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Abstract

Organoids replicate organ structure and function, playing a crucial role in
fields such as tumor treatment and drug screening. Their shape and size
can indicate their developmental status, but traditional fluorescence label-
ing methods risk compromising their structure. Therefore, this paper pro-
poses an automated, non-destructive approach to organoid segmentation and
tracking. We introduced the LGBP-OrgaNet, a deep learning-based sys-
tem proficient in accurately segmenting, tracking, and quantifying organoids.
The model leverages complementary information extracted from CNN and
Transformer modules and introduces the innovative feature fusion module,
Learnable Gaussian Band Pass Fusion, to merge data from two branches.
Additionally, in the decoder, the model proposes a Bidirectional Cross Fu-
sion Block to fuse multi-scale features, and finally completes the decoding
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through progressive concatenation and upsampling. SROrga demonstrates
satisfactory segmentation accuracy and robustness on organoids segmenta-
tion datasets, providing a potent tool for organoid research.

Keywords: Organoids, Semantic Segmentation, Transformer, Feature
Fusion

1. Introduction

Organoids are three-dimensional structures that replicate the structure
and function of various organs[l]. They encapsulate the cellular hetero-
geneity, morphological characteristics, and organ-specific functions of diverse
tissues, reflecting a composition of cell types that closely resembles phys-
iological conditions. As a vital tool in biological research, organoids are
employed in fields such as cancer therapy[2], drug screening[3| and disease
modeling[4].Organoids are a focal point of current and future research in
regenerative medicine. The size and shape of organoids can reflect their
growth and development, while their internal architecture indicates cellular
organization and regeneration. Therefore, accurate and efficient analysis of
organoid-scale images is crucial for evaluating their functionality.

Current advanced optical microscopes enable high spatiotemporal reso-
lution time-lapse observations of organoids. However, traditional manual
identification and quantification methods[5] for organoid features are time-
consuming and susceptible to subjective bias. Kok[6] proposed a method
combining machine learning and manual correction, but it still depends on
human expertise. In 2018, Borten et al.[7] developed the OrganoSeg software,
which integrates segmentation, filtering, and analysis of 3D bright-field im-
ages of cultured organoids. However, the software relies on traditional image
processing and threshold segmentation methods which lacks robustness in
organoid segmentation with complex backgrounds. The introduction of ar-
tificial intelligence offers a reliable solution for automating organoid image
analysis[8]. Nevertheless, the irregular and inconsistent shapes and sizes of
organoids, along with their non-smooth edges, complex internal structures,
and background noise such as bubbles, pose significant challenges for auto-
mated segmentation. .

Bian, Xuesheng et al.[9] proposed an innovative deep neural network
(DNN) based on the ResNet backbone, achieving the groundbreaking first
automated tracking of organoids by comparing adjacent frames. This ap-



proach demonstrates great promise in automating organoid tracking, though
it requires high-quality images, which may limit its robustness in more var-
ied conditions. UNet[10], widely recognized for its lightweight architecture
and exceptional performance in medical image processing, has been further
improved in several studies[11, 12, 13, 14] for organoid segmentation and
tracking, solidifying its position as a key method in the field. More re-
cently, an organoid segmentation network emphasizing texture information
extraction[15] has been proposed, further enhancing segmentation precision.
In addition to CNN-based approaches, TransOrga[l16] introduced an inno-
vative organoid segmentation method combining Fourier filtering and the
Vision Transformer, showcasing the potential of transformer-based models
in this domain. However, despite these advances, the irregular shapes and
complex backgrounds in organoid images present ongoing challenges, affect-
ing the accuracy and robustness of these methods.

All of these studies utilize CNN or SwinTransformer-based methods, each
excelling in different aspects. CNNs are particularly effective at extracting lo-
cal features and spatial structural information, while SwinTransformer mod-
els capture global context through self-attention mechanisms, offering a com-
plementary strength. Recent research[17, 18, 19] that integrates both Swin-
Transformer and CNN networks has demonstrated superior performance,
showing that combining the strengths of both approaches leads to enhanced
results compared to using either model in isolation. Inspired by these promis-
ing advancements, we propose the SROrga model for organoid segmentation.
This model leverages both CNN and SwinTransformer modules to extract
complementary features, which are then fused in the CorrelationBlock pro-
posed in this paper. By integrating these diverse feature extraction strategies,
the model effectively handles complex backgrounds with multiple layers of de-
focusing.Additionally, we integrate multi-scale information from the encoder
outputs using the CrossFusion module. Through a self-attention mecha-
nism, larger-scale information is weighted to enhance smaller-scale features,
enabling the model to effectively combine the positional information from
larger-scale modules with the texture details from smaller-scale modules.
Subsequently, a fully connected progressive upsampling structure is employed
in the decoder, ensuring comprehensive fusion of information across all levels
to generate the final organoid segmentation results. Finally, leveraging the
Hungarian algorithm and the target loss compensation algorithm, we suc-
cessfully accomplished the tracking of organoids over continuous time. In
summary, the contributions of this paper are as follows:



1. We cultured bladder cancer organoids and curated a dataset for organoid
segmentation and tracking. This is the first bladder cancer organoid
segmentation dataset with complex backgrounds.

