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Abstract—Adapter based fine-tuning has been studied for im-
proving the performance of SAM on downstream tasks. However,
there is still a significant performance gap between fine-tuned
SAMs and domain-specific models. To reduce the gap, we propose
Two-Stream SAM (TS-SAM). On the one hand, inspired by
the side network in Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT), we
designed a lightweight Convolutional Side Adapter (CSA), which
integrates the powerful features from SAM into side network
training for comprehensive feature fusion. On the other hand, in
line with the characteristics of segmentation tasks, we designed
Multi-scale Refinement Module (MRM) and Feature Fusion
Decoder (FFD) to keep both the detailed and semantic features.
Extensive experiments on ten public datasets from three tasks
demonstrate that TS-SAM not only significantly outperforms the
recently proposed SAM-Adapter and SSOM, but achieves com-
petitive performance with the SOTA domain-specific models. Our
code is available at: https://github.com/maoyangou147/TS-SAM.

Index Terms—Segment-Anything Model, Fine-Tuning, Convo-
lutional Side Adapter, Multi-Scale Refinement Module, Feature
Fusion Decoder

I. INTRODUCTION

As a large vision model pretrained on over 11 million
images, Segment-Anything Model (SAM) [1] has attracted
the researchers’ interests. However, recent studies demonstrate
that SAM struggles to achieve satisfactory performance on
downstream tasks, including Camouflaged Object Detection
(COD) [2], [3], shadow detection [3] and Salient Object
Detection (SOD) [4].

It is a critical issue in the application of large models
that how to better adapt large models, pretrained on massive,
general-purpose datasets, to different downstream tasks. To
address this issue, there already exist numerous studies for
Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) [5]–[7]. Some meth-
ods [6], [7] employ lightweight Adapters or Prompts to bridge
the gap between general-purpose large models and various
downstream tasks. Only a small number of Adapter or Prompt
parameters are updated during training, reducing storage and
computational costs. Recently, fine-tuning methods based on
side networks [5], [8], [9] have also gained attention. This
approach adds a lightweight side network to the large model,
fine-tuning only the side network during training. The side
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Fig. 1. Comparison of TS-SAM with SAM, SAM-Adapter and the SOTA
domain-specific models on some images from COD10K dataset.

network adapts the features extracted by the large model’s
backbone to the requirements of downstream tasks.

Currently, there have been some efforts to fine-tune SAM
using PEFT. SAM-Adapter [3] introduces lightweight adapters
into the SAM encoder, which improves the performance of
SAM on COD and shadow detection tasks. SSOM [4] adap-
tively fine-tunes SAM using the inherent low-rank structure,
which improves the performance of SAM on SOD task. Both
SAM-Adapter and SSOM are pioneering works in exploring
the ability of SAM to be applied to downstream tasks. How-
ever, there is still a significant performance gap between these
fine-tuned SAMs and recent domain-specific models.

In this paper, we aim to address the challenge of SAM’s
suboptimal performance in various downstream tasks by de-
vising a unified fine-tuning strategy to boost SAM’s effi-
cacy across diverse application scenarios. Inspired by the
fine-tuning methods based on side networks, we propose
Two-Stream SAM (TS-SAM) to uniformly fine-tune SAM
across different downstream tasks. Specifically, we designed
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a lightweight Convolutional Side Adapter (CSA) to assist
SAM in operating under various challenging scenarios. In
addition, in line with the characteristics of segmentation tasks,
we proposed the Multi-scale Refinement Module (MRM) to
extract finer positional features of images for more granular
segmentation. For the decoding process, we designed a Feature
Fusion Decoder (FFD) to integrate features of different scales
during decoding, yielding refined segmentation results. Fig. 1
shows the comparison of the proposed TS-SAM with SAM,
SAM-Adapter and the SOTA domain-specific models on some
images from COD10K dataset, demonstrating the superiority
of TS-SAM. Also, TS-SAM is lightweight, with the ViT-h
version requiring only 29.44M trainable parameters, constitut-
ing 4.4% of the total model parameter count. This allows for
the storage of only a small number of parameter copies for
different downstream tasks.

The contributions of this work are summarized as follows:
1) We introduced the side network into the fine-tuning of

SAM for the first time. Innovatively, we proposed the
structure of a two-stream side network, which effectively
extracts features from the SAM encoder.

