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Figure 1: The visualization interface for tooth segmentation on panoramic radiograph. (A)Model Explorer: The dataset panel
displays the basic information of the unlabeled panoramic radiograph and the control panel controls the values of parameters in
the model such as training times, learning rate and so on. (A1)The line chart to display the process of model optimization. (A2)The
barchart to show the time of manually correction per image. (B)Radiographic Feature Explorer: (B1)The Panoramic View to show
the segmentation masks on panoramic radiograph. (B2)The Glyph View to reveal the features of tooth segmentation. (C)Extracted
Feature Explorer: (C1)The Scatterplot View to provide an overview of relationships among the tooth samples. (C2)The Zoomed
View to display a more detailed exploration of extracted features. (C3)The Reference Sample View to illustrate the attributes of
similar instances.

ABSTRACT

Tooth segmentation is a key step for computer aided diagnosis of
dental diseases. Numerous machine learning models have been
employed for tooth segmentation on dental panoramic radiograph.
However, it is a difficult task to achieve accurate tooth segmen-
tation due to complex tooth shapes, diverse tooth categories and
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incomplete sample set for machine learning. In this paper, we pro-
pose ViSTooth, a visualization framework for tooth segmentation
on dental panoramic radiograph. First, we employ Mask R-CNN to
conduct preliminary tooth segmentation, and a set of domain met-
rics are proposed to estimate the accuracy of the segmented teeth,
including tooth shape, tooth position and tooth angle. Then, we rep-
resent the teeth with high-dimensional vectors and visualize their
distribution in a low-dimensional space, in which experts can eas-
ily observe those teeth with specific metrics. Further, we expand
the sample set with the expert-specified teeth and train the tooth
segmentation model iteratively. Finally, we conduct case study and
expert study to demonstrate the effectiveness and usability of our
ViSTooth, in aiding experts to implement accurate tooth segmenta-
tion guided by expert knowledge.

Index Terms: Tooth segmentation, panoramic radiograph, visual-
ization, visual analytics, human computer collaboration.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Panoramic radiograph is a widely-used imaging modality for dental
examination in stomatology, which provides a visual representation
of all teeth within the dental cavity, and helps doctors to examine
the pathological conditions, such as dental calculus, dental mal-
formations and caries[1]. Tooth segmentation is a pivotal step for
computer aided diagnosis of tooth-related disorders[2]. However,
manual annotation is a laborious and time-consuming task, espe-
cially when there are overlapping shadows or low contrast.

In recent years, numerous machine learning models have been
proposed for tooth segmentation on dental panoramic radiograph[3,
4, 5], encompassing both unsupervised and supervised methods.
Unsupervised methods include threshold-based segmentation[6, 7],
edge detection[8, 9], and graph theory[10], while supervised meth-
ods rely on labeled data for training[11]. Deep learning-based
approaches, such as U-Net[12, 13], Faster R-CNN[14, 15] and
PANet[16], fall under the category of supervised methods. How-
ever, due to the substantial variations in tooth shape and types, such
a strategy is still unable to fundamentally solve the problem of ac-
curacy and robustness of automatic segmentation algorithms, which
brings uncertainty to the subsequent diagnosis[17, 11, 18].

Extensive discussions with professional dental experts and com-
puter experts have led to the consensus that traditional AI seg-
mentation methods exhibit significant limitations when applied to
tooth segmentation on panoramic radiograph. Two primary ques-
tions have been identified. Q1. The model has a primary focus on
pixel features but lacks essential dental expertise like tooth shape
and angle, hindering its contextual understanding and ability to dis-
cern intricate details and nuances specific to dental conditions. This
limitation becomes particularly evident when the training sample
is unable to cover the full spectrum of dental conditions, causing
the model to struggle in accurately segmenting complex or special
teeth. Q2. In the process of segmentation, complete dependence on
automated algorithms may lead to suboptimal tooth segmentation
results in certain cases, as the model lacks the ability to dynami-
cally adapt and refine its segmentation outputs in response to the
nuances of individual cases.