2. LGBP-Fusion decomposes features into adaptive frequency bands and
performs band-wise self-attention, integrating CNN textures with Trans-
former semantics while reducing cross-modal interference.

3. We design a Bidirectional Cross Fusion Block (BCF) that leverages
bidirectional self-attention and adaptive gating to enable effective in-
formation exchange between high-resolution detail.

2. Dataset

The data used for training and testing in this study consists of three
datasets: our self-constructed mice bladder organoid dataset, public breast
organoid dataset, and public brain organoid dataset. By training and testing
on these organoid datasets, we can validate the robustness of our model.

2.1. Self-Constructed Mice Bladder Organoids Dataset

In this study, the dataset used for analysis consisted of normal bladder
epithelium and bladder cancer organoids derived from mice[20]. The normal
bladder organoids were sourced from C57/BL6 mice, while the bladder cancer
organoids were obtained from BBN-induced muscle-invasive bladder cancer in
C57/BL6 mice. Upon dissection, normal bladder and bladder tumor tissues
were digested in a solution of 1 mg/mL collagenase at approximately 37°C
for 20 minutes to lyse red blood cells. The resulting single-cell suspension
was obtained by passing the mixture through a 70um pore filter membrane.
Subsequently, 2 x 10* cells per well were resuspended in a solution consisting
of organoid culture medium and Matrigel at a 1:2 ratio. The cell-containing
droplets were vertically pipetted into the center of a 24-well plate and incu-
bated at 37°C for 30 minutes until the droplets solidified. Afterward, 600uL
of preheated organoid culture medium was added to each well. The medium
was changed every 3 to 4 days, and passaging was performed every 6 to 7
days. During passaging, the organoids were digested with TrypLE enzyme at
approximately 37°C for 10 minutes to obtain a single-cell suspension, which
was then reseeded in a 24-well plate using Matrigel droplets.The components
of the organoid culture medium are listed in Tab1.

The dataset of this study comprises two parts: the segmentation dataset
and the tracking dataset. The segmentation dataset consists of bright-field
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Figure 1: Examples of organoids images and masks

images of bladder and bladder cancer organoids under the same conditions
but from different mice and at different passages and cultivation days. These
images were captured with a Leica inverted optical microscope at a magnifi-
cation of 10x (objective). The tracking dataset includes bright-field images
taken on days 2 to 4 of cultivation after passaging remove of normal blad-
der organoids from P8 mice. These images were captured with a Zeiss laser
confocal microscope at a magnification of 10x (objective).

The segmentation dataset consists of 772 RGB images with a resolution of
648x486 and corresponding masks for organoid segmentation tasks, totaling
2407 organoid regions. The masks are binary images with the same scale as
the organoid images and frequency of organoid pixels is 13.91%. The tracking
dataset consists of 3 sets of consecutive time images for organoid tracking
tasks. Figure 2 shows the area ranges of this dataset. It indicates that the
number of organoids at each scale in the dataset is evenly distributed. Figure
1 shows some examples of images and corresponding masks in the dataset.
This dataset includes organoids of various shapes and sizes, with backgrounds
containing numerous bubbles and shadows, posing significant challenges for
precise organoid segmentation.

2.2. Public Dataset

2.2.1. Mammary Epithelial Organoids

The mammary epithelial organoid dataset was collected by Lucia Hradecka[13]
as brightfield two-dimensional time-lapse (2D+t) sequences of mammary ep-
ithelial organoid images. It includes two parts: real organoid images and



Table 1: Medium Composition

Medium factor Working concentration
BM 2%
WNT 3A conditioned medium 20%
R-Spondinl conditioned medium 5%
Nicotinamide 10 mM
A83-01 1uM
B27 supplement 0.5X
N-acetyl-L-cysteine 1 mM
EGF 50 ng/mL
Y27632 10 pM
Noggin 100 ng/mL
FGF7 25 ng/mL
FGF10 100 ng/mL
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Figure 2: Area Ranges of Mice Bladder Organoids Datasets

computer-generated bioimage data created using a conditional generative
adversarial network (pix2pixHD). We utilize continuous real organoid data
for network training and testing. The dataset contains 300 real organoid
images, categorized into five types: Cysts, Normally Branching (NB), Mas-
sively Branching (MB), Hollowly Branching (HB), and Long Branching (LB).
Organoids of different types possess distinct shapes and texture features.
Segmenting and tracking these various types of organoids can verify the ro-
bustness of the model.

2.2.2. Brain Organoids
The brain organoid dataset[21] comprises over 1,400 brightfield microscopy
images of 64 trackable brain organoids from two different laboratories. The



diverse organoid images consist of various clones, frequent imaging time
points, and common imaging distractions such as light reflections or shadows
caused by the edges of culture plates. We use the brain organoid dataset to
validate the robustness of our model, particularly its stability against the
impact of imaging distractions.