2) We proposed the Multi-Scale Refinement Module (MRM)
and the Feature Fusion Decoder (FFD) tailored for seg-
mentation tasks. These modules acquire refined target
positional information through high-resolution hierarchi-
cal features and fully integrate them during the decoding
process to achieve detailed segmentation results.

3) We evaluated our proposed TS-SAM on ten public
datasets from three tasks, including COD, shadow detec-
tion and SOD. The experimental results demonstrate that
TS-SAM significantly outperforms recent works that fine-
tune SAM for these downstream tasks. It even achieves
competitive performance compared to the SOTA domain-
specific models specifically designed for each task.

II. PROPOSED METHODS

A. Overall Architecture

Fig. 2(a) illustrates the overall architecture of the proposed
TS-SAM. We used the pretrained SAM ViT as the backbone
network and designed a series of lightweight modules for fine-
tuning in downstream tasks. Given an image I ∈ R3∗H∗W ,
visual features Fvit ∈ RC∗ H

16∗
W
16 are extracted through the

SAM image encoder. Simultaneously, features from the SAM
image encoder are extracted layer by layer through stacked
Convolutional Side Adapters (CSA), resulting in image fea-
tures Fcsa ∈ RC1∗ H

16∗
W
16 adapted to downstream tasks. To

extract more detailed features from the image encoder, we
propose the Multi-scale Refinement Module (MRM). MRM
upsamples the feature embeddings from various layers of the
image encoder, creating a hierarchical feature representation
{F k

mrm}2k=1. Further, a lightweight gating unit continuously
merges features from lower to higher layers of the SAM image
encoder, gathering a richer array of image detail features.

During the decoding process, we do not use the SAM
mask decoder. The reason is that the SAM decoder requires

prompts such as points or boxes to achieve good results,
and it is challenging to segment multiple targets through a
single forward pass. Therefore, we designed the lightweight
Feature Fusion Decoder (FFD) to inject the hierarchical feature
representation {F k

mrm}2k=1 into the features Fcsa obtained
from CSA. This enhances the feature representation, resulting
in a refined segmentation mask. The FFD gradually merges the
hierarchical feature representation during the upsampling pro-
cess on Fcsa, highlighting key information in the hierarchical
feature representation through a two-stage injection approach.

Finally, in order to reduce training costs, the SAM image
encoder is frozen during the training process. Only Convo-
lutional Side Adapter, Multi-Scale Refinement Module, and
Feature Fusion Decoder are trained, and all three components
are lightweight.

B. Convolutional Side Adapter

This subsection provides detailed introduction to the Con-
volutional Side Adapter (CSA). Inspired by adapter techniques
in the field of PEFT, we have made simple modifications to the
original adapter. We believe that CSA can effectively extract
features from the SAM image encoder and bridge the gap
between these features and the data of downstream tasks. As
shown in Fig. 2(b), unlike the original adapter, CSA comprises
two 1 ∗ 1 convolution modules. The first 1 ∗ 1 convolution
expands the compressed features to the feature dimension of
the SAM image encoder, and then merges with the output
feature embeddings of the SAM image encoder. The second
1 ∗ 1 convolution compresses the merged features back to the
input feature dimension, serving as the input for the next CSA
layer. Given the output features F i

csa ∈ RC1∗ H
16∗

W
16 from the

(i-1)-th CSA and the output features F j
vit ∈ RC∗ H

16∗
W
16 from

the (j-1)-th layer of the SAM image encoder, the operation of
the i-th CSA module can be represented as follows:

F j+1
vit = F j

vit + conv1∗1(F
i
csa) (1)

F i+1
csa = conv1∗1(F

j+1
vit ) (2)

where conv1∗1 represents the 1∗1 convolution module, which
includes a 1∗1 convolution, batch normalization and activation
operations. F j+1

vit is the input to the j-th layer of the SAM
image encoder, and F i+1

csa is the input to the ith CSA. CSA is
lightweight, maintaining the simplicity of the adapter.

C. Multi-Scale Refine Module

In segmentation tasks, to achieve more precise segmentation
results, a model needs the ability to effectively describe
detailed features such as object edges. However, the 16x
downsampling of images during the patch embedding in
the SAM image encoder might result in difficulty extracting
target positional information. Therefore, we propose the Multi-
Scale Refinement Module (MRM) to obtain higher-resolution
features with more details.