As such, we develop a human-machine collaboration frame-
work, VisTooth(Figure 1), comprehensively considering tooth fea-
tures and introducing expertise in the segmentation process to opti-
mize the model outcomes. Firstly, we use the fine-adjusted Mask R-
CNN model[19] to achieve preliminary tooth segmentation, which
focuses on the features involving dental expertise. A glyph rep-
resentation is generated to visualize these features(Q1). For cases
such as structural abnormalities or blurred tooth contours, human
expert judgment and intervention are needed to improve segmen-
tation quality[20]. To address this, we develop an interactive tool
to allow experts to correct the outcomes of the initial segmentation.
Further, different levels of detail information views are incorporated
to assist experts in screening out high-quality segmentation , and
expert-specified teeth will be piped into the model for interactive
optimization (Q2). Finally, in order to demonstrate the effective-
ness and usability of our VisTooth in addressing the issue of tooth
segmentation, we conduct case study and expert study.

The major contributions of this paper are listed as follows:

• A set of feature metrics are proposed to assess the segmenta-
tion according to dental expertise.

• A novel visual analytics system is implemented to summarize
and compare the tooth segmentation with different levels of
details.

• A new human-machine collaboration workflow leveraging ad-
vanced machine learning algorithms and human expertise is
implemented to guarantee the accuracy and efficiency of tooth
segmentation.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Tooth Segmentation

Tooth segmentation on panoramic radiograph is a critical task, ad-
dressed through two primary methodologies: unsupervised and su-
pervised approaches. In the unsupervised category, various strate-
gies have been developed. Modi et al.[21] proposed a region-based
method to identify regions of interest for gap valley and tooth isola-
tion using binary edge intensity integral curves. Indraswari et al.[6]
employed a three-step process involving directional image forma-
tion using DDFBT, enhancement for edge reinforcement and noise
removal, and MAT with Sauvola Local Thresholding for segmen-
tation. Alsmad et al.[22] utilized a cluster-based approach, while
Hasan et al.[23] focused on jaw segmentation using gradient infor-
mation in a four-step method comprising k-means clustering, point
detection around the jaw, gradient vector flow snakes, and shape
correction for the segmented area. Li et al.[24] introduced a new
watershed algorithm based on mathematical morphology, specifi-
cally tailored for dental X-ray image segmentation. Fariza et al.[25]
employed a method to extract different dental structures using con-
ditional spatial fuzzy C-means clustering.

In contrast, supervised methods leverage deep learning models
trained on annotated data to improve segmentation accuracy and
stability. Jader et al. [26] are credited for being the pioneers who
detected and segmented each tooth on panoramic radiographs. Al-
malki et al.[27] applied two self-supervised learning methods to
Swin Transformer on dental panoramic radiographs: SimMIM and
UM-MAE. Zhang et al.[28] proposed a novel method that using
label tree with cascade network structure combining several key
strategies for teeth recognition, which can deal with many complex
cases. Helli et al.[29] employed a two-step method where they em-
ployed a U-Net to create prediction followed by post-processing
operations to achieve segmentation. Leite et al.[18] proposed a
CNN-based solution for determining tooth contours using seman-
tic segmentation, further refined by a Fully Convolutional Network
(FCN). These methods were evaluated using metrics such as av-
erage Intersection over Union (IoU) and Hausdorff distance, com-
pared against manual annotations and medical software. Tuzoff et
al.[30] applied the Faster R-CNN object detection model to gen-
erate tooth borders, enhancing the output through integration with
the VGG16 classification network and heuristic rules of dentition
arrangement. Additionally, Mask R-CNN[19], a deep learning-
based method, offers simultaneous object detection and segmen-
tation, incorporating ROI Align for improved accuracy. Despite the
higher precision of supervised methods, challenges persist in sce-
narios of insufficient or inaccurately annotated training data, under-
scoring the ongoing need for accurate segmentation on panoramic
radiograph[31].

In this paper, we select appropriate neural network and incor-
porate a consideration for dental expertise when using Mask R-
CNN for tooth segmentation. Further, we prpose a novel human-
computer interaction system that allows experts to interactively re-
fine segmentation outputs, thereby enhancing the accuracy and re-
liability of the final results.