3. LGBP-OrgaNet

The overall architecture of the model is illustrated in Figure 3, compris-
ing an encoder with a dual-branch structure and a decoder featuring fully
connected progressive upsampling. The encoder employs a feature pyra-
mid structure. The ResNet[22] branch and SwinTransformer[23] branch each
contain modules at three different scales. Features at the same scale are
integrated through the Correlation module. The LGBP-Fusion module ef-
fectively combines features from different domains, outputting the fused fea-
tures to the subsequent Swin Transformer module and decoder module. In
the decoder, features at adjacent scales, Py andP;, as well as P, and P,
are fused through the Bidirectional Cross Fusion module. This enables the
integration of large-scale positional information with fine-grained texture de-
tails. Following the fusion, features P, P/ and P, are processed through the
fully connected progressive upsampling decoder module. The result is passed
through the detection head to produce the segmentation output.

3.1. Dual-encoding Pathway

The encoder of the network consists of two branches: the ResNet[22]
branch and the SwinTransformer[23] branch. The ResNet branch focuses on
extracting spatial and local features , effectively capturing detailed informa-
tion and texture features within the images. On the other hand, the Swin
Transformer specializes in capturing global information, considering all pixels
simultaneously, which helps in handling long-range semantic dependencies.
The information from the ResNet and Swin Transformer modules comple-
ments each other, contributing to improved accuracy in organoid semantic
segmentation.

The ResNet[22] module adopts ResNet50 as the backbone, which ad-
dresses the vanishing and exploding gradient problems in the training pro-
cess of deep neural networks by using residual blocks, making it easier to
train deep networks. It consists of an initialization block and three levels
of convolutional modules. After each module’s output, a 1x1 convolution is
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Figure 3: Overview of SROrga structure

applied to align the channels with the transformer module. Images are first
encoded by the initialization block before being passed to the SwinTrans-
former module. This allows the SwinTransformer module to capture global
features to extract more information effectively[24].

Swin Transformer[23] effectively addresses the computational overhead
and limitations in capturing local information encountered by traditional
Transformers in computer vision tasks by introducing a local window self-
attention mechanism, a shifted window strategy, and a hierarchical architec-
ture. In this paper, the Swin Transformer encoder consists of three modules,
with 2, 2, and 6 encoding layers in each module, respectively. The number
of detection heads in the encoding layers is 3, 6, and 12, and the window
size for the shifted window attention mechanism is set to 7. Between every
two Swin Transformer modules, a Patch Merging module is applied. The
Patch Merging module merges two adjacent 2x2 patches along the channel
dimension into a single patch, performing downsampling of features.

The outputs of each ResNet module and Swin Transformer module are
fused using the CorrelationBlock and then transmitted to the next Swin-
Transformer module and decoder. The CorrelationBlock fuses the infor-
mation from both modules through shared weights attention and channel
attention, which will be detailed in the following section.
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Figure 4: The overview of Learnable Gaussian Band Pass Fusion(LGBP-Fusion)

3.2. Learnable Gaussian Band Pass Fusion

To address the inherent representational discrepancy between CNN and
Transformer features—where CNNs predominantly capture high-frequency
local details (e.g., textures and edges), while Transformers emphasize low-
frequency global dependencies and semantic structures, we propose the Learn-
able Gaussian Band Pass Fusion(LGBP-Fusion). Rather than directly per-
forming attention in the spatial domain, the LGBP-Fusion introduces a learn-
able frequency-band decomposition, which partitions features into multiple
frequency components via Gaussian band-pass filters. Cross-modal atten-
tion is then independently performed within each frequency band, followed
by gated aggregation, enabling fine-grained, controllable, and interpretable
feature fusion. Formally, given CNN features F, and Transformer features
F; , both are first mapped into the frequency domain using a 2D Fourier



transform:

Fc:"t-(Fc)7 Ft:"r<Ft)a (1)

where F(-)denotes the Fourier transform. We design a learnable filter
bank consisting of K Gaussian band-pass filters:

B 2\ max(0,ak)
Byi(r) = exp (—(742—'?)) , k=1... K, (2)
Ok

where 7 is the frequency radius, while pg, o, ai represent the learnable
center frequency, bandwidth, and amplitude factor, respectively. Each filter
extracts a sub-band feature as:

F® = F,0B, F¥=FoB,, (3)

The filtered features are then transformed back to the spatial domain and
fused via BandCrossAttention:

FO = FHES), R =F 1 EY), (4)
Q=w,F® K=w,F®, V=w,F® (5)
T
Attn(Ft(k), F®)) = softmax <Q K) Vv (6)
Vd

F=F"1! (Z F(Attn(F®, F§k>))> (7)
k=1

Finally, we introduce a gating mechanism to adaptively balance the frequency-
domain fusion with direct spatial concatenation:

G=0 (WylFF]), Fu=GoF+(1-G) o[, B (8)

where o denotes the Sigmoid function, and W, is convolutional projections.

