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Abstract
Segment Anything Model (SAM) has recently
achieved amazing results in the field of natural im-
age segmentation. However, it is not effective for
medical image segmentation, owing to the large do-
main gap between natural and medical images. In
this paper, we mainly focus on ultrasound image
segmentation. As we know that it is very difficult
to train a foundation model for ultrasound image
data due to the lack of large-scale annotated ul-
trasound image data. To address these issues, in
this paper, we develop a novel Breast Ultrasound
SAM Adapter, termed Breast Ultrasound Segment
Anything Model (BUSSAM), which migrates the
SAM to the field of breast ultrasound image seg-
mentation by using the adapter technique. To be
specific, we first design a novel CNN image en-
coder, which is fully trained on the BUS dataset.
Our CNN image encoder is more lightweight, and
focuses more on features of local receptive field,
which provides the complementary information to
the ViT branch in SAM. Then, we design a novel
Cross-Branch Adapter to allow the CNN image
encoder to fully interact with the ViT image en-
coder in SAM module. Finally, we add both of
the Position Adapter and the Feature Adapter to
the ViT branch to fine-tune the original SAM.
The experimental results on AMUBUS and BUSI
datasets demonstrate that our proposed model out-
performs other medical image segmentation mod-
els significantly. Our code will be available at:
https://github.com/bscs12/BUSSAM.

1 Introduction
Segment Anything Model (SAM) [Kirillov et al., 2023] has
received a lot of attention since it provides a powerful and ver-
satile foundation model for natural image segmentation. Un-
like traditional segmentation models, SAM does not need to
be re-trained for a specific dataset, but can output correspond-
ing segmentation results based on different prompts, such as
points, boxes, text etc.

Although SAM has achieved amazing results in the field
of natural image segmentation. However, many studies have

demonstrated that it usually performs poorly in the field of
medical image (e.g., ultrasound image) segmentation tasks
[He et al., 2023; Huang et al., 2023; Deng et al., 2023;
Roy et al., 2023; Mazurowski et al., 2023]. One main reason
is the large domain gap between medical images and natu-
ral images. Thus, utilizing SAM to segment medical images
directly does not fully take the advantage of the potential ben-
efits of SAM’s pre-trained on large-scale natural images. On
the other hand, training large models for medical segmenta-
tion is usually difficult due to the lack of large-scale medical
image segmentation datasets. To adapt SAM model for med-
ical image segmentation problem, some works aim to utilize
the fine-tuning strategy. For example, Ma and Wang et al.
propose MedSAM [Ma and Wang, 2023] for the general med-
ical image segmentation. MedSAM is trained on the care-
fully assembled datasets and can obtain desired performance.
However, the assembled dataset is not large enough and also
there is a modal imbalance in the training set, which limits the
performance of MedSAM on ultrasound images. Zhang et al.
propose SAMed [Zhang and Liu, 2023], which applies a low-
rank-based (LoRA) fine-tuning strategy in the SAM’s image
encoder. Its encoder is fine-tuned on an annotated medical
image segmentation dataset together with the prompt encoder
and the mask decoder. Wu et al. propose MSA [Wu et al.,
2023], which enhances the ability of SAM to segment images
by freezing the pre-trained parameters of SAM and inserting
adapter modules at specific locations. For ultrasound images,
Lin et al. propose SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023] which adapts
SAM for ultrasound image segmentation task. It incorporates
a CNN encoder branch together with cross-branch attention
to fine-tune SAM. However, the cross-branch attention is high
complexity which increases the burden of fine-tuning. Also,
SAMUS uses a regular CNN backbone which fails to fully
capture the subtle lesion cues for ultrasound images.

In this paper, we mainly focus on breast ultrasound le-
sion segmentation task and develop a new Breast Ultra-
sound Segment Anything Model (BUSSAM) to migrate SAM
model into the field of breast ultrasound image segmentation.
Specifically, we first introduce an effective group attention
guided CNN to fully capture the subtle visual salient cues for
ultrasound image representation. It aims to supplement the
ViT encoder of SAM by exploiting some more information of
local receptive fields. Then, we develop a new Cross-Branch
Adapter which achieves the interaction between SAM and at-
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tentive CNN branch and also provides an adapter way to fine-
tune the SAM on ultrasound image data. Finally, we add a
Position Adapter and a Feature Adapter to further fine-tune
the ViT image encoder for SAM. The proposed BUSSAM
can obtain more accurate segmentation results while signifi-
cantly reduces the deployment cost when compared to other
related methods.

Overall, the main contributions of this paper are summa-
rized as follows,

• We introduce a novel group attention guided CNN en-
coder to learn diverse features and capture the subtle
salient cues for ultrasound images by focusing on local
receptive features of ultrasound images. Moreover, it is
lightweight and can be implemented very efficient.

• We design a novel simple Cross-Branch Adapter which
allows the interaction between local CNN branch and
ViT branch of SAM and also achieves a kind of fine-
tuning for SAM model on ultrasound image dataset.