2.2 Visualization for Artificial Intelligence

In the domain of artificial intelligence, the burgeoning complexity
of models necessitates advanced methods for elucidation of their
inner workings. Visualization tools play an instrumental role in
this context, aiding in the comprehension of training data, model
architecture, and output[32, 33]. A notable contribution in this
field is the OoDAnalyzer[34] by Chen et al., which presents an
interactive visual method for the identification and explanation of
Out-of-Distribution (OoD) samples. Kandel et al.[35] proposed
Profiler, a tool designed to assess quality issues in tabular data.
Anomaly detection methods are employed to detect and categorized



data anomalies. And visual summaries aids evaluation of poten-
tial anomalies and their causes. Liu et al.[36] developed a visual
analytics approach using time series data to represent training dy-
namics of Deep Generative Models (DGMs). It includes a novel
blue noise line sampling scheme and a credit assignment algorithm
for improved understanding and diagnosis of DGM training pro-
cesses. Cao et al.[37] presented a visual analysis tool AEVis to
explain why adversarial examples are misclassified. The contribu-
tion analysis and rich interactions further enable users to trace the
root cause of the misclassification of adversarial examples. Wang
et al.[38] presented CNN EXPLAINER, an interactive visualiza-
tion tool designed for non-experts to learn and examine convolu-
tional neural networks. Through smooth transitions across levels
of abstraction, users can inspect the interplay between operations
and outcomes. Mahendran et al.[39] introduced the Deep Visual-
ization Toolbox (DeepVis) to visualize and interpret CNN features
by synthesizing input images that maximally activate specific neu-
rons. Selvaraju et al.[40] introduced Grad-CAM, which has since
been widely adopted for interpreting CNN-based models in various
domains, including medical imaging and natural language process-
ing. Chen et al.[41] introduced Uni-Evaluator, an open-source vi-
sual analytic tool for model evaluation tasks like target detection. It
represents predictions as probability distributions across tasks, us-
ing matrices, tables, and grids for comprehensive evaluation from a
global to sample level. Humans can also monitor the learning pro-
cess and evaluate the effectiveness of AI models at any time through
visualization[32]. Ahn et al.[42] proposed a visual analytic system
FairSight to capture both the global and instancelevel fairness with
evidence of potential unfair outcomes.

Collectively, these developments underscore the pivotal role of
visual analytics in the interpretation, evaluation, and refinement of
complex AI models within the scientific community. In contrast,
we apply interactive visual analytics to the detection and correction
of mask errors in the process of automatic segmentation, aiming to
facilitate the high-quality of outputs.

3 TASK ANALYSIS AND SYSTEM OVERVIEW
In this section, we provide a summary of analysis tasks(T1-T4)
identified through interviews with domain experts and subsequently
present the pipeline of the proposed visual analysis system.

3.1 Task Analysis
Our system was developed through a collaborative effort involving
experts in dental examination (E1 and E2) and an expert in graph-
ics and visualization (E3). E1 and E2 are highly experienced oral
and maxillofacial radiologists each possessing over 5 years of ex-
tensive expertise. E3 is a seasoned professor specializing in data
visual analysis. In the early stages of our collaboration, weekly
meetings were conducted with these three experts to seek opportu-
nities to optimize the process of tooth segmentation through liter-
ature review. According to experts, the diversity of teeth presents
significant challenges to current AutoML approaches. To ensure
the accuracy of tooth segmentation, further expert judgment and
correction are deemed necessary. Consequently, we delved into the
design requirements of a human-machine collaborate system. From
these discussions, we derived four key analytical tasks, summarized
as follows:

T1. Integration of dental expertise into the segmentation
process. General segmentation method only considers the pixel
features[43]. However, dental expertise like the regularity in the
physiological structure and arrangement characteristics of teeth can
provide valuable information for segmentation. Hence, the em-
ployed feature extraction network of model should be adept at iden-
tifying the intricate structures on panoramic images[31]. And the
workflow should also incorporate a consideration for arrangement
features when determining tooth labels.

T2. Assessment of Automatic Tooth Segmentation Accuracy.
Once obtaining preliminary automated outputs, the subsequent step
is to exam and modify potentially incorrect segmentation masks. In
order to facilitate this correction process, it is necessary to propose
quantifiable metrics to assess the accuracy of automatic tooth seg-
mentation results. Additionally, a clear visual cue should also be
displayed to guide the experts to review and manually correct.

T3. Model Optimization through Valuable Instance Sam-
pling. The diversity in different types of teeth presents a chal-
lenge for the machine learning model. However, manual correc-
tions capture expert expertise on the accurate delineation of tooth
boundaries which can serve as high-quality labeled data to retrain
the ML-model. Thus, it becomes necessary to incorporate valuable
expert corrections as a complement to the training set to optimize
the model especially when the initial sample set is hard to encom-
pass all possible variations.