Fig. 2(c) illustrates the structure of the MRM. The i-th
MRM layer receive input of output features F j

vit from the
(j-1)-th layer of the SAM image encoder and the hierar-
chical features {F k

mrmi
}2
k=1

from the (i-1)-th layer of the



Fig. 2. (a) Overall architecture of TS-SAM. (b) a Convolutional Side Adapter (CSA) for extracting visual features from the SAM image encoder and adapting
them to downstream tasks. (c) a Multi-scale Refinement Module (MRM) for extracting detailed features from images.

MRM, output two features {F k
mrmi+1

}2
k=1

which resolutions
are H

8 × W
8 and H

4 × W
4 . We first compress the feature

dimensions of F j
vit through a 1 ∗ 1 convolution module to

obtain F̂ j
vit ∈ RC

′
∗ H

16∗
W
16 . Then, F̂ j

vit is processed through a
deconvolution module to yield a higher-resolution hierarchical
feature representation {F̂ k

mrmi+1
}
2

k=1
. The above process can

be formalized as follows:

F̂ k
mrmi+1

= deconvk(conv1∗1(F
j
vit)), k = 1, 2 (3)

where deconv represents the deconvolution module, which
performs 2x and 4x upsampling on F̂ j

vit, resulting in high-
resolution features at two different scales. Further, the obtained
high-resolution features need to be merged with the hierarchi-
cal features output by the previous layer of the MRM. To con-
trol the extent of feature fusion, we employed the lightweight
gating unit proposed in [10] for the high-resolution features
at different scales. This unit calculates pixel-level weights
through linear layers and activation operations, thereby finely
controlling the extent of feature fusion. The operation of the
gating unit can be formalized as follows:

F̃ k
mrmi+1

= Tanh(Linear(ReLU(Linear(F̂ k
mrmi+1

))))⊗ F̂ k
mrmi+1

, k = 1, 2 (4)

where Linear represents the linear layer, and ⊗ denotes
element-wise multiplication. Finally, the two features are sim-
ply summed to achieve feature fusion:

F k
mrmi+1

= F̃ k
mrmi+1

+ F k
mrmi

, k = 1, 2 (5)

D. Feature Fusion Decoder

To ensure the thorough integration of features from the CSA
and MRM branches, we propose a lightweight Feature Fusion

Fig. 3. Structure of Feature Fusion Decoder (FFD), which injects F 1
mrm and

F 2
mrm respectively into Fcsa. Rectangular boxes represent feature maps of

different scales, while rounded boxes represent different modules.

Decoder (FFD). FFD is designed to inject hierarchical feature
representations into the features obtained from the CSA branch
during the decoding process. The structure of FFD is shown
in Fig. 3. CSA branch feature Fcsa is first processed through
a 1 ∗ 1 convolution to get Fin,csa. For the hierarchical feature
representation {F k

mrm}2k=1 whose resolutions are H
8 ∗ W

8 and
H
4 ∗ W

4 , respectively, we aim to highlight its key features.
Therefore, we employ a pooling operation to downsample
the hierarchical feature representation, emphasizing its crucial
components. This process can be represented as follows:



F k
in,mrm = conv1∗1(F

k
mrm), k = 1, 2 (6)

F k
key,mrm = GAP (F k

in,mrm) +GMP (F k
in,mrm), k = 1, 2 (7)

where GAP (Global Average Pooling) and GMP (Global
Max Pooling) respectively have 2*2 kernel. For high-
resolution features at different scales, we adopt a two-stage
injection approach. First, the key features Fkey,mrm obtained
through the pooling operation are injected into Fin,csa, and
then the complete high-resolution hierarchical feature Fmrm

are injected into Fin,csa. Taking the injection process of the
high-resolution feature F 1

mrm, having the resolution of H
8 ∗W

8 ,
as an example, the fusion operation can be formalized as
follows:

Fstage1,csa = conv3∗3([Fin,csa, F
1
key,mrm]) (8)

F̂stage1,csa = UpSample(Fstage1,csa) (9)

Fstage2,csa = conv3∗3([F̂stage1,csa, F
1
mrm]) (10)

where Equation (8) and Equation (10) respectively represent
the first and second stages of the injection process, with
denoting concatenation along the channel dimension, and
UpSample representing 2x upsampling. Following this, the
injection process for the high-resolution feature F 2

mrm, having
the resolution of H

4 ∗ W
4 , is identical to the process above.