• We propose to introduce the Position Adapter and the
Feature Adapter in SAM’s ViT encoder branch to further
fine-tune the parameters of ViT encoder.

• We evaluate the performance of the proposed method on
two datasets. Experimental results demonstrate that our
proposed model significantly outperforms other related
approaches.

2 Related Works
2.1 Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning
Recently, foundation models have been growing rapidly in
the fields of natural language processing (NLP) and com-
puter vision (CV) [Devlin et al., 2018; Brown et al., 2020;
Radford et al., 2021; Kirillov et al., 2023; Wang et al.,
2023]. These foundation models usually have billions, tens
of billions or even larger number of parameters. In addi-
tion, a variety of parameter-efficient fine-tuning techniques
[Li and Liang, 2021; Liu et al., 2021; Liu et al., 2023] have
arisen. Adapter tuning [Houlsby et al., 2019] embeds an
adapter module into the Transformer architecture, by fixing
the parameters of the original pre-trained model and only
fine-tuning the newly added adapter module during training.
Adapter tuning can achieve the same effect as full fine-tuning
with additional parameters with small size. Prompt tuning
[Lester et al., 2021] utilizes a singular prompt representa-
tion that is added to the embedded input. Beside of fewer
parameters, prompt tuning enables the Transformer to mod-
ify the task representations in intermediate layers, contextu-
alized by an input example. As the number of parameters
in the pre-trained model increases, results of prompt tuning’s
approaches are close to results of full fine-tuning. In neural
network models, model parameters are typically represented
as matrices. LoRA [Hu et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2023;
Dettmers et al., 2023] reduces the quantity of trainable pa-
rameters for downstream tasks by incorporating trainable
rank decomposition matrices into every layer of the Trans-
former architecture.

2.2 Medical Image Segmentation Using SAM
Since the advent of SAM [Kirillov et al., 2023], many works
have attempted to apply SAM to medical image segmenta-
tion, and some have made encouraging progress. Ma and
Wang et al. proposed MedSAM [Ma and Wang, 2023], that
is the first foundation model for generalized medical image
segmentation. MedSAM is trained on large, well-assembled
datasets, and its performance rivals or even surpasses that
of professional models. Zhang and Liu et al. proposed
SAMed [Zhang and Liu, 2023], which applies a low-rank-
based (LoRA) fine-tuning strategy to SAM’s image encoder.
The image encoder is fine-tuned on an annotated medical im-
age segmentation dataset together with the prompt encoder
and the mask decoder. Wu et al. proposed MSA [Wu et al.,
2023], which enhances the performance of SAM in segment-
ing images by freezing the pre-trained parameters of SAM
and inserting adapters at specific locations. Lin et al. pro-
posed SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023] which adapts SAM for ul-
trasound image segmentation task. It incorporates a CNN
encoder branch together with cross-branch attention to fine-
tune SAM. AutoSAM [Shaharabany et al., 2023] replaces
the prompt encoder of the original SAM with a customized
prompt-generating network. This modification leads to state-
of-the-art results in multiple medical image and video bench-
marking tests without further fine-tuning of the SAM. Li et al.
combine the advantages of both the foundation model and the
domain-specific model to propose nnSAM [Li et al., 2023],
which combines the SAM model with the nnUNet model syn-
ergistically integrated to achieve more accurate and robust
medical image segmentation.

3 Methodology
In this section, we provide a detailed description of the pro-
posed Breast Ultrasound Segment Anything Model (BUS-
SAM). The proposed BUSSAM framework is illustrated in
Figure 1, which mainly consists of CNN image encoder,
Position Adapter in ViT image encoder and Cross-Branch
Adapter. Concretely, we first freeze all the parameters of Seg-
ment Anything Model (SAM). Subsequently, we incorporate
a CNN image encoder alongside the original SAM to cap-
ture information with localized receptive fields. This CNN
image encoder operates in parallel with ViT image encoder,
both encoding the input image simultaneously. Next, we in-
troduce a novel Position Adapter module after the position
embedding of ViT image encoder for fine-tuning. Finally,
we design a Cross-Branch Adapter to facilitate the interac-
tion between CNN image encoder and ViT image encoder. In
the following sections, we delve into the specifics of CNN
image encoder in Section 3.1, Position Adapter in ViT image
encoder in Section 3.2, Cross-Branch Adapter in Section 3.3,
and supervision strategy we adopt in Section 3.4.

3.1 CNN Image Encoder
Considering the high complexity and diversity of boundaries
and morphological features of breast lesion in ultrasound im-
ages, coupled with the presence of subtle structures such as
lumps and cysts. The segmentation process becomes notably
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Figure 1: Overview of our proposed Breast Ultrasound Segment Anything Model (BUSSAM) framework.

challenging. Therefore, to attain more precise lesion segmen-
tation in breast ultrasound images, acquiring richer local in-
formation is particularly important. To do this, we design a
novel CNN image encoder that can complement the original
ViT image encoder of SAM, collaborating to conduct deep
encoding on the input image. As shown in Figure 1(a), the
proposed CNN image encoder mainly consists of Convolu-
tion (Conv) module, Group multi-axis Hadamard Product At-
tention (GHPA) module and Global Max Pooling (GMP).