T4. Development of an Interactive Tooth Segmentation Tool.
To ensure the effectiveness of subsequent work, it is deemed crucial
to develop an interactive tool that can implement accurate tooth seg-
mentation and with continuous iterative optimization. To the best
of our knowledge, our work is the first attempt to provide a combi-
nation of man-machine tooth segmentation tool.

3.2 System Overview

Motivated by the identified tasks, we propose a visualization frame-
work enabling experts to efficiently achieve high-quality tooth seg-
mentation on panoramic radiograph. The system pipeline is de-
picted in Figure 2. Initially, the Mask R-CNN model is trained
with a certain amount of manual labeled data, categorizing teeth
into five classes: incisor, canine, 1st, 2nd, and 3rd molar. To esti-
mate the outputs of the model, we propose several quantifiable met-
rics including tooth shape, tooth position and tooth angle. Concur-
rently, we devise a glyph-based visualization scheme to represent
these information, thereby offering experts a comprehensive set of
evaluation criteria(T1). We develop a scatterplot view to provide
an overview of relationships among the tooth samples, so that the
possible inaccurate results can be identified by the abnormal distri-
bution(T2). We provide experts with visual interface to show the
initial segmentation of the model and interactive tools for error cor-
rection. Then the corrected high-quality tooth samples, selected by
experts, are fed back into the model for adaptive iterative optimiza-
tion(T3). Ultimately, a human-machine collaborative visual tool is
developed for the segmentation of teeth(T4).

4 VISTOOTH

We propose a visualization framework, ViSTooth, that integrates
automatic technologies and interactive visualization to support
human-machine collaboration for accurate tooth segmentation.
This section introduces four key components: data labeling, tooth
segmentation model, visualization design and model optimization.

4.1 Data Labeling

The panoramic radiographs used in this study were selected from
a patient image database at the hospital. The patients gave their
informed consent before any panoramic radiographs were taken,
and their privacy was protected when using the data for medical
research. The dataset comprises 521 panoramic radiographs. We
selected 300 images for experts to mark ground truth segmentation
labels randomly, while the remaining 221 images were used as a
test set. This process was under a supervision of two dentists(E1
and E2) using a tagging tool developed with the Python program-
ming language. We attended weekly meetings where related issues
were discussed and the labels were reviewed to assure quality. In
the end, the 300 labeled images with ground truth segmentation la-
bels was divided into a training set(240 images) and a validation



Figure 2: The pipeline of VisTooth for tooth segmentation on panoramic radiograph.

set(60images). The study was approved by the Ethics Commit-
tee of The First Affiliated Hospital, Zhejiang University School of
Medicine. (approval no. 20230785)

4.2 Tooth Segmentation Model

In this paper, we emloy the Mask R-CNN model for teeth segmen-
tation on panoramic radiograph. Mask R-CNN is a two-stage in-
stance segmentation framework, as depicted in Figure 3. Specif-
ically, the first stage proposes candidate tooth bounding boxes re-
gardless of categories. Fistly, the panoramic radiograph is fed into
the backbone to extract features. Then the features compose a pyra-
mid network (FPN) to generate candidate regions with the potential
to contain tooth structures. Since Mask R-CNN is a flexible frame-
work, we tried to change the feature extraction network in backbone
to make the model more suitable for panoramic segmentation tasks,
including ResNet networks with 50, 101 and 152 layers[44] and
VGG16 network[45]. As shown in Table 1, We find that ResNet50
is the optimal choice for panoramic radiograph due to its fewer lay-
ers, which can refrain from overfitting, and its overall IoU score
reaches 75.14%.

The second stage is termed as the R-CNN stage, which extracts
features using RoIAlign[19] for each proposal and performs pro-
posal classification, bounding box regression and mask predicting.
This involves corresponding each pixel on the original panoramic
radiograph with the feature map and matching it with preset fixed
features. Subsequently, the model conducts multi-classification on
these candidate regions, generating masks to complete the segmen-
tation task. During the training stage, we classified sample teeth
into five categories: incisors, cuspids, 1st and 2nd molars, and 3rd
molar. In the process of classification, we guide the model to not
only consider the image features of the segmented targets but also
introduce heuristic rules based on the order of tooth arrangement.
When image features are blurred and difficult to discern, priority is
given to the segmentation category determined by the arrangement
order.

