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Abstract. The recent Segment Anything Model (SAM) is a significant
advancement in natural image segmentation, exhibiting potent zero-shot
performance suitable for various downstream image segmentation tasks.
However, directly utilizing the pretrained SAM for Infrared Small Target
Detection (IRSTD) task falls short in achieving satisfying performance
due to a notable domain gap between natural and infrared images. Unlike
a visible light camera, a thermal imager reveals an object’s temperature
distribution by capturing infrared radiation. Small targets often show a
subtle temperature transition at the object’s boundaries. To address this
issue, we propose the IRSAM model for IRSTD, which improves SAM’s
encoder-decoder architecture to learn better feature representation of
infrared small objects. Specifically, we design a Perona-Malik diffusion
(PMD)-based block and incorporate it into multiple levels of SAM’s en-
coder to help it capture essential structural features while suppressing
noise. Additionally, we devise a Granularity-Aware Decoder (GAD) to
fuse the multi-granularity feature from the encoder to capture structural
information that may be lost in long-distance modeling. Extensive exper-
iments on the public datasets, including NUAA-SIRST, NUDT-SIRST,
and IRSTD-1K, validate the design choice of IRSAM and its significant
superiority over representative state-of-the-art methods. The source code
are available at: github.com/IPIC-Lab/IRSAM.

Keywords: Infrared small target detection · Segment anything model ·
Perona-Malik diffusion equation · Granularity-Aware Decoder

1 Introduction

Infrared small target detection (IRSTD) plays a crucial role in various real-
world applications, including traffic management and maritime rescue [9,27,34].
Infrared imaging uniquely captures thermal radiation, less affected by atmo-
spheric scattering than visible light. Thus, under challenging visible light condi-
tions like fog or rain, infrared images provide richer target information, making
them more suitable for detecting obscured or indistinguishable targets, especially

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

07
52

0v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

0 
Ju

l 2
02

4

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1473-9784
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6223-5492
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1443-0776
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6595-7661
https://github.com/IPIC-Lab/IRSAM


2 M Zhang and Y Wang et al.

small ones. Consequently, IRSTD has been a prominent focus in computer vision
for decades [32,47].

The traditional IRSTD methods can be divided into three subgroups: filter-

Ground Truth ACMNet MDvsFA

ISNet SAM IRSAM

Fig. 1: Visual Comparison. Segmentation results of
different methods on complex structured targets.

based, human visual sys-
tem (HVS)-based, and
low-rank represen-tation-
based methods [45]. How-
ever, these methods are
effective only in high
contrast or simple back-
ground scenarios, strug-
gling in more challeng-
ing conditions due to
heavy reliance on hyper-
parameter tuning and hand-
crafted features with lim-
ited representation abil-
ity. Recent advancements
in deep learning and the
availability of IRSTD pub-
lic datasets offer a new solution. Approaches using deep learning for IRSTD
include generative adversarial networks (GANs) [29,40,41,49], U-Net-based net-
works [7, 8, 30,47] and transformer-based methods [38].

Although these methods hold promise, their efficacy heavily relies on the ar-
chitecture’s specific design and the scale of training data. Obtaining such data is
inherently more challenging compared to natural image datasets. With extensive
research on deep models in the natural image domain and the proven effective-
ness of transfer learning [18, 25] in mitigating generalization issues with limited
training data for downstream tasks, a crucial question arises: Can a well-designed
model pre-trained on a large-scale natural image dataset effectively kickstart the
IRSTD task?

Segment Anything Model (SAM) [20] has recently sparked a surge of interest
in the field of computer vision image segmentation. Built upon the plain vi-
sion transformer-based encoder-decoder architecture and trained on the world’s
largest segmentation dataset, its powerful zero-shot segmentation capability has
inspired many studies that apply SAM to various image segmentation tasks
[17, 19, 23, 35]. While SAM shows promising results, they are not tailored for
the IRSTD problem, facing challenges due to significant differences between in-
frared and natural images. (1) Infrared small target images, characterized by
the small size of distant targets and substantial background noise and clutter,
face challenges in distinguishing targets from the background when employing
SAM directly due to a low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). (2) Infrared imaging
relies on the thermal radiation of objects, differing from optical imaging. The
gradual radiation difference between the object and the background in infrared
images results in a blurred target edge. This fuzzy edge makes SAM prone to
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segmenting the original gap into targets, especially when dealing with targets
with complex structures, as demonstrated in Fig. 1. To address these issues, we
aim to advance SAM for IRSTD through transfer learning, with a particular
emphasis on refining its architecture to learn better feature representation for
infrared small objects.

