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Abstract

The segmentation of cell nuclei in tissue images stained with the blood dye hema-

toxylin and eosin (H&E) is essential for various clinical applications and analy-

ses. Due to the complex characteristics of cellular morphology, a large receptive

field is considered crucial for generating high-quality segmentation. However,

previous methods face challenges in achieving a balance between the receptive

field and computational burden. To address this issue, we propose LKCell, a

high-accuracy and efficient cell segmentation method. Its core insight lies in

unleashing the potential of large convolution kernels to achieve computationally

efficient large receptive fields. Specifically, (1) We transfer pre-trained large con-

volution kernel models to the medical domain for the first time, demonstrating

their effectiveness in cell segmentation. (2) We analyze the redundancy of previ-

ous methods and design a new segmentation decoder based on large convolution

kernels. It achieves higher performance while significantly reducing the number

of parameters. We evaluate our method on the most challenging benchmark and

achieve state-of-the-art results (0.5080 mPQ) in cell nuclei instance segmenta-

tion with only 21.6% FLOPs compared with the previous leading method. Our

source code and models are available at https://github.com/hustvl/LKCell.
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1. Introduction

Cell physiology and pathology analysis play a crucial role in clinical diag-

nosis and treatment. In cancer diagnosis and treatment, parameters like tumor

cell density, nucleus-to-cytoplasm ratio, and average cell size are vital for cancer

grading and prognosis [4]. Recently, with the rapid development of deep learn-

ing, cell segmentation methods based on deep learning have emerged [18, 28, 11].

They automatically segment given cell images, reducing the burden on the

healthcare system.

However, achieving high-performance and efficient cell segmentation is still

challenging due to problems like uneven staining, cell overlap, and cluster mor-

phology [21]. Previous methods [6, 21, 33] achieve automatic cell segmentation

with stacking convolution layers (mostly with 3×3 kernels) and U-shape archi-

tecture [32]. These methods are simple and efficient, yet their performance is

not satisfactory due to the limitations of the receptive field. Recently, the Vision

Transformer (ViT) [10] has introduced new possibilities to medical segmenta-

tion [29, 39] with its powerful modeling capabilities and global receptive field.

The most advanced cell segmentation method [19] achieves state-of-the-art per-

formance by incorporating a pre-trained, large parameter ViT backbone [23],

demonstrating the importance of receptive field in cell segmentation. Nev-

ertheless, this also results in high computational costs, severely limiting its

widespread application in clinical settings.

In this paper, we rethink the receptive field in cell segmentation and ask: is

a global receptive field with a high computational cost necessary for effective

cell segmentation? As shown in Figure 1 (a), in tissue images stained with the

blood dyes hematoxylin and eosin (H&E), there are usually a certain number

of cell nuclei within the field of view. We believe a receptive field capable of

capturing the entire cell is crucial for successful cell segmentation, which is

larger than traditional convolution but smaller than ViT. Therefore, unlike the

2



Small Conv Kernel

Large Conv Kernel

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) Receptive Field. By appropriately enlarging the size of the convolutional

kernel, the network can effectively capture the overall structure of the cells without introducing

excessive computational load. (b) Performance of LKCell. We illustrate the computational

efficiency and performance metrics of LKCell compared to previous methods. LKCell achieves

state-of-the-art performance with minimal FLOPs.

two methods mentioned above, a new approach has emerged: achieving both

high efficiency and high performance in cell segmentation may be possible by

appropriately expanding the receptive field of a single convolutional kernel, i.e.

large convolution kernels. The recent researches [8, 9] introduce a similar routine

to natural image analysis and achieves great success.