To be specific, an ultrasound image X is inputted, we first
alternate through two Conv modules and GAP operations and
thus obtain the hidden features Fc ∈ RHc×Wc×Cc , which can
be defined as,

Fc = GAP (fθ2(GAP (fθ1(X)))) (1)

where Hc, Wc and Cc is the height, width and channel of hid-
den features. fθ1(·) and fθ2(·) denote Conv module without
shared parameters and Conv module is composed of a con-
volutional layer, a Layer Normalization (LN) and a GELU
activation function, as is shown in Figure 1(d). Then, we feed
Fc into two GHPA modules with a GAP operation to produce
the enhanced image features F 1

c ∈ RH×W×C . As depicted
in Figure 1(c), GHPA module consists of Layer Normaliza-
tion (LN), Depthwise Separable Convolution (DWConv) and
bilinear interpolation operation by following [Ruan et al.,
2023]. Meanwhile, we perform a Conv module on F 1

c to
obtain the stronger image features F 2

c ∈ RH×W×C . This

process can be expressed as follows,

F 1
c = gϕ2

(GAP (gϕ1
(Fc)) (2)

F 2
c = fθ3(F

1
c ) (3)

where gϕ1(·) and gϕ2(·) refer to two GHPA modules with dif-
ferent learnable parameters. H , W and C denotes the height,
width and channel number. In this paper, unless otherwise
stated, we set H = W = 32 and C = 768 in all experiments.

Through experimental demonstrations, we illustrate that
the intergration of Conv module and GHPA module not only
substantially reduces the computational resource, but also
outperforms the standalone convolutional layer in terms of
performance. This enhancement is attributed to the capabil-
ity of GHPA module to effectively weight features from di-
verse perspectives, resulting in a better feature representation
compared to conventional convolution. To enable multi-scale
feature extraction, we employ maximum pooling to diminish
the feature resolution.

3.2 Position Adapter in ViT Image Encoder
In order to promote the development of image segmentation
field, Kirillov et al. [Kirillov et al., 2023] propose a Segment
Anything Model (SAM), which is a foundation model trained
on a large SA-1B dataset with 1 billion masks and 11 million
natural images. SAM mainly contains ViT image encoder,
prompt encoder and mask decoder. ViT image encoder pro-



cesses the input image and extracts its features. These fea-
tures are then combined with the prompts from the prompt
encoder. The mask decoder takes this combined information
and generates the segmented masks for the input image. To
enhance the applicability of SAM in the realm of ultrasound
image, we have improved its core components. As shown
in Figure 1(a), we first add a Feature Adapter as suggested
in [Lin et al., 2023] to skip and augment the feature represen-
tation capabilities of ultrasound images. Furthermore, con-
sidering that the location of breast lesions in ultrasound im-
ages is crucial for segmentation, in this paper, we introduce a
novel Position Adapter based on the original ViT image en-
coder. This adapter facilitate the lesion understanding and lo-
calization by encoding and extracting more precise position.

For Position Adapter, let P denotes the position embed-
ding. Specifically, we first downsample P using Maximum
Pooling on the channel dimension, and then employ Group
multi-axis Hadamard Product Attention (GHPA) module to
process it. This process can be formulated as,

P̃ = σ1(GN(gϕ3(MP (P )))) (4)

where MP (·) denotes Maximum Pooling with kernel size
2 and stride 2. gϕ3

(·) denotes Group multi-axis Hadamard
Product Attention module with learnable parameter. GN(·)
and σ1(·) represent Group Normalization and GELU activa-
tion function, respectively.

By incorporating the proposed Position Adapter, we just
update the parameters of its and feature adapter for SAM,
while keeping everything else frozen. This method enables us
to seamlessly tailor SAM to medical image tasks with mini-
mal adjustments.

3.3 Cross-Branch Adapter

To establish information interaction between CNN image
encoder and ViT image encoder, in this paper, we design
a Cross-Branch Adapter module. According to the above,
given Fc ∈ RH×W×C and Fv ∈ RH×W×C as the feature
representations of CNN image encoder and ViT image en-
coder, respectively. As shown in Figure 1(b), we first sum Fc

and Fv and then we obtain Fmax and Fmean by performing
Maximum Pooling (MP) and Average Pooling (AP) on the
channel dimensions respectively, which can be denoted as,