To this end, we propose the IRSAM model for IRSTD. It builds upon SAM
with carefully designed blocks to improve its encoder and decoder, enhancing its
ability to detect arbitrary infrared small objects in the context of background
noise and clutter. Specifically, inspired by the Perona-Malik diffusion (PMD)
equation used in image processing for image denoising and edge preservation, we
design a Wavelet-based Perona-Malik Diffusion (WPMD) module by leveraging
the wavelet transform to substitute the gradient term in the PMD equation.
WPMD is incorporated into multiple levels of SAM’s encoder to help it capture
essential structural features while suppressing noise. Additionally, we devise a
Granularity-Aware Decoder (GAD) to fuse the multi-granularity feature from
the encoder via a two-way transformer to enhance the mask representation of
objects in various sizes and shapes. To reduce the model size and computational
complexity, we adopt the lightweight Mobile-SAM [33] as the base model and
integrated the WPMD module and GAD to build our IRSAM.

The contributions of this paper can be summarized as:

– We introduce IRSAM by redesigning the general vision segmentation model
SAM for the IRSTD task for the first time. IRSAM outperforms the vanilla
SAM model and state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods on challenging bench-
marks in terms of both objective metrics and subjective evaluation, demon-
strating superior performance.

– We design a WPMD module to enhance the ability of SAM’s encoder to
preserve edge-related features while suppressing the noise in the infrared
images, effectively addressing the low-SNR issue in the IRSTD task.

– We design an GAD to reconstruct the target structural feature lost in cap-
turing long-distance dependence by fusing the multi-granularity feature from
the encoder via a carefully designed edge token, effectively enhancing the
mask representation of objects in various sizes and shapes.

2 Related Work

2.1 Infrared Small Target Detection

The traditional IRSTD methods including Top-Hat [1], Max-Median [10], WSLCM
[15], TLLCM [2], IPI [12], NRAM [36], RIPT [6], PSTNN [37], and MSLSTIPT
[26] based on hand-crafted features are tailored to specific scenarios, limiting
their generalization to challenging situations. The deep learning-based methods
have shown significant progress in IRSTD. For example, MDvsFA [29] applies
conditional generative adversarial networks to address the IRSTD problem by
achieving the trade-off between missed detection and false detection. Based on
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Fig. 2: Overall Architecture of IRSAM. Utilizing an encoder-decoder structure
rooted in SAM, IRSAM incorporates two novel modules: WPMD and GAD, crafted
specifically for the IRSTD task.

the U-Net structure, ACMNet [7] introduces a novel feature fusion approach em-
ploying asymmetric context modulation, while UIUNet [30] integrates multiple
nested U-Net networks. In addition, Zhang et al. [38] present a transformer-
based method for IRSTD called RKformer with random-connection attention.
Considering the shape characteristics, Zhang et al. [47] design a Taylor finite
difference-inspired edge block, developing ISNet. To enhance SNR, Zhang et
al. [48] devise a Dim2Clear from the perspective of image enhancement and
super-resolution reconstruction. To explore a lightweight network architecture,
Zhang et al. [43] make the first attempt to propose an IRPruneDet model tai-
lored for the IRSTD task through network pruning. Although these methods
have shown promising results, they typically require large-scale labeled data for
training. Obtaining such data is inherently more challenging compared to natu-
ral image datasets. Recently, Li et al. [21] and Ying et al. [32] recently introduce
a cost-effective weakly supervised approach for IRSTD, leveraging single-point
supervision to reduce annotation expenses. In this paper, we tackle this challenge
from a different perspective. Given the extensive research on deep models in the
natural image domain and the proven effectiveness of transfer learning [18, 25]
in mitigating generalization issues with limited training data for downstream
tasks, we propose harnessing a foundation segmentation model pre-trained on a
large-scale natural image dataset for the IRSTD task.