Inspired by these, we propose LKCell, a method for cell nucleus segmenta-

tion based on large convolution kernels, which offers a large receptive field and

efficient computation. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to intro-

duce a large receptive field into the field of cell nucleus segmentation. Firstly,

for the feature extractor, we transfer the backbones with large kernels pre-

trained on natural images [9] to the medical segmentation field. Secondly, the

previous models commonly employed three-layer decoders to obtain the output

maps [14, 19, 34]. We believe this design introduces parameter redundancy and

is not necessary. Instead, we design a single-layer decoder with large convolution

kernels and connect different segmentation heads to obtain corresponding out-

put maps. In detail, in the LKCell module of the convolution kernel, we employ

multiple large convolution kernels of different sizes inspired by [8]. These kernels
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Figure 2: Comparison with previous best methods. (a) represents a typical Hover-

Net [14] shaped model consisting of three decoder branches, each producing three different

maps. On the other hand, (b) represents our model, which consists of a single decoder

and three separate segmentation heads for different outputs. This significantly reduces the

parameter and computational complexity of the model.

enable the network to capture multi-scale contextual information and effectively

handle significant size variations between cell nuclei and the background. We

parallelly incorporate small convolution kernels into the large convolution ker-

nels, allowing the aggregation of contextual information within the receptive

field and gradually increasing the effective receptive field to extract finer and

more informative features.

By unleashing the potential of large convolution kernels, our approach demon-

strates significant advantages in cell nucleus instance segmentation. As illus-

trated in Figure 1 (b), compared to previous state-of-the-art methods, our

method achieves a 78.4% reduction in FLOPs in terms of computation effi-

ciency while reaching the current state-of-the-art of performance. The main

contributions of the proposed method are as follows:

• We propose LKCell, a segmentation method based on large convolution

kernels. It introduces large convolution kernels for the first time in the

field of nucleus segmentation, achieving efficient and accurate nucleus seg-

mentation.

• We design a novel decoder based on large convolution kernels and sim-

plify the previous model’s multi-layered design. Our method has achieved
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remarkable improvements in performance while successfully reducing the

number of model parameters.

• LKCell achieves state-of-the-art results on the PanNuke dataset, with an

mPQ score of 0.5080 and a bPQ score of 0.6847. Extensive experiments

validate the effectiveness of our proposed methodology.

2. Related Work

Nuclei Segmentation based on CNN. Traditional image processing tech-

niques [1, 14, 24] design and extract features specific to the cell segmentation.

For instance, Ali el. al. [1] utilize predefined nuclear geometry and the watershed

algorithm to separate clustered nuclei. However, these traditional techniques

heavily rely on manually annotated features derived from expert-level domain

knowledge, which inherently limits their representational capacity, particularly

when working with scarce datasets.

Deep learning has recently emerged as the primary approach for cell nucleus

segmentation. Typical Convolution Neural Networks (CNN) have [1, 14, 24, 32]

been widely applied in medical image segmentation. Among them, the U-Net

architecture [32] has propelled the development of digital pathology. Based

on them, several methods [31, 30, 14, 16, 6, 33] combine CNN architectures

with post-processing operations to achieve automatic cell segmentation. Micro-

Net [31] involves using multi-resolution training and connects intermediate lay-

ers to improve localization and contextual information. DIST [30] formulates the

segmentation problem as a regression task of distance maps to address the seg-

mentation of overlapping nuclei. HoVerNet [14] utilizes ResNet50 [16] as the en-

coder and employs three decoders to obtain maps for HV, NP, and NC, followed

by post-processing using the watershed algorithm to obtain instance segmenta-

tion maps. Note that it is currently one of the most widely used post-processing

methods in research. CPP-Net [6]incorporates parallel convolution layers in

the post-processing stage to predict inter-nuclear distances. STARDIST [33]

5



adopts the U-Net architecture and introduces a new approach to better match

and identify star-shaped structures.

Despite the proven effectiveness of traditional CNN models in image process-

ing, they are limited to local capabilities and may struggle to capture long-range

spatial relationships [11]. Constrained by the receptive field, these methods have

limited performance. In this paper, we mainly explore the impact of enlarging

the convolution kernel on cell segmentation.

