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Abstract: To address the issues of insufficient annotated data samples and limitations of traditional aug-

mentation methods in cell image segmentation tasks, this study first proposed a data augmentation ap-
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proach based on diffusion models for the joint generation of paired cell images and masks. The method con-
structed an end-to-end joint generation framework consisting of a noise-prediction U-Net and a dedicated
noise sampler. It stacked raw cell images and their corresponding masks into four-channel joint images by
channel, enabling single-stage joint generation of high-quality synthetic data and effectively avoiding cumu-
lative errors introduced by multi-stage generation pipelines. The model integrated temporal positional em-
bedding and multi-head self-attention mechanism to enhance the model’s ability to model the fine-grained
corresponding relationships between cell structural features and semantic masks. It also adopted the mean
squared error loss function and cosine annealing learning rate scheduler to optimize the training dynamics
and stabilize convergence. Comprehensive experimental results conducted on the CryoNuSeg and IS-
BI2012 benchmark datasets demonstrate that the proposed method significantly improves the performance
of downstream segmentation models. Under the DPM+ + 2M Karras sampling setting, the IoU and Dice
scores on the CryoNuSeg dataset reach 62.50% and 75. 78% respectively, which outperform convention-
al augmentation techniques such as flipping, rotation, and scaling. The results fully verify the superiority
of joint generation augmentation in expanding data diversity and improving segmentation accuracy, provid-

ing an efficient, feasible, and generalizable data augmentation solution for cell image segmentation in sce-

narios with scarce annotations.

Key words: cell image segmentation; diffusion models; data augmentation; UNet; joint generation

1 3 7

1 G B 3 5 e 4 T 2 X A IR 2R R
St — R 5] ] BB JLART S 4 AR Ak B R AR
A WU Z I AR AR DA A B R P i o 3 Rh O ik
TG e M 5 A RS R Bl B kW ] TR AH IR
) B A R 2 R o AT 55 R iz Ak g T .
WL A% G B A B R B OR A R e R84
O ERBY B DL K s B R AR AR X S AR 4 i
UATE D) IV R &N E A = SN S5 4 X 38
BR300 A 0 KURS: o A0, Zeiser 558 AN K
AR A TR R R N S RS Y R T B, Ik
U-Net £ B %6 2L X O 8 R v iy i e it 47 4581
SE AR o R TR PR .
JE Bl M, Manjunath 25 A58 1 £ 98 3 58 H A I
YRk HE J5 1) ResUNet 4444, T CT B iy BT
JUE K FC R 43 80 o A IR R R Y 6 R
PRl 2 AL G Bl S ik i T B, il
38 2ok S N P AR A B, AT LT 0L I S PR 2
P A5 rh i D %) W P T I R RERT B 4, AT 5
Y X S B A4 A8 1 BE 7 o Nalepa % A3l
Su LT e e O ROV Tl S N = L
FE R R R ST AR A5 Oy vk AR Ak B BR BAS OF-
1 B2 7 R AR I T o R O W A AR T AR A

TE i 98 o WUAT 55 v B B R E RS B .t Ab
A AR B BRI BT 3D R 4
B, e/ AR A8 B R T 2 ) Y R R B T AR
BT 85 RS B, 3 S g R X s 2 15 A P A 4 At
TH IR

A8 A 0 B G 5 T 1 A R 2 AR 4y )
RN S, A Jmy BR AR B d o 336 26 5 4R A
TR T AR B X DA g o B L B 2 G
R4k . PR, TR B Lk R Y g BT 55
Bf A5 G 3 i O i E FH M T RESZ PR .

7 IR 5 550 12 1 o 04 R 8 F 2 P Bk A 1
9T VE 45 A R R 8 il A A A 0y 4% g8 AR
S B e B A AR o BB Y 0 Ak e O
Bk o 5 — 0 BCHE HY 5R 7 s A L TR A B
AL DL R TS A B 2 AR A B I SR AR A, AT
Hig o ABE AR S AN (] 28 Y AR AR AR B P . R I
MR & B AL 36 45 & JL ] A8 $e 55 0 S A 3 TR
JE 2 o) A R R 5 0% 5 AR Ak B EOR /Y R A
o fln, He % ANV T — B 4l I ZE SO Bt
® 2% ( Generative Adversarial Networks,, GAN) {&
BFIE CT EHGRFE i J5 3, 38 i G BT 4t 5
Az R BT g R, O — R RO g R OE . X
J7 ik R TR DX 88 ) RS e e T
o 400G ) B, I 76 U 25 3D 4 AR 28 9 45 (Con-



