
1

Transformer-based Self-Supervised Fish
Segmentation in Underwater Videos

Alzayat Saleh , Marcus Sheaves , Dean Jerry , and Mostafa Rahimi Azghadi

Abstract—Underwater fish segmentation to estimate fish body
measurements is still largely unsolved due to the complex
underwater environment. Relying on fully-supervised segmenta-
tion models requires collecting per-pixel labels, which is time-
consuming and prone to overfitting. Self-supervised learning
methods can help avoid the requirement of large annotated
training datasets, however, to be useful in real-world applications,
they should achieve good segmentation quality. In this paper, we
introduce a Transformer-based method that uses self-supervision
for high-quality fish segmentation. Our proposed model is trained
on videos without any annotations to perform fish segmentation
in underwater videos taken in situ in the wild. We show that
when trained on a set of underwater videos from one dataset,
the proposed model surpasses previous Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN)-based and Transformer-based self-supervised
methods and achieves performance relatively close to supervised
methods on two new unseen underwater video datasets. This
demonstrates the great generalisability of our model and the
fact that it does not need a pre-trained model. In addition, we
show that, due to its dense representation learning, our model is
compute-efficient. We provide quantitative and qualitative results
that demonstrate our model’s significant capabilities.

Index Terms—Vision Transformers, Computer Vision, Convo-
lutional Neural Networks, Image and Video Processing, Under-
water Videos, Machine Learning, Deep Learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fish segmentation is an important yet challenging task that
plays a critical role in marine and aquaculture applications
such as fish body measurements, fish breeding, fish counting,
and fishing-related activities. The goal of fish segmentation
in underwater images and videos is to produce a pixel-
wise mask for each fish in the video/image. This mask can
then be used to perform subsequent body measurements like
length and width of fish, or extract its body shape. However,
the underwater environment usually bring challenges such as
blurry images, cluttered background, and similarity between
fish and its surrounding environment, which make the process
of underwater fish segmentation extremely difficult.

Previous methods for underwater fish segmentation [1–4]
mainly relied on fully-supervised models that require human-
generated segmentation masks for training. These trained mod-
els usually perform well for a specific, small set of datasets,
but their performance drops when applied to other unseen
datasets, e.g. from other underwater fish habitats. In addition,
it is usually difficult to obtain large, in-the-wild underwater
datasets, making it more challenging to produce models that
generalise well.

To improve the generalisability of segmentation models and
resolve the issue of limited access to large-scale underwa-
ter videos, self-supervised video segmentation (aka. dense

Fig. 1. The natural visual artefact dynamics provide important cues about the
composition of scenes, and how they change.

tracking) can be used. However, when applied to underwa-
ter scenarios, these self-supervised models face additional
challenges compared to their terrestrial counterparts, due to
the limited underwater optical view. Solving these challenges
would help develop new underwater optical/acoustic imaging
or autonomous robot navigation systems.

To that end, the primary contribution of this work is to
propose an efficient self-supervised underwater fish segmenta-
tion method with good generalisability. Instead of relying on
fully-supervised learning, our model can be trained in an end-
to-end fashion only using unannotated input video sequences.
Our proposed method is inspired by the strong performance
of the self-attention mechanisms of the Transformer models.
Architectures based on Transformer models, such as Vision
Transformer (ViT)[5], have been shown to outperform stan-
dard Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) in many tasks,
especially for large datasets. By combining the ViT with self-
supervision, we obtain a more effective and efficient method
for the task of underwater fish segmentation.