Nuclei Segmentation based on based on ViT. Few works have introduced

Transformers [36] into nuclei segmentation to improve the models’ ability to cap-

ture global information. Trans-Unet [5] is a model that combines the advantages

of Transformers and U-Net. It uses Transformers to encode segmented image

patches from CNN feature maps into input sequences, extracting global con-

text information. Swin-Unet [3] is a model that utilizes Swin Transformer [26]

blocks and adopts a symmetric encoder-decoder structure with skip connec-

tions. A recent state-of-the-art method, CellViT [19], follows the approach of

UNETR [15] and utilizes Vision Transformers (ViT) [10] as the backbone at the

2D level. This work marks the first introduction of ViT into the field of cell

nucleus segmentation. However, the global receptive field of ViT also introduces

a significant computational burden. This makes it challenging to be widely used

in clinical applications. In this paper, we rethink the relationship and necessity

between the receptive field and cell segmentation.

Architecture based on Large concolution kernels. In natural images, a

different approach has emerged. Some researchers [27, 38] have proposed net-

works based on large convolution kernels. [2] applies a U-net-shaped network

structure and utilizes large convolution kernels to obtain a broader receptive

field.RepLKNet [8]has achieved very excellent results in the semantic segmen-

tation task of natural scenes.UniRepLKNet [9] has demonstrated outstanding

performance across various modalities. In this paper, we introduce this ap-

proach to the field of cell segmentation for the first time. We find that large

convolution kernels demonstrate remarkable potential in cell segmentation.
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Figure 3: Architeture of LKCell. We present the overall architecture of LKCell. The

encoder is composed of a pre-trained model [9] with large convolution kernels and is connected

to the decoder through skip connections. The decoder consists of four LKCellBlocks. Each

LKCellBlock is a combination of Large Kernel and Small Kernel, along with components such

as BatchNorm, GELU, ReLU, and 1×1 convolution. Postprocessing technique is employed to

match nuclei types and refine nuclei segments.

3. Method

In this section, we provide an overview of our approach. Firstly, we review

the underlying concept of large convolution kernels. Subsequently, we introduce

our innovative ideas and exploratory efforts concerning the utilization of these

large convolution kernels. Building upon these advancements, we unveil the

network architecture tailored specifically for the task of cell nucleus instance

segmentation.

3.1. Large convolution Kernel

For ease of understanding, we first introduce the basic design principles of

large convolution kernels.

Large convolution kernels provide a sufficiently large receptive field and ef-

fectively aggregate spatial information, aiding in learning the relative positions
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between concepts and encoding absolute positional information through the

padding effect. Structural reparameterization [7] refers to replacing a large

convolution kernel with multiple small convolution kernels to reduce the num-

ber of parameters and computations. To construct large convolution kernels,

techniques such as Depth-Wise Convolution (DW Conv) [20], parallel K × K

depth-wise convolution for structural reparameterization, and adding 1×1 con-

volution before depth-wise convolution to increase feature dimensionality and

enhance non-linearity and inter-channel information exchange can be employed,

effectively reducing the number of parameters and computations. The kernel

size of a depth-wise convolution can be expressed by the formula:

KD = (2d− 1) × (2d− 1) (1)

where d is the dilation rate.

The kernel size of a depth-wise convolution paralleled with a small depth-wise

convolution and subjected to structural reparameterization can be expressed by

the formula:

KDrep = (2d− 1) × (2d− 1) ×m× k × k (2)

where d is the dilation rate of the depth-wise convolution, m is the number of

convolution kernels used for structural reparameterization, and k is the size of

the convolution kernels used for structural reparameterization.

3.2. Cell Segmentation with Large Convolution Kernels

We propose LKCell, a novel architecture that integrates large convolution

kernels [9]. It leverages the advantages of large kernels for image encoding while

preserving fine-grained information. To the best of our knowledge, this is the

first time that large kernel networks have been introduced to cell nucleus seg-

mentation tasks, leveraging the large convolution kernels pre-trained model [9].