654 e K TR

34 %

volutional Neural Network, CNN) B} J& #i H
¥ FH, Abdelhafiz %5 N FF & T —FH T
LR A8 ST 43 ) 10 6 B 8 ) 2% 5 A I
A RE A T A% G0 K d 46 5 B R e % Lk B A
B NI 4 T T 43 F0 AT 55 00 o o B & Bk
WF 5 57, 3K b 7 i BE 06 AT 0 Ak B AR b i g
FEORUR B A . e Ah , Verma 28 AR T —
Ff i MIRT &% 43 #0 B9 TR A 7 15 B 4% B 6 155 R
B C M5 E R TR IR A ES & .
A TIPSO 1 42 )Ry 48 2 fig )1 ik KIFECM 1Y
BARWB,NMAREMMIEERIALD A
Je 5 H A g ), 3 A A 4 RO Ak R g 5 A
PR ML 1% 07 T A B0 5 R S0
gy E Pk RE AR B B FE R T . 5 Ah, Tsensee %
UEHR T T UNet (9 25 2 845 2 %) B 3E B
HE 42 nnU-Net, £ & H 3h £ 3 58 A H At f 16 3R
W o T AME SR B ) B T CT IR ), 3 o TR
A B0 1 A R W B TR TR 0 o e N 2
R RE 1, Tt 7 A B 22 Fh 21 20 25 R 1 TR AR I 3%
i

i R A Bk T BUE s B R — e
B HE T I — e Pk i . e TR A kT
N R RO BSOSl [
14 5 AT RE 23 5 R RO 1 B 2 M R 1 A T R
A 18 I Al Ay R W I

A R BT R 4% (G AN) U — il 3 2 5
D5 R AR A R B 0 B 25 L me % 2k
I 5 S B A AL R AR AR A B 2 EAR 4y
F R GAN B 72 T B0 5 R ) AL
P BEAR AN L WS L o 8 A s A R,
GAN BE WS 75 R K AR vE A A AT 4 T~ , Sk
Z (W YR RE A, DT 48 =5 43 1455 Y 170 45 e
ZALHE S . B GAN 3958 548 69 75 3, 8 o
i A S D AR KRS — B0 B R R R
R X AN ) T 2 LR [ 4 4 45 4 B9 4 1 g
B, Wei X 8 Al T —Fh 1R A GAN A
TS X B CNN 228, T CT & 1 H
E5) 01 o ISR AR O 2 R A e A (O R S B
7808 1 8 o 3K R Jy vk (A% AU R 5 2% ) 2 R IT
JIETE 25, DT 45 3 T JFF IR 43 50 60 G BE . TR RE
Singh V & AR Y T — R AR 6 Bt R 45
oA LR e 0 LR X2 R R o ) B e

T ¥E, JBR T GAN-based 3 5 76 3 &5 4 EK &
77 A B . Mondal 28 AR H T — Fb
T A T P2 2 (GAN) B /D REAR =4 Z B
B 27 B 4 80 7 vk AT A Dy i AR R AL BE AT
Bs g v ny —FOE XL X ROy AR GE B
B A AR AS 38 T80 A FR 19 37 5t L BR 8 A &L
TR B 4y BIMERE . Chen C 28 ANV T
— BT WE B A R 1) B RS 3E N 7 vk,
GAN, 0] i J -0 JIE MRT FEUR 50 ) %4 R 3
5 1A Lb BN W] AR AR S B B8 7, DA
Ty EIR

BT GAN B34 58 J7 157 B8 2 G 53 %1 v B
157 I 35 WU (B RAFAE RS, %, GAN AR
Y 2 FR A] B A R B R, 5 B K I B
P o HLU, A i P ER 5 £ A fiE 52 FR TR A 1Y
YRR AR 5T 2 19 A B EHR AT e 25 5 M 43 51 25
Ao JFH GAN B By — A i AR B —
52 B AR AR B BRIl DL AR K )2 i A
P, [F I G AN AR Y (19 Y1 25 52 2 M A I8 o £ 1Y)
2 AT SR 2 Y WA 5T Y Bk

A5 Az B BT I 26 (G ANs) AR 73 [ 2 i
( Variational Autoencoders, VAEs) #1754 1 38
2 5 2 RG4S B SR W R 1) T Ak
AR BN ST i A BCHE A o 3K B AR R Y R 68
5 a6 s A RL A A5, DT BS hm DI R8s
ZFEVE R o 7E X BB MR 43 H) B, Li
NIRRT — b 2 4SO 1 SR HE 4L Tumor-
GAN, F| F] GANs A A 1 i b g 5, 3 5 )l
SRBIE AR IT B8 = 3 BRI 0 ME AR P, DT I8 2
5 106 g A B ASE AU A MR RE o R T I S e A
B8 CT Fn X6 &%, Al-Sheikh %8 ™ &
T 2 TR R A ) SR B B R R b
FHLi F8 AR B 728 S L B T T AS [R] 28 7 i S 9
1Y o S HERRPE o 75 HE IR A0 ) B A8 AR 3 2
U, Chokuwa % A"V Hl VAEs #F 17 5 3 77
Ak, i B A5 AL 55 N A [ R 5 B A0 1) R 1 45 2 Ak
W T HARE G s h e R, X
WF 5T 5 A T R0 1 5 A I 2% R 43 B b Y R
PE, JE 7R T Az R R A0 A A 2800 %k 5CHE A PR A sk
75 S Pk

