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Fully-automatic brain tumor segmentation based on effective receptive field and attention

fusion mechanism
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1. School of Computer and Artificial Intelligence, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100048, China; 2. China CAMC
Engineering Co., Ltd., Beijing 100048, China

Abstract: Despite significant achievements of deep learning in medical image segmentation, there are challenges for brain
tumor segmentation using deep learning, such as insufficient receptive field, excessive redundant information, and
information loss. To address these issues, a novel brain tumor segmentation network model (EAU-Net) is proposed based on
encoder-decoder structure. EAU-Net incorporates an effective receptive field expansion block and an attention fusion module
to minimize the adverse effects caused by insufficient receptive field and excessive redundant information which often
occurred in the current brain tumor segmentation network. Additionally, a bottleneck resampling module based on inverted
residual structure is introduced to effectively avoid information loss during upsampling and downsampling, while deep
convolutions are used to reduce computational complexity. Experimental results on the BraTS2020 dataset reveal that EAU-
Net achieves the highest segmentation accuracy, demonstrating its feasibility and effectiveness for brain tumor segmentation.

Keywords: brain tumor segmentation; EAU-Net; effective receptive field expansion block; attention fusion module; inverted

residual structure

B B 9T, HALE CK/NFIE AR S E B AR B2, Nt
1 3L 4R 1i 4% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI) H flis
i J6 P A A6 23 R0 B A MR 2 W = G B A BT
B A B b TR T SR I g 4 ) 2 2
MEE Ll B3 AR T 20 58 B, 5 2K B 09 B[] R4 Ml A
P 2 BIGIRAE R B E T R SR AE £
WL R s, BB~ % 58 43 0 I 1 S0 DX 3 e
AEAE W] S A 22 55 1T LS IR T AR L R/ NS 4
LT R KA B AR ME S BE . AT DL X e

ik o 9 e — oy R S 5 A R B 5 | Ak ) ol 2
PEBE, 2w e I 2 20 A 2 A . 4
fr ﬂmﬂ#ﬁf@?ﬁﬁﬁkfﬁ%qﬂﬁw 1.5% , {HL A i Je

T B R B PR T SR 38 3% o AT I i 8 %)

(#2758 B #1)2023-12-16 )
[BE£1 B ldtam ARFARE 4 - T HE & SR ) & 5 10 A ETE

H (KZ202110011015) Jo A U 43 ) — TR EL Pk e AT 55 . IR AESR
UEF B 1404 WL AT PS5 il < FRURAR B AL 2, E-mail: FHF AL A [ 354 0 15 i 988 AL 5 48 7 i 6] F1 A%
ST com N zls T FLAR S T & A7 9 Mt HB % A T

[BE1EE ] EH, AT, 202, AR 00, R0y 1)« RS AL B B
LR, E-mail: wangyu@btbu.edu.cn A REFE AR Y A R TR BE 2 o 7 IR 27 R 4y ) 4 e A5



- 564 -

N e

415

Bz T, I H R T R B R v R A P
R ERITIEY

H H, B 5E 3 R RSz B il 1 L
il Lk 2 ROEE RRAE 45 T B iE 47 = 4 (Three-
Dimensional, 3D) # F #it 22 W 4% (Convolutional
Neural Networks, CNN) (A S5 . £ead 5286 & 3,
CNN g2 B v [A] 45 2R A0 A S 0T i H 1% 52 1) d5 oK, &
A7 B DX O] it 1 TR 2 R a0 A, DA AR
RN, JERZ B 8 A 2 DX e L o TRz B ) — /N A
X —/ NS FR A AT U AZ B

B AR X i i JRE MR MG AR &B ) B 2 18] 1) 22
5, AR E TR BN U8R 25 M 4% (Context Residual
Networks, ConResNet) """ 1) 2 - fift i #5 25 44 H 5] A —
FCHT %) LR SCBR 25 RS 2% , B2 1 BT SCER 2 WS AN
R SCHERE TGS, IR B A R SOF B R
RE 1. Zhou %5 " FI P 5K E L, 51 ARRIF 4 555 il
G 2 RE I F {5 B . Kamnitsas 55 42
DeepMedic M 45 2244, K 22 RUBERRAE DA TR A~ 38 18 4
AL VL R M5 B 5 4 R {5 B o Isensee 451
MRI 4 o0 35 0 128x128x128 Ay [ R B, 3t F
3D U-Net 2244 , 75 Z - fiff i i 1 A0 48 305 ol , A
BraTS2018 $k i P25 — 44 i LS, YWl A1 3D CNN
ZH L U BBk R 3 45 45 10 B A 5 K 1Y 27 2 RRAE AR
N