Unlike previous underwater fish segmentation methods [1–
4], our proposed method can achieve high-quality underwater
fish segmentation without a pre-trained model or any annota-
tions. Our work can also be seen as a specific instance of the
more general segmentation methods proposed in [6–8], in the
domain of underwater fish video segmentation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II
covers related works and provides background information
on the novel aspects of our work. Our model’s framework
is described in detail in Sec. III. Sec. IV presents our method
for training and evaluating our self-supervised learning model.
The experimental setup and results are presented in Sec. V,
while detailed discussions of our results are presented in
Sec. VI. Finally, Sec. VII concludes our paper.
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Fig. 2. Our proposed framework consists of a single Transformer-based feature extractor that processes video sequences. Given a batch of unlabeled video
sequences x, two batches of different views v and v̂ are produced and are then encoded into embeddings y and ŷ through the main branch fθ and the
second regularising branch fξ , respectively. The embeddings are fed to a multilayer perceptron (MLP) gθ to produce the projections z and ẑ to compute
the cross-view consistency loss LCV. The self-training loss LST learns space-time embeddings between the anchors q and pseudo labels p (arg max of u,
affinities of ẑ w. r. t. anchors.). The two branches are identical in architecture with shared weights. The encoders f are CoaT Transformer [9] backbones.

II. RELATED WORK

Video object segmentation (VOS) [10, 11] without supervi-
sion has been an active area of research in recent years. Several
researchers [12, 13] have exploited spatiotemporal information
in videos to learn dense feature representations. In this section,
we briefly review the research domains most relevant to our
work.

Supervised And Unsupervised Learning. The process of
learning can be either supervised or unsupervised. In the case
of supervised learning [14–18], we have a dataset, in which
each datum has a corresponding label. Therefore, the learning
algorithm will be trained in such a way that it assigns the right
label to the data and does not deviate from the specified label.
In unsupervised learning [19, 20] on the other hand, the dataset
does not include corresponding labels. Unsupervised learning
tries to find the intrinsic structure in the data. For instance,
previous methods [12, 13] have exploited the spatiotemporal
ordering of video frames to extract supervisory signals.

In this work, we focus on unsupervised learning. Our pro-
posed method is a self-supervised video object segmentation
model trained on videos without any annotations. Therefore,
there are no supervising signals (labels) available for the
learning process. Hence, there is no explicit correspondence
between a video and a label.

Representation learning is a class of machine learning
approaches that model knowledge or representations about
data (i.e. decompose training samples into feature represen-
tations) [21, 22]. Representations can be used to learn rules
for classification or to represent objects that can be used for
a variety of tasks such as visual object recognition, seman-
tic understanding, and other tasks. Learning spatiotemporal
representations from videos has been extensively researched
[23–27]. However, these studies mainly learn global feature
representations, not dense representations. Pinheiro et al. [28]
proposed a view-agnostic model for dense representations
of static scenes through pixel-level contrastive learning. In
contrast to [28], which is limited to image sets of static scenes,
our model learns dense representations of dynamic scenes
from videos.

Contrastive Learning is a popular form of self-supervised
learning [29]. It assumes visual features are invariant under
a certain set of data that has two or more views and learns
the representations to distinguish each view from the oth-
ers. Contrastive learning approaches have also been applied
to many visual classification problems in which one learns
the representations invariant to scale and rotation [30–32].
Contrastive learning may also be thought of as a classifi-
cation technique that classifies data by maximising feature
resemblances between an image and its augmented instance,
while minimising the resemblance between negative samples.
For example, SimCLR [33] learns generic representations
of images from an unlabeled dataset. Momentum Contrast
(MoCo) [34] also exploits the negative samples on high-
dimensional continuous inputs, such as images, to build a large
and consistent dictionary for learning visual representations by
keeping a memory bank of negative samples.

In contrast to manually augmenting the still images as in
the existing contrastive methods [33, 34], we utilize the natural
visual artefact changes in a natural scene directly from video
data, i. e. temporally adjacent frames in videos.

Correspondence Learning aims at training a deep network
by automatically predicting correspondences between image
pairs [35–37]. In this way, the network can be trained with
a limited number of image pairs, which eliminates the need
for annotations. For instance, Fig. 1 provides an example of a
spatiotemporally correlated image pair in underwater videos).
When the input is a video stream, this approach is particularly
useful and has recently been shown to yield interesting results
[38]. Jabri et al. [6] used the contrastive random walk to learn
a representation for visual correspondence from raw video.
Araslanov et al. [7] took a step further by learning dense
representations in a fully convolutional manner.