FE T IS5 4 T Y B RO R Y R . A 4
PO A SE E T A R — RGB B 8K 2



43

PRPILAR, 45 3 T 9 BIORE RY 1d) 240 M P 5 5 IR 5 2B R 9 5 7 1 655

IR o SR, 78 B 2% R 4 #0 v 5 28 W) B A= B
P AGRR X N 1) 4 JEE T 22 iF 9 A 2 R0 T T Ak
B A AT R G o (H R Z R BT B i
SR TC 4% 1R B OB B AR R R AR S DA% AR
FEE A Sy 5 A 42 ) 2B R AR, B R =2 o ik R B
B A By 2 AR S ) B B, AT e OB
A AR I 1A AR AT R e A i EHR S
A 155 () DT JC 2 B . Shao % A 2 T Diffuse-
Expand J7 ¥ , 1l £ Il 2k — 4> BE B8 40 %1 SLRE 73 26
B A AR R 0 85 A Sy o3 26 L R g 26
i (8 o S RIORE AR R AT P B B A R s
A B B, SRS DA B Oy S 1 A IR R . A 3
ESEMY OB B b A AT AR R AR - R X
PR T 2D B R B N4 T T a1 CO-
VID-19 Al CGMH Pelvis #5044 - 43 #1 52 AL (1
PERE . DufE NI T — AN JC Ak 1R 1 B Y
A= BHE B, SR S R ArSDM (Adaptive Re-
finement Semantic Diffusion Model) LA i & Sy 4%
1 A2 A5 W 5 AR o %07 1k e G B e T Y 45
W B A EIAR , SRR AT 55 a0 8 A 3 0 A A T
Y2k R T 5 B 92 H R A 2 0 Machacek 4%
R T o R T A 4 A W IO
RN T A W iE SRR . % LA K
B4 4 ) B A 2% 0 2R R OR LA B iR TR
8 K R I B L S HE IS L3 D 5] AR AR T
e PR UTE W AR, B B B RE 68 AT A% b A 4D
A 9 G BHE ) 2 B 1 3K 6 T R T S
2 PR bR AR A R AR R A B HL R R
Mo AR Y A RS A AL B 4 A R Y 1] 2
BRI B8 Wi/ % R & T S bR i AR . il an
e B 2 R 4 0 vh 97 BB A A B G R
AR AT LLIK B 5 40 K & T 2 br v B 4R A S 1Y
A PE

PO Ay — A 2 O O HL R A8 AR
ZHREAL I o B A5 R T S I8 3R 0 AN 1l i PR
fili o 3K FIRR 1 SR AR 22 A AT RE B 43 FIHE D, A
T 45 1R 0 0 A 5 e P RN A 0 X BB Y R
W, 4 HIORE Y A AR B S A R R B LA R AT
HE HE 9 7 TR A R o AR, B AT R B
B it B2, vl Re AR R S HE R ) OC R A 4R B AR
TEJR BR o A SCHY AR B 76 il peax — )l £ i
By B RS A B A 2R B PR -4 REE T o DR T 4

B X6F 55 I 8 20 T 285 W 218 XU

Ry T A B PEAR 3 FIAT: 55 AR TE B A
B UL R A% S8 B8040 15 5 5 vk 0 SR B L AR SO T
— T 5L T BIORE R Y 20 A AR S R S A R
BARY Tk AR EETTERANT -

(1) 42y 7 — P 4 A 15 5 48 BB B A 28 Al
B9 78 07 vk 38 2o Al R S I U-Net 5 M R
FE i 09155 A8 BUHE 22, A1) A D e 15 R 10 T
Kl T 2B BAE T A B 25 AT S T
— 2P A e A R o

() e BRI RG T i AL 2 3k A
TR TTHUH B 58 TG 40 R B R G R A
BERE 7 o 0 X R s T, AR A B 08 T v A b Al 42
Y Jf R S R 2 (R B 2 2 O R L B T AR K
Bt Y i

(3) LE I Zr i #2 rh L SR T ¥ 07 % 22 (Mean
Squared Error, MSE) #i 2% bR 280 5 43 %38 k2%
A BE R A AL B AL I S5, {15 8 AL 7E B di 7 5 it
R ARAS A n I R Pk S PERE

(4) 38 & 78 CryoNuSeg 1 ISBI2012 % 4 4
RS B E B A AR B 9RO A TR Y R B £
FEPE R T 0 B0RG FE 5 10 B B WA, B
IR 43 FAT: 55 B2 it 7 — s 2 B BB 09 Bcis 9
TR T %

2 F ik

A SC AR A A A B R HG I IR 5 A T
FET5 ik, HA D AE Tt — A2 T 9 s 24 iy 1k
AR E R o ZHE SR i o o TR RO 4R Y o3
A, AR S DR B — B 2 PR AR S O A
s, DT A 25 T I R R0 4R L 4R T A I o) FIAR
TURIPERE o 181 1 0 20 i 12 5 5 8 M 0B 5 2 3 5t
DR DR

T
T IRIRHOBRI —> | 175w —> | AR
1 4 1% 5 i i A A Bl o 2k TR

Fig.1 Cell image and mask joint generation enhancement

method flow



656 e K TR

34 %

WP PR IZAESE 35 22y 9 35 0 A4 A« Mgt 7
I U-Net FE RAER . W B0 U-Net £ 58
2 o JEUUR B E S5 00 R AE 43 A, T M 7 SRR 2 DU I
i P v R A5 SR M R T 1 40 P AR B L
BRI it #2530 WA B Be 1 5, R
U B0 46 1 I 25 4 X M 7S TN U-Net A7 Y125,
it FL A8 A% o B TR0 5 2 B R b i R K,
i 1 I A A M 7S T U-Net 28 B0P™ 78 50908 4
IEHe I 5 [ b B S 45 A VE s Bl 4 T
Je S5 40 L G AR A )1
2.1 WmEGRSEIRES £ RIEELEN