Our model overview is shown in the Figure 3.

3.2.1. LKCell Block

We design a Large Kernel Cell Block (LKCell Block). It is the basic module

of our model. As shown in Figure 3, this block leverages small kernels and
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Table 1: Network Configurations.

Model N1 N2 N3 N4 C Params(M) FLOPs(G)

LKCell-B 2 2 8 2 (64, 128, 256, 512) 122.53 46.25

LKCell-L 3 3 27 3 (64, 128, 256, 512) 163.84 47.86

multiple dilated small kernel layers to enhance the capturing ability of non-

dilated large kernel convolution layers, thereby obtaining higher-quality features.

Specifically, the block consists of a large kernel convolution layer with a kernel

size of K and n parallel convolution layers with a dilation rate of r, satisfying

(n− 1)r + 1 ≤ K. This design enables the simultaneous capture of small-scale

and large-scale patterns.

3.2.2. Transfer Pretrained LK-Encoder to Cell Segmentation

Our encoder mainly follows the success design of [9] consisting of four stages.

We experiment with two model variants, namely LKCell-B and LKCell-L. The

corresponding parameter config can be found in Table 1. Differently, inspired by

U-Net architecture, our encoder has five output branches, including four stage

outputs and an additional output from the first downsampling block. This

design enables the encoder to fully utilize the depth information and provide

more low-level features.

3.2.3. You only need one LK-Decoder

We have made two contributions to the cell segmentation decoder design.

First, we clarify and simplify the redundancy issues present in the design of

previous methods [19, 14]. Second, we design the first cell segmentation decoder

based on large convolution kernels to enhance network performance.

Our network incorporates a single decoder and three distinct multitask out-

put branches for segmentation maps, drawing inspiration from HoVer-Net [14].

However, we believe that the three identical decoder branches in HoVer-Net

introduce parameter redundancy. To tackle this issue, we propose a decoder

that utilizes large convolution kernels and upsampling. Following the U-Net
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architecture, our design maintains symmetry by consisting of four stages that

correspond to the four stages of the encoder. Due to the loss of spatial in-

formation caused by downsampling in the encoder, our training approach in-

corporates multi-resolution input images and connects intermediate layers to

improve localization and contextual information. Simultaneously, it adapts the

U-Net network to accommodate nuclei of different sizes in the output. This

fusion of features aims to minimize the spatial information loss resulting from

downsampling in the encoder.

Within a single decoder stage, we apply the LKCell block to the decoder

features from the previous stage to introduce non-linearity and promote infor-

mation exchange across channels, while reducing computation and parameter

count. We then perform upsampling and match the upsampled features with

the corresponding skip-connection features. By concatenating these upsampled

features with the skip-connection features, we obtain semantically and spatially

rich features. For our model, in the i-th decoder stage, let F i−1 represent the

features from the previous decoder stage with dimensions ci−1 × h × w. Sim-

ilarly, let Zi represent the skip-connection features from the same stage with

dimensions ci × 2h× 2w. We can express the operations for each decoder stage

using the following equation:

F i = LKCellBlock(F i−1) (3)

F i = UPCat(F i, Zi) (4)

After the final decoder stage, we establish a direct connection between the

input image and the decoder output using convolution layers to create a skip

connection. This skip connection is then fused with the output features from the

last stage to generate the final three segmentation maps. This skip connection

enables a direct flow of information from the input image to the segmentation

output, enhancing the overall segmentation performance.
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3.3. Postprocessing

Since the network itself cannot directly provide instance-level segmentation

of individual cell nuclei, postprocessing is required to obtain accurate results.

