PW+SE 79.32 67.37 90.69 96.27
Baseline+ DW+PW-+SE+RC 79.92 68.45  92.42 96.33

Baseline+DW+PW+SE+RC+ROS (proposed) 81.62  70.38  88.92 97.03

5.3. Comparison with Other Works

To the best of our knowledge, this was the first doodle prompt-based
Chest X-ray segmentation work, there was no existing model that could
be trained on the dataset and be compared to our work. So we com-

pared the performance of our model with variations of the Segment Anything
Model (SAM). At present SAM-based medical image segmentation models
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are the most prominent general-purpose, prompt-based segmentation mod-
els. As prompt they require BBox (Bounding Box). Table [5| compares our
model(trained on the full dataset) with SAM-based medical image segmen-
tation models (zero-shot prediction).

Table 5: Comparison of Prompt2SegCXR Model and few SAM based zero-shot models

Models Prompt Dice Jaccard AUC Accuracy

SAM BBox 71.25 58.16 84.09 92.64
MedSAM BBox 74.82 62.98 83.74 95.38
SAM Med 2D  BBox 73.66 61.37 85.95 95.28
Ours Doodle 81.62 70.38 88.92 97.03

The Prompt2SegCXR model outperformed other SAM-based medical im-
age segmentation models in zero-shot prediction due to its effective multi-
stage fusion architecture. The choice of a doodle-based prompt rather than
a bounding box also enhanced its performance by capturing detailed, region-
specific features. These elements allowed the model to achieve better seg-
mentation accuracy even with fewer parameters. Other models may have
struggled to match the performance of Prompt2SegCXR because they were
not specifically trained on the diverse set of diseases present in our dataset.
This lack of targeted training limited their ability to handle the unique char-
acteristics and complexities associated with these specific medical conditions,
reducing their segmentation accuracy and preventing them from fully lever-
aging the required information for precise diagnosis.

6. Conclusions and Future Works

This study introduces a dataset containing doodle prompts for Chest X-
ray (CXR) segmentation, which includes a variety of organs and diseases,
along with a unique doodle prompt mechanism. The dataset covers 6 or-
gans and 17 diseases, making it ideal for developing models that can seg-
ment multiple organs and diseases. Along with the dataset, we present
Prompt2SegCXR, a lightweight segmentation model that uses user-provided
prompts (doodles) to segment organs and diseases interactively. Unlike tra-
ditional models, Prompt2SegCXR can handle multiple organs and diseases
with high accuracy and precision. Its lightweight design ensures it performs
efficiently, even in resource-limited environments like hospitals. Compared
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to current state-of-the-art models, Prompt2SegCXR outperforms in both
accuracy and precision, making it a promising tool for improving clinical
workflows. Together, the prompt dataset and Prompt2SegCXR set a new
standard for prompt-based segmentation, with potential applications beyond
Chest X-rays.

While this work provides a strong foundation for prompt-based segmen-
tation in medical imaging, there are several areas for future research and
improvement. Despite its strengths, the model’s performance on disease seg-
mentation was slightly lower than for organs, especially in some particular
diseases, primarily due to challenges in segmenting small or complex regions.
Challanges in creating prompts for small and complex shapes of affected re-
gions, dataset imbalances and overlapping visual features also contributed to
reduced performance. Future works can focus on these issues to be solved.
These also include expanding Prompt2SegCXR to other medical imaging
types like CT scans, MRIs, and ultrasounds to enhance its generalization.
Additionally, applying transfer learning to fine-tune the model for specific
diseases and integrating it into existing clinical workflows would improve
its real-world applicability. By addressing these areas, future research can
enhance prompt-based segmentation, leading to more flexible and accurate
diagnostic tools.
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