4.3 Visualization for Tooth Segmentation

Due to the above AutoML segmentaion approach not always be-
ing accurate, in this section, we design the visualization interface
to present the segmentation results from the model and to support
more detailed feature exploration. Figure 1, displays the visual in-

Figure 3: The illustration of Mask R-CNN.

terface of our system, which comprises a control panel and five
maim views.

4.3.1 Segmentation Explorer Component

The radiographic feature exploration component contains two sub-
views: a panoramic view and a glyph view.

As shown in Figure 1(B1), the panoramic view visualizes the
tooth segmentation outcomes generated by the system. It facilitates
a direct comparative analysis for experts to assess the congruence
between the segmented contours and ground truth. Experts can ad-
just the initial segmentation mask by dragging contour points, en-
suring a closer alignment with the actual targets.

The glyph view represents the detailed features of segmentation
outputs. In this paper, we propose three essential metrics of tooth
segmentation including shape, coordinates and center-line angle.
Subsequently, we employ a visual prompting approach to guide ex-
perts in making more nuanced judgments and corrections to these
results.

Firstly, we use the HU moment[46, 47] as the shape feature of
the segmentation mask to characterize individual teeth, which is
calculated as follows:

mp,q = ∑
x

∑
y

xpyq f (x,y) p,q = 0,1,2. . . . . . (1)



Table 1: Comparison of evaluation metrics with different backbones.

Model Backbone IoU(%) Precision(%) Recall(%) F1-score(%)

Mask R-CNN ResNet-50 75.1 75.7 83.5 79.4

Mask R-CNN ResNet-101 65.3 65.9 73.7 69.6

Mask R-CNN ResNet-152 53.4 53.9 58.1 55.9

Mask R-CNN VGG16 71.2 71.8 81.1 76.2

where f(x,y) is the pixel intensity value at the (x ,y)-coordinate.
Given the symmetrical arrangement of tooth sequences, the posi-

tional attribute is defined as the two-dimensional coordinates of the
segmentation mask’s center point subtracted by the absolute val-
ues of the coordinates of the overall panoramic radiograph’s center
point. And the centerline angle of the segmentation mask is deter-
mined by calculating the angle between the midline of the mask and
the vertical direction.

We design the glyph to visualize the multi-dimensional features
of the segmentation mask(Figure 4(B)). The values of HU moments
are encoded with a radial bar chart(Figure 4(B-b)). Within the
glyph, we use the metaphor of a dashboard to encode the tooth’s
two-dimensional coordinates(Figure 4(B-c,B-d)) and centerline an-
gle(Figure 4(B-e)). To visually demonstrate the differences of fea-
tures between the segmentation results and conventional training
samples, we calculate the average value for each feature. Then we
encode features close to the average value in gray, features signif-
icantly above the average value in blue, and features significantly
below the average value in red(Figure 4(B-a)). The dental legend at
the center of the glyph is populated with distinct colors according
to the identified categories, facilitating a clearer observation of the
tooth categorization(Figure 4(B-f)). Experts can effortlessly mod-
ify the assigned category labels by clicking on the dental legend.

4.3.2 Feature Explorer Component
For the reason that automatic segmentation algorithms rely on the
matching between prior features and image characteristics, satis-
factory segmentation results may not be achieved when there is
prominent variation. In this section, we employ dimensionality
reduction and mapping to obtain the standard range and distribu-
tion of multi-dimensional features for each category of teeth. By
contrasting newly generated segmentation masks with the sample
set distribution, we identify segmentation results that deviate from
conventional patterns as which has a high probability of error.

Each point in the scatterplot view represents a tooth sample, with
distinct colors indicating different categories. The manually anno-
tated training and test sets are represented by points with higher
transparency, while newly loaded tooth samples are differentiated
by larger radii and lower transparency. To lay out the points in
the scatterplot with respect to the feature similarities of the sam-
ples, we firstly employ the HU moments matrix to extract shape
features from individual tooth slices, incorporating positional in-
formation within the original panoramic radiograph and centerline
angular of the tooth to formulate a set of high-dimensional feature
vectors. Then, we employ LDA[48] to project the vectors into a
two-dimensional plane, generating a scatterplot, such that the sam-
ples share the similar features are closer. In general use, train sam-
ples are shown as solid circles, new loaded samples are shown as
circles with black outlines and expert-specified samples are shown
as crosses.