Through this two-stage injection, the hierarchical features
are fully integrated with the features from the CSA branch,
resulting in an enhanced feature representation. This allows
the decoding process to achieve more refined segmentation
results.

III. EXPERIMENT

A. Datasets and Implementation

Datasets. In this subsection, we report the experiments on
ten datasets from three challenging downstream tasks used in
SAM-Adapter [3] and SSOM [4].

1) COD: Four commonly used datasets: CAMO [23],
COD10K [24], CHAMELEON [25], and NC4K [26],
were used to test the performance of TS-SAM. Following
the training protocol in [3], the training samples of [23]
and [24] were combined for the model training, and the
testing samples in each dataset were used for testing.

2) Shadow detection: ISTD [27] dataset was used to test the
performance of TS-SAM.

3) SOD: We selected five datasets: DUTS [28], ECSSD [29],
OMRON [30], HKU-IS [31], and PASCAL-S [32].We
followed the training protocol in [33], using the DUTS
training set for training and testing on the remaining
datasets.

Implementation Details. The proposed solution is imple-
mented in PyTorch, and all training was carried out using 4
NVIDIA A40 GPUs. We trained two versions of the model:
TS-SAM B and TS-SAM H. TS-SAM B uses the ViT-B
version of the SAM image encoder and includes 14 layers
of CSA and 13 layers of MRM. TS-SAM H uses the ViT-H

version of the SAM image encoder and includes 34 layers of
CSA and 13 layers of MRM. All experiments uses the Adam
optimization algorithm, with an initial learning rate set at
0.0008, and employed a cosine decay strategy. The total batch
size was 8. No data augmentation methods were used besides
Resize. For the COD and SOD task, Binary Cross Entropy
(BCE) loss and IOU loss are used. Training was carried out
for 80 epochs. For the shadow detection task, Balanced Binary
Cross Entropy (BBCE) loss is used. Training was carried out
for 100 epochs. Specifically, we introduced the high frequency
component of the image as input in our experiments on shadow
detection task, following the same setting in [3].

B. Results

Camouflaged Object Detection. Table I presents the results of
TS-SAM compared with SAM, SAM-Adapter and the SOTA
domain-specific models on four commonly used COD datasets.
With only fine-tuning 4.4% of the parameters and without
designing specific modules for this task, our model achieves
competitive performance on all four datasets. It is particularly
notable on the two largest datasets, COD10K and NC4K,
where TS-SAM achieves the best results on most metrics.
For the COD10K dataset, our model outperforms the second-
best method, SARNet, by 3.3% and 4.4% in Sα and Fw

β ,
respectively, and reduced the MAE by 19.0%. On the NC4K
dataset, our model achieves SOTA performance in Sα, Fw

β and
MAE, and surpassed SARNet by 1.8% in Sα. These results
demonstrate the robust generalization capability of our model.

Besides, for SAM-Adapter [3], by introducing the adapter,
it achieves the performance improvements for the COD task
over the original SAM. While for TS-SAM, by integrating
the Convolutional Side Adapter in series, incorporating SAM
feature maps into the training of the Convolutional Side
Adapter, and employing the Multi-Scale Refinement Module,
it achieves significant improvements across all metrics on the
three datasets reported by SAM-Adapter [3].

Fig. 1 presents some qualitative results on complex samples,
showcasing various aspects of complexity. For instance, there
are interferences caused by extremely similar environments
and occlusions (columns 1, 3, and 5), tiny targets (column
4) and complex texture features (column 2). These results
demonstrate the superiority of our proposed TS-SAM, includ-
ing a good grasp of overall features, in-depth exploration of
detailed features, and effective discrimination of interfering
information.
Shadow detection. The results on the ISTD dataset are shown
in Table II. It is observed that SAM-Adapter, by introducing
lightweight adapters, significantly improves SAM’s perfor-
mance in the shadow detection task. Compared to SAM-
Adapter, TS-SAM has a significant performance improvement.
And without special design for the shadow detection task, TS-
SAM achieves performance close to that of the best domain-
specific model.
Salient Object Detection. Table III presents the results of
TS-SAM compared with SAM, SSOM [4] and the SOTA
domain-specific models on five commonly used SOD datasets.



TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF TS-SAM WITH SAM, SAM-ADAPTER AND THE SOTA DOMAIN-SPECIFIC MODELS ON FOUR DATASETS OF THE COD

TASK: CHAMELEON, CAMO, COD10K, AND NC4K. THE BEST RESULTS ARE MARKED IN BOLD.