This formulation allows CNN and Transformer to complement each other
in a frequency-aware manner: low-frequency bands preserve global semantics,
high-frequency bands enhance local textures, and mid-frequency bands cap-
ture structural details. The learnable nature of u; and o enables adaptive
adjustment of frequency decomposition, ensuring that the fusion strategy
dynamically aligns with task-specific demands while maintaining physical
interpretability.
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Figure 5: The overview of CrossFusion Block.

In summary, the LGBP Fusion achieves frequency-aware feature integra-
tion by leveraging learnable Gaussian filters to decouple and recombine CNN
and Transformer representations across multiple frequency bands. This de-
sign not only ensures that global semantics and local details are reinforced in
their respective domains, but also provides adaptive flexibility through learn-
able parameters and clear interpretability through frequency decomposition,
thereby yielding more robust and task-aligned feature fusion.

3.3. Bidirectional Cross Fusion Block

To integrate multi-scale features while preserving both spatial details and
contextual information, we propose the Bidirectional Cross-Fusion (BCF)
module. BCF enables mutual enhancement of high-resolution features P,
and upsampled low-resolution features P, through bidirectional multi-head
attention augmented with learnable relative positional encoding, adaptive
gating, and residual connections.

Low-resolution features P are first upsampled via a patch expansion in-
terpolator and, together with P;, normalized by LayerNorm. A pre-fusion
MLP concatenates these features along the channel dimension, producing
cross-scale representations P o that enrich attention key-value pairs.

In the high-to-low direction, P, generates queries Qp,, while %, provides
keys K} and values V},, with attention weights computed as

.
Attnh2l = softmax (Qf/gh + B) : (9)
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where d is the per-head dimension and B is a learnable relative position bias.
In the low-to-high direction, P, generates queries @, with P supplying
keys K; and values V/:

QK )
Attn;o, = softmax + B, 10
& (10)

allowing global context to refine high-resolution features.

The bidirectional outputs Opg and Ojy, are projected and scaled by learn-
able parameters Yno and 72,. An MLP-based gate G € RE*V*1 adaptively
fuses them:

F=G®0Oh+ (1 —-G)® Oy, (11)

followed by a residual connection with P, and a final linear projection on
their concatenation, yielding Ppyseqd € RBXNxC

By explicitly modeling bidirectional feature interaction and learnable po-
sitional relationships, BCF achieves effective multi-scale fusion with spatial
coherence and local-global balance. Its adaptive gating, residual connec-
tions, and learnable scaling factors stabilize training, while lightweight pa-
rameterization ensures efficiency, establishing BCF as a robust approach for
cross-scale feature integration.

3.4. Decoder

In the decoder, we employ a fully connected layer-by-layer concatenation
upsampling structure. Features Py and P; from the encoder, as well as P;
and P,, are respectively fused through the CrossFusion module to obtain
enhanced features Fj, Pj, and P,. After upsampling, P] is concatenated
with PJ and processed by the convolutional module Convy; to yield the
feature Pyy; P, once upsampled and concatenated with P/, is then passed
through the convolutional module C'onv; 5 to produce the feature P». Upon
further upsampling, P, is concatenated with both F,; and Fy, and after
passing through the final convolutional module and segmentation head, the
segmentation results are obtained.

The features in the final layer encompass the shallowest feature Fj, the
intermediate feature Fy;, and the deepest feature Pj5. By leveraging this
multi-layer feature concatenation approach, the model can progressively ag-
gregate image features, thereby enhancing its ability to recognize objects of
varying sizes.

12



3.5. Organoid Tracking and Measurement

To achieve continuous-time organoid tracking, we first compute the con-
nected regions of the segmentation results and use the Hungarian algorithm
to match regions between adjacent frames. Additionally, we employ Kalman
filtering to compensate for lost targets.

The Hungarian algorithm is a bipartite graph matching algorithm that
finds the optimal match by calculating the matching cost between targets.
We compute the cost matrix by using a weighted sum of the region similarity

(SSIM) and the Euclidean distance between regions, which can be expressed
as Equl2,13m14.

cost(T;, T?) = a - deweria(T5, TJI) + B - s(T3, T]/) (12)

1
dewctia(Ti, T}) = \/(l‘z — )% + (i — y))? (13)
<2MTZ-,UT]’. + C1) <20-T1-T]f + CQ)

) =
</ﬂTi + 2, + Cl> <o—%i + o2, + C2>
J J

There, T;,T; represent the iy, and jy, regions of adjacent frames, re-
spectively, cost(T;, T}) represents the matching cost between the two regions,
deuctia(T3, T7) is the Euclidean distance between the two regions, and s(75, T})
is the similarity between the two regions.