The postprocessing mainly involves merging results from different segmentation

maps, separating overlapping nuclei to ensure more precise individual nucleus

segmentation, and determining the types of nuclei based on our nucleus type

map. The nuclei class is determined using a postprocessing method inspired by

HoVer-Net. As the boundaries between nuclei and background exhibit signifi-

cant gradient changes, we compute the gradients of the horizontal and vertical

distance maps to capture the transformations at the nucleus boundaries and

background edges. The Sobel operator is then employed to identify regions

with significant changes. This allows for the separation of adjacent nuclei and

overlapping nuclei. Finally, marker-controlled watershed [4] is applied to gener-

ate the final boundaries of the cell nuclei. The nucleus type map is utilized to

perform majority voting within the nuclei regions, assigning the majority class

to the separated nuclei images. This method aims to improve the accuracy and

consistency of cell nucleus type predictions.

4. Experiment

4.1. Datasets

PanNuke. The PanNuke dataset [12] comprises H&E stained images with a res-

olution of 256×256 pixels, totaling 7,904 images from 19 different tissue types.

Within these images, cell nuclei are classified into five distinct cell categories:

neoplastic cells, inflammatory cells, connective cells, dead cells, and epithelial

cells. Due to the imbalanced distribution of cell types, the PanNuke dataset is

considered one of the most challenging datasets for cell nucleus instance seg-

mentation tasks. To address this issue, our model follows the training and

evaluation guidelines outlined in [13] and employs a three-fold cross-validation

approach. The dataset is divided into three folds, with one fold used for training

the model and the remaining two folds used for evaluation and inference. This
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division helps facilitate effective model training and enables robust evaluation

across different dataset partitions.

MoNuSeg. The MoNuSeg dataset [25] consists of H&E stained tissue images

captured at a 40× magnification. It includes a training set of 30 images and a

test set of 14 images. The images have a size of 1000×1000 and are sampled

from different whole-slide slices of various organs. Compared to the PanNuke

dataset, MoNuSeg is much smaller and does not have fine-grained classes for

cell nuclei. Therefore, in our experiments, we only use this dataset as the test

dataset.

4.2. Metric

Cell nuclei instance segmentation not only requires accurate recognition of

each nucleus’s location but also necessitates distinguishing individual nuclei.

Therefore, the evaluation metrics need to simultaneously satisfy both separat-

ing nuclei from the background and detecting individual nuclei instances and

segmenting each instance. We adopt Panoptic Quality (PQ) as the evaluation

metric, as suggested by the PanNuke dataset evaluation protocol. PQ takes into

account not only the accuracy of instance detection and classification but also

the quality of instance segmentation, providing a more comprehensive quanti-

tative metric.

Panoptic Quality (PQ) is an intuitive and comprehensive metric that can be

decomposed into two components: Detection Quality (DQ) and Segmentation

Quality (SQ). The DQ evaluates the model’s accuracy in recognizing and local-

izing instances, similar to the F1 score in classification and detection scenarios.

The SQ assesses the model’s performance in accurately segmenting instance

boundaries. The PQ metric is calculated as the product of DQ and SQ, pro-

viding a more comprehensive evaluation of instance segmentation performance.

Mathematically:

PQ = DQ× SQ (5)
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The Detection Quality (DQ) metric evaluates the model’s detection perfor-

mance. It is calculated as the ratio of the number of true positive instances

(TP) to the sum of true positive instances, half of the number of false positive

instances (FP), and half of the number of false negative instances (FN).

DQ = TP/(TP + 0.5FP + 0.5FN) (6)

The Segmentation Quality (SQ) metric evaluates the model’s segmentation

performance. It is calculated as the average Intersection over Union (IoU) of

all detected instances, i.e., the sum of IoUs of all correctly detected instances

divided by the number of true positive instances (TP).

SQ = (
∑

IoU(y, ŷ))/TP (7)

where IoU(y, ŷ) denotes the Intersection over Union. Here, y represents the

ground truth of the correctly segmented instance, ŷ represents the predicted

segmentation, and (y, ŷ) represents the intersection of the correctly segmented

instance and the predicted segmentation.