Methods CHAMELEON CAMO COD10K NC4K
Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓

FDCOD22 [11] 0.834 0.893 0.750 0.051 0.828 0.883 0.748 0.068 0.832 0.907 0.706 0.033 0.834 0.893 0.750 0.051
SegMaR22 [12] 0.841 0.896 0.781 0.046 0.815 0.874 0.753 0.071 0.833 0.899 0.724 0.034 0.841 0.896 0.781 0.046
ZoomNet22 [13] 0.853 0.896 0.784 0.043 0.820 0.877 0.752 0.066 0.838 0.888 0.729 0.029 0.853 0.896 0.784 0.043
SINetV222 [14] 0.847 0.903 0.770 0.048 0.822 0.882 0.743 0.070 0.815 0.887 0.680 0.037 0.847 0.903 0.770 0.048
FAPNet22 [15] 0.893 0.940 - 0.028 0.815 0.865 0.734 0.076 0.822 0.887 0.694 0.036 0.851 0.899 0.775 0.046
ICON22 [16] 0.847 0.911 0.784 0.045 0.840 0.894 0.769 0.058 0.818 0.904 0.688 0.033 0.847 0.911 0.784 0.045
FEDER23 [17] 0.887 0.954 0.835 0.030 0.802 0.873 0.738 0.071 0.822 0.905 0.716 0.032 0.847 0.915 0.789 0.044
DGNet23 [18] 0.890 0.956 0.816 0.029 0.838 0.814 0.768 0.057 0.822 0.911 0.692 0.033 0.857 0.922 0.783 0.042
SARNet23 [19] 0.933 0.978 0.909 0.017 0.874 0.935 0.844 0.046 0.885 0.947 0.820 0.021 0.889 0.940 0.851 0.032
FSPNet23 [20] 0.908 0.965 0.851 0.023 0.856 0.928 0.799 0.050 0.851 0.930 0.735 0.026 0.878 0.937 0.816 0.035

MSCAF−Net23 [21] 0.912 0.970 0.865 0.022 0.873 0.937 0.828 0.046 0.865 0.936 0.776 0.024 0.887 0.942 0.838 0.032
HitNet23 [22] 0.921 0.972 0.897 0.019 0.849 0.910 0.809 0.055 0.871 0.938 0.806 0.023 0.875 0.929 0.834 0.037
SAM23 [1] 0.767 0.776 0.696 0.078 0.684 0.687 0.606 0.132 0.783 0.798 0.701 0.050 0.767 0.776 0.696 0.078

SAM−Adapter23 [3] 0.896 0.919 0.824 0.033 0.847 0.873 0.765 0.070 0.883 0.918 0.801 0.025 - - - -
TS− SAM B(Ours) 0.912 0.947 0.849 0.023 0.826 0.862 0.753 0.073 0.863 0.909 0.771 0.029 0.866 0.900 0.799 0.045
TS− SAM H(Ours) 0.942 0.966 0.900 0.017 0.887 0.925 0.830 0.047 0.914 0.950 0.856 0.017 0.905 0.933 0.860 0.032

TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF TS-SAM WITH SAM, SAM-ADAPTER
AND THE SOTA DOMAIN-SPECIFIC MODELS ON THE ISTD DATASET OF

THE SHADOW DETECTION TASK. THE BEST RESULT IS MARKED IN BOLD.

Methods BER ↓
SDCM22 [34] 1.41

TransShadow22 [35] 1.73
FCSDNet23 [36] 1.69
RMLANet23 [37] 1.01
SDDNet23 [38] 1.27
SARA23 [39] 1.18
SAM23 [1] 40.51

SAM−Adapter23 [3] 1.43
TS− SAM B(Ours) 1.11
TS− SAM H(Ours) 1.04

Compared to the similar SAM-based method SSOM, TS-SAM
showed a significant advantage, greatly surpassing SSOM in
the MAE metric across all five datasets. This indicates that
our proposed fine-tuning approach is superior to the AdaLora-
based [40] fine-tuning scheme proposed by SSOM. Compared
to advanced domain-specific methods, TS-SAM still achieves
competitive performance with only fine-tuning a small number
of parameters. For the Sα, Eϕ, and MAE metrics, TS-
SAM reaching SOTA performance on the ECSSD, OMRON,
and PASCAL-S datasets, and also performance well on the
DUTS and HKU-IS datasets. For the Fω

β metric, TS-SAM’s
performance is relatively weaker, which will be a direction for
our future improvements.