After obtaining the cost matching matrix, we apply the Hungarian algo-
rithm to perform the matching, which provides the matching results between
adjacent frames. We set the matching cost between results to be no greater
than 20. For unmatched regions, we use Kalman filtering to predict their
position in the next frame, preventing the loss of matched targets.

The Kalman filter algorithm is a recursive estimation algorithm used to
predict and update the position of a target based on its motion model and
observation data. Its basic principle involves two steps for target tracking:
prediction and update. In the prediction stage, the Kalman filter uses the
target’s motion model to predict its current position and velocity; in the
update stage, the Kalman filter adjusts the predicted result by minimizing the
sum of squared errors, updating the target’s state estimate. For unmatched
targets, we directly use the Kalman filter’s prediction result as a substitute
for the actual result to prevent target loss.

The tracking results of the organoid images over continuous time are
shown in Fig6. It can be observed that our algorithm accurately tracks each

S(T;, T

7

(14)
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Figure 6: Organoids tracking results. We use contours of different colors to represent
different organoid targets.
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Figure 7: Organoids area over time.

organoid target with good robustness. After obtaining the organoid tracking
results over continuous time, we can observe the growth of each organoid by
calculating their areas. We have recorded the growth of five organoids over a
period of 100 hours, as shown in Figure 7. It can be seen that the areas of the
organoids gradually increase while fluctuating. At hour 48, due to the effect
of the drug, a step-like growth in area occurs. Observing the dynamic area

changes of organoids is of significant importance for studying their growth
status and drug effects.
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3.6. Losses

3.60.1. Isoperimetric Quotient Loss:
The isoperimetric quotient is defined as the ratio of the square of the
perimeter to the area.Isoperimetric Quotient Loss is defined as Equ.15:
, 2 (daf+dy)
S T=+)

47 A N 47 sz
i€

Lig = (15)

Where P represents the perimeter of organoid and A denotes the area of
organoid, dx signifies the gradient in the x-direction, dy represents the gra-
dient in the y-direction, and w indicates the segmented organoid region. The
perimeter is computed from the sum of squared gradients within the perime-
ter region, while the area is obtained from the sum of pixels within the
region. The isoperimetric quotient helps us understand the tightness of the
organoid segmentation result. A smaller isoperimetric quotient indicates a
more dispersed relationship between the lengths of the perimeter, approach-
ing a circular shape. Through the isoperimetric quotient loss function, the
compactness of the image can be measured, leading to results that closely
resemble the shape of the organoid, thereby avoiding erroneous segmentation
caused by interference from textures in the middle of the organoid.

3.6.2. Dice Loss
Dice is the intersection of predicted results and true results divided by
their union. Dice Loss[26] is represented as Equ.16:

21X NY| 1 2 Jargmax(X) NY|

L ice = 1 — =
i [ X[U Y] |arg max (X)| U [Y]

(16)
Where X and Y respectively represent the true and predicted results, € is
a parameter to prevent instability. Lp;. measures the similarity between
predicted segmentation results and true segmentation results. It is sensitive
to pixel-level prediction results and is suitable for tasks where there is an im-
balance between target and background classes in image segmentation. Since
organoid data typically have fewer organoid pixels compared to background
pixels, using Dice Loss can balance the class proportions.

15



3.6.3. Focal Loss
Focal Loss[27] is a variant of Cross Entropy Loss with an additional focal
parameter. It is represented as Equ.17:

LFocal = —04(1 - pt)’y 10g(Pt) (17)

Where « is the factor balancing class weights,p; is the probability that the
model classifies a sample into the corresponding class, and v is the adjust-
ment parameter of the focal factor, which controls the balance between easily
classified samples and hard-to-classify samples. When v = 0, it is equivalent
to not introducing focal loss, that is, standard cross-entropy loss; when v > 0,
the focal loss function will pay more attention to hard-to-classify samples.
Focal Loss introduces an adjustment factor to adjust the weights of easily
classified samples and hard-to-classify samples, making the loss more focused
on hard-to-classify samples. By reducing the contribution of easily classified
samples to the loss function, the impact of class imbalance is reduced. This is
particularly significant for segmenting organoid pixels and background pixels
in a balanced organoid dataset.

3.0.4. Total Loss

The total loss function can be presented as Equl8.. It is obtained by
weighting [soperimetric Quotient Loss, Dice Loss, and Focal Loss and adding
them together. These loss functions enable a balance between the proportions
of organoids and background, facilitating easier organoid segmentation while
mitigating irregular segmentation caused by interference from textures within
the organoids.

L= )\IQLIQ + )\DiceLDice + )\FocalLFocal (18)

4. Experiment and Evaluation

In this section, we compare our model with other segmentation models
based on both quantitative and qualitative results, and demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our proposed modules through ablation experiments. The segmen-
tation models used for comparison includes OrganolD[12], TransOrga[16],
Unet[10], Unet++[28] and TransUnet[29].