SR, 2T 3D CNN A9 2 - i 5 235 440 A i Jirb 98
1857 BIE 55 TR AT SR AR AEAR 2 [n] RN Pk 8, I 28 2544
T RZE Gy Bt UG, B 1 ) 4% 45 ) DU A 8 ke 2

4*128*128*128 32*]128%128%128

i —
A l L64*64*64*64

1&*32*32*32 128%*32*32%32

/-9 =

v

Esf*m*ls*l{
- m

B ar il
R I

PR HE DR E R 4 R i E B . LAk, i i
MR A7 7 5 A S0 AP , 75 BraTS2020 £ 4fi
t R IIC WL b 2 A BRI IR N — B
43 LA RER 43 Y 02 IE R I A 2111 3 S ) PR 2R
SRR HIG B o EE T LR R, AR B 5 46 H —
HE T U-Net Zi - fife 15 45 16 1 i Jib 968 4 550 1) 2% A5 A4
EAU-Net, & 114 20k 37 BT 4 Jig (Effective Receptive
Field Expansion, ERF) 15 Ht F1 14 & 77 fill &5 (Attention
Fusion, AF) R, 5 IR % )2 45 A7 35082 BFAS 2 DA S
RIZFETUARAR Bk 2 R AR . thoh, 78
R SRAE S AR I A o B T K 2 5 ) 1 R 0
K F£ (Bottleneck Resampling, BR) £t | Jf- 7 i i) #%
B B A TR B2 Wi, 52 81 BraTs2020 £ 1Y fe i 40 1
KEE o

ABEFEHE Y EAU-Net Z5 44 Q& 1 s , % M 45
R G- 2k o (e St & B B, MR 33T ) ERF
B AT U AZ B, [ RF R ] BR 387K EAT 4R AR
P R 45 168 1 ) 2, R LA 000k B R SRR I i
s B G, IR IR 45 B MR R0 268 1) TR
AN FEBRBRZEH: Fn A AF B, IR ZURFE 1#]
MICARAGEE o Eff S as by B, 8 i 55 2 il HURFAE ]
1477 AT R B, A M T2 A5 20 5 58 23 A Il
Y i TR TR JRE it 28 T 245 )11 e R i 2 R g S e B ok
18 S5 [ L, I BE 78 70 T w8 93 SR B0 = 6 1 40
THFAE

32%128*128*128  4x128%128%128

/B

y A
64%64*64%64 argargargs i

L e

4*32%32%32

4*16*16*16

concalfffrm s i % |2k

1 EAU-Net 452
Figure 1 EAU-Net framework
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Figure 3 Effective receptive field expansion block

Pk BRRE PR 5 A2 B i I 45 AR R =
AILAE 7 ~J 2 MRI A 4 Jil e 6 A5 08, DT B2 v 1) 286
i b 983 120 5 1) DR JBE A 2800l B 1) 285 1o TR AT SR Y
1o S 2R PE AL AU TR
122 BETFRELMNRELRERERE AOHREY
TR IBE 0 265 25 Aby A A 1B A R, R I 28 ARG 2 AN P

D2 DR BE A BE g B S B A B T AR
() 5 A G - 7 2% 1 EAU-Net 45 #4) J& T T8 1 W) 45 6
AU R REAEAE M 45 1R Ak 0], Pt 7E EAU-Net T8 22 fif
T A5 B B | A 5% 22 4540 (18] 4) SRk 22 i e IR @, Bk 2
BFIRUE

Output = F (Output, w) + Input (4)