20 e 5 5 RS IC G 2 1 i 2 A S A 3
A A N RGBA DU 18 B A A%, IF A
U-Net ., i [B] {5 A 2244 F1 22 3k 8 2 7 L], DGR e
25 A R SO e A i PR AR B L A

T2 SRR T 5 A S R O R 5 R
— 3 (0~255) , 4 5 f5 /INE 5z KAE 53 590 % 1 0
F 255, 5 4 G Ry I B LG, T 3L 52 3 R
R,G,B =l if , # FEAE S Al i (Alpha i B 2
i AE ), A A E g ) Concat BEAETE LA A
RGBA VU3 i (1 B A BRI 2kl B A 468 1F 1)
IR ] A B B« OF 1] 3 RO D R B A R E
USRS AR R S A M B R T SR
PR BE B — B MM RT — 25 45 3 5 B ) i B N 58
G W G &, 2 WU U-Net 3% 46 25 1Kk
2RI EA ER, B 1] A 22469 i B 2 B &
WAL BR 22 Sk VE B HL ] 4 9 4 AE 45 B AE
WAl 2 it 7R Sk 40 R S5 R I A A b B e
F izt BRI T ER SRS N ER R
Y558 R, BRI B ML A AR B RGBA DU 3 i
WA G, Bl S i B B 5 VE A G T8 B 3208 1L
FLA R E Al R T I B R T T A A {1k
AbBE RGB 38 T8 4 10T 240 M AR, 25 Sk K R T A%
WU 0 B Ak A R oI A ) 40 B TR AR S R R
= e DO DIV S i A 5 7 el e
G VI A T A A B B 22 1 £ B B R . AR
TR 22 A AR A il =X, %y T A A
A — 25 B 58 B A B, DD TR AR A
FI e o HAZ 0 7 T2 2T 40 EAR 5 4 S 1) o
AP R il A R 0 sk B RE W LR S
e RS 1 43

Add noise

U-Net Sample U-Net Sample

t ¢

Timestep=T
512 20 A G S T SR G A I B SR A

Fig.2 Joint image-mask generation enhancement archi-

Timestep=1

tecture

2.2 IEFAETN U-Net 2244

FE MR A 0 U-Net HEZE IR T — >4 21
P ) 4% - T A% 25 4 I 3 s o 5 R Y IRTR
P HORE Y A AN (8] B9 2, AR A BIE TS A 2 A o 2
5 i % 1 X G 5 20 L T 0 B EL 0 i 0 5 44 5 4
18 T M S Ao B Y DU T R, DL R e S U-
Net 7 Rif 17 4f 2RI 78 70 1) H 20 6 P 15 B 73 0 4
IS4 R TR A S A, 2 o JHE TR Y g B A e BB 1L
W 7 FU U-Net 2% > 21 40 M 73 31 P 5 0 4 J5E [

Input—>|Down block'—»{ Up block |—> Output h _ T

r |

! |

! 1

| |

'Down blockH Up block | : i
] T ; :

|

IDown blockH Up block | i_________i
| ;

|

| |

IDown block}—»‘ Up block |

mTTos Upblotk

: - ’
! Spatial 1 | Spatial |1
! Resnet block e i ! Resnet block Ao e
| ! i
1 I | |
| Down samplef»! Up sample |
| EE=T- | -EETn |

I3 W B U-Net 244
Fig. 3 Noise estimation U-Net



%549 PRPILAR, 45 3 T 9 BIORE RY 1d) 240 M P 5 5 IR 5 2B R 9 5 7 1 657

B 7 B A5 REE A OCPE  DUE 14 HORE AU A B
F4) 200 P 45 I EL H SR XoF 02 A, L R 4 B Ay 4 e
G B o3 0 25 S, 3 g2 Lb A P 5 K L 24 it 44 g
IR A AR I S T L

% 245 1 G B A5E BRI fige A5 55 B £ 5 resnet B
P A3 AR R B B RAERLE, DL T A
Fi VU2 i 5 JEC R IS 1 - 16 R A DG AR R, 1 9l G
B A7 AT B B v R AE AR IR G . B2 T
K FE 2 B R AR B RST 48 /N R A B 172, 3K 5 R
HEE B RIS ARG B2 RSB RRAE B
R IEA R 245 . Bl 3 MRS N U-Net 19 B4
Bery
2.3 HEHERNZRH

M 75 30 U-Net 3l 5 X B 7900 () e 7 5 51
B 5 0 A M P AT I 2R . AE 1% U-Net (1) 5k 22
oL AT s E] % A (Timestep Embeddings) , P4
] W 2 A% 338 Y R AR A I T Z2 /0 20 W B[R]
X AR FA & kA (Position Embedding) 77 =, Jf
i AR 5%t A 7 I AT it

Fof [] i A R #E U-Net B9 5% 22 e p 2 81 1
B AR, DT DG Ak R e M S T A R . AR
e Ui, B[] ik A FE M S0 U-Net H 4 8 25 G B
A, 0 R TE A B 2 R ER s 1 2
AR B OLT o B[R] OACGE B 067 B kA SE B,
KR i A XA E A T AR R
T A~ [R5 045 Ak Dy e A 1) £ VR S 25 1Y
It 5 HAB AR AR S [E A 04