Hmax = MP (Fv + Fc) (5)
Hmean = AP (Fv + Fc) (6)

where MP (·)/AP (·) indicates the maximum/average pool-
ing operation on the channel dimension. Subsequently, We
concatenate Hmax and Hmean and then process them using a
convolutional layer with kernel size 7× 7, followed by a sig-
moid activation function to derive the spatial attention weight
W . This weight W is then used to modulate the spatial at-
tention of the fused features of Fv and Fc, and the output
is obtained through two linear layers and a GELU activation
function. To regulate the weight of Cross-Branch Adapter,
we finally add a scaling factor to adjust the output. The whole

process can be formulated as follows,

W = σ2(f(Hmax ∥ Hmean)) (7)

H̃ = W ⊙ (Fv + Fc) (8)

H = αh2(σ3(h1(H̃))) (9)

where ∥ denotes the concatenation operation along the chan-
nel dimension. f(·) refers to a convolutional layer with kernel
size 7 × 7. σ2(·) represents sigmoid activation function. ⊙
denotes element-wise multiplication. h1(·) signifies a linear
layer with a decreasing number of features. σ3(·) denotes
GELU activation function. h2(·) indicates a linear layer with
an increasing number of features. α denotes scaling factor.

3.4 Supervision Strategy
In this paper, the whole network is trained in an end-to-end
manner. During training, we use Binary Cross Entropy (BCE)
loss LBCE and Dice loss LDice to supervise the whole net-
work. They can be defined as,

LBCE =−
H∑

x=1

W∑
y=1

[G(x, y) log(P (x, y))

+(1−G(x, y)) log(1− P (x, y))]

(10)

LDice = 1− 2TP + 1

2TP + FN + FP + 1
(11)

where G(x, y) represents the ground-truth of input ultrasound
image, while P (x, y) represents the prediction map. TP, FN,
and FP represent the true positive, false negative, and false
positive, respectively, in relation to the comparison between
the ground truth and the prediction map.

Finally, the total loss can be formulated as follow,

L = βLBCE + (1− β)LDice, (12)

where β ∈ [0, 1] is a balanced hyper-parameter. In our exper-
iment, we empirically set β = 0.2.

4 Experiments
In this section, we validate and demonstrate the effectiveness
of the proposed BUSSAM through extensive experiments.
Specifically, we begin by presenting the datasets and evalu-
ation metrics we utilize in Section 4.1. Next, we describe
our experimental setup in Section 4.2. Then, we compare our
method experimentally with other methods from both quan-
titative and qualitative perspectives in Section 4.3. Finally,
we conduct ablation experiments on our designed modules in
Section 4.4.

4.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
Datasets. In this work, we use AMUBUS dataset and
BUSI [Al-Dhabyani et al., 2020] dataset for conducting the
experiments. AMUBUS dataset comprises 2642 ultrasound
images, with 2113 images in the training set and 529 images
in the testing set. These images are acquired from 528 pa-
tients at the First Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical Uni-
versity using the Resona 7 and Toshiba 660a ultrasound sys-
tems. No cropping or data cleaning is applied to these images,



Table 1: Quantitative evaluation results on AMUBUS dataset. ↑ means higher is better and ↓ means lower is better. The optimal outcomes
are denoted using bold typeface.

Method Acc (%) ↑ Se (%) ↑ Dice (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑ HD (mm) ↓

U-Net [Ronneberger et al., 2015] 97.67 86.18 80.38 70.80 6.68

SegNet [Badrinarayanan et al., 2017] 98.93 87.34 82.90 72.71 6.73

DeepLabV3+ [Chen et al., 2018] 96.52 84.51 79.25 68.90 7.17

U-Net++ [Zhou et al., 2018] 98.19 87.60 83.56 73.36 6.43

PraNet [Fan et al., 2020] 98.90 86.82 83.00 72.83 6.85

RF-Net [Wang et al., 2021] 98.14 86.63 83.27 73.09 6.68

TransResUnet [Tomar et al., 2022] 98.95 87.65 83.74 74.62 6.38

SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023] 99.29 88.52 85.89 76.36 6.16

BUSSAM (Ours) 99.32 89.16 86.59 77.21 6.14

Table 2: Quantitative evaluation results on BUSI dataset. ↑ means higher is better and ↓ means lower is better. The optimal outcomes are
denoted using bold typeface.

Method Acc (%) ↑ Se (%) ↑ Dice (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑ HD (mm) ↓

U-Net [Ronneberger et al., 2015] 97.12 88.56 84.61 75.16 8.44

SegNet [Badrinarayanan et al., 2017] 96.53 87.56 82.37 73.58 8.62

DeepLabV3+ [Chen et al., 2018] 95.70 86.46 81.67 71.29 9.63

U-Net++ [Zhou et al., 2018] 97.12 89.09 85.70 76.11 8.46

PraNet [Fan et al., 2020] 96.83 88.11 85.68 76.36 8.71

RF-Net [Wang et al., 2021] 96.74 88.62 86.52 78.24 8.41

TransResUnet [Tomar et al., 2022] 97.13 89.72 86.13 77.61 8.50

SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023] 97.56 89.82 88.89 79.36 8.35