- 566 - i B B R EPARC
L T - e

El4 FRERR

Figure 4 Residual module

Hop ow FIRBRZRGE , F (-) T B g 5k 2
fH o 2 (4) 7R X R AE 1 5 T i e i T A AL
AT

WAk, BAT G- iS5 i U-Net 7] LL4r AR Z )2,
Hh T ) B B3 2 G A 4 5 A A g1 A () RS /N 1 AR A
RIEAT 3 2, (01 A A0 245 265 AR AT B e b Al 2 %6 )2
FRIE AL 1 BN SCfE B SR T A 5 25 X e
Ji — 2 RHE R AT B A, SR i , JCTE A SR
fEIS B LZRE R & FEE LR SUER XA
ALRE M 43 E 25 S R B, AN 0 2 I 46 1 1 6
It , 76 EAU-Net fif 5 25 B B 5 | AR B2 W B 1 He g
B At 28 v AS [R) 2 B RRAE T, 7043 4R B2 J2 R AIE ]
WAL S 0y B SCfF B E B I ZREEA 2%, 3R
P AET A > B S5 R . AHIFSE B TR W B L fi
T 2 B3 )2 B R AR R HEA T 0, O S AR (B TR0 2k
PRES, R & 2 1T SO B R VR 2 R T R A
Z 071 {5 B R 2 R AE R[] e o Do 4 1647 P4k, e
Je 88 3 i R R A 0 R A o R R R B AR
PesE Qs 5 e, 45 R RRE R H 4 438, DK
LI 1 <1 R 2 4 i, R Softmax 1 A 3T bR
B KNk 4x128%128%128,

4-Channels

C-Channels
—> | 1*1*1,Classes —

5 MR E BRI

Figure 5 Output/deep supervision module

1.2.3 AF BRERIZES: AF By H 1972 A [R5 ER
oo B B AR AR, LA B R 5 B RR IX A AR KA
KPR Xk, AN [R] A9 MR ZS AT L2 7R i 4
ANTR) JE M [R]— i MRTASE 25 B9 AS [ A7 6 15 AN [) 1
g 15 6L L BRI, AR 5% 2 11 4 AF A0 fin A £ Bk R
Hegh AR AF M Bl A RS Z M A BAME B
B EERUNE 6 JT7R , 43R 25 )3 3 ) 43 SORE G v
By 3 R R R A B ) 3
FERHIE B30 18 1 2% > B E, 11 25 [R] VR & D13 53 S
TR B4 58 2 4 2 ST AT A, SR I 3K AL
43 I RN AR B R4 T IR, T i b Lk A7 B
RSG5 A FEE AR, A A s
AR, H RS S A RRAE B RS — 30

1.2.4 BERFEELR BRESANE 7 Frw , 14 5 &8
B B R AE S, L F BB ConvNeXt 4 iR
W HEAT Rl 7R P R TR BB AR IR i fe —
A 48 J2 A HH R (1) 38 T8 48 o84 1153t it
A, R 5 TR 4 6 B RN , TR I — AN A Ix %1 48
U AR 22 15 42, s A I 2 I G BB R SRR i I T
A LA EAU-Net 78 73 F FH S5z 1) i 351 2R 776 )8 7 4 i
FF3 3 2 B 1) 48 T T 0 25 B R R AE 1 4 S TR
AR/ R, R R o3 B R R DR B s 1Y
T S, B I G e 43 AT 55 o
1.3 Ak EE

TR B 2 ) RS T0 (10 B L) 23 5 W B5CR FIEE BE , 502k
PRAI Y I B AR M E Y . TR 2SO
T 0 AR A 24 o5 R 2% , 10 7 R DX s, — i
24% J& F g #% 0> X (Tumor Core, TC) , 15% J& T34
558 Ji 978 IX 35 (Enhancing Tumor, ET) , 5t , 78 ik it 928
Gy EE S5 BE SR AR A EH A N A 4
S, BR3P pR O R T2
AN A 52, X AR 4 P REPEAG R AR R A
AT R FH £E S0 K RN Soft Dice $ii 2k pREURA 45
B 1A 5 2 PR EIOR A DR 2 AN Y- [ 80 v 45 2K o
BRSO 2 SR R R T

1 N C
Lfocal(xiy) = -N zz(l - xm’)yynclogxm: (5)
n=1c=1

Hovp, x FOR UM L,y SR8 HLSSE, CRR NN
IESVIISE &8
22 Soft Dice 41 2k A FH N T A UFR0R
S monx,+ Y mny, ) +e
Horbr,m FoR R, e RN TG 10 BEH B0 .
Soft Dice 4 i TR 15 Y T H 1 Fn #1518 2
1] 5 R L 7 3 — 1] B2 ], T L 32 o 87 0l A 2
AN OL T 75 5y BSR40
2R BREICRT DA R S G BRI 2 00 . AR
P B R 540 % s BN (7) B
Lisson = Ligear T Ligice (7)