BF ) i A5 BR 22 A 45 6 W E AR TE T M 2%
XoF PG M e ) 00 R 7, o A A5 A R A% AR 4fE A ()
) W P 8 1) AMC S AN [] 68 i S8 AR AR B T I T
i A BLH B R0 AR R K A B )
(timesteps) {5 L 5% 1L by v 4 1) 12 CRVES [l AL )
DA {5 5 B A5 U A g A B () 25 B v T A A% Ml i AT
TR A . 4R IR T [E] A TE R 45
MIVEHT O 5 8% 22 L Z5 M R 45 5 o

(1) B[] 25 42 B B )i A FE N ZRad B
B e AL B — B 2D . A B ] P AR
7 BB Y AT R M 900 )P R S pl R
e o4 B 18] 2 A (Timestep Embedding) , ‘& i i —
A~ Dense Layer (% 4 )2 ) #1740 ¥, 38 % R H 1E
5% B A% 5K Gt i A B JE) 2D A R A B — A S
i) rfr o 3K R A ] K VR SRy i A% 3B 4 I 4% 1Y)

Latent output

Padded Conv2D

»@—»I—»I

> @ Skip
T connection
Timestep
Dense layer
o embedding
T A
Timestep Latent output
embedding

P4 AL iR A 2K
Fig.4 Timestep embedding module

HABERSY o

(2) B[] e A B9 AR FH < B[] i A 23 5 B 7Y
F (B PR Bk 22 B iE A7 5 82 R 0 T Y
T M P KT A5 R, 6 B A B ey 2 ML AR
Kl 4 v, Timestep Embedding 5 Dense Layer # &
B2, 38 i 5% 22 3% 4% (Skip Connection) ¥ H 5 F 2
B VR 7 fir HE (Latent Output) 25 &, B (15 B oh
A R 7 AIE $2 JB

(3) 7 4% 22 Yo b iy i A 2 5k 25 B i Skip
Connection K i [A] A9 i HH 5 HAB 2 B9 % 45
G I — A FEAR AR, DT A5 B A 2 )
BOMASE SR TS EIH R M. Timestep Em-
bedding F1 Latent Output i i X J& Bk BK % %
(Skip Connection ) 3 [f] 5 i A~ B[] 25 iy 2 M iok
FE B DR AE B A B (] 25 L B0 B 45 A e 5 B RN
PG 1 V8 E R SR AT AT 2801 2 M

(4) 155 Y gy 1 - 8 0o I [] i AR B, AR
By 2 18 13 paddedConv2D (4 padding Y 2D %
FRUZ ) A B30 v 70 i b, i — 2D Rl G i 1] 2515
A i R IR 1R

TEASBEAL vh | B[] i A 2ok 5 At 23 %) 3% 42
A1 Bk BK % 4 (Skip Connection) 3t [6] 7 F T 5% 22
e, 35 B R AR 5 AN [a) 1 1t 1] 25 (e s 7K P ) 2R 47
FeME AL R 4 P 25 R TR I Ik R R T IR ] ik
A 38 1 Dense Layer 42 il itk A 1] 2, 3F 5 H
by 19 265 J2% Can A5 FRUZ FIRE e da th ) 45 6 T8 A 3L
[ 25 M PR AR



658 e K TR

34 %

2.4 BIEFTFENER

%k A TEE 1 HLH (Multi-Head Self-Atten-
tion)J& H I & I HLEI B —Fp R, B Rl 24
TR 7 3k JF A7 M2 ) i A B A TRl 2 s, AT
R AL RARRE Ty o AT 2 KR
BLHIIAE T W28 00 R SR FEFN B RAERS 2> 2 H
B 42« 7E H 2R 16 5 4b 3 (Natural Language Pro-
cessing, NLP) Al i1 3 1L # 5 (Computer Vision,
CV)EEGU, Transformer 404 )2 R £ 3k A 1T
BB, LA S S A [) &8 43 45 2 0 4l 4% A 2
A T EEAI A 2 Sk A EE B 25
TR

TE2 3k H R I PLHI b, 5 o 2 s A v
G HEAT LR M F A B B B 2 A s
] o 22 AT 9 X, B AR SRR — A
7 A B R 43 T AR A ) (Query ) LB
(Key) #1{E (Value) ] & .

TR A S B B et TR EE sk
i, eI A ) i QRN ) & K [A] 1 A A
PE o 38R A B AR O B A ) R 2 ) Y
ARRLEE SRS AT AR R B . BARTTF A (1)

Q.K, ) (1)
Jd,

Hr: A GEE MR kMR IAE R, d,
SRR R YEE . Softmax bR EUH T8 5 AL 4SS
A AR A, RN AL E B B T
XLV R A XHE 1) A VT IECR A, 15 3
B S
Attention,— A,;V;. (2)

23 A TR I ALE R OB R SR IR AT I
ZATER Ik BA SR AR [F] (1 25 (8] vhoph 57 2
> I A B R L RO R T Sk,
S5 &2 S L TIPSy S G = WA SN T VU7 /N =
TR, BT A AAS Sk i s DR R K S N —
AR W AR B e A 23k AR 1S
2.5 KA

I F ¥ )5 1% 22 (Mean Squared Error, MSE)
P42 1 3BT D43 R PR R O - — el R ) R S
(epsilon) , & & ML 7Y (%) W 75 F 0 B Y . A9 BIAR
AU SE R Ay SR AU B 02 fE B T A i B S i
R rh gl A By MRS I A3 5 Dy — R I AR AR
“sample”, B $XF G SEAT 000 . FU00 MR RS “ep-