The similarity view(Figure 4(D)) is designed to show historical
labeled data with high similarity, providing an essential reference
for whether masks are successfully identified or not. When the ex-
pert clicks on a tooth in the scatter plot, we calculate the historical
labeled data adjacent to its projection position. Subsequently, the

Figure 4: The extracted feature exploration component. The expert
can start analysis from (A)the overview of the dataset. The (B)feature
glyph, the (C)zoomed view and the (D)similarity view provide detailed
information for feature exploration.

panorama slice map and the glyph will be presented in pairs in the
similarity list and arranged in order of distance.

4.4 Model Optimization
The process begins with loading panoramic radiograph data for
tooth segmentation. Firstly, the model output are projected in the
scatterplot view, enabling experts to quickly discover the abnor-
mal segmentation masks. The zoomed view and the reference view
show different levels of detail, helping experts to do precise cor-
rections manually. These expert corrections, functioning as high-
quality labeled data, capture expert input on the accurate delin-
eation of tooth boundaries. Once the necessary corrections are
made, the projection view will update to show the new overview
of the corrected results. Then the expert has the ability to choose
several high-quality tooth samples and click ‘train’ in the control
panel to feed the corrected high-quality labeled data back into the
segmentation model. This step helps the model learn from the cor-
rected data and improve its performance over time. The evalua-
tion view provides a graphical representation of the optimization
process, offering an intuitive insight into the model’s performance
throughout training. And the feedback loop continues as experts
repeatedly load data, correct model outputs, and contribute to the
ongoing refinement of the segmentation model.

5 SYSTEM INTERFACE

We develop a set of interactions to integrate intelligent model and
expert knowledge into the process of tooth segmentation. Ini-
tially, expert can gain automatic tooth segmentation by loading the
panoramic radiograph in the control panel. Scatterplot view pro-
vides a compact overview for the standard range and distribution



of multi-dimensional features for each tooth category. For more
detailed features, expert can observe the glyph in zoomed view
and similar samples in similarity view by clicking the correspond-
ing scatter. By comparing the dissimilarity, experts can assess the
consistency of feature distribution in the segmentation results with
real structures. When the results of automatic segmentation devi-
ate significantly from the normal range, further expert judgment
and correction are necessary. Experts can make corrections to the
delineation of tooth boundaries by clicking the anchor points on
tooth. When the corrected segmentation is satisfactory, the scatter-
plot view will update to show the corrected results overview. Then
experts have the ability to select high-quality labeled data which is
considered expert feedback and contributes to improving the accu-
racy of the segmentation results. This iterative feedback loop helps
improve the model’s performance over time as it adapts to the cor-
rections made by experts.

6 EVALUATION
We conducted two case studies and an expert study to demonstrate
the effectiveness and usability of ViSTooth in tooth segmentation.

6.1 Case Study
6.1.1 Case 1. Interactive Correction Insights
We invited E1 to utilize VisTooth for detailed human-machine col-
laborative segmentation of teeth on 10 panoramic X-ray images,
and asked him to follow the system’s visual cues during the pro-
cess. In the process of the segmentation task, all corrections and
feedback were recorded. Initially, the segmentation model achieved
an accuracy of 74.91%, which was unsatisfactory. Thus E1 would
like to use the system to inspect and refine the model outputs. Im-
mediately, E1 identified some abnormal outliers from the scatter
plot view(Figure 5). He first clicked on an outlier to locate the
tooth represented by it, concurrently the similarity view was up-
dated to display detailed glyph and show samples similar in height
to the selected sample. Upon observation, E1 found that one case
of the outlier might be attributed to incomplete segmentation, lead-
ing to a significant separation between the mask and the regular
distribution of that category. Figure 5(A) illustrates how E1 cor-
rected examples of teeth S1 and S2 by examining the morphology
in the similarity view. Typically, the second molars have two roots,
but due to the proximity of the pixel values between the root and
the gingival tissue in the S1 and S2 regions, the model struggles
to accurately differentiate tooth structure from other tissues. And
the glyph in similarity view suggests that despite its mask features
deviating from the second molar and resembling the first molar,
its coordinate and angular features closely match those of the 2nd
molars as predicted by the model. Subsequently, E1 attempted to
adjust the contrast of the panoramic radiograph using the toolbar to
enhance the differentiation between the target teeth and other struc-
tures, then manually adjusted the contour points to restore precise
positioning. Furthermore, E1 also found that some cases character-
ized by individual differences could lead to outliers, as depicted in
Figure 5(B). Here, the patient exhibited incomplete tooth structures,
significantly deviating from the training samples. Such situations
bears the potential for erroneous segmentation, requiring manual
assessment. E1 highly praised the glyph design, ”Utilizing feature
indicators as visual cues to help us detect segmentation anomalies
for further manual correction is beneficial in the absence of ground
truth for the newly loaded panoramic image.”

