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Abstract. Recently, spatiotemporal graphs have emerged as a concise
and elegant manner of representing video clips in an object-centric fash-
ion, and have shown to be useful for downstream tasks such as action
recognition. In this work, we investigate the use of latent spatiotemporal
graphs to represent a surgical video in terms of the constituent anatomi-
cal structures and tools and their evolving properties over time. To build
the graphs, we first predict frame-wise graphs using a pre-trained model,
then add temporal edges between nodes based on spatial coherence and
visual and semantic similarity. Unlike previous approaches, we incorpo-
rate long-term temporal edges in our graphs to better model the evolu-
tion of the surgical scene and increase robustness to temporary occlu-
sions. We also introduce a novel graph-editing module that incorporates
prior knowledge and temporal coherence to correct errors in the graph,
enabling improved downstream task performance. Using our graph rep-
resentations, we evaluate two downstream tasks, critical view of safety
prediction and surgical phase recognition, obtaining strong results that
demonstrate the quality and flexibility of the learned representations.
Code is available at github.com/CAMMA-public/SurgLatentGraph.

Keywords: Scene Graphs, Surgical Scene Understanding, Representa-
tion Learning

1 Introduction

Surgical video analysis is a rapidly growing field that aims to improve and
gain insights into surgical practice by leveraging increasingly available surgical
video footage [12, 25]. Several key applications have been well explored, ranging
from surgical skill assessment to workflow analysis to intraoperative safety en-
hancement [27, 4, 5, 11]. Yet, effectively learning and reasoning based on surgical
anatomy remains a challenging problem, as evidenced by lagging performance
in fine-grained tasks such as surgical action triplet detection and critical view of
safety prediction [16, 15].
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Fig. 1. Overview of our proposed approach. We begin by computing graphs for each
frame using [15], then add temporal edges (shown w.ith solid lines) between graphs at
different horizons to obtain the video-level graph GV . We process GV with a GNN to
yield spatiotemporally-aware node features, which we use for downstream prediction.
Each node color corresponds to an object class, and each edge color to a relation class.
We retain spatial edges (shown with dotted lines) from the graph encoder in GV .

Such anatomy-based reasoning can be accomplished through object-centric
modeling, which is gaining popularity in general computer vision [19, 14, 26, 28,
6]. Object-centric models represent images or clips according to their constituent
objects by running an object detector and then using the detections to factorize
the visual feature space into per-object features. By retaining implicit visual fea-
tures, these approaches maintain differentiability, allowing them to be fine-tuned
for various downstream tasks. Meanwhile, they can also be extended to include
object attributes such as class, location, and temporal order for tasks that rely
heavily on scene semantics. Recent works have explored object-centric repre-
sentations in the surgical domain, but they are characterized by one of several
limitations: they often include only surgical tools [9, 22], preventing anatomy-
driven reasoning; they are limited to single-frames or short clips [18, 15, 9, 22],
preventing video-level understanding; or they formulate the object-centric rep-
resentation as a final output (e.g. scene graph prediction) and only include scene
semantics, which limits their effectiveness for downstream tasks [8, 23, 17].

In this work, we tackle these challenges by proposing to build latent spa-
tiotemporal graph representations of entire surgical videos, with each node rep-
resenting a surgical tool or anatomical structure and edges representing relation-
ships between nodes across space and time. To build our graphs, rather than use
an off-the-shelf object detector, we employ the latent graph encoder of [15] to
generate per-frame graphs that additionally encode object semantics, segmenta-
tion details, and inter-object relations, all of which are important for downstream
anatomy-driven reasoning. We then add edges between nodes in different graphs,
resulting in a spatiotemporal graph representation of the entire video. We en-
counter two main challenges when building these graphs for surgical videos: (1)
surgical scenes evolve slowly over time, calling for long-term modeling, and (2)
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object detection is often error-prone due to annotated data scarcity. To address
the first challenge, we introduce a framework to add temporal edges at multiple
horizons, enabling reasoning about the short-term and long-term evolution of the
underlying video. Then, to address the error-prone object detection, we propose
a Graph Editing Module that leverages the spatiotemporal graph structure and
predicted object semantics to efficiently correct errors in object detection.