BUSSAM (Ours) 98.06 91.49 89.95 82.31 8.27

and they include a significant number of challenge samples.
The dataset contains images of various sizes, ranging from
256 × 256 to 1072 × 756. For ease of result organization,
all the images are scaled to 256 × 256. To comprehensively
validate the performance of BUSSAM, we also conduct ex-
periments on BUSI dataset. The samples in BUSI dataset are
collected from 600 female patients aged between 25 and 75
years. This dataset contains 780 images (including 133 nor-
mal samples) collected from Baheya Hospital using LOGIQ
E9 and LOGIQ E9 Agile ultrasound systems. The average
size of the images in BUSI is 500× 500. We specifically se-
lect samples with tumor targets present in BUSI and exclude
samples containing multiple tumor targets. The training set
and test set are then divided according to a ratio of 4 to 1.
The ratio of benign or malignant samples in the training set
to the test set is also 4 to 1.

Evaluation Metrics. We employ five test metrics to com-
prehensively evaluate the performance of our method. These
metrics include Accuracy, Sensitivity, Dice index [Taha and

Hanbury, 2015], Intersection-Over-Union and Hausdorff Dis-
tance. Accuracy (Acc) represents the ratio of correctly cate-
gorized pixels to the total number of pixels in the segmenta-
tion result. Sensitivity (Se), also known as true positive rate
and recall, measures the ability to accurately segment the re-
gion of interest in a segmentation experiment. Dice index
(Dice), also known as the overlap index, quantifies the ra-
tio of the area where two objects intersect to the total area.
It is commonly used to measure the similarity or overlap of
two samples. Intersection-Over-Union (IoU), which is also
known as Jaccard’s index and assess the similarity or overlap
between two sets. Hausdorff Distance (HD) is a metric uti-
lized to quantify the similarity between two sets of point sets.
It is commonly employed in segmentation tasks to assess the
accuracy of boundary segmentation.

4.2 Experiments Settings
The proposed BUSSAM model is deployed on an NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 3090 GPU, and all experiments are con-



Table 3: Results of the ablation study on AMUBUS dataset for the proposed modules in BUSSAM. CNN denotes CNN image encoder, PosA
denotes Position Adapter and CBA denotes Cross-Branch Adapter. ↑ means higher is better and ↓ means lower is better.

CNN PosA CBA Acc (%) ↑ Se (%) ↑ Dice (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑ HD (mm) ↓

98.69 87.49 78.88 67.38 6.39

✓ 99.10 87.64 84.50 74.12 6.35

✓ 99.17 87.82 84.37 74.18 6.32

✓ ✓ 99.30 88.61 86.21 76.47 6.15

✓ ✓ ✓ 99.32 89.16 86.59 77.21 6.14

Table 4: Results of the ablation study on BUSI dataset for the proposed modules in BUSSAM. CNN denotes CNN image encoder, PosA
denotes Position Adapter and CBA denotes Cross-Branch Adapter. ↑ means higher is better and ↓ means lower is better.

CNN PosA CBA Acc (%) ↑ Se (%) ↑ Dice (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑ HD (mm) ↓

96.99 86.79 83.88 73.90 8.61

✓ 97.33 88.97 88.25 78.76 8.39

✓ 97.56 89.82 88.89 79.36 8.35

✓ ✓ 97.88 90.52 89.23 81.67 8.30

✓ ✓ ✓ 98.06 91.49 89.95 82.31 8.27

ducted using the publicly available PyTorch 1.8.0 platform
and Python 3.8 environment. We use SAM’s ViT-B pre-
training weight to initialize the proposed BUSSAM network
and freeze all parameters during training. During the training
process, we only update the parameters of CNN image en-
coder, Position Adapter, Feature Adapter and Cross-Branch
Adapter, while the remaining parameters remain frozen. To
be concrete, each image is initially resized to 256× 256, and
various data augmentation methods such as normalization,
random cropping, and random flipping are employing to aug-
ment the images. The batch size is set to 8, and the maximum
number of epochs is set to 100. Moreover, we use AdamW
optimizer [Loshchilov and Hutter, 2017] with weight decay
0.1 to train our network. The initial learning rate is set to 5e-
4. We add warm up and linear decay strategies to adjust the
learning rate.

4.3 Quantitative Evaluation
We compare the proposed BUSSAM with several leading
segmentation methods, including U-Net [Ronneberger et al.,
2015], SegNet [Badrinarayanan et al., 2017], DeepLabV3+
[Chen et al., 2018], U-Net++ [Zhou et al., 2018], PraNet
[Fan et al., 2020], RF-Net [Wang et al., 2021], TransResUnet
[Tomar et al., 2022], and SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023]. U-Net
[Ronneberger et al., 2015], SegNet [Badrinarayanan et al.,
2017] and DeepLabV3+ [Chen et al., 2018] are among the
most widely used segmentation baselines. U-Net++ [Zhou et
al., 2018] propose a redesigned skip-connection strategy to
consider information from multi-level features. PraNet [Fan
et al., 2020] use reverse attention to refine the boundaries of
segmented tumors. RF-Net [Wang et al., 2021] introduce a

residual feedback strategy to focus more attention on clut-
tered regions. TransResUnet [Tomar et al., 2022] combine
Transformer with CNNs to consider both local information
and global information. SAMUS [Lin et al., 2023] adapts
SAM for ultrasound image segmentation task through fine-
tuning.