6.1.2 Case 2. Iterative Retraining Optimization
In the second case, we introduced more panoramic images. E2 was
invited to perform batch panoramic segmentation and select sam-
ples for feedback to the model for retraining. Figure 6 shows the
projection changes after manual correction by experts. The results
indicate that cluster A exhibited a mixed distribution pattern during

initial segmentation, and even after manual correction, clear differ-
entiation was not achieved. E2 explained to us that the distinction
between individual teeth is not particularly clear during actual read-
ing, and there may be confusion between the cuspid and 1st molar
labels (yellow and red) for the model. Therefore, E2 marked the
mixed regions between these two patterns and added them to the
training samples in the hope of strengthening the model’s learn-
ing. Cluster B, on the other hand, consistently differentiated into
five major distribution patterns. Figure 6 illustrates examples of
S3 segmentation verification through Reference View examination.
From this, we can see that S3 has a double-root structure similar to
the reference view, but the significant crown loss deviates its shape
features from the normal cluster. As the number of annotations in-
creased, we observed the gradual aggregation of similar residual
tooth clusters along the edge of S3. This feature is distinct from
the training sample set and, therefore, E2 was eager to label it as
a new sample to improve the model’s recognition rate for residual
teeth during segmentation. During the labeling process, E2 com-
mented, ”Using labeled samples to further enhance the model is
very innovative. The improvement in initial segmentation accuracy
means we can reduce manual correction.” He also praised the vi-
sual attractiveness design of the projection view, noting that this
distribution view effectively conveys the distribution pattern of seg-
mentation masks and facilitates batch sample selection. Figure 6
shows the evaluation results of three retraining sessions, allowing
experts to add 100 teeth slices with correction labels to the training
set each time. The line graph illustrates the change in segmentation
results before and after each retraining, demonstrating the effective-
ness of our system in high-quality tooth segmentation. Initially, the
IoU score was 75.14%. After three rounds of training, significant
improvement was observed, with the IoU score reaching 80.11%.

6.2 Expert Study

ViSTooth was designed to be an expressive and task efficient tool.
To further evaluate the effectiveness of our system, we conducted
an expert study involving 2 experts in dental examination and 10
graduate students (5 males and 5 females) majoring in Medicine.
They were all trained to use our system until they were familiar
with the workflow and proficient in utilizing the system. There-
after, they were tasked with the segmentation of 60 panoramic ra-
diographs. During the process, we recorded their comments and
the interactions. Further, we formulated a set of questions, which
are closely related to the analytical tasks outlined in Section 3. The
questionnaire is displayed in Table 2, and participants’ responses
can be observed in Figure 7. Here are some key findings from the
analysis:

System Performance. The majority of participants expressed
satisfaction with the accuracy and speed of the preliminary seg-
mentation performed by the AutoML model. E1 commented,”The
proposed model can effectively support preliminary segmentation,
which alleviates laborious and time-consuming manual detection.”
Statistical analysis showed that 75% of participants rated the accu-
racy as satisfactory, while 83% were satisfied with the speed. Anal-
ysis of the collected metrics indicated that they effectively reflected
the quality of the segmentation results, with 80% of participants
agreeing with this statement.

Visual Design. Over 90% of participants found the interface
design to be intuitive and easy to understand, highlighting the ef-
fectiveness of the visual design in facilitating user interaction. An
overwhelming majority (over 95%) of participants agreed that the
color choices and graphical elements in the system contributed to
detecting segmentation anomalies, underscoring the importance of
visual cues in the analysis process. E2 remarked, “The visual de-
sign of ViSTooth greatly facilitates the interpretation of segmenta-
tion results, making it easier to identify abnormalities.”

Interactivity. The interactive features designed for digging



Figure 5: (A) displays the process of expert correction. (B) captures instances where individual variations lead to scattered outliers.

Figure 6: Cluster A exhibited a mixed distribution pattern. Cluster B
consistently differentiated into five major distribution patterns.

deeper and gaining more insights into the segmentation results were
well-received, with 83% of participants expressing satisfaction with
this aspect. Similarly, the interactive feature design for adjust-
ing segmentation results garnered positive feedback, with 75% of
participants reporting satisfaction. One graduate student noted,
“The interactive features provide flexibility and control, allowing
for fine-tuning of segmentation results according to individual pref-
erences.”