2.2 Segment Anything Model

Transformer [28,46] has found widespread application in computer vision tasks,
yielding competitive results in various domains. SAM, a Transformer-based model
tailored for semantic segmentation [20], allows users to segment objects with
prompts in any image. Following that, some researchers fine-tune the structure
of SAM to improve its performance on complex tasks such as shadow detection
and medical image detection [4, 17, 23, 35]. To reduce the computation com-
plexity of SAM, lightweight variants like Mobile SAM [33] and Fast SAM [50]
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have been proposed. Some attempts have been made to enhance the decoder
of SAM for improved segmentation under challenging conditions [19]. However,
these methods still rely on prompts to guide the segmentation process, restrict-
ing their applicability and efficiency for the IRSTD task. Besides, the inherent
domain gap between natural and infrared images hampers SAM’s performance
in IRSTD. To address this challenge, we introduce the IRSAM model, enhancing
SAM’s encoder-decoder architecture to capture more effective feature represen-
tations for small infrared objects while leveraging its pre-trained knowledge for
segmentation.

2.3 Diffusion Equation for Image Processing

The nonlinear diffusion equation, addressing anisotropic diffusion, has been used
to adapt the diffusion coefficient based on local image features like gradient or
curvature [42, 44] to preserve edge and texture information while eliminating
noise. PMD equation [24] introduces gradient-based diffusion coefficient func-
tions for image denoising and edge preservation. Chen et al. [5] apply PMD to
medical image denoising, enhancing contrast and SNR by selecting suitable dif-
fusion coefficient functions and parameters. Guo et al. [14] devise an adaptive
PMD using variable exponent function spaces. Zhang et al. [39] propose a PMD
neural module implemented in SAR-optical neural networks to reduce speckle
noise in SAR images. Nevertheless, directly integrating PMD into neural net-
works presents challenges, including boundary blurring and reduced robustness
to noise interference. In this work, we develop a WPMD module by incorporating
the high-frequency component from wavelet transform as the image differential
in the PMD equation, aiming to preserve structural information while mitigating
noise impact.

3 Methodology

3.1 Overall Architecture

Fig. 2 illustrates the overall architecture of the proposed IRSAM, which adopts
an encoder-decoder structure. The encoder of IRSAM comprises a pre-trained
ViT-Tiny backbone and WPMD blocks. ViT-Tiny aggregates the edge features
extracted by WPMD at each layer. For the decoder, unlike the original SAM
decoder architecture, we fuse the features at different granularities from the
encoder and use the output token to interact with image features and generate
the final high-quality target mask.

3.2 Wavelet transform-based PMD Block

Perona-Malik diffusion equation [24] is mainly used in image processing. The
characteristic of anisotropic diffusion enables it to promote diffusion (smoothing)
in smoother regions while suppressing diffusion at the edges, thereby achieving
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the effect of improving image quality, enhancing image structure, and suppress-
ing noise [14,31]. Infrared images are often corrupted by noise and have blurred
object boundaries, which pose great challenges for the transfer of SAM to the
IRSTD task. Therefore, we propose to explore PMD to preserve essential struc-
tural information and eliminate noises simultaneously in this transfer process.
Instead of using the convolutions operator, we propose to use the high-frequency
component from wavelet transform as the image differential in the PMD equa-
tion. As a result, the output of WPMD would be a smoother version of the input,
preserving essential structural information while eliminating noise.

Given a picture u, its corresponding PMD equation is given by:

∂u

∂t
= div (g (|∇u|)∇u) , (1)

where diffusion coefficient g (|∇u|) = 1/(1 + |∇u|2 /k2). k is a positive constant
used to control the degree of diffusion. t represents the step [14]. From Eq. (1),
it can be seen that when the gradient magnitude |∇u| of the smooth region
is small, the diffusion coefficient g (|∇u|) is large. Consequently, the diffusion
is strong and the noise is effectively removed. In the edge part, the gradient
magnitude |∇u| is large and the diffusion coefficient g (|∇u|) is small. Thus, the
diffusion is weak and the edge information is retained.

Eq. (1) can be expressed in the following form:

∂u

∂t
=

∂
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 .

(2)

On the other hand, the 2D wavelet transform of an image can be represented:

uw = Fw(u), w ∈ {LL,LH,HL,HH}, (3)

where F (·) represents the filtering operation. L and H stand for low-pass and
high-pass, respectively. Building upon the concept of approximating a differential
equation ∂

∂x or ∂
∂y with a wavelet frame FLH(·) and FHL(·) as discussed in [11]

and setting the diffusion step size △t to one, we can transform the Eq. (2) into
a discrete format:

uk − uk−1 = FLH(g(
√
u2
LH + u2

HL) · uLH) + FHL(g(
√
u2
LH + u2

HL) · uHL). (4)

As shown in the Fig. 3, after the diffusion process, we use a convolutional
layer to map the obtained structural features to the same dimension as the
encoder features of each layer. By incorporating multiple WPMD modules into
the SAM encoder at different layers, the SAM encoder enhances its ability to
suppress noise while preserving the structural features of the infrared images,
which effectively addresses the issue of low SNR and blurred target edge in the
IRSTD task.
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Fig. 3: Structure of the WPMD.