In contrast to [6] that uses only intra-video self-supervision,
our work is similar to [8] by using both inter- and intra-
video level consistency to learn more discriminatory feature
embeddings.

Vision Transformers (ViT). Transformers in machine
learning are composed of multiple self-attention layers. They
are primarily used in natural language processing and often
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Fig. 3. Schematic graph of the serial block in CoaT Transformer [9]. Input feature maps are first down-sampled by a patch embedding layer and then flatten
the reduced feature maps into a sequence of image tokens. Multiple Conv-Attention and Feed-Forward layers process the tokenized features, along with a
class token (a vector to achieve image classification).

achieve impressive results [39]. For many computer vision ap-
plications, CNNs have long been the gold standard [4, 40, 41],
yet the convolution operator makes modelling long-range
interactions difficult. For this reason and due to their success
in NLP, Dosovitskiy et al. [5] introduced Vision Transformer
(ViT) by applying self-attention mechanisms to image patches
to generate features for image classification. This approach
obtained state-of-the-art results on ImageNet.

In our work, we explore attention over all possible patches
in an image and the entire image at once. We apply
transformer-like architectures on patches and entire images.
For patches, we use 16 × 16 grids, so that the resulting
transformations can be used to generate an entire image.
However, larger or smaller grids can also be used.

III. FRAMEWORK

An overview of our model and its training procedure is
presented in Fig. 2. Given a batch of unlabeled video se-
quences, two batches of different views are produced and
are then encoded into embeddings through the main branch
and the second regularising branch. The two branches are
identical in architecture with shared weights. The encoders are
CoaT Transformer [9] backbones. The embeddings are fed to
a multilayer perceptron (MLP) to produce the projections to
compute a cross-view consistency loss, while a self-training
loss helps learn space-time embeddings between introduced
anchors and pseudo labels, which are explained in details
below.

A. CoaT Transformer

Our feature encoder backbone is Co-scale conv-attentional
image Transformers (CoaT) [9]. CoaT is composed of two
submodules: (1) a conv-attentional image transformer (CAIT)
module and (2) a co-scale feature attention network (CFAN)
module. The CAIT module uses a spatial transformer network
and convolutional operations to produce a co-scale feature
pyramid from a single input image, and to realize relative posi-
tion embeddings with convolutions in the factorized attention

mechanism. The CFAN network operates on top of CAIT-
produced feature pyramid representations and dynamically
selects informative image parts to make decisions on what to
encode and what to ignore for scene understanding, allowing
us to model spatial and semantic relationships at multiple
scales.

CFAN is composed of two sub-modules, a serial and a par-
allel block, which introduce fine-to-coarse, coarse-to-fine, and
cross-scale information into image transformers. The serial
block (shown in Fig. 3) models image representations at a
downsized resolution, while a parallel block realizes a
co-scale mechanism. Given an input image I ∈ RH×W×C ,
each serial block down-samples the image features into
lower resolution, resulting in a sequence of four resolutions:

F1 ∈ R
H
4 ×

W
4 ×C1 ,

F2 ∈ R
H
8 ×

W
8 ×C2 ,

F3 ∈ R
H
16×

W
16×C3 ,

F4 ∈ R
H
32×

W
32×C4 .

Since the CFAN module produces multi-scale feature atten-
tion maps from a single image, it is a more computationally
efficient and scalable method than the existing multi-resolution
encoder-decoder frameworks. In addition, since CFAN takes
input in the form of feature pyramid representation and pro-
duces a pyramid of feature attention maps, it is more flexible
than existing multi-resolution architectures that operate on
fixed-sized feature pyramids.

We, therefore, use CoaT as a feature encoder in the two
branches of our model, main and regularising. The main and
regularising branches process two copies of the input frame
batch, each of which includes the identical collection of video
sequences. We feed the augmented version of each frame
to the regularising branch, while the main branch
receives the original video frames (as shown in Fig. 2). For
augmentation, we extract random cropping and flipping, as
described in Sec. IV-B. The regularising branch’s purpose is
to avoid the degenerate solutions that make the network encode
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positional cues into a degenerate feature representation, as
previously reported in[6].