To ensure a fair comparison, all the aforementioned mod-
els are retrained on both AMUBUS dataset and BUSI [Al-
Dhabyani et al., 2020] dataset. Table 1 presents the quantita-
tive results of our proposed BUSSAM method in comparison
to eight other methods on AMUBUS dataset. Our method
achieves scores of 99.32%, 89.16%, 86.59%, 77.21%, and
6.14 mm on the five metrics, outperforming the second-place
method by 0.03% for Acc, 0.64% for Se, 0.70% for Dice and
0.85% for IoU, respectively. Additionally, it reduces the HD
by 0.02 mm. On the BUSI dataset, as presented in Table 2,
our proposed BUSSAM method achieves scores of 98.06%,
91.49%, 89.95%, 82.31%, and 8.27 mm for the five metrics,
improving Acc, Se, Dice, and IoU by 0.50%, 1.67%, 1.06%,
and 2.95%, respectively, while reducing HD by 0.08 mm,
compared to the second place finisher. These results clearly
demonstrate the superior performance of the proposed BUS-
SAM model, indicating its capability to significantly enhance
the segmentation performance.

In addition, in order to provide a more intuitive compar-
ison, we visualize our proposed BUSSAM model alongside
the other SOTA methods separately. Figure 2 displays a vi-
sual comparison between the proposed BUSSAM method and
the other SOTA methods. The visual comparison reveals that
the segmentation results produced by our proposed BUSSAM
closely resemble the ground-truth. Moreover, to further vali-
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Figure 2: Qualitative comparison results between the proposed BUSSAM method and other SOTA methods. Rows one through four corre-
spond to samples from the AMUBUS dataset, while rows five through six represent samples from the BUSI dataset. It is recommended to
view the images in color mode for optimal visualization.

date the effectiveness of our proposed BUSSAM, we conduct
visual analysis for various challenging cases, such as small tu-
mors in the first row, noise interference in the third row, and
boundary blurring in the sixth row. It is evident that, when
compared to other SOTA methods, our proposed BUSSAM
consistently generates more accurate saliency maps in these
challenging scenarios. In a word, these visualization results
further underscore the capability of the proposed BUSSAM
model to address breast lesion segmentation under various
complex challenges.

4.4 Ablation Study
We evaluate the effectiveness of different modules in the pro-
posed BUSSAM model through ablation experiments on the
AMUBUS dataset and BUSI dataset. As depicted in Table
3 and 4, the first row represents the baseline result, which
corresponds to the original SAM. It is evident that the ad-
vantages of SAM cannot be fully utilized. Firstly, we add
the Position Adapter module after the position embedding of
the original SAM, resulting in an enhancement compared to
the baseline method. This demonstrates that the proposed
Position Adapter module can improve SAM’s generalization
ability to BUS images. Subsequently, we introduce a novel
CNN image encoder and allow ViT image encoder to inter-
act with it through simple summation, leading to further im-
provement. This indicates that our designed CNN image en-
coder can significantly enhance segmentation performance.

Following this, we incorporate the Position Adapter and CNN
image encoder simultaneously, yielding better results than
their respective individual cases. Finally, by introducing a
novel Cross-Branch Adapter module instead of simple sum-
mation, we achieve a further boost, demonstrating that the
proposed Cross-Branch Adapter module can enhance the in-
formation interaction between CNN image encoder and ViT
image encoder.

5 Conclusion
In this work, we develop a novel Breast Ultrasound SAM
Adapter, termed Breast Ultrasound Segment Anything Model
(BUSSAM), which migrates SAM to the field of breast ultra-
sound image segmentation tasks by using adapter technique.
Specifically, we design a novel CNN image encoder that is
learnable and we let it be fully trained on the BUS dataset.
Compared with the ViT image encoder, the CNN image en-
coder is more lightweight and focus more on local receptive
field features which provides the complementary information
to the ViT branch in SAM. Second, we design a Cross-Branch
Adapter in order to allow the CNN image encoder to fully in-
teract with the ViT image encoder. Finally, we add a Position
Adapter and a Feature Adapter to the ViT branch to fine-tune
the original SAM. The experimental results on AMUBUS
dataset and BUSI dataset show that our model is significantly
better than other medical image segmentation models.



References
[Al-Dhabyani et al., 2020] Walid Al-Dhabyani, Mohammed

Gomaa, Hussien Khaled, and Aly Fahmy. Dataset of breast
ultrasound images. Data in brief, 28:104863, 2020.

[Badrinarayanan et al., 2017] Vijay Badrinarayanan, Alex
Kendall, and Roberto Cipolla. Segnet: A deep convolu-
tional encoder-decoder architecture for image segmenta-
tion. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine
intelligence, 39(12):2481–2495, 2017.