We evaluate our method on two downstream tasks: critical view of safety
(CVS) clip classification and surgical phase recognition. CVS clip classification
is a fine-grained task that requires accurate identification and reasoning about
anatomy, and is thus an ideal target application for our object-centric approach.
On the other hand, phase recognition is a coarse-grained task that requires holis-
tic understanding of longer video segments, which can demonstrate the effective-
ness of our temporal edge building framework. We achieve competitive perfor-
mance in both of these tasks and show that our graph representations can be
used with or without task-specific finetuning, thereby demonstrating their value
as general-purpose video representations.

In summary, we contribute the following:

1. A method to encode surgical videos as latent spatiotemporal graphs that
can then be used without modification for two diverse downstream tasks.

2. A framework for effectively modeling long-range relationships in surgical
videos via multiple-horizon temporal edges.

3. A Graph Editing Module that can correct errors in the predicted graph based
on temporal coherence cues and prior knowledge.

2 Methods

In this section, we describe our approach to encode a T -frame video V = {It | 1 ≤
t ≤ T} as a latent spatiotemporal graph GV (illustrated in Fig. 1). Our method
consists of a frame-wise object detection step followed by a temporal graph
building step and a graph editing module to correct errors in the predicted graph
representation. We also describe our graph neural network decoder to process
the resulting representation GV for downstream tasks.

2.1 Graph Construction

Object Detection. To construct a latent spatiotemporal graph representation,
we must first detect the objects in each frame, along with any additional prop-
erties. We do so by employing the graph encoder ϕSG proposed in [15], yielding
a graph Gt for each frame It ∈ V . The resulting Gt is composed of nodes Nt and
edges Et; Nt and Et are in turn composed of features hi, hi,j , bounding boxes bi,
bi,j , and object/relation class ri, ri,j .
Spatiotemporal Graph Building. Once we have computed the graphs Gt,
we add temporal edges to construct a single graph GV that describes the entire
video. GV retains the spatial edges from the various Gt to describe geometric
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relations between objects in the same frame (i.e. to the left of, above), while also
including temporal edges between spatially and visually similar nodes. It can
then be processed with a graph neural network during downstream evaluation
to efficiently propagate object-level information across space and time.

We add temporal edges to GV based on object bounding box overlap and
visual feature similarity, inspired by [26]; however, we extend their approach
to construct edges at multiple temporal horizons rather than between adjacent
frames alone. Specifically, we design an operator ϕTE that takes a pair of graphs
Gt, Gt+w and outputs a list of edges, which are defined by their connectivity
Ct,t+w containing pairs of adjacent nodes, and their relation class Rt,t+w con-
taining relation class ids. To compute the edges, ϕTE calculates pairwise sim-
ilarities between nodes in Gt and nodes in Gt+w using two separate kernels:
KB , which computes the generalized IoU between node bounding boxes, and
KF , which computes the cosine similarity between node features. This yields
similarity matrices MB and MF , each of size Nt ×Nt+w. Using each matrix, we
select the most similar node nj,t+w ∈ Nt+w for each ni,t ∈ Nt and vice-versa.
Altogether, this yields 4 ∗ (|Nt|+ |Nt+w|) edges consisting of connectivity tuples
cm,n = ((i, t), (j, t+ w)) and relation classes rm,n, which we store in Ct,t+w and
Rt,t+w respectively. We apply ϕTE to all pairs of graphs Gt,Gt+w for various tem-
poral horizons w ∈ W, then combine the resulting Ct,t+w and Rt,t+w to obtain
temporal edge connectivities CST and relation classes RST. Finally, we augment
each temporal edge with features hm,n and bounding boxes bm,n, yielding the
video-level graph GV :

hm,n = hi,tx + hj,ty , bm,n = ∪(bi,tx , bj,ty ), where (i, tx), (j, ty) = cm,n

EST = {bm,n, rm,n, hm,n | (m,n) ∈ CST}; EV = {Et | 1 ≤ t ≤ T} ∪ EST

GV = {NV , EV }, where NV =
⋃

1≤t≤T

Nt.
(1)

Edge Horizon Selection. While ϕTE is designed to construct edges between
arbitrarily distant graphs, effective selection of temporal horizons W is non-
trivial. We could naively include every possible temporal horizon, setting W =
{1, 2, ..., T − 1} to maximize temporal information flow; however, making W
too dense results in redundancies in the resulting graph, which can have an
oversmoothing effect during downstream processing with a graph neural network
(GNN) [29]. To avoid this issue, we take inspiration from temporal convolutional
networks (TCN) [10], which propagate information over long input sequences
using a series of convolutions with exponentially increasing dilation. We similarly
use exponentially increasing temporal horizons, setting W = {1, 2, 4, ..., 2l} to
enable efficient information flow at each GNN layer and long-horizon message
passing via a stack of GNN layers.