2 LEHEE

2.1 HIEEE
ASE 0 SR B R 4ROk AT A JF B 4R

(6)




- 567 -

]

———————————————— - DW3*3*3+GN+ReLU

Al

@ Sigmoid rem

AN e X 358, (Whole Tumor, WT) . BraTS2020 %i#
BEA B B I R MRT A 4 FRALS (T1 . Tlee T2,

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, -
I
A I i
]
ZE [ ER T
P aHm (Sopreviied
E6 FENIREER
Figure 6 Attention fusion module
C-Channels C-Channels
2 v EERER
DW,3%3%3 DW,3%3%3
stride=2,C | stride=2,C |

| |

|_ Group Norm

Group Norm

S ]
9 } § }
3 <
i 1*#1*1,CR B 1*1*1,CR |
i l e M l e
* *
1*1*1,2C 1*1*1,C/2
2 R OR AR 2% [ R AR

a: TREFER
BE7 T/ EREERR

Figure 7 Down/upsampling module

b: ESRAEFRR

BraTS2020., BraTS 2 245 25 i iy 4o 1) 81 2 1) 28
BoPa 5, g 1z N A T R R 4 ) R A A 5T AN
MICCAT fiii i 9 4 B Bk GG 2% , H 3= 225K TC \ET %

Flair) } & ZAnE I bR 280 , B ¥ 280 2 ey e
HE R FEAE AL B, SCI0 AR 369 Il 2R 4E (125
1) 45 4 100 il 4R | Bl K/ R 240%240%155
TR . LG hR T i i I IR b 25 20808 43 TC (Bn 2%
1) ET(hr%4) KM X3k (A 2) , HAR R 4] UL E 8.
2.2 MM IERR
SRy S IE i RS AL R R SR FH i g 43 AR A
i FH 9 PEAN 48 bR Dice R %k, 22 505 Fll Hausdoff B 25
HEAT LB A5 RN LA HT o
Dice & $iH Sk i 2 FUNE Y 5 B S X Z (R
18 DX, A Y 43 A1 5 [EI7E 0~1 Z [H] , Dice £ U
REH #4558, BAR AT .
o _,lxnyl
ice Score (X, Y) =2 (8)
| X|+]7]
R IR FHME AR R 5 W BH AR R LA,
A Bl T80 o i e g DX SR A e B R S0 R
A BRI

Tlce

Flair Ground Truth

8 1REEUYILRR A #Y i B MRT H04E 7~ 151

Figure 8 Example of brain tumor MRI data used for model training

PRI T & AR X, 1 (SR ET, 2L G ARSR TC



- 568 - rhE R AR AR AR

415

TP
TP + FN )
Hausdoff I 25 F R 1153 73 1) X 3% 1 5 (3R
AT 22 ) 1) e KR B, H O B i 0 R 45 2R 30 S iy 45
FREE, BRI

H(X,Y)= max{r}lﬁa)%( mind(x,y),r}jg;( mind(x,y)}

Sensitivity =

(10)
Hrp  XF/R GT, YRR, d () RBmitfx b5y
[a] iR G PR AT R H Hausdoff95 (ST 2
FBE B %x95% ) HEAT A5 437 .
2.3 KIWINGEE
$2& th 1 EAU-Net £5% 2 fifi H] Python 4 72 7 7 #4)
#, FIH Pytorch HEZE AT fq i S 8l . 7E AL B B
B LI 4 PR 25 K /Nl 4x240x240%155 O BCHE VEAT
BB IS AN R 4x128x128%128 [ B HE HE AT

Z-score IH— L Ab B B 1 0 SF AT SR 5 T AR
B FESEE TR ADAM AL 8%, 22 S R E N
0.000 1, fifi F 2H IH — 1k (Group Normalization, GN) £/l
ReLU ¥ i pREL . BRI 8 K/N R 4, 5 Kl 2k
epochs 24 500, Il st F ik FH 40 2% R BN 45 50 51
44 (Ttrain MA) 2% 2] BUE , 24 HAE 50 4> epochs P
ANFRIE/INE 2 2] BN 1310 B 45211 2

3 ZWAERSHMH

3.1 EAU-Net i gtsC58

7E BraTS2020 £ 45 £ I 47 EAU-Net [ I filt 5%
B, G5 X 45 45180t ERF | AF \ BR 25 AN [i] 45 ¥4 e 0t 11
A AT S0 N O D 2% Y A 25 A, UG R
26 4 () ERF \AF . BR JFA T4 i 2R 40 52 56, LASG UE i
P AR A RO BRI A5 B R 1 s .

