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Abstract—Accurate brain tumor segmentation in the early
stages of the disease is crucial for the treatment’s effectiveness,
avoiding exhaustive visual inspection of a qualified specialist on
3D MR brain images of multiple protocols (e.g., T1, T2, T2-
FLAIR, T1-Gd). Several networks exist for Glioma segmentation,
being nnU-Net one of the best. In this work, we evaluate
self-calibrated convolutions in different parts of the nnU-Net
network to demonstrate that self-calibrated modules in skip
connections can significantly improve the enhanced-tumor and
tumor-core segmentation accuracy while preserving the whole-
tumor segmentation accuracy.

Index Terms—Neural Networks, 3D Image Segmentation, Med-
ical Image Analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

Two primary classes of cells compose the nervous system:
neurons and glia. Each of them has specific functions. Neu-
rons, electrically excited cells, are responsible for transmitting
electrical and chemical signals, enabling neuronal synapses
[1]. While glial cells guarantee the proper working of neurons
by interacting with neuronal synapses and capillary networks
and enabling blood-brain barriers [2].

We can further divide glial cells into three major types:
microglia, astrocytes, and oligodendrocytes. According to gene
profile analysis and genetic modeling in mice, there is evidence
that Glioblastomas (GBM) — a grade IV glioma — derive
from those cells [3]. GBM is a particularly aggressive and
malignant tumor and the most common malignant brain tumor
in adults.

Brain tumors are known for their high mortality and the
complexity of treatment. In general, these two aspects relate
to its location. Glioma, a type of primary brain tumor, is
one of the most common cases [4]. Being almost 30% of all
primary brain tumors and 80% of all malignant ones, they are
responsible for most deaths caused by primary brain tumors
[5].

Therefore, for the treatment of GBM cases, the problem
of delineating tumor regions is of significant importance.
Precisely identifying tumor tissues guides medical procedures.
The absence of an automated solution forces radiologists to
visually inspect 3D MR brain images of multiple protocols
(e.g., T1, T2, T2-FLAIR, T1-Gd) — an exhaustive and error-
prone task.

Active research on Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs),
as U-shaped encoder-decoder architectures, have been pursued
for brain tumor segmentation [6]-[8]. Such semantic segmen-
tation (SS) models require voxel-level annotation of many
images for training and should identify relevant tumor regions
for guiding the surgical procedure. Accurate voxel-level image
annotation is challenging, which makes the available datasets
(e.g., BraTs [9]) valuable to support research in this area.

Nevertheless, most works focus on developing U-shaped
networks employing plain 3D Convolutions. Despite the con-
volution’s power to extract semantic features, more efforts
must be made toward improving feature learning. This study
sheds light on integrating self-calibrated convolutions in U-
Shaped networks. We evaluate such modules in different
segments of the nnU-Net network and conclude that self-
calibration in skip connections is the best choice.

II. RELATED WORK

Towards GBM problems, Multi-modal Brain Tumor Image
Segmentation Benchmark (BraTS) is the standard benchmark.
The BRATS dataset was built in 2012 with the MICCAI
(Medical Image Computing and Computer Assisted Interven-
tion) conference. Initially, the dataset had 30 multi-contrast
MR scans, but the latter version (2023) has 2040 [9], [10].
Medical experts annotate tumor tissues into three classes: Gd-
enhancing tumor (ET), peritumoral edematous/invaded tissue
(ED), and the necrotic tumor core (NCR).

The BraTS dataset targets heterogeneous image qual-
ity. Hence, brain tumor mpMRI (multi-institutional multi-
parametric pre-operative magnetic resonance imaging) reflects
many clinical practices across different institutions [9]. A
review of past years’ BraTS$ leader-board — winning methods
— shows a tendency to deep learning (since 2014) [11]. In
the following years, methods introduced architectural improve-
ments toward U-Shaped architectures (initially proposed by
U-Net [6]) [8].

Kamnitsas et al. won the 2017 competition through an
Ensemble of Multiple Models and Architecture (EMMA) [12].
The 2018 winning solution proposed improvements such as an
asymmetrical U-Net and an auto-encoder to carry out regular-
ization [13]. In the following year, the winners employed a
coarse-to-fine strategy [14]. Through a cascade network, they
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first predict a rough segmentation map, which a more complex
U-Net further improves.

Lately, the nnU-Net (No-new-U-Net) won the BraT$ 2020
competition [8]. nnU-Net is a fully automatic framework
for SS methods configuration. A set of heuristics guide the
design of the U-Net architecture and pre- and post-processing
operations. Additionally, their results demonstrate the effect
of data augmentation on the model’s performance. In 2021,
authors extended nnU-Net exploring larger decoders, different
normalization, and attention layers.