OrganoID[12] is an automatic organoid segmentation and tracking soft-
ware based on U-Net. TranOrga[16] used a multi-modal feature extraction

16



module to combine spatial and frequency domain features for organoid seg-
mentation. Unet[10] has achieved good results in medical image segmenta-
tion and has also been applied in organoid segmentation[13, 14]. Unet++[28§]
improves upon the original U-Net by introducing nested skip pathways and
deep supervision, which enhances the model’s ability to capture fine-grained
details. TransUNet[29] combines the strengths of convolutional neural net-
works and transformers, using a transformer encoder to capture global con-
textual information, which helps improve segmentation accuracy, especially
in complex or large-scale images. We modified the inputs of these models
and trained and tested them on organoids datasets.

4.1. Details of Experiments

We implemented our method using PyTorch and trained and tested our
model on three organoid segmentation datasets. The input size of our model
is set to 224224, and the batch size is 4. We optimized our model using the
stochastic gradient descent (SGD) algorithm with a random weight averaging
strategy. The initial learning rate is set to 0.01, and it is reduced by a factor
of 0.1 every 10 epochs. We set Apoear t0 0.4, Apice to 0.6, and Ajg to 0.5 and
trained our model for 300 epochs on an NVIDIA RTX 3070 GPU with 12
GB of VRAM.

4.2. Quantitative Results

We used commonly employed metrics for image segmentation tasks, in-
cluding accuracy, precision, recall, mean Dice coefficient, [oU, and F1 score,
to evaluate segmentation performance. These metrics were illustrated in
Table 2.

The comparison results between the SROrga model and other semantic
segmentation models across three organoid datasets are presented in Table 3.
As shown, the SROrga model consistently achieves superior or comparable
segmentation performance across all datasets.

In the Mice Bladder Organoids dataset, which poses a significant chal-
lenge due to large scale variations in the organoids and the complex back-
ground, accurately segmenting the organoids is particularly difficult. While
other models perform poorly on this dataset, our model achieves a segmen-
tation IoU of 80.91% and a Dice score of 93.37%, surpassing the second-best
model, OrganolD, by 12.54% and 9.44%, respectively, which demonstrates
the robustness of our model.
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In the Mammary Epithelial Organoids and Brain Organoids datasets,
SROrga still slightly outperforms the others, highlighting its superior seg-
mentation accuracy.

Figure 8 illustrates the segmentation performance (Dice scores) of various
models across three organoid datasets. It is evident that our model signif-
icantly outperforms others on the Mice Bladder dataset, demonstrating its
superior feature representation capability and robustness when dealing with
complex features. On the Mammary Epithelial and Brain datasets, both our
model and TransUnet outperform other models, highlighting the critical role
of feature fusion between Transformers and CNNs in improving segmenta-
tion accuracy. Additionally, our model achieves slightly higher segmentation
accuracy than TransUnet, suggesting that the structural design and feature
fusion approach of our model provide better expressive power compared to
TransUnet.

To further evaluate the robustness of the model in segmenting organoids of
varying scales, we analyzed the Intersection over Union (IoU) across organoids
at different scales, as shown in Figure 9. Specifically, we defined the region
of interest as a bounding box extending 10 pixels beyond the actual organoid
boundary and calculated the IoU between the segmented and ground-truth
regions for each dataset.

In the Mice Bladder Organoids dataset, significant fluctuations in IoU
were observed for some samples due to substantial background noise. How-
ever, the average IoU across scales remained above 80%, indicating stable
performance across features of varying scales. In the Mammary Epithe-
lial Organoids dataset, the model exhibited consistent performance across
organoids of different scales, with some minor fluctuations. This suggests
that while the segmentation accuracy is satisfactory, there is room for im-
provement in handling organoids with diverse shapes. In the Brain Organoids
dataset, the IoU for all regions exceeded 90%, reflecting the model’s strong
stability against background interference and lighting variations.

4.3. Qualitative Results

Figure 10 shows segmentation examples of various models on organoid
images that are prone to interference. In the Mice Bladder dataset, where
organoids overlap and interfere with each other, our model can distinctly sep-
arate organoids from interference in the images, whereas other models are
affected by background interference, leading to incorrect segmentations. In
the Mammary Epithelial dataset, where the subject organoids are disrupted
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Table 2: Metrics

Metric Expression

T P(TruePositive) Correctly identified organoids pixels
TN (TrueNegative) Correctly identified background pixels
FP(FalsePositive) Incorrectly identified organoids pixels
FN(FalseNegative) Incorrectly identified background pixels

— __ TP+TN
Accuracy ace = gk N
isi ision — TP __
Precision precision = 5 pp
— TP
Recall recall 72T1‘D);rF)£\|f
. ) 1
Dice Dice = 2212071
[XT+]Y]
MeanDice MeanDice = % > Dice(X;)
i=0,1
- TP
fou rov = TP+FP+FN
Fy — score Fy — score = 2XprecisionXrecall
precision+recall