A, = Softmax(

silon™ B8 B0 AR B4 i o T A B S T H
o S B 4 e A 2K (3) 5 W + A AR “sam-
ple” B B T 5 S A AR T Y ¥y 1 25 4
&, A= (4):

1 &, . 2
L(&')—NZHQ e,“z, (3)

1 :
L(0)== > — ], (4)
N = N

Hod e, SR SO Y MRS e JE LRI N S
HER KN 5 2 S AT ) BEAS IR 2, o S BR Y
TéEMg . A (5) R 5 M L (Signal-to-Noise
Ratio, SNR) iAo i 75 X3 F H bx B 1
AL )«

1 N . N 2
L(0) = Dsnr weighis & e[, (5)

(6)

snr_weights, = 1 )
— a,

Horpr snr_weights, f& 3 3 AL R 2L o, 11545 2]
{5 W b (SNR) A H
2.6 HEmMERIIEFE

YII 2 15 5l AR AU IS SR A 1 O SR Ty 1
(=% & Bk 4 8 B2 2% ) & DDPM (Denoising Diffu-
sion Probabilistic Models, DDPM)™' |, {H DDPM
S s B RS BT, W B R AR B 1000
AT AR B G, BT DR BT 75 2R A 2D B D
B A4 B R RR BAF W R R BE Y B
DDIM ™ 1 DPM+ + 2M Karras™' , i 1% Fh J5 32
A B 50 5 R A B8 SR A A Bl B 1 R,
by 1 K 53 2R A T VR A AR AR R T A R B
G O SR R A . DDIM S — Fif {77 80 SR R
HE (R FE T . DPM A+ + 2M Karras J& T DPM-
Solver+ -+ R ATk ) — L H 2R i H
ZHE

YILZ5R 43 FA ALK A a6 U 2 2 A 58
AT I RN GR Y R BIEE 5R AR AR
ok BV Ay 1 55 B4 4 (Augmented Dataset) , R IIE 3
558 73 S B e B R FH 1] 5 o A X 4 i RS S
A= i 3 i A R T D s 5B R I R 4R
AT U S, S il R 56 i A i a4 0 4 o] %%
i, kb A (1] 22 20 O30 Ik A 55 40 R AR XS 22 05 Y
U T IR R= e % = A I E 7 R S aTIe SRR I =y
AR 1 RO S R 43 0 PR B 0 [R5k R A8 X
XoF 55 S A 32X 3 R ) o



%549 PRPILAR, 45 3 T 9 BIORE RY 1d) 240 M P 5 5 IR 5 2B R 9 5 7 1 659

Train| Augmentation_
. mask_train
Augmentation_
dataset Train|  Augmentation
-Im g &
£ img_train

Test
—’ Dataset_mask_test ‘

Val
—— ’ Dataset_mask val ’

Train

Dataset_mask_train

o]

Test .
Dataset img_test

__V_al‘ Dataset_img_val ‘

Train

Dataset_img_train

5 Mg G AR T

Fig.5 Augmented segmentation dataset configuration
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A 3CA# F CryoNuSeg ™ B4 4 F1 ISB12012
B R B0 UE T £ 7 VR A R N e i
3.1.1 CryoNuSeg 4 # %

CryoNuSeg 5 4 i 4t 9 5 Bl K 2 71 A
T 202148 KA, B FE MR DA v BRG] £ 5 R
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Tab.1 Comparative experiment analysis results (%)
Augmentation CryoNuSeg . ISBI2012 -
ToU Dice ToU Dice
Org 56. 24 70. 50 78.56 87.83
Org—+ flip 57.97 72.51 82.90 90. 46
Org—+ rotate 55.72 71.01 79.85 88.31
Org+flip+rotate 58.26 72.62 81.56 89.42
Diffusion Model-based data augmentation'’ — — 83.10 89.97
GAN-based data augmentation""”’ 60. 80 75.60 79.58 88.47
Org+ Augmentation_x2(DPM++) 62. 50 75.78 85.25 91.85

S 25 B WL AN [R] B BSCHE 1 8 SR W X 4 i tate {UH R 1.29% H10. 48%% i T 55 #2 T, 3 Fib
G 53 H Pk R A7 A 35 22 55 o TE R 58 B ais WA R R T e B E ol A A M a5 e A2 5
N DA NS AR P AY B 2R L A% e LA AR LA WY 25 AF A IR 22 , T 80 4 45 4 T4 5 4 i
e gy v KF- /3 BB A% (Flip) 39 58 808 1 30 14 25 1) %o AR R 1 o
T Jig #% (Rotate) . LA ISBI2012 ¥4 4 J 44 , Flip I, 22 R s T SRR A RO R T AR
8 5 ff ToU I Dice 43 51 42 F 4. 34% F1 2. 63% PrRI R . 7E ISBI2012 %046 4 I, Flip+Rotate
(78.56%—>82.90% ,87.83%—>90.46% ) , Ifi Ro- 21 A 19 ToU (81. 56 %) K2 1M fIK F . — Flip 34 58 5%
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Fig.7 Comparison of the joint augmentation and other

augmentation on CryoNuSeg dataset
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PR 8/ AEAR AR S os t B R 9 sE A R . 7
ISBI2012 % ¥ 4 |, UNet £ 51 ) ToU M 78. 56 %
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Fig.9 Four-channel data and jointly generated high-quality synthetic data
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Tab.2 Segmentation results of different models on the original and augmented datasets (%)
CryoNuSeg _ ISBI2012_
CryoNuSeg ISBI2012