Across all winning solutions, from cascade and auto-
encoder to attention layers, all U-shaped models employ, as
building blocks, plain convolutional blocks (3D). The net-
work encoder extracts semantic information from different
resolutions, but there is room for improvement. Furthermore,
winning approaches do not apply operations on skip connec-
tions. Hence, we explore this gap by investigating a module
introduced to improve convolution by enabling long-range
spatial and inter-channel dependencies around each spatial
location [15]. Interestingly, this module, named self-calibrated
convolutions (SC-Conv), improves the basic convolutional
feature transformation process without modifying model archi-
tectures. Hence, our approach modifies the nnU-Net baseline
by replacing plain convolutions with SC-Conv.

III. ADDING SC-CONV INTO U-SHAPED NETWORKS

Sequences of convolutional blocks aim to improve data
representation for classification and segmentation tasks. An
SC-Conv module contains five convolutional blocks [15] to
improve data representation further. Such modules may be
used in sequence just as plain convolutional blocks are used.
We explore the idea in [15] to incorporate 3D SC-Conv mod-
ules into U-shaped networks (i.e., nn-UNet 3D low-resolution
without five-fold ensemble).
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Fig. 1: 3D SC-Conv Module [15].
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Figure 1 illustrates an SC-Conv module (3D). First, the
input image X with C' channels is split into two images,
X, and Xs, of % channels each. A plain convolution layer
performs such a split operation (i.e., convolution groups). Self-
calibration is executed over X, downsampling it by average
pooling with stride r to pass through convolution and batch
normalization (C'O3). The result is upsampled by interpolation
with factor r for element-wise summation with X; followed
by a sigmoidal activation, forcing an output within [0, 1]. For
self-calibration, this output is element-wise multiplied by the
result of passing X; through another convolution and batch

normalization block (CO3). The result of self-calibration then
passes through another convolution, batch normalization, and
ReLU activation (C'O,), generating Y7. In parallel, X5 passes
through another convolution, batch normalization, and ReLU
activation (CO1), generating Y5. After concatenating Y7 and
Y2, the resulting image passes through another convolution,
batch normalization, and ReLU activation (C'Os) to obtain the
output Y.

SC-Conv modules aim to encode semantics without intro-
ducing complexity overhead or hyper-parameters tunning. It
has the following advantages. (1) It can model inter-channel
dependencies, enlarging the fields of view. As such, it encodes
larger and more accurate discriminative regions. (2) Instead
of collecting global contexts, SC only considers the context
around each spatial location. Consequently, it avoids the
contamination of information from irrelevant regions. (3) It
encodes multiscale information, which is highly desirable for
object detection tasks [15].

As SC-Conv could easily replace plain convolutional layer:
we adapted the original code! to work with Volumetric Data
(Batch x Channel x Height x Width x Depth); replaced batch
normalization by instance normalization, and ReLU by leaky-
Relu, as we use nnU-Net; and evaluated such modules in dif-
ferent segments of the nn-UNet network, on encoder-decoder
(simultaneously), and skip connections. For the case of the
encoder and decoder, we replaced the 3D convolutional blocks
with 3D SC-Conv blocks. In the case of skip connections, we
added the module for each encoder level before concatenating
extracted features for decoding.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

This section describes our experimental setup to evaluate
the impact of adding self-calibrated convolutions into nn-
UNet. We describe the dataset, our baseline (nnU-Net [8]),
and its modifications. We also present the training procedure

\ and evaluation metric.

1) Dataset: We employed data from the BraTS 2023 Adult
Glioblastoma challenge as our training and validation data.
The data are the same as the 2021 challenge [9]. Moreover, as
labels are available for the competition training data, we split
the training data (1251) into the train (80%) and validation
(20%) data. Each training instance comprises 4 MRI modal-
ities: 1. native (T1); 2. post-contrast T1 Weighted (T1Gd);
3. T2-weighted (T2); and 4. T2 Fluid Attenuated Inversion
Recovery (T2-FLAIR). Finally, each training instance has a
ground truth delineating the glioma into three classes, shown
in image 2.