[Brown et al., 2020] Tom Brown, Benjamin Mann, Nick Ry-
der, Melanie Subbiah, Jared D Kaplan, Prafulla Dhari-
wal, Arvind Neelakantan, Pranav Shyam, Girish Sastry,
Amanda Askell, et al. Language models are few-shot
learners. Advances in neural information processing sys-
tems, 33:1877–1901, 2020.

[Chen et al., 2018] Liang-Chieh Chen, Yukun Zhu, George
Papandreou, Florian Schroff, and Hartwig Adam.
Encoder-decoder with atrous separable convolution for se-
mantic image segmentation. In Proceedings of the Euro-
pean conference on computer vision (ECCV), pages 801–
818, 2018.

[Deng et al., 2023] Ruining Deng, Can Cui, Quan Liu,
Tianyuan Yao, Lucas W Remedios, Shunxing Bao, Ben-
nett A Landman, Lee E Wheless, Lori A Coburn, Keith T
Wilson, et al. Segment anything model (sam) for digital
pathology: Assess zero-shot segmentation on whole slide
imaging. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.04155, 2023.

[Dettmers et al., 2023] Tim Dettmers, Artidoro Pagnoni, Ari
Holtzman, and Luke Zettlemoyer. Qlora: Efficient finetun-
ing of quantized llms. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.14314,
2023.

[Devlin et al., 2018] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Ken-
ton Lee, and Kristina Toutanova. Bert: Pre-training of
deep bidirectional transformers for language understand-
ing. arXiv preprint arXiv:1810.04805, 2018.

[Fan et al., 2020] Deng-Ping Fan, Ge-Peng Ji, Tao Zhou,
Geng Chen, Huazhu Fu, Jianbing Shen, and Ling Shao.
Pranet: Parallel reverse attention network for polyp seg-
mentation. In International conference on medical im-
age computing and computer-assisted intervention, pages
263–273. Springer, 2020.

[He et al., 2023] Sheng He, Rina Bao, Jingpeng Li, P Ellen
Grant, and Yangming Ou. Accuracy of segment-anything
model (sam) in medical image segmentation tasks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2304.09324, 2023.

[Houlsby et al., 2019] Neil Houlsby, Andrei Giurgiu, Stanis-
law Jastrzebski, Bruna Morrone, Quentin De Laroussilhe,
Andrea Gesmundo, Mona Attariyan, and Sylvain Gelly.
Parameter-efficient transfer learning for nlp. In Inter-
national Conference on Machine Learning, pages 2790–
2799. PMLR, 2019.

[Hu et al., 2021] Edward J Hu, Yelong Shen, Phillip Wallis,
Zeyuan Allen-Zhu, Yuanzhi Li, Shean Wang, Lu Wang,
and Weizhu Chen. Lora: Low-rank adaptation of large
language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.09685, 2021.

[Huang et al., 2023] Yuhao Huang, Xin Yang, Lian Liu, Han
Zhou, Ao Chang, Xinrui Zhou, Rusi Chen, Junxuan Yu,
Jiongquan Chen, Chaoyu Chen, et al. Segment anything
model for medical images? Medical Image Analysis, page
103061, 2023.

[Kirillov et al., 2023] Alexander Kirillov, Eric Mintun,
Nikhila Ravi, Hanzi Mao, Chloe Rolland, Laura
Gustafson, Tete Xiao, Spencer Whitehead, Alexander C
Berg, Wan-Yen Lo, et al. Segment anything. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2304.02643, 2023.

[Lester et al., 2021] Brian Lester, Rami Al-Rfou, and Noah
Constant. The power of scale for parameter-efficient
prompt tuning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.08691, 2021.

[Li and Liang, 2021] Xiang Lisa Li and Percy Liang. Prefix-
tuning: Optimizing continuous prompts for generation.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.00190, 2021.

[Li et al., 2023] Yunxiang Li, Bowen Jing, Xiang Feng, Zi-
han Li, Yongbo He, Jing Wang, and You Zhang. nnsam:
Plug-and-play segment anything model improves nnunet
performance. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.16967, 2023.

[Lin et al., 2023] Xian Lin, Yangyang Xiang, Li Zhang, Xin
Yang, Zengqiang Yan, and Li Yu. Samus: Adapting seg-
ment anything model for clinically-friendly and gener-
alizable ultrasound image segmentation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.06824, 2023.

[Liu et al., 2021] Xiao Liu, Kaixuan Ji, Yicheng Fu,
Weng Lam Tam, Zhengxiao Du, Zhilin Yang, and Jie Tang.
P-tuning v2: Prompt tuning can be comparable to fine-
tuning universally across scales and tasks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2110.07602, 2021.

[Liu et al., 2023] Xiao Liu, Yanan Zheng, Zhengxiao Du,
Ming Ding, Yujie Qian, Zhilin Yang, and Jie Tang. Gpt
understands, too, 2023.