B. Multilayer Perceptron (MLP)

We pass the output from the feature encoder through a
multilayer perceptron (MLP) to produce feature embeddings
and to reduce the feature dimensionality from 512 to 128. The
multilayer perceptron (MLP) code implementation in PyTorch-
like style is shown in algorithm 1. The MLP consists of two
standard Conv2d layers. The first layer is followed by Layer
Normalisation [42] and ReLU.

Algorithm 1: Multilayer Perceptron (MLP), PyTorch-
like

1 import torch.nn as nn
2

3 class MLP(nn.Sequential):
4

5 def __init__(self, n_in, n_out):
6 super().__init__()
7

8 self.add_module("conv1", nn.Conv2d(n_in,
n_in, 1, 1))

9 self.add_module("ln1", nn.LayerNorm(n_in))
10 self.add_module("relu", nn.ReLU(True))
11 self.add_module("conv2", nn.Conv2d(n_in,

n_out, 1, 1))

C. Anchor Sampling

To improve training efficiency and computational footprint
[6], we obtain (n2) z-dimensional feature embeddings by
defining a spatially invariant grid of size n×n on the feature
tensor from the main branch z, and select one sample per grid
cell (i. e. anchors k). This will make the anchors spatially
distinct and cover the full feature embeddings. We then
share these anchors with the regularising branch. Rather than
computing pairwise distances between every feature vector
in the batch, we compute the cosine similarities between the
embeddings of the anchors k and the current features z by:

qi,j =
exp(zi·kj/τ)∑
l exp(zi·kl/τ)

(1)

where τ ∈ R+ is a scalar temperature hyperparameter, z
and k are features from the main branch and the anchors,
respectively, l indexes batch samples and i, j index the vector
dimension.

For the regularising branch features, we select only the
predominant anchors [7] to compute the cosine similarities
as follows:

pi = argmax
j∈N (i)

exp(ẑi·kj/τ)∑
l exp(ẑi·kl/τ)

, (2)

where N (i) is the index set of the anchors that stem from the
same video clip as the feature vector with index i, and ẑ and
k are features from the regularising branches and the anchors,
respectively.

Note that, in Eq. (1) we extract features from multiple
videos in the training batch, however, in Eq. (2) we extract

Fig. 4. Representation Learning as similarity across views by discriminating
features (i) spatially within individual frames and (ii) temporally, to represent
each frame in a video sequence in terms of the same feature set.

features from the same video sequence only. This will help
our framework to simultaneously learn intra-video (within a
single video clip), and inter-video (between video clips) fea-
ture embeddings to preserve the fine-grained correspondence
associations as well as instance-level feature discrimination
[43].

D. Loss Function

The goal of training our framework is to learn representation
as similarity across views (see Fig. 4) by computing pairwise
affinities between features from the model’s two branches and
minimising the distance of the features extracted from the
other temporally close frames to the anchors. Therefore, the
overall loss of the learning algorithm is given by the following
equations:

a) Cross-view consistency: We build the input to the
regularising branch by augmenting the original video frames to
generate a random similarity transformation. The correspond-
ing change in the features output, i. e. segmentation, should be
the same regardless of randomly flipping or scaling the input
frame. By using the cross-view consistency loss [7] in Eq. (3)
we explicitly facilitate this property.

LCV = −
∑

i∈R
log exp(zi·ẑi/τ)∑

l 6=i exp(zi·ẑl/τ)
, (3)

where R is the index set of the features extracted from the ref-
erence frames; τ ∈ R+ is a scalar temperature hyperparameter;
and z and ẑ are features from the main and the regularising
branches, respectively.