F1 HMEEER

Table 1 Ablation experiment results

R Dice Z%1/% Hausdoff95/mm
pieiil
ERF AF BR SA  C-TC TC WT ET TC WT ET
1 x R v x x 86.73  88.92  85.35 8.25 6.89 7.39
2 \ x \ \ x 87.03 8899  85.86 6.32 6.87 7.78
3 N x x N 87.75  90.67  86.01 8.09  5.15 6.23
4 N \ \ x x 8891 91.89 86.78 7.38 4.83 6.62

H1 T ERF E A7 $h R AT RS2 BF i L B, vl LAk
IR 248 7 55 9 J2 1 TR 4 SRR A0 ] P 2 7 81 T 2 SO 614 fii e
S JEL AT R T o 245 bR Al 442 380 i ek g P REAIE L AT
PEFBLIY AR R MR, U R XS T WT HA B4 4
IR BRI ERF ), 43 45 5 b WT B 5 B
BT, G AR 1 AY WT 43325 5 #7841 Dice
ZBARTE 2.97% , Hausdoff95 i B 42 T+ 2.06 mm, 7843
Tl B AR 6 I 4% 2 o v 2 W XA Bk B A
Rtk

T T I — 5 Al e 3 ) A AL ) — > T
W5 7 1), Ho R 7 (SA)HLHNE — LT At
FOrE, HAe ARG 54 S i i A5 B B T
e 52 B PERE , DL AR AR 5% 9 332 38 0 ML A6 90 ol S 56
K SARIHL I 5 AF BT X b, 250350, SA
B S TR B nT 2 BB A, RS s e O Al
I T AR AR R AL (H R REAR 4 M
WA RE B . AFBHCR R & 38, A3k
25 (0] 3 7 77 RN 38 T B 1 4 R AR B T BRI IR
JE B BB 2 B T H I AR R R R OKE . 4,

L SR A5 R AT LA B, AT SA B A B ST
P A TE B T HLE SC T WT BT TC i Dice &
SR Hausdoffos i g A8 A H5 0 W iy 32 7, 1 WA
FEHE 1Y AF ML 8 T8 4 b s REAE 1 o i A 200
B I TUR R E T, 7B B i 25 2R

FE LA G-t A 285 K 1) TR 45 24 o, SR I TR
FER WS AL 45 B AR AR, A AT LU U
RSB RRAE RS 1 TR 4, B s AR AT D) S Bl
X AR P RS B 9 e o 2P (i vl AR 98 i — 2 19
W0 28 R AIE 181 /9 e 97 AT BR(E R AT, S B0 B R A
P TR AE SR M TE T SR A B B fel 1T 5 20 45 X
KR EAT 46 , 16 bR AEBY Bk A (505 7 8 4
T, DI 46 5% Al 110 o B8 SR , e A 1 TT LA 2 2
B M A (E R AR T R S BRI O BIS BE
JIT LAER X5 12 235 00 V18l S 6, 57 D 224 7317 e e 983 70 1
S i ) 4 A5 AU B Y 46 R -7 B 46 FH (Convolution-
Transpose Convolution, C-TC ) 5 R # 5 W 5 A W 5%
JIT R F ) BR E SR A SR M A7 000 LU 52 56 o i S 4
LRI LA, BRECRAE RIS AN E T C-TC U7 ik , 78



5

- 569 -

iR 3 A4 DX I3 R4 R A Rs 1R AR AR A BT e T
PE— U] BR AEAE LN SR i A i i R A Y
LIS R AR G DR A5 R A PR 15 L, 32 7 R0 468 B
HIMERE

Ry B EAK S B Bk A O K EAU-Net
55 2 g S A i P o SO R HEAT A,
% 3D U-Net'® 3D V-Net*' Li U-Net'*/ RF-Net >’ |
nnU-Net'?  TransBTS 4% | SZIG 45 AN 2 Frs .

3.2 HMEREITEL R

F2 AMRAIRGES &I AR ELER
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