2.2 Graph Editing Module

One limitation of object-centric approaches is a reliance on high quality ob-
ject detection, which is particularly steep in surgical videos. These difficulties
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in object detection could be tackled by incorporating prior knowledge such as
anatomical scene geometry, but incorporating these constraints into the learning
process often requires complex constraint formulations and methodologies. We
posit that our spatiotemporal graph structure represents a simpler framework
to incorporate such constraints; to demonstrate this, we introduce a module
to filter detections of anatomical structures, which are particularly difficult to
detect, incorporating the constraint that there is only one of each structure in
each frame. Specifically, after building the spatiotemporal graph, we compute
a dropout probability pi,t = 1

deg(ni,t)
for each node, where deg is the degree

operator. Then, for each frame t, for each object class rj , we select the highest
scoring node nt from {ni,t|ri,t}. During training, we apply graph editing with
probability pedit, providing robustness to a wide range of input graphs.

2.3 Downstream Task Decoder

For downstream prediction from GV , we first apply a GNN using the architecture
proposed in [3], yielding spatiotemporally-aware node features. Then, we pool
the node features within each frame and apply a linear layer to yield frame-wise
predictions (see Fig. 1). We process these predictions differently depending on
the task: for clip classification, we output only the prediction for the last frame,
while for temporal video segmentation, we output the frame-wise predictions.

2.4 Training

We adopt a two-stage training approach, starting by training ϕSG as proposed
in [15] and then extracting graphs for all images. Then, in the second stage, we
process a sequence of graphs with our model to predict frame-wise outputs. We
supervise each prediction with the corresponding frame label, propagating the
clip label to each frame when per-frame labels are unavailable.

3 Experiments and Results

In this section, we describe our evaluation tasks and datasets, describe baseline
methods and our model, then present results for each task. We conclude with
an ablation study that illustrates the impact of our various model components.

3.1 Evaluation Tasks and Datasets

Critical View of Safety (CVS) Prediction. The CVS consists of three inde-
pendent criteria, and can be viewed as a multi-label classification problem [13].
For our experiments, we use the Endoscapes+ dataset introduced in [15], which
contains 11090 images annotated with CVS evenly sampled from the dissection
phase of 201 cholecystectomies at 0.2 fps; it also includes a subset of 1933 im-
ages with segmentation masks and bounding box annotations. We model CVS
prediction as a clip classification problem, constructing clips of length 10 at 1
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fps, and use the label of the last frame as the clip label. As in [15], we inves-
tigate CVS prediction performance in two experimental settings to study the
label-efficiency of various methods: (1) using only the bounding box labels and
CVS labels and (2) additionally using the segmentation labels. We report mean
average precision (mAP) across the three criteria for all methods.
Surgical Phase Recognition. For surgical phase recognition, we use the pub-
lically available Cholec80 dataset [24], which includes 80 videos with frame-wise
phase annotations ({1, 2, ..., 7}). We use the first 40 videos for training, the next
8 for validation, and the remaining 32 for testing, as in [2, 20]. In addition, to
enable object-centric approaches, we use the publically available CholecSeg8k
dataset [7] as it represents multiple surgical phases unlike Endoscapes+. As
CholecSeg8k is a subset of Cholec80, we split the images into training, vali-
dation, and testing following the aforementioned video splits. We model phase
recognition as a temporal video segmentation problem, and process the entire
video at once. Again, we explore two experimental settings: (1) temporal phase
recognition without single-frame finetuning to evaluate the surgical video rep-
resentations learned by each method and (2) temporal phase recognition with
single-frame finetuning, the classical setting [2, 5, 20]. We report mean F1 score
across videos for all methods, as suggested in [20].