2) Network Structure: The BraTS leader-board for the
last years shows a tendency to nnU-Net-based approaches.
Hence, we choose our baseline using the out-of-the-box nnU-
Net framework 2. We first pre-processed the BraTS 2023
Glioblastoma dataset using the nnU-Net pre-processor for such
an end. Then, the framework defines a 3D U-Net architec-
ture for image patches (128x128x128), setting convolutional

Thttps://github.com/MCG-NKU/SCNet
Zhttps://github.com/MIC-DKFZ/nnUNet



BraTs-GLI-00744-000 (FLAIR) BraTS-GLI-00744-000 (T1Gd)

BraTs-GLI-00744-000 (Labels)

ED: Peritumoral edematous
/invaded tissue

. NCR: Necrotic Tumor Core . ET: Gd-enhancing tumor

Fig. 2: Data instance from BraTS23. One can visualize NCR
(hypointense) and ET (hyperintense) tissues on T1Gd, and ED
(hyperintense) on T2-FLAIR protocols.

blocks, normalization operations, and deep supervision. Deep
supervision allows the calculus of loss for the three last
decoder’s levels, helping gradient flow [8], [16].
Then, based on the baseline model defined by nnU-Net, we

conducted three experiments:

M1 3D SC-Conv replaces all convolution blocks in the
encoder and decoder;

3D SC-Conv is used only for skip connections;
The combination of M1 and M2, with 3D SC-Conv in
all parts, encoder, decoder, and skip connections.

M2
M3

Figure 3 shows our expansion of nnU-Net with SC-Conv
(M2).

Finally, the only modifications made to the original code
of SC-Conv are 3D Convolutions, leaky-Relu, and instance
normalization, as suggested by nnU-Net.

3) Training procedure: We conducted all experiments in
an NVIDIA A100 GPU (40Gb). The loss function — a
combination of binary cross entropy and Dice — does not
optimize the tumor classes directly, but the following: ET,
Tumor Core (NCR U ET), and Whole Tumor (NCR U ET U
ED). To normalize our input images (ZScore normalization)
and augment them, we kept the nnU-Net proposed opera-
tions across all experiments [8]. Despite working with image
patches, the training uses a batch size of 2 to avoid the burden
of GPU memory. This batch size also justifies using instance
normalization [17].

All experiments were executed for 260 epochs using a Poly
learning rate scheduler, initially set as 0.01. As the optimizer,
we employed SGD with Nesterov momentum (;z = 0.99).

4) Evaluation metric: We used Dice Score Coefficient
(DSC) to measure the similarity between the segmentation
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Fig. 3: Best architecture found (nnU-Net [8] with SC-Conv on
skip-connections).

masks (predicted vs ground truth).

V. RESULTS

As previously introduced, we provided a fair comparison
for 3D SC-Conv against 3D Convolution, keeping all other
network parameters across experiments. Table I summarizes
our results.

Dice (%, 1)
Approach g TC WT AVG
Baseline 83.4922 90.1915 91.5310 88.4214
M1 83.0825 89.6815 91.1319 87.9714
M2 84.3255 90.4615 91.101¢9 88.6514
M3 82.9823 89.6316 90.651¢0 87.7514

TABLE I: Dice score metric (Standard deviation as subscript).

Results showed that adding 3D SC-Conv on the encoder
and decoder degraded our performance. However, adding them
on skip-connections helps to propagate high-quality features
to the decoder, improving our performance. Furthermore,
high standard deviation values make it difficult to conclude
further improvements. However, this is explained by BraTS
variability, as the dataset represents different institutions under
standard clinical conditions but with diverse equipment and
imaging protocols [9].

Finally, Figure 4 shows an inference made by our model
and the baseline. Shown on the left is the TIGd image, and
T2-FLAIR on the right. The first line shows our model’s
inference on both images, while the third line shows the
baseline segmentation masks. On the center line is the ground
truth.

Both models struggle to classify the peritumoral edema in
the edge region correctly. Also, models estimate a convexity,
but a cavity (red square) exists. Moreover, the baseline loses
a small hole of edema. At the same time, our model correctly
classifies it, depicting the potential of SC-Module to collect
spatial location (yellow square). In the same context, the
baseline also predicts necrotic tumor core in invalid positions.
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Fig. 4: Results for BraTS subject 00019. The first column
shows T1-Gd images, and the second one, T2-Flair. a-b are
results with SC-Conv on skip-connections, c-d the ground
truth, and e-f the baseline’s result.

In contrast, a better context understanding prevents it (blue
square). The same behavior is observed for other images.

VI. CONCLUSION

Our experiments raise the following takeaways: As intro-
duced by nnU-Net authors, aggressive augmentations substan-
tially improve segmentation performance, while architecture
design shows slight enhancement. Hence, future work may
focus on designing more suited augmentations or network
architectures to tackle data variance, a characteristic of medical
data from multiple institutions; Secondly, SC-Conv on skip-
connections improve performance, but further experiments are
required: on skip-connection to validate if using only 3D
convolutions also shows improvements; on encoder-decoder,
exploring different expansion and pooling rates to explore
more spatial features at U-Net higher level. Lastly, it also
shows the potential of the nnU-Net to define a baseline and
experiment with additional modifications easily.
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