Model Augmented x2 Augmented _x2

IoU Dice IoU Dice IoU Dice IoU Dice
UNet 56. 24 70. 50 78.56 87.83 62. 50 75.78 85.25 91.85
UNet+ +1 68.40 80. 85 85.34 90.71 76.28 86.41 86.63 92.81
FCN“™ 66.71 79.41 85.07 91. 86 79.58 88. 46 86. 05 92.48
Deeplabv3_Resnet50"" 64.65 77.85 83. 66 91.06 73.31 84.41 86. 40 92.64
Deeplabv3_Resnet101-" 68. 24 80.85 82.86 90.19 73.13 84.31 84.91 91.77

AN AR SR B A AR TR AR . X T FON,
ToU 1 85.07% 42 J+ = 88. 05% , Dice Hi 91. 86 %
PRI Z 92.48%, FIMBFR AT . Deep-
labv3_Resnet50 Fl Deeplabv3_Resnet101 43 %) 7
IoU #1 Dice 5 H IS T 2% ~4% W T, 5l &
ToU M 83.66% # F} % 86.40% , Dice M 91. 06 %
BT E 92.64%; )5 # ToU M 82.86% # 7+ &
86.40% ,Dice Ik 90. 19% T+ E 91.77% .
SR BR Y e R A A A 1
EPE R T o EIRE B RE I J2 AE ToU Al Dice 48 b1
b UE B T IR B A X A i AR TP B A K
P, Jo HAE CryoNuSeg #0045 45 I, 1 66 42 7 g B
K,
3.5 HRMIBERESW
3.5.1 RE KA Eah ik ERE
AR SCHE T A L S A R A SR A A

5 R A X Ay FIRL R AT I 2R . S T UET %
B 5 J7 1% m] DL T BUAR B 4 43 R B B e
It H 50 UE I 1 25 B2 B0 i 4 L A 745 X6 38 58y 1k
HEAT M Rl S50 o E S 1 T A0 A PR R R A
CHE SRR AR Y A O L B A O A ) Bl
5 I ZRAE B L], A AN ) B 04 3 7 B o
8, 5 RS SR AE S A AR o VAL O [ L 41
MY FERCE B | DL SO P 5 b I 25 58 A 4% L T
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A7 0 B DL KR s A AR L 10
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B AN T fl S5 R0 X H 52 58 AR R Cryo-
NuSeg 48 5 1 ISB12012 B ¥ 4 vE 47 I 25 il
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AU 33 T A~ 455 70 43 50 AR R b AR e A T TS AN



b= S K Y i 55 34 %

664
DDIM img DDIM mask DPM++ img DPM++ mask
Org mask (augmentation) (augmentation) (augmentation) (augmentation)
&
75
=
Z
S B
o
@)
< I
=
a
m
21

B 10 T [R] SR A J5 32k A o oy 20 T Tl 45 B A8 0 L

Fig. 10 Comparison of cell images and masks generated by different sampling methods



43

PRPILAR, 45 3 T 9 BIORE RY 1d) 240 M P 5 5 IR 5 2B R 9 5 7 1 665

AL ST IR 7E A TH Rl S 56 b R B A B 4
i B HL A R A 1 s A R A I 2 — k. FE BV
Y5 56 WL A M N A B IR G 4 A A T ) i ]
DDIM #1 DPM+ -+ 2M Karras # # % k¢ J5 1% 2>
S HEAT SR A A B A B AR N R AE 43 R A A
IR

Al LLR B DDIM R A7 3k AR 4RIt T £
AN TR ) 40 I 2 A B0 40 i B s RS AE (R 5 0%
J& 7 Tk T [ B AR, XA [REAE ISBI2012 |, H
T2 B A R K R AR A B 0 5 ), SR A 1Y)
EHZ IEH , BT L DDIM SR AF 5 ¥ A0 3 T RGB 41
L P A5 5 ol 2 ok 100 7 RS AR B B 4R 1 R BT
. i DPM -+ 2M Karras 3% ¥ J7 32 U] J&2 8
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XF T4 AN [a) Fo ) #E AT 9 58 0F 5 I a6 HioiE 4R
TR BT 1 iR 5 B £ E AT 1S BRI R SE I, B o

A LA TR IR DI 2R 4R 0 B S8 BOUE AR FR Ol Aug-
mentation_x1, %% J5 #% 8 Augmentation_x1 fJ$" 75
WP RS 78 %2 205 T I s VI 2R 5 i 4 e Bcdis 4
PR Augmentation x2 DA It 2 #E 15 %] Augmenta-
tion_x4 4 1k, 5 E IR I ZR4E Org 1R A W ALy 1 5
YRR o X PIRIRAE T LA AT X — i 2

KIGRAWMHRERIE R T AHIEM
B OCRFE IR SHEAMMERAME R CR., LR
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(1) J5 46 B 5 1 o K4l 00 P [ /R D . 2 1
PhAE A DDIM 2R A A9 Augmentation_x1 5 i),
CryoNuSeg % i 4 1oU T [ 7. 78% (56. 24 % —
48.46%) , Dice T [ 7.65% (70.50%—>
62.85% ) , Uk WY 15 It 4y 540 1) 2 A i Y 5 2y
T ECRRAE S A W B o 1B Augmentation_x1 5
Org B4R A )5 , DDIM 5 DPM J5 2% ToU 43 1] #2
Tt 2.55% R 4. 570, it W I ik R4 o 4 45 A
B A= W A B A OGRS e VEH .