Overall Satisfaction. A significant portion of participants found
ViSTooth to be easy to use, indicating high overall satisfaction with
the system’s usability. Impressively, 75% of participants expressed
willingness to continue using ViSTooth in their future clinical prac-
tice, reflecting a strong endorsement of the system’s utility and
effectiveness. However, a minority of participants expressed con-
cerns about mastering ViSTooth’s advanced features, suggesting the
need for additional training resources or user guides.

These statistical findings provide robust evidence supporting the
positive reception of ViSTooth among users, affirming its effective-
ness as an expressive and task-efficient tool for panoramic radio-
graph segmentation.

7 DISCUSSION

Model performance. Automation of tooth segmentation is con-
sidered the first and foundational step in the development of AI
systems for adjuvant therapy in dentistry. Therefore, this first step
should be as accurate as possible. We focus on the revolutionary

Table 2: The questionnaire consists of four parts: the system perfor-
mance (Q1-3), the visual design (Q4-6), the interactivity (Q7-8), and
the overall satisfaction (Q9-10).

Q1 I am satisfied with the accuracy of preliminary tooth
segmentation by the AutoML model.

Q2 I am satisfied with the speed of tooth segmentation by
the AutoML model.

Q3 The metrics proposed can reflect the quality of the tooth
segmentation results.

Q4 The interface design is intuitive and easy to understand.

Q5 The color choices and graphical elements in the system
contribute to detecting segmentation anomalies.

Q6 The layout of the system’s interface contributes to my
ease of understanding and using its features.

Q7 I am satisfied with the interactive feature design for dig-
ging deeper and gaining more insights into the tooth
segmentation results.

Q8 I am satisfied with the provided tools and controls for
adjusting the tooth segmentation results.

Q9 ViSTooth is easy to use.

Q10 I am willing to continue using this system in clinical
practice.

Figure 7: The feedback of the expert interviews.



impact of Large Language Models (LLMs), such as ChatGPT[49],
SAM[50], has permeated various industries. We believe that the ad-
vanced language understanding, contextual interpretation and more
nuanced feature recognition abilities of LLMs can enhance the seg-
mentation process.

Feature indicators. Automatic evaluation is crucial in effi-
ciently guiding experts to improve segmentation quality. Starting
from the common characteristics of teeth, this paper extracts tooth
angles, positions, and shapes to screen out results with higher er-
ror probabilities. However, personalized differences among teeth,
such as the proximity between adjacent teeth, treatment marks, and
developmental stages, can affect this assessment. Therefore, in fu-
ture work, we plan to explore more extensively how to utilize richer
features to characterize the quality of segmentation results, such as
internal density distribution, texture features, and edge features of
teeth.

Automated Diagnosis Tooth segmentation is the most widely
used processing technique to analyze panoramic radiographs. With
precisely segmented tooth structures, further applications can be de-
veloped in computer-aided dental diseases, such as diagnosis, tooth
alignment assessment, orthodontic optimization, etc. This work
forms the basis of our further developments of AI-driven tools for
precise and automated diagnosis of various dental diseases[51, 52,
53]. By leveraging these developments, we hope to foster efficiency
and accuracy in dental healthcare delivery.

8 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present ViSTooth for accurate tooth segmentation
through human-machine collaboration. Based on domain expertise,
the model in ViSTooth automatically preliminary tooth segmenta-
tion. Then the visual interface provides various supporting infor-
mation to help experts to learn the segmentation results and detect
anomalies. Rich human computer interactions are integrated to en-
able higher quality corrected data and iterative optimization of the
segmentation model. Two case studies and an expert study highlight
the effectiveness of our tool in streamlining the tooth segmentation
process and minimizing the manual effort required for accurate re-
sults. In the future work, we hope to improve the performance of
automatic segmentation to further reduce the effort of manual cor-
rection, leverage richer features for automatic evaluation, as well as
integrate tooth segmentation into disease diagnosis and treatment
applications.
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[51] Andreé Ferreira Leite, Karla de Faria Vasconcelos, Holger Willems,
and Reinhilde Jacobs. Radiomics and machine learning in oral health-
care. PROTEOMICS–Clinical Applications, 14(3):1900040, 2020. 8
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