Considering the diversity of classes in this dataset, we adopt two types of

Panoptic Quality (PQ) scores: Binary Panoptic Quality (bPQ): separates cell

nuclei from the background, analogous to a traditional binary classification prob-

lem. Multi-class Panoptic Quality (mPQ): independently calculates the PQ

score for each class of cell nuclei, and averages the results across all classes. To

evaluate the model’s performance in detecting cell nuclei (i.e., to assess the ef-

fectiveness of our model on the MoNuSeg dataset), we also employ conventional

detection metrics. The evaluation metrics include:

Dice = 2TP/(2TP + FP + FN) (8)

F1 = 2TPm/(2TPm + FPm + FNm) (9)

The evaluation metrics include: Dicethe Dice coefficient is used to measure the

similarity between predicted and true segmentation results. It ranges from 0

to 1, where a value closer to 1 indicates a higher degree of overlap between the

14



Table 3: Performence on PanNuke. Average Panoptic Quality (PQ) values for each

nuclei class in the PanNuke dataset using three-fold cross-validation. The experimental results

indicate that our model achieves optimal performance in terms of Panoptic Quality (PQ) for

each nucleus class, while consuming only 20% of the computational load of CellViT-SAM-

H [19].

Method Params(M) FLOPs(G) Neoplastic Inflammatory Dead Connective Epithelial

DIST[30] - - 0.439 0.343 0.000 0.275 0.290

Mask-RCNN[17] - - 0.472 0.290 0.069 0.300 0.403

Micro-Net[31] - - 0.504 0.333 0.051 0.334 0.442

HoVer-Net[14] - - 0.551 0.417 0.139 0.388 0.491

CellViT256[19] 46.75 132.89 0.567 0.405 0.144 0.405 0.559

CellViT-SAM-H[19] 699.74 214.33 0.581 0.417 0.149 0.423 0.583

LKCell-B (Ours) 122.53 46.25 0.585 0.440 0.144 0.414 0.579

LKCell-L (Ours) 163.84 47.86 0.586 0.438 0.172 0.417 0.584

segmentation results and the ground truth. F1 score: the harmonic mean of

precision and recall, providing a balanced measure of detection performance.

True Positives (TPm): correctly detected instances.

False Positives (FPm): instances misclassified as positive, indicating errors

in detection.

False Negatives (FNm): undetected instances, highlighting missed opportu-

nities for detection.

4.3. Results

This section presents a comprehensive evaluation of our approach, highlight-

ing the segmentation quality of the PanNuke dataset, as well as the generaliza-

tion capabilities of the MoNuSeg dataset.

4.3.1. Segmentation Quality of PanNuke

To evaluate the instance segmentation quality of the model, we use the binary

Panoptic Quality (bPQ) for 19 tissue types in the PanNuke dataset, which is

considered a highly challenging multi-class Panoptic Quality (mPQ), and the

Panoptic Quality (PQ) for each cell nucleus type. In Table 2, we evaluate the

performance of STARDIST, CPP-Net, CellViT256, and CellViT-SAM-H, which

are models provided by HoVer-Net, TSFD-Net, and CellViT using the ResNet50
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Figure 4: Comparison of Segmentation Results.We compare the segmentation results of

19 different types of cell nuclei using LKCell on the PanNuke dataset with Ground Truth and

obtain highly accurate instance segmentation results.

encoder. The experiments demonstrate that our model achieved superior mPQ

and bPQ, showcasing excellent generalization across different tissue types.

In Table 3, we present the PQ values for each cell nucleus type, which are

the average values across all tissue types, providing a comprehensive evaluation

of segmentation quality. Our model performs exceptionally well on Neoplastic,

Inflammatory, Dead, Connective, and Epithelial nuclei. However, it can be

observed that among all the models, the PQ values for dead nuclei are the

lowest. This can be attributed to the class imbalance in the dataset and the

small size of dead nuclei.
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Table 4: Performence on MoNuSeg. Performance of our models of different sizes on

the MoNuSeg dataset in terms of F1,Dice. The experimental results demonstrate that our

model achieved excellent performance on the Dice metric, indicating that our model excels in

predicting boundaries.