(2) R B 5 X0 1 5 250 SRy B Pk
DPM+ + 2M Karras (LA F fi B DPM++ ) # [t
DDIM J& # 5 57 58 1Y & # ¥k . 76 Augmenta-
tion_x1 i 37, 3 58 B} , DPM + + f#f CryoNuSeg 1)

R3I HMIBHWINER
Tab.3 Analysis results of ablation experiments (%)
i CryoNuSeg ISBI12012
Augmentation ; .
IoU Dice IoU Dice
Org 56. 24 70.50 78.56 87.83
Augmentation_x1(DDIM) 48. 46 62.85 78.26 87.65
Augmentation_x1(DPM+ + 2M Karras) 57.33 71.01 82.74 90.41
Org+ Augmentation_x1(DDIM) 58.79 72.95 83.72 90. 98
Org+ Augmentation_x1(DPM-+ -+ 2M Karras) 60. 81 74. 66 83.54 90. 85
*4 AEYFEREMHEBIRE
Tab.4 Ablation study on different augmentationment scales (%)
CryoNuSeg ISBI2012
Augmentation IoU Dice IoU Dice
DDIM DPM++ DDIM DPM++ DDIM DPM++ DDIM DPM++
Org 56. 24 70. 50 78.56 87.83
Org+ Augmentation_x1 58.79 60. 81 72.95 74.66 83.72 83.54 90. 90. 85
Org+ Augmentation_x2 59.13 62. 50 73.19 75.78 84.61 85.25 91. 91.85
Org+ Augmentation_x3 57.91 63.70 72.01 76. 64 84.55 85.71 91. 92.14
Org+ Augmentation_x4 64.55 64.16 77.08 76.84 84.76 86. 40 91. 92.55
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Fig. 11 Line charts of metricsacross different augmenta-

tion factors
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Tab.5 Ablation study of the modules (%)

ISBI2012_
Augmented _x2 Augmented x2
IoU Dice IoU Dice

CryoNuSeg _
Model

Baseline 56.53 68.98 80.81 88.01
Baseline+ I [A]#x A 61.69 73.87 85.09 90.89
Baseline+ £ 3k /&

59.76 72.27 82.83 89.22
JIpLHl

Our 62.50 75.78 85.25 91.85

S 25 R W AR S R 1) 3 R X [
B oy FIAE 55 B9 Ve e BT 35 2 . 7E Cryo-
NuSeg_Augmented _x2 545 4E I , Baseline # 7 [1)
ToU #l Dice 43 5l & 56.53% HI 68.98% , ££ 1S~
BI12012_Augmented _x2 ¥ ## % I+, IoU F Dice 43
B2k 80.81% F188.01% . 5l ARFEERAJS,Cry-
oNuSeg_Augmented _x2 i ££ # ToU Fl Dice 43
W TF E 61.69% M 73.87% , 1fii £F ISBI12012
Augmented _x2 4 4£ I, ToU Fl Dice 43 il ik %]
85.09% F190. 89 % , {7~ T I [B] 1 A 7 3 455 7Y
PERE 5 T YA ROV o B ] i A 3 51O B[R] 2
5 5, R 7Y BE 08 B ik R AR A [a] i [] 20 i 28
b, 0 LR AE R B b R S A 51 AR 25 e By
Bro 3XFP (A5 455 R BE % BT A Ml A B R
Bl AR AR AR T T O 4 R S G b BERE T, A
[IRTEFLE e ki

HZMII, R 2k HiEZE IS NG, B
7E CryoNuSeg_Augmented _x2 % ¥ 4£ [ 19 ToU
Ml Dice 4+ % N 59.76% HI 72.27%, {E 1S-
B12012_Augmented x2 ¥ 45 % I #9 ToU Al Dice
I35k 82. 83 % H189. 22% , R AE A4 T Baseline
SRR TR ) I (ER N k] S RS BTN
B IE) e A PR A Z2 3k 1 ) AL o 2 A
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Dice 43 5| 35 3| T 62.50% Al 75. 786, 1 £ 1S-
BI2012_Augmented _x2 %4 % I+, ToU #l Dice 43
5k 85.25% F191. 85% , it # ff T Baseline 1 H
T3 R SR WG . X — S5 R R, 45 G I Rl A £
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T RCR .
3.5.3 A JHEE

i 3 X e ¥ 7 15 22 (MSE) Al Hybrid 33 P9 Fif
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Tab.6 Comparison of different loss functions (%)

ISBI2012_
Augmented _x2

CryoNuSeg _
Augmented _x2
IoU Dice IoU Dice

MSE 59.18 71.15 84.40 90. 30
Hybrid 53.67 65. 54 81.67 87.70
Our 62.50 75.78 85. 25 91.85

S 25 B B AN A% oR BRI G  E
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MSE 58 2% Xif M 75 1 S o i 0%, TS ¥ A R0 X
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BATS A BB 78 43 5 IR 5 A v % e A i) RN A
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