3.3 Granularity-Aware Decoder

Small infrared targets usually have limited visual features and are easily con-
founded with the background or similar targets. To improve the performance of
infrared small target segmentation, it is necessary to consider both the global
context information, which can help extract the overall semantics of the image
and enhance the detection of small objects, as well as the local boundary infor-
mation, which can help preserve the spatial details of small objects and improve
the precision of segmentation boundaries. SAM adopts the ViT architecture,
which excels at capturing long-term dependence and global information. The
early layer of the ViT structure has been demonstrated to preserve more general
image boundary details in previous works while the deep layer contains higher-
level semantics [13,19]. To improve the performance of SAM in the IRSTD task,
we devise the Granularity-Aware Decoder to fuse the multi-granularity features
By feeding global semantic context and local fine-grained features to the decoder,
GAD enjoys a richer multi-view knowledge, as shown in Fig. 2.

First, we perform two-way cross attention on the image embeddings X ∈
R64×64×256 from the encoder and output tokens Ttokens consisting of mask tokens
Tmask ∈ R4×256 and a newly designed edge token Tedge ∈ R1×256, i.e., image-
to-token cross attention and token-to-image cross attention:

Xcoarse, T̃tokens = CrossAttention(X, Ttokens). (5)

The T̃tokens after the cross-attention update has integrated global image con-
text as well as the information of other tokens and the edge token Tedge is learn-
able and randomly initialized in the decoder like the mask tokens Tmask. We then
upsample Xcoarse ∈ R64×64×256 and fuse it with the multi-granularity feature
Xmulti to get the refined image features:

Xfine = TConv(Xcoarse) +Xmulti. (6)
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Here, TConv denotes transposed convolution which is used to match the size of
Xcoarse and Xmulti. Xmulti is obtained as follows:

Xmulti = Conv(ReLU(Norm(Conv(Xshallow))))

+ TConv(ReLU(Norm(TConv(Xdeep)))),
(7)

where Xshallow ∈ R128×128×128 and Xdeep ∈ R64×64×256 represent the features
of the shallow layer (i.e., the first layer) and deep layer (i.e., the fourth layer) of
the encoder, respectively. Conv, Norm, and ReLU stand for convolution, layer
normalization, and the ReLU activation function, respectively.

Finally, we use MLPs to generate dynamic convolution kernels from the up-
dated tokens T̃tokens in Eq. (5) and apply them to Xfine ∈ R256×256×32 and
upsampled Xcoarse ∈ R256×256×32 in Eq. (6) via Hadamard product to get the
high-quality edge prediction and mask prediction. This process can be expressed:

Xedge = MLP
(
T̃edge

)
⊙Xfine, (8)

Xmask = MLP
(
T̃mask

)
⊙Xcoarse, (9)

where ⊙ stands for dot product. Finally, the obtained edge is used to improve
the shape and size of the mask. Through the above process, the proposed GAD
achieves the fusion of multi-granularity features in the decoder, integrates global
context and local boundary information into the tokens, and finally obtains high-
quality infrared small target masks.

3.4 Loss Functions

Dice Loss: Dice loss is a commonly used method to evaluate the difference
between the predicted mask and the ground truth, which is defined as follows:

LDice = 1− 2× |YLabel + YPred|
|YLabel|+ |YPred|

, (10)

where |YLabel ∩ YPred| is the intersection of the ground truth YLabel and the
prediction YPred. |·| is the number of target pixels in the mask.

BCE Loss: Binary Cross Entropy (BCE) Loss is a common loss function for
binary classification tasks. It is used to measure the difference between the edge
prediction YPredEdge and the ground truth edge YEdge, which is defined as:

LBCE = −YEdge× log(YPredEdge)− (1− YLabel)× log (1− YPredEdge). (11)

The final loss consisting of the Dice loss LDice and BCE loss LBCE is used to
supervise the training of IRSAM:

L = LDice + λLBCE , (12)

where λ is a hyper-parameter to balance the two losses and set to 10 empirically.
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Table 1: Comparison with representative methods on IRSTD-1k, NUDT-SIRST and
NUAA-SIRST in Params(M), FPS(/s), IoU(%), nIoU(%), Pd(%), Fa(10

−6).