Method F1 Dice

U-Net[32] 79.43 65.99

U-Net++[40] 79.49 66.17

Med Transformer [37] 79.55 66.17

Swin-unet [3] 79.56 64.71

MaxViT-UNet[22] 83.78 72.08

CellViT-SAM-H[19] 86.8 83.08

LKCell-L (Ours) 82.99 83.96

4.3.2. Testing of MoNuSeg

Given the limited size of the MoNuSeg dataset, we conduct tests on this

dataset to assess the generalization capability of our model. Table 4 presents

the model’s instance segmentation performance using metrics such as F1 score

and Dice coefficient. Our model has achieved comparable F1 scores to the

current state-of-the-art (SOTA) and surpassed the SOTA in terms of the Dice

coefficient, showcasing its stable segmentation performance.

4.3.3. Ablation Study of the Proposed LKCell

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed model, we separately connect

ResNet50 as the encoder to both a conventional U-Net decoder and our proposed

decoder. The experimental results demonstrate a significant improvement in

instance segmentation performance with our decoder. Moreover, the utilization

of a backbone network with larger convolution kernels outperforms the original

CNN network.

Additionally, we compare the performance of using ViT as the encoder with

that of using a conventional U-Net encoder or our decoder. The experiments

show poor performance of ViT, and further analysis indicates that ViT’s per-

formance heavily relies on pretraining on large-scale datasets, which contrasts

with the limitations of our relatively small medical dataset. Notably, when our

17



Table 5: Ablations of LKCell. We ablate our decoder in different architectures [24, 35, 9].

The experimental results demonstrate that: (1) Our decoder can adapt to various structures,

enhancing their segmentation performance. (2) With the enhancement of the decoder, the

traditional multi-decoder design [19, 14] is no longer necessary. The property significantly

reduces the network’s computational load and number of parameters.

Method FLOPs(G) Params(M) mPQ ↑ bPQ ↑

ResNet50[24]+U-Net*[32] 51.34 76.1 48.70 67.80

ResNet50[24]+Ours 69.81 131.8 49.53 (+0.83) 68.33 (+0.53)

ResNet50[24]+Ours(Multi-decoders) 198.67 348.4 48.43 (-1.10) 67.77 (-0.56)

ViT-S[35]+U-Net*[32] 104.42 153.9 26.94 43.28

ViT-S[35]+Ours 136.33 153.9 35.93 (+8.99) 54.47 (+11.19)

ViT-S[35]+Ours(Multi-decoders) 398.67 258.2 17.16 (-18.77) 32.07 (-22.40)

LKNet-B [9]+U-Net*[32] 39.88 153.9 50.13 68.11

LKNet-B [9]+Ours 46.25 163.8 50.50 (+0.37) 68.51 (+0.40)

LKNet-B [9]+Ours(Multi-decoders) 134.56 268.4 49.89 (-0.61) 68.19 (-0.32)

decoder is connected to the ViT encoder, the mPQ increase by 0.0899 and the

bPQ increase by 0.1119 compared to using the conventional U-Net decoder,

highlighting the effectiveness of our proposed decoder with larger convolution

kernels. See Table 5.

5. Conclusion

Cell nucleus instance segmentation is crucial in clinical applications, requir-

ing reliable and automated segmentation models. In this paper, we propose a

novel U-net-shaped cell nucleus segmentation network with large convolution

kernels. We demonstrate state-of-the-art performance in cell nucleus instance

segmentation on the PanNuke dataset, achieving the best results with mini-

mal computational requirements. Furthermore, the generalization ability of our

model is evident in the MoNuSeg dataset as a test dataset. The combination

of low FLOPs and superior performance provides our model with a significant

advantage for future clinical applications.
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