Table 3: Performance Metrics for Different Segmentation Methods on organoids segmen-
tation datasets

Datasets Methods 10U (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1l-score (%) Acc (%) Mean Dice (%)
SROgra (Ours) 80.91 90.75 88.56 88.53 97.17 93.37
OrganolD 68.31 84.42 77.44 78.78 95.38 87.93
o Rladder Oreanoids TransOrga 42.97 56.51 63.42 54.86 88.91 74.10
Mice Bladder Organoids Unet 64.35 75.72 83.06 76.61 93.76 86.35
Unet++ 64.44 81.22 T77.87 77.26 94.43 86.83
TransUnet 66.81 76.73 82.24 77.09 94.83 86.90
SROgra (Ours) 85.89 91.24 93.15 91.94 99.57 95.86
OrganolD 81.16 90.50 89.07 87.64 99.49 93.69
. . . TransOrga 54.90 61.27 89.12 69.30 98.23 84.19
Mammary Epithelial Organoids Unet 50.33 52.89 96.29 63.71 07.44 81.19
Unet++ 52.90 59.59 73.71 63.52 98.08 81.25
TransUnet 84.39 92.40 90.17 90.59 99.55 95.18
SROgra (Ours) 94.49 97.38 96.99 97.11 99.08 98.18
OrganolD 89.52 90.76 98.49 94.24 98.20 96.45
Brain Organoids TransOrga 86.66 90.59 95.53 92.20 98.30 95.57
Unet 85.92 90.00 95.37 91.42 97.76 94.94
Unet++ 86.84 89.10 97.44 92.01 97.60 95.16
TransUnet 90.06 92.65 96.99 94.35 98.41 96.59

by background impurities, our model effectively separates the interference
from the main organoid, accurately capturing the organoid’s edges. In con-
trast, other models fail to recognize the organoid correctly, resulting in er-
roneous segmentations. In the Brain Organoid, where the organoid contours
are very blurred and the contrast with the background is low due to lighting
conditions, our model still segments the organoids without interference, out-
performing other segmentation models. This demonstrates that our model
has strong robustness against interference, achieving accurate organoid seg-
mentation under various challenging conditions.
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4.4. Ablation Experiment

In this section, we verify the effectiveness of the proposed auxiliary fea-
ture extraction ResNet branch, feature fusion module CorrelationBlock, and
the incremental upsampling concatenation structure of the decoder. The
validation results are shown in Table 4.

4.4.1. Evaluation of ResNet Branch

Firstly,to evident the importance of resnet branch, we removed the ResNet
branch, allowing information extraction and downsampling only through the
SwinTransformer module and PatchMerging module, while keeping the struc-
ture of the decoder unchanged, resulting in Ours_ResNet. The results show
that the IoU of Ours_ResNet decreased by 8.4%, and the Dice score de-
creased by 3.47%, which show the importance of ResNet Branch. The ResNet
module plays a crucial role by assisting the Swin Transformer module in
capturing a broader and more diverse set of features, thereby enhancing the
model’s ability to understand complex patterns.

4.4.2. Bvaluation of LBGP-Fusion

Furthermore, to verify the effectiveness of CorrelationBlock, we removed
CorrelationBlock and simply added features from SwinTransformer and ResNet
before outputting to the next layer, resulting in Ours_Correlation. After
removing the Correlation Block, the model’s segmentation accuracy also de-
creased, highlighting the importance of the Correlation module in feature
fusion. Correlation block allows the model to better integrate information
from different sources and improve its representational capacity.

4.4.3. Evaluation of BCF

In addition, to explore the effectiveness of the CrossFusion module, we
removed the CrossFusion Block in the experiments and directly input features
into the decoder to obtain the result Ours_CorssFusion. After removing
the CrossFusion module, the model fails to effectively fuse features across
different scales, resulting in a decrease in accuracy. CrossFusion Block further
refines this process by effectively merging multi-scale features, which directly
contributes to a more accurate segmentation output.

4.4.4. FEvaluation of Decoder Structure
Finally, to validate the effectiveness of the fully connected decoder struc-
ture, with the encoder structure unchanged, we upsampled the small-scale
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features and added them to the large-scale features, followed by direct out-
put generation through convolutional modules and detection heads, resulting
in Ours_Decoder. The results shows that the fully connected structure in
the decoder better integrates features from different levels, achieving higher
accuracy compared to direct convolutional upsampling.

Table 4: Ablation Experients Results.

I0U(%) Precision(%) Recall(%) Fl-score(%) Acc(%) Mean Dice(%)

Ours 80.91 90.75 88.56 88.53 97.17 93.37
Ours_ResNet 72.51 80.79 88.30 82.82 95.32 89.90
Ours_LGBP-Fusion 75.78 87.56 85.02 84.52 96.09 91.01
Ours_BCF 65.82 79.73 78.97 77.04 94.88 86.90
Ours_Decoder 76.18 87.35 86.16 85.19 96.06 91.34

5. System Application

The organoid-immune cell co-culture system is a cutting-edge biomedi-
cal research technique. By tracking organoids within the co-culture system,
we can observe and analyze tumor cell behaviors and responses in the im-
mune microenvironment in real time. This approach allows for a deeper
understanding of the interactions between tumors and the immune system
and enables the assessment of tumor sensitivity to immunotherapy, which is
crucial for cancer treatment.