3.2 Baseline Methods

Single-Frame Methods. As CVS clip classification is unexplored, we compare
to two recent single-frame methods for reference: LG-CVS [15], a graph-based
approach, and DeepCVS [13], a non-object-centric approach. We quote results
from [15], which improves DeepCVS and enables training with bounding boxes.
DeepCVS-Temporal. We also extend DeepCVS for clip classification by re-
placing the last linear layer of the dilated ResNet-18 with a Transformer decoder,
referring to this model as DeepCVS-Temporal.
STRG. Space-Time Region Graphs (STRG) [26] is a spatiotemporal graph-
based approach for action recognition that builds a latent graph by predicting
region proposals and extracting per-region visual features using an I3D back-
bone; we repurpose STRG for CVS clip classification and phase recognition.
Because STRG is trained end-to-end, it can only process clips of limited length;
consequently, we train STRG on clips of 15 frames for phase recognition rather
the entire video as in other methods. We also only consider phase recognition
with finetuning. For CVS clip classification, we additionally pre-train the I3D
feature extractor in STRG on bounding box/segmentation labels using a Faster-
RCNN box head [21] or DeepLabV3+ decoder [1].
TeCNO. TeCNO [2] is a temporal model for surgical phase recognition consist-
ing of frame-wise feature extraction followed by temporal decoding with a causal
TCN [10] to classify phases. For phase recognition without single-frame finetun-
ing, we use a ResNet-50 pre-trained on CholecSeg8k using a DeepLabV3+ head
to extract features, enabling fair comparisons with our method. For the other
setting, we report performance from [20].
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Table 1. CVS Clip Classification Performance. Standard deviation is across three runs
of each method. Single frame methods from prior works are also reported for reference.

CVS mAPMethod Box Seg
DeepCVS-R18 [13, 15] 54.1± 1.3 60.2± 1.6Single Frame LG-CVS [15] 63.6± 0.8 67.3± 1.4

DeepCVS-Temporal 57.8± 3.2 63.8± 2.1
STRG [26] 60.5± 0.7 61.7± 1.5Temporal

Ours 66.3± 0.9 69.7± 1.3

Ours. We train our model in two stages, starting by training the graph encoder
ϕSG as described in [15] on the subset of Endoscapes+ annotated with segmen-
tation masks or bounding boxes for CVS clip classification, or on CholecSeg8k
for phase recognition. We then extract frame-wise graphs for the entire dataset
and apply our spatiotemporal graph approach to predict CVS or phase. In the
second experimental setting for phase recognition, we additionally finetune ϕSG
on all training images with the frame-wise phase labels before extracting the
graphs. Finally, we evaluate a version of our method that additionally applies a
TCN to the un-factorized image features and adds the TCN-processed features
to the pooled temporally-aware node features prior to linear classification. We
set l = 3, pedit = 0.5, and use a 5-layer GNN for CVS prediction and an 8-layer
GNN for phase recognition.

3.3 Main Experiments

CVS. Our first takeaway from Table 1 is that temporal models provide a
method-agnostic boost of ~3% mAP for CVS prediction. Furthermore, our ap-
proach outperforms both non-object-centric and object-centric temporal base-
lines, achieving a substantial performance boost in the label-efficient bounding
box setting while remaining competitive when also trained with segmentation
masks. In the box setting, we observe that the non-object-centric DeepCVS ap-
proaches perform rather poorly due to an over-reliance on predicted semantics
rather than effective visual encodings [15]. Object-centric modeling addresses
some of these limitations, as evidenced by STRG outperforming DeepCVS-
Temporal. Nevertheless, our method achieves a much stronger performance boost,
owing to multiple factors: (1) our model is based on the underlying LG-CVS,
which constructs its frame-wise object-centric representation by using the final
bounding box predictions rather than just region proposals like STRG, and also
encodes semantic information, and (2) our proposed improvements (multiple-
horizon edges, graph editing) are critical to improving model performance. Mean-
while, in the segmentation setting, the object-centric STRG is ineffective, per-
forming worse than DeepCVS-Temporal; this discrepancy arises because, as pre-
viously mentioned, STRG relies on region proposals rather than object-specific
bounding boxes in its graph representation, and as a result, cannot fully take
advantage of the additional information provided by the segmentation masks.
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Table 2. Surgical Phase Recognition Performance.