[Loshchilov and Hutter, 2017] Ilya Loshchilov and Frank
Hutter. Decoupled weight decay regularization. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1711.05101, 2017.

[Ma and Wang, 2023] Jun Ma and Bo Wang. Seg-
ment anything in medical images. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.12306, 2023.

[Mazurowski et al., 2023] Maciej A Mazurowski, Haoyu
Dong, Hanxue Gu, Jichen Yang, Nicholas Konz, and Yixin
Zhang. Segment anything model for medical image anal-
ysis: an experimental study. Medical Image Analysis,
89:102918, 2023.

[Radford et al., 2021] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris
Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agar-
wal, Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack
Clark, et al. Learning transferable visual models from nat-
ural language supervision. In International conference on
machine learning, pages 8748–8763. PMLR, 2021.

[Ronneberger et al., 2015] Olaf Ronneberger, Philipp Fis-
cher, and Thomas Brox. U-net: Convolutional networks
for biomedical image segmentation. In Medical Image
Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention–MICCAI
2015: 18th International Conference, Munich, Germany,



October 5-9, 2015, Proceedings, Part III 18, pages 234–
241. Springer, 2015.

[Roy et al., 2023] Saikat Roy, Tassilo Wald, Gregor Koehler,
Maximilian R Rokuss, Nico Disch, Julius Holzschuh,
David Zimmerer, and Klaus H Maier-Hein. Sam.
md: Zero-shot medical image segmentation capabili-
ties of the segment anything model. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.05396, 2023.

[Ruan et al., 2023] Jiacheng Ruan, Mingye Xie, Jingsheng
Gao, Ting Liu, and Yuzhuo Fu. Ege-unet: an efficient
group enhanced unet for skin lesion segmentation. In In-
ternational Conference on Medical Image Computing and
Computer-Assisted Intervention, pages 481–490. Springer,
2023.

[Shaharabany et al., 2023] Tal Shaharabany, Aviad Dahan,
Raja Giryes, and Lior Wolf. Autosam: Adapting sam to
medical images by overloading the prompt encoder. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2306.06370, 2023.

[Taha and Hanbury, 2015] Abdel Aziz Taha and Allan Han-
bury. Metrics for evaluating 3d medical image segmenta-
tion: analysis, selection, and tool. BMC medical imaging,
15(1):1–28, 2015.

[Tomar et al., 2022] Nikhil Kumar Tomar, Annie Shergill,
Brandon Rieders, Ulas Bagci, and Debesh Jha. Transresu-
net: Transformer based resu-net for real-time colonoscopy
polyp segmentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.08985,
2022.

[Wang et al., 2021] Ke Wang, Shujun Liang, and Yu Zhang.
Residual feedback network for breast lesion segmenta-
tion in ultrasound image. In Medical Image Computing
and Computer Assisted Intervention–MICCAI 2021: 24th
International Conference, Strasbourg, France, September
27–October 1, 2021, Proceedings, Part I 24, pages 471–
481. Springer, 2021.

[Wang et al., 2023] Xinlong Wang, Xiaosong Zhang, Yue
Cao, Wen Wang, Chunhua Shen, and Tiejun Huang. Seg-
gpt: Segmenting everything in context. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.03284, 2023.

[Wu et al., 2023] Junde Wu, Rao Fu, Huihui Fang, Yuanpei
Liu, Zhaowei Wang, Yanwu Xu, Yueming Jin, and Tal Ar-
bel. Medical sam adapter: Adapting segment anything
model for medical image segmentation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.12620, 2023.

[Zhang and Liu, 2023] Kaidong Zhang and Dong Liu. Cus-
tomized segment anything model for medical image seg-
mentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13785, 2023.

[Zhang et al., 2023] Qingru Zhang, Minshuo Chen, Alexan-
der Bukharin, Pengcheng He, Yu Cheng, Weizhu Chen,
and Tuo Zhao. Adaptive budget allocation for parameter-
efficient fine-tuning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.10512,
2023.

[Zhou et al., 2018] Zongwei Zhou, Md Mahfuzur Rah-
man Siddiquee, Nima Tajbakhsh, and Jianming Liang.
Unet++: A nested u-net architecture for medical image

segmentation. In Deep Learning in Medical Image Anal-
ysis and Multimodal Learning for Clinical Decision Sup-
port: 4th International Workshop, DLMIA 2018, and 8th
International Workshop, ML-CDS 2018, Held in Conjunc-
tion with MICCAI 2018, Granada, Spain, September 20,
2018, Proceedings 4, pages 3–11. Springer, 2018.


	Introduction
	Related Works
	Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning
	Medical Image Segmentation Using SAM

	Methodology
	CNN Image Encoder
	Position Adapter in ViT Image Encoder
	Cross-Branch Adapter
	Supervision Strategy

	Experiments
	Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
	Experiments Settings
	Quantitative Evaluation
	Ablation Study

	Conclusion