Method Params↓ FPS↑ IRSTD-1k NUDT-SIRST NUAA-SIRST
IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓ IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓ IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓

Top-Hat [1] - - 10.06 7.438 75.11 1432 22.40 37.56 89.90 174.1 1.508 3.084 79.74 16456
Max-Median [10] - - 6.998 3.051 65.21 59.73 12.75 17.47 80.13 60.11 6.022 25.35 84.34 774.3

WSLCM [15] - - 3.452 0.678 72.44 6619 1.809 7.258 75.89 595.3 6.393 28.31 88.74 4462
TLLCM [2] - - 3.311 0.784 77.39 6738 1.683 6.977 75.56 1131 4.240 12.09 88.37 6243

IPI [12] - - 27.92 20.46 81.37 16.18 30.93 35.99 81.98 17.99 1.09 50.23 87.05 30467
NRAM [36] - - 15.25 9.899 70.68 16.93 6.93 6.19 56.40 19.27 13.54 18.95 60.04 25.23
RIPT [6] - - 14.11 8.093 77.55 28.31 29.67 37.57 91.65 65.30 16.79 20.65 69.76 59.33

PSTNN [37] - - 24.57 17.93 71.99 35.26 27.86 39.31 74.70 94.31 30.30 33.67 72.80 48.99
MSLSTIPT [26] - - 11.43 5.932 79.03 1524 8.34 7.97 47.40 881 1.080 0.814 0.052 8.183
MDvsFA [29] 3.92 139 49.50 47.41 82.11 80.33 75.14 73.85 90.47 25.34 60.30 58.26 89.35 56.35
ACMNet [7] 0.52 565 60.97 58.02 90.58 21.78 67.08 65.3 95.97 10.18 72.33 71.43 96.33 9.33
ALCNet [8] 0.54 534 62.05 59.58 90.58 21.78 81.40 80.71 96.51 9.26 74.31 73.12 97.34 20.21

Dim2Clear [48] - - 66.34 64.27 93.75 20.93 81.37 80.96 96.23 9.17 77.29 75.24 99.10 6.72
UIUNet [30] 50.54 59 72.91 68.60 94.59 10.19 88.91 89.60 97.19 7.54 78.81 76.09 99.08 4.97
DNANet [22] 4.70 16 69.80 68.29 94.28 13.89 87.09 85.87 98.73 7.08 77.47 76.39 98.48 5.35

ISNet [47] 1.08 108 68.77 64.84 95.56 15.39 84.94 84.13 95.79 8.90 80.02 78.12 99.18 4.92
IRSAM (ours) 12.33 103 73.69 68.97 96.92 7.55 92.59 93.29 98.87 6.94 80.78 78.39 99.53 3.95

4 Experiments

4.1 Experiment Details

Datasets. We perform experiments on three datasets, including NUAA-SIRST
[7], IRSTD-1k [47], and NUDT-SIRST [22]. They contain 427 and 1,000 real
infrared images having one or more small targets, respectively, while NUDT-
SIRST consists of 1,327 synthetic infrared images of small targets. All images in
the datasets are resized to 512×512. For each dataset, we use 50% of the images
as the train set, 30% as the validation set, and 20% as the test set, respectively.
Evaluation Metrics. We compare the proposed IRSAM against SOTA meth-
ods using pixel-level metrics such as Intersection over Union (IoU ) and Nor-
malized Intersection over Union (nIoU) [7] and object-level metrics, including
Probability of Detection (Pd) and False-Alarm Rate (Fa) for evaluation.
Implementation Details We adopt the AdamW optimizer with a learning rate
of 0.0001 and the Cosine Decay Learning Rate Scheduler to train our IRSAM.
The model is trained for 500 epochs with a batch size of 4. The experiments are
conducted on a single Nvidia GeForce 4090 GPU. For comparison, we choose
CNN-based IRSTD methods: ISNet [47], UIUNet [30], DNANet [22], Dim2Clear
[48], ALCNet [8], ACMNet [7], and MDvsFA [29], and select traditional methods:
Top-Hat [1], Max-Median [10], WSLCM [15], TLLCM [2], IPI [12], NRAM [36],
RIPT [6], PSTNN [37], and MSLSTIPT [26].