Since z and ẑ are spatially coordinated, this association
distinguishes the cosine similarity between the corresponding
features w. r. t. non-corresponding pairs.

b) Space-time self-training: After generating pseudo la-
bels from the predominant anchor index for each feature from
the regularising branch, we use space-time self-training loss
[7], shown in Eq. (4), to minimise the distance between the
features extracted from the original view q defined by Eq. (1),
and pseudo labels p, based on Eq. (2).

LST = −
∑

i 6∈R
log T (qi, pi) , (4)
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Fig. 5. Sample image from each of the three utilised datasets. From left: DeepFish [44], Seagrass [45] , and YouTube-VOS [46]

where R is the index set of the features extracted from the
reference frames, while T (·) is random similarity transform
to spatially aligns q and p after random cropping and flipping.

Since the anchors are a subset of features sampled spatially
and temporarily from the video frames within the same view,
this loss minimises the feature distance to the anchors and
stimulates an increased cosine similarity of the features to the
anchors and a decreased cosine similarity between the anchors
themselves.

The final training objective is to minimise the combination
of the above loss functions:

L = LCV + λLST , (5)

where λ is a hyperparameter that weights its contribution to
the total loss.

E. Label Propagation

We use label propagation to predict semantic labels for all
video clip frames from the initial ground-truth label only.
Label propagation is the task of classifying each individual
pixel in the frames of a video given only ground truth for the
first frame. Following previous works [6–8], we employ the
representation as a similarity function for k-Nearest Neighbour
(KNN) prediction.

Algorithm 2 illustrates the label propagation we use in
our work. We employ context embeddings and masks ac-
quired from previous frames to forecast the mask mt for
the current time-step t. We use the output from the CoaT
Transformer [9] to obtain the embedding for frame t. Then,
we compute the cosine similarity of embedding et w. r. t. all
embeddings in context E , commonly used in correlation layers
of optical flow networks [47]. Next, we compute local attention
in a single operation by kNN-Softmax. Finally, we update
the oldest entries by replacing them with mt and et to the mask
M and embedding contexts E . For the remaining frames in the
video clip, we repeat the same process. Bilinear interpolation
is used to bring the final object masks back to their original
resolution.

IV. METHOD

We present the method of training and evaluating our self-
supervised learning model for underwater video segmentation,
using a Transformer-based feature encoder as the backbone
and three datasets of real underwater videos. The model was
trained on one dataset and evaluated using the other two

Algorithm 2: Label Propagation
Input: Embeddings E and mask M from the first frame.
Output: Mask mt prediction for timestep t.

1 for t and frame in (frames) do
2 Computing embeddings et at timestep t;
3 Computing local spatial correlation between E and et;
4 Computing softmax between K-Nearest Neighbors;
5 Mask mt prediction for timestep t;
6 updating E and M;

datasets. We show that our model significantly improves over
the non-transformer baseline of previous work. Finally, we
show that our model is generic, and performs on video with
different color distributions and scenes.

A. Datasets

We performed experiments using three publicly available
datasets, i.e. DeepFish [44], Seagrass [45] , and YouTube-VOS
[46]. Fig. 5 demonstrates a sample image from each dataset.

DeepFish [44] consists of a large number of videos collected
for 20 different habitats in remote coastal marine environments
of tropical Australia. The video clips were captured in full HD
resolution (1920×1080 pixels) using a digital camera. In total,
the number of video frames taken is about 40k

Seagrass [45] is comprised of annotated footage of Girella
tricuspidata in two estuary systems in south-east Queensland,
Australia. The raw data was obtained using submerged action
cameras (HD 1080p). The dataset includes 9429 annotations
and 4280 video frames. Each annotation includes segmentation
masks that outline the species as a polygon.

YouTube-VOS [46] is a video object segmentation dataset
that contains 4453 YouTube video clips and 94 object cate-
gories. The videos have pixel-level ground truth annotations
for every 5th frame (6fps). For a fair comparison, we ex-
tracted only the videos that contained fish, which include
130 videos and 4349 video frames in total.

We independently train our feature extractor on the Deep-
Fish [44] dataset and evaluate it on Seagrass [45] and
YouTube-VOS [46].