Method Phase F1
TeCNO [2] 64.3

Ours 70.3No Single-Frame Finetuning
Ours + TCN 74.1

STRG [26] 77.1
TeCNO [2], reported from [20] 80.3

Ours 79.9
With Single-Frame Finetuning

Ours + TCN 81.4

Table 3. Ablation Study of Model Components.

Ablated Feature Performance Drop (↑ is worse)
CVS mAP (Seg) Phase F1 (No FT)

No Long Term Edges (W = {1}) 1.6 7.2
Naive Edge Horizon Selection

(W = {1, 2, ..., T − 1}) 1.4 4.1

No Graph Editing Module 1.1 0.2

Our approach translates the ideas of STRG but importantly builds on top of
the already effective representations learnt by LG-CVS to achieve universal ef-
fectiveness for spatiotemporal modeling of CVS.
Phase. Table 2 shows the phase recognition results for various methods with
(bottom) and without (top) finetuning the underlying single-frame model. Our
model is already highly effective for phase recognition without any finetuning,
outperforming the corresponding TeCNO model by 6.1% F1 in its original form
and by nearly 10% F1 when also using a TCN. This shows that the graph rep-
resentations contain general-purpose information about the surgical scenes and
their evolution. Finally, by finetuning the underlying single-frame graph encoder,
we match the existing state-of-the-art, highlighting our method’s flexibility.

3.4 Ablation Studies

Table 3 illustrates the impact of each model component on CVS clip classification
and phase recognition performance. The first two rows illustrate the importance
of using exponential edge horizons. Without any long-term edges (as in STRG),
we observe a staggering 7.20% drop in Phase F1; naively building edges between
all the graphs improves performance but is still 4.14% worse than our proposed
method. We observe similar trends for the CVS mAP but with lower magnitude,
as CVS prediction is not as reliant on long-term video understanding. Meanwhile,
we observe the opposite effect for the graph editing module, which is quite effec-
tive for CVS clip classification but does not considerably impact phase F1. This
is again consistent with the nature of the tasks, as CVS requires fine-grained
understanding of the surgical anatomy, and performance can suffer greatly from
errors in object detection, while phase recognition is more coarse-grained and is
thus less impacted by errors at this fine-grained level.
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4 Conclusion

We introduce a method to encode surgical videos in their entirety as latent
spatiotemporal graph representations. Our graph representations enable fine-
grained anatomy-driven reasoning as well as coarse long-range video under-
standing due to the inclusion of edges at multiple-temporal horizons, robust-
ness against errors in object detection provided by a graph editing module, and
memory- and computational-efficiency afforded by a two-stage training pipeline.
We believe that the resulting graphs are powerful general-purpose representa-
tions of surgical videos that can fuel numerous future downstream applications.
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Table 1. CVS Clip Classification Performance for various clip lengths.

Clip Size
Performance (CVS mAP)

DeepCVS-Temporal STRG Ours

5 62.39± 1.63 60.07± 1.46 63.70± 1.12

10 63.75± 2.12 60.72± 1.74 63.98± 0.91

15 63.64± 2.50 59.35± 1.82 63.44± 1.09

Table 2. Performance of DeepCVS-Temporal with various temporal models.

Temporal Model Performance (CVS mAP)

LSTM 63.13± 3.17

GRU 63.26± 2.21

Transformer 63.75± 2.12

Table 3. Hyperparameter Settings for Our Model.

Setting Value
CVS Clip Classification Video Phase Recognition

Clip Length 10 Variable (Video Length)
Clip FPS 1 0.5
Optimizer Adam Adam

Learning Rate 3e-4 1e-3
Batch Size 128 1
Dropout 0.25 0.0

Label Per-Frame Yes Yes
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Fig. 1. Predicted frame-wise and spatiotemporal graph structure for a 5-frame clip.
Subscripts indicate the frame that each node comes from. The blue circled region
shows a well tracked object forming a cluster in the video graph. The black circled
region shows the impact of adding edges at multiple temporal horizons, as CD4 would
otherwise be unconnected to the other CD instances. Lastly, the gray circled region
shows the importance of feature-derived edges; two sets of tool instances are part of the
same cluster, but feature-derived edges help distinguish the different instances. Legend
- CT: Calot Triangle, CP: Cystic Plate, CA: Cystic Artery, CD: Cystic Duct, GB:
Gallbladder, T: Tool. Differently colored edges correspond to different relation classes.