4.2 Quantitative Results

As shown in Tab. 1, traditional hand-crafted features-based methods have lim-
ited capabilities in handling challenging scenarios, thereby yielding significantly
worse performance compared to CNN-based methods. However, CNN-based meth-
ods exhibit limitations in detecting small targets, leading to inaccurate mask
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Infrared Image Tophat IRSAMACMNet Ground TruthIPI ISNetMDvsFA UIUNet

Fig. 4: Visualization results using different IRSTD methods. The closed views are
shown at the border. In each prediction result, red, blue, and yellow boxes represent
the correct detection, miss detection, and false detection, respectively.

Image ACMNet MDvsFA ISNet IRSAM GT

Fig. 5: 3D views of the detection results obtained by different methods.

predictions with lower IoU and nIoU. Moreover, their efficiency in learning dis-
criminative target representation is compromised in the presence of background
noise, resulting in inefficient detection or missed detection. The proposed IR-



IRSAM 11

SAM outperforms SOTA methods in all evaluation metrics on NUAA-SIRST,
IRSTD-1k, and NUDT-SIRST datasets. The results show that IRSAM can effec-
tively extract the structural information of the target, which is attributed to the
proposed WPMD and GAD that improve the learning ability of the vanilla SAM
architecture for IRSTD as well as the strong generic segmentation ability of SAM.
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Fig. 6: ROC curves of different methods.

We also plot the ROC
curves of the results of dif-
ferent methods on NUAA-
SIRST as shown in Fig. 6.
The results clearly demon-
strate that our IRSAM out-
performs the other methods
by a substantial margin. The
area under the ROC curve
(AUC) for the proposed IR-
SAM is notably larger than
that of both the traditional
methods and the CNN-based
methods.

As depicted in Tab. 2, we
compare our IRSAM with several SAM models that use different Transformer
backbones with weights from MetaAI. The SAM models are adapted to the
IRSTD task by fine-tuning the decoder or applying LoRA [3, 16] on the en-
coder, while keeping the original encoder parameters frozen due to the pro-
hibitive computation cost of fully fine-tuning. Notably, our IRSAM only employs
a lightweight ViT-Tiny backbone, offering greater computational efficiency. IR-
SAM outperforms other SAM models across all metrics. In addition, our WPMD
method demonstrates superior application of SAM to IRSTD tasks compared to
other fine-tuning approaches, validating the effectiveness of the proposed mod-
ules in transferring a well-trained segmentation model from large-scale natural
image datasets to IRSTD.

4.3 Visual Results

In Fig. 4, we present some detection results obtained by IRSAM and other
IRSTD methods. As shown in the first test image that contains an aircraft, most
of the traditional methods and CNN-based methods suffer from false detection
and fail to segment the target correctly. In contrast, the proposed IRSAM not
only segments the target accurately but also outperforms other methods in the
segmentation of the gap between the wing and the main body of the aircraft,
indicating that the proposed method has a good ability to segment complex
shape targets. In addition, from the 3rd and 5th test images, it can be observed
that our method can successfully segment two adjacent objects, whereas other
methods may fail. Besides, the result of the 6th figure shows that our method
can make more realistic prediction for a long and narrow object. We attribute
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Table 2: Comparison with fine-tuned SAM models on NUAA-SIRST in IoU , nIoU ,
Pd, Fa, Flops(G), Params(M).

Method IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓ Flops↓ Params↓
SAM(ViT-B) with finetuned decoder 67.45 64.41 95.41 51.05 371 90
SAM(ViT-L) with finetuned decoder 69.55 67.38 98.17 44.49 1314 308
SAM(ViT-H) with finetuned decoder 70.96 68.92 97.25 40.76 2736 635
SAM(ViT-B) with adaptformer [3] 67.90 65.25 95.41 44.18 372 91
SAM(ViT-L) with adaptformer [3] 69.15 65.59 96.33 40.50 1315 308
SAM(ViT-H) with adaptformer [3] 69.48 66.31 97.25 26.8 2738 636

SAM(ViT-B) with WPMD 74.15 70.85 97.25 12.11 611 108
SAM(ViT-L) with WPMD 75.04 72.14 98.17 8.78 1719 338
SAM(ViT-H) with WPMD 75.96 73.48 99.08 5.65 3341 680

IRSAM 80.78 78.39 99.53 3.95 71.63 12.33

Table 3: Ablation study of the WPMD and GAD in IoU , nIoU , Pd, Fa.