B. Data Augmentation

In addition to natural variances in the video sequences, we
use similarity transformations to augment the training data
(random cropping and flipping only), see Fig. 4. The reason for
using these extra augmentations is to augment the same input
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video to feed to the second regularising branch to produce
pseudo labels, see Sec. III-A.

We also experimented with several spatial and pixel-level
augmentations, e. g. sheering, rotations, RGB-Shift, and colour
jittering. However, we did not observe a notable change in
accuracy. These augmentation methods are computationally
expensive, because both rotation and sheering require image
padding, which needs to be removed afterwards. Therefore,
the video sequences were augmented with random flips and
cropping only.

C. Model training

We use a Transformer-based feature encoder as the back-
bone network for our feature extractor (see Sec. III-A). As
a baseline, we adopt the ResNet-18 feature encoder [48]) as
used in [6–8]. Similar to [6–8], we also remove the strides in
the res3 and res4 blocks from the ResNet-18 architecture.
Both our proposed Transformer-based and baseline models’
weights were randomly initialised.

Our models were trained with an input resolution of 256×
256 pixels. We scale the lowest side of the video frames to 256
and then extract random crops of size 256× 256. We sample
two video sets, B = 2 (of size T = 5 frames), therefore,
B × T = 2× 5 = 10 frames are used per forward pass.

We found that for this problem set, a learning rate of
1 × 10−3 works the best. It took around 300 epochs for all
models to train on this problem. Our networks were trained
on a Linux host with a single NVidia GeForce RTX 2080 Ti
GPU with 11 GB of memory, using Pytorch framework [49].
We used Adam optimiser [50] with β1 = 0.5, β2 = 0.999,
and ε = 1.0 × 10−08. We applied the same hyperparameter
configuration for all of the models. However, the optimum
model configuration will depend on the application, hence,
these results are not intended to represent a complete search of
model configurations. Our training loop is shown in algorithm
3.

Algorithm 3: Main Training Loop
Input: Unlabeled video sequences.
Output: Trained weights for the backbone network.

1 for each mini-batch do
2 Extract deep features of the video frames;
3 Regularising branch produces pseudo labels;
4 for each video in the mini-batch do
5 // Transformer-based encoder
6 Extract feature embeddings (anchors) k;
7 Compute affinity to anchors q (Eq. (1));
8 Compute pseudo labels q (Eq. (2));
9 // Loss Computation

10 Compute Cross-view consistency LCV (Eq. (3));
11 Compute Space-time self-training LST (Eq. (4));
12 Compute total loss L (Eq. (5));

13 Back-propagate all the losses in this mini-batch;

D. Inference

At the inference time, we compute dense correspondences
for video propagation using the learned encoder’s represen-
tation. The encoder’s representation is the trained weights
for the backbone network (see Sec. III-A and Algorithm 3).
We predict the whole video frames segmentation masks using
Label Propagation (Sec. III-E). Given the initial ground-truth
segmentation mask of the first frame, we label propagate the
rest of the frames in the video without the need for the rest
of ground-truth annotations. The labels are propagated in the
feature space. The labels in the first frame are one-hot vectors,
whereas the labels propagated are Softmax distributions.

V. EXPERIMENTS

We report experimental results for our model’s trained
representation on the DeepFish dataset and evaluate on Sea-
grass and YouTube-VOS datasets without fine-tuning. We
provide quantitative and qualitative results that demonstrate
our model’s generalization capabilities to a range of different
underwater habitats.

A. Performance Comparison

To evaluate on Seagrass [45] and YouTube-VOS [46], we
independently train our feature extractor on DeepFish [44],
which compared to the other datasets contains more video
sequences, as discussed in Sec. IV-A. For a fair comparison,
the frames are processed at a resolution of 480p.

Table I reports the result of a quantitative analysis, where
the best results for each metric are in bold. We measure
the segmentation accuracy in terms of two types of metrics:
1) The Jaccard’s index (J ), measures the region similarity
as Intersection-over-Union (IoU) between the object and the
mask. 2) Alignment of boundary metric (F), measures the
region contour. Specifically, we report the mean (Jm, Fm),
the recall (Jr, Fr), and the mean average J&Fm, with an
IoU threshold of 0.5.