C. Ablation Study

The effectiveness of our proposed modules was studied on
four camouflaged object detection datasets: CHAMELEON,
CAMO, COD10K and NC4K. The modules used in TS-SAM
were individually implemented on the baseline model of SAM,
with results shown in Table IV. As seen from the results,
the baseline model of SAM performs poor when only the
decoder is fine-tuned. First, we verify the effectiveness of
the modules working independently, including settings where
only the CSA module is introduced and where both the
MRM and FFD modules were introduced. It is found that
compared to the baseline model, both settings bring significant
performance improvements while adding only a small number
of trainable parameters (5.49M and 2.35M, respectively). The

results indicate that our proposed modules can effectively
extract visual information from the SAM image encoder and
adapt it to downstream tasks. Second, the model that combines
all three proposed modules achieves the best performance
across all metrics on the four datasets. The results indicate that
our proposed modules can work in a complementary manner.
The MRM and FFD, designed specifically for segmentation
tasks, can assist CSA in achieving better performance.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we focus on the efficient fine-tuning of the
large vision model SAM for downstream tasks. To fully lever-
age the advantages of SAM pretrained on large-scale datasets,
we introduce TS-SAM. Using a lightweight Convolutional
Side Adapter (CSA), we apply the concept of a side network
to the fine-tuning of SAM for the first time. Furthermore, in
line with the characteristics of segmentation tasks, we designed
the Multi-Scale Refinement Module (MRM) and the Feature
Fusion Decoder (FFD) to extract the detailed features from
the high-resolution image. Experiments on three downstream
tasks demonstrate that our model surpasses existing efficient
fine-tuning methods for SAM, and it can achieve competitive
performance compared to the SOTA domain-specific models
specially designed for each task.
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TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF TS-SAM WITH SAM, SSOM AND THE SOTA DOMAIN-SPECIFIC MODELS ON FOUR DATASETS OF THE SOD TASK:

DUTS, ECSSD, OMRON, HKU-IS AND PASCAL-S. THE BEST RESULTS ARE MARKED IN BOLD.

Methods DUTS ECSSD OMRON HKU-IS PASCAL-S
Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓
ICON22 [16] 0.917 0.930 0.886 0.025 0.941 0.932 0.936 0.023 0.869 0.898 0.804 0.043 0.935 0.965 0.925 0.022 0.885 0.875 0.860 0.048
MENet23 [41] 0.905 0.921 0.870 0.028 0.928 0.925 0.920 0.031 0.850 0.882 0.771 0.045 0.927 0.960 0.917 0.023 0.871 0.870 0.844 0.054
BBRF23 [42] 0.909 0.927 0.886 0.025 0.939 0.934 0.944 0.022 0.861 0.891 0.803 0.044 0.932 0.965 0.932 0.020 0.878 0.873 0.862 0.049

SelfReformer23 [43] 0.911 0.921 0.872 0.027 0.936 0.929 0.926 0.027 0.861 0.889 0.784 0.043 0.931 0.959 0.915 0.024 0.881 0.879 0.854 0.051
SAM23 [1] 0.878 0.907 0.794 0.043 0.931 0.949 0.890 0.033 0.848 0.872 0.716 0.051 0.920 0.949 0.877 0.030 0.867 0.897 0.793 0.064
SSOM23 [4] - - - 0.034 - - - 0.029 - - - 0.048 - - - 0.027 - - - 0.062

TS− SAM B(Ours) 0.895 0.925 0.827 0.036 0.937 0.955 0.905 0.029 0.864 0.864 0.744 0.048 0.929 0.958 0.886 0.026 0.868 0.901 0.794 0.062
TS− SAM H(Ours) 0.915 0.942 0.876 0.028 0.948 0.965 0.926 0.022 0.879 0.899 0.788 0.040 0.937 0.964 0.903 0.020 0.892 0.924 0.837 0.047

TABLE IV
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE COMPONENTS ON THREE DATASETS. THE BEST RESULTS ARE MARKED IN BOLD.

Components Tunable CHAMELEON CAMO COD10K NC4K
CSA MRM+FFD Param Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω

β ↑ MAE ↓ Sα ↑ Eϕ ↑ Fω
β ↑ MAE ↓
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