In this study , we co-cultivate normal bladder organoids or bladder can-
cer organoids derived from C57/BL6 mice with allogeneic mouse immune
cells. Different fluorescent live-cell dyes were used to distinguish between
the organoids and immune cells as shown in Fig 11(a)(b). By selecting spe-
cific color channels from the fluorescently labeled images, and following by
preprocessing and threshold segmentation, we obtained precise contours of
the organoids as shown in Fig 11(c). The organoid images under bright-
field microscopy and their corresponding segmentation labels constitute the
co-cultured organoid dataset.

We utilized a pre-trained model to train and test the co-culture dataset.
The results, shown in the Figure 11(d)(e) demonstrate clear and precise seg-
mentation of organoid contours, achieving accurate organoid segmentation
and tracking without interference from immune cells, thereby showcasing
the robustness of the model. This indicates that we can distinguish be-
tween organoids and immune cells without the need for fluorescent labeling,
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Figure 11: Segmentation of the Immune Cell-Organoid Co-culture System

avoiding the interference of fluorescent dyes on organoids, which is of great
significance for organoid culture research.

6. Discussion

We proposed SROrga, a model that adopts a dual-branch structure with
ResNet and SwinTransformer. This hybrid approach enables the model to
effectively capture both local spatial features and global contextual informa-
tion, resulting in superior performance compared to traditional methods.
One of the key innovations of our model is the CorrelationBlock, which
merges features from both CNN and transformer modules, ensuring a com-
prehensive feature representation. This fusion mechanism addresses the lim-
itations of individual modules, providing a robust solution for handling the
irregular shapes and sizes of organoids as well as background noise. Besides,
we also introduces the CrossFusion module for multi-scale feature fusion,
which effectively integrates information from different scales through a cross
self-attention mechanism. Additionally, the use of multi-scale skip connec-
tions in the decoder facilitates effective integration of features at different
resolutions, enhancing the accuracy of segmentation.

SROrga demonstrates a significant advancement in the field of organoid
segmentation and tracking. Our results show that SROrga outperforms exist-
ing models such as OrganolD and TransOrga across various metrics including
IOU, precision, recall, Fl-score, accuracy, and mean Dice. Even under chal-
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lenging conditions with complex backgrounds, our model can also accurately
segment organoids, indicating that our model has better accuracy and ro-
bustness than other models.

In addition, by comparing adjacent frames, we achieved tracking of organoids
and observed their growth. We also segmented and tracked organoids in the
organoid immune cell co culture system. These indicate that our model plays
an important role in the cultivation and research of organoids.

Despite these advancements, there are limitations to our study. Our
model still has deficiencies in the tracking algorithm, as it only considers
comparisons between adjacent frames without jointly comparing all organoids
across the entire time series. This results in reduced robustness of the track-
ing algorithm. In the future, we plan to propose a multi-frame fusion tracking
algorithm to enhance the stability of organoid tracking.

In conclusion, the SROrga model offers a powerful tool for automated
organoid segmentation and tracking, with significant implications for biomed-
ical research. By reducing the reliance on manual analysis and fluorescent
labeling, it preserves the integrity of organoids and accelerates the research
process. Future improvements of the tracking algorithm will further enhance
the model’s utility and applicability across various research domains.

7. Conclusion

Organoids hold significant importance in biological research. Automated
segmentation, tracking, and measurement of organoids can provide insights
into their growth, aiding in drug screening and disease treatment research.
In this study, we cultured organoids and captured images under a bright-field
microscope, which were manually annotated for tracking purposes. Addition-
ally, we captured three sets of sequential images of organoids over time for
model tracking. With this dataset, we propose a dual-branch model named
SWOrga, which combines Swin Transformer and ResNet. The model intro-
duces Correlation Block to fuse features from ResNet and the Transformer
and CrossFusion Block to fuse multi-scale information. In the decoder,
the shallowest and deepest features are progressively upsampled and skip-
connected for feature fusion and output. By segmenting and comparing re-
gions across sequential organoid images, the model achieves organoid tracking
and measurement. SWOrga effectively integrates local texture features from
ResNet and long-range semantic features from Swin Transformer, achieving
satisfactory segmentation and tracking results on three organoids datasets.
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This model provides a stable, accurate, and efficient tool for organoid-related
medical research. However, our study has limitations; if segmentation errors
occur in intermediate frames, the model may lose track of the organoid, in-
dicating a need for improved tracking algorithms. In future research, we
will enhance the organoid tracking model to better integrate features from
sequential images, improving tracking robustness.
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