Method IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓
w/o WPMD+GAD 75.84 73.29 98.17 8.21

w/o GAD 79.00 76.29 99.53 2.13
w/o WPMD 78.73 76.39 99.08 11.18

IRSAM 80.78 78.39 99.53 3.95

the excellent performance of IRSAM in the above scenarios to the proposed
WPMD block, which can effectively preserve the structural information of the
target while suppressing the noise. Moreover, from all the given test images,
it can be seen that the masks predicted by IRSAM are closer to the ground
truth than other methods in both shape and completeness, validating the idea
of introducing multi-granularity features to the decoder for obtaining higher-
quality predictions. In addition, we show the 3D views of prediction results in
Fig. 5. The proposed IRSAM performs well in segmenting multiple objects that
are close to each other.

4.4 Ablation Study

Impact of WPMD and GAD. As shown in Tab. 3, we conduct ablation
studies to validate the effectiveness of WPMD and GAD on NUAA-dataset. For
IRSAM without WPMD, we use the ViT-Tiny backbone for feature extraction in
the encoder. Removing WPMD significantly reduces the IoU and nIoU scores,
indicating the model’s diminished ability to handle the target edge. Pd remains
stable while Fa increases a lot. For IRSAM without GAD, we adopt the original
decoder from SAM. Removing GAD reduces IoU and nIoU scores, validating
the effectiveness of integrating multi-granularity features in the decoder for en-
hancing the segmentation performance. Furthermore, the Mobile-SAM baseline
without both WPMD and GAD (first row) performs worse than the proposed
IRSAM across all metrics.
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Fig. 7: Visualization of feature maps from encoders with different numbers of WPMD.
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Fig. 8: Comparison of the edge maps utilizing various methods.

Table 4: Ablation study on different number of WPMD blocks in IoU , nIoU , Pd, Fa.

Number IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓
1 76.17 73.70 98.17 10.16
2 77.69 75.15 99.08 9.76
3 78.25 76.01 99.08 6.12
4 79.00 76.28 99.53 2.13

Impact of the Number of WPMD Modules. We also conduct ablation ex-
periments to investigate the effect of using different numbers of WPMD modules
in the encoder. As can be seen from Tab. 4, when the number of WPMD fea-
ture blocks is 4, the performance is better than others. This conclusion can also
be verified by investigating the feature maps obtained by different numbers of
WPMD. As shown in Fig. 7, when the number of WPMD blocks is 4, the target
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Table 5: Ablation study on the design choice of GAD in IoU , nIoU , Pd, Fa.

Type IoU↑ nIoU↑ Pd↑ Fa↓
baseline 78.64 76.34 99.08 5.50

+ shallow feature 79.22 76.58 99.08 4.52
+ deep feature 79.58 77.16 99.08 4.17

+ shallow&deep features 80.78 78.39 99.53 3.95

features in the obtained feature maps are significantly stronger than others. In
addition, as visualized in Fig. 8, the use of WPMD effectively preserves internal
details and eliminates noises, achievements not paralleled by the Laplacian or
Sobel operators . This comparison further demonstrates the effectiveness of our
method in preserving essential structural information.
Impact of design choice of GAD We also conduct ablation experiments
to investigate the effect of encoder layer information for GAD. As shown in
Tab. 5, When GAD leverages both shallow and deep features simultaneously,
it outperforms other options. This suggests that GAD benefits from a richer
multiview understanding by providing both global semantic context and local
fine-grained features, resulting in a significant performance boost.

5 Conclusion

This paper introduces IRSAM, a novel approach for the IRSTD task. Leverag-
ing the generic segmentation capability of the SAM foundation model, which
is trained on a large scale of natural images, IRSAM enhances performance for
IRSTD through two specifically designed modules: WPMD and GAD. WPMD
improves the encoder’s edge feature extraction, while GAD integrates multi-
granularity features in the decoder for enhanced shape representation. Exper-
imental results on public datasets, including NUAA-SIRST, IRSTD-1k, and
NUDT-SIRST, demonstrate IRSAM’s superiority over state-of-the-art methods
in both objective metrics and subjective evaluation.
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