Compared to the baseline ResNet-18 CNN [7], our approach
reaches a higher J&Fm score by 4.5% and 3.1% on Seagrass
and YouTube-VOS, respectively. This is mainly caused by
the use of self-attention mechanisms that can extract high-
level spatial features for the segmentation of long-range video
sequences. Moreover, the self-attention layers can be used to
model the dependency among multiple temporal steps, which
is helpful for the segmentation of objects having large motions.

B. Qualitative Results

Fig. 6 shows the qualitative results of our model using
the YouTube-VOS [46] (top-3 panels) and the Seagrass [45]
(bottom-3 panels). It is evident that our proposed method
produces significantly higher quality results compared to the
CNN-based encoder [7]. An apparent advantage of our model
shown in the bottom panel is its ability to segment multiple
and overlapping fish, in the scene, where its CNN counterpart
fails. Fig. 6 also shows that our model is stable and can
effectively locate fish despite complex scenes. The CNN-based
method, on the other hand, has the problem of failing to predict
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Fig. 6. Qualitative examples of our model applied on the YouTube-VOS [46] (the top 3 panels), and Seagrass [45] (the bottom 3 panels) datasets. The
representation learned by our method effectively distinguishes between objects and background ambiguity and is robust to occlusions.
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ON SEAGRASS [45] AND YOUTUBE-VOS

[46] DATASETS.

Method J&Fm Jm Jr Fm Fr

Seagrass [45]

CNN [7] 45.5 40.2 41.0 50.7 54.7
Transformer (ours) 50.0 41.5 43.3 58.1 65.4

YouTube-VOS [46]

CNN [7] 60.2 60.9 72.7 59.5 70.0
Transformer (ours) 63.3 63.9 74.0 62.7 69.6

the segmentation in some situations when there is vagueness
between the foreground object and the background, or when
there are complex transformations in the videos. Whereas our
method shows a strong ability to differentiate pixels with
similar intensities. Furthermore, these quantitative results show
that our proposed method can work on datasets with very small
objects (see Videos 4 and 5 in Fig. 6).

C. Ablation Study

To further investigate the effect of our proposed transformer-
based video segmentation framework, we performed an ab-
lation study. In this study, we compared the baseline CNN
model (no transformers) [7] and our Transformer-based feature
encoder, with different types of transformers. For these com-
parisons, we used different configurations of video features,
Transformers, and MPL layers, to find out which combination
results in the best performance. We report only results with
best configurations.

Table II reports the segmentation accuracy for four different
models in terms of J&Fm metric, in addition to the base-line
CNN [7] and our proposed models discussed in Sec. V. In this
Table, the second line is the Fast Fourier Convolution model in
[51]. The third line refers to the Transformer for Semantic Seg-
mentation introduced in [52], while the fourth line reports the
MetaFormer-based architecture called PoolFormer [53]. The
fifth line is for Cross-Covariance Image Transformer (XCiT)
[54].We also report the FCN for semantic segmentation [55]
as a fully-supervised learning method.

Based on the evaluation in Table II, our Transformer-based
model significantly outperforms the baseline and other meta-
architecture methods in the context of both datasets.

VI. DISCUSSION

The main goal of this study was to improve underwater
fish segmentation performance without using any human la-
bels. We proposed an end-to-end underwater fish segmenta-
tion method with self-supervised learning, by combining the
Transformer self-attention mechanisms with self-supervised
learning. Our method improves fish segmentation performance
for different fish shapes, in different underwater scenarios, on
different videos, or for different fish species, without relying
on a large set of segmentation-level annotations.

TABLE II
ABLATION STUDY FOR OTHER MODELS ON SEAGRASS [45] AND

YOUTUBE-VOS [46] DATASETS.

J&Fmean

Method Seagrass [45] YouTube-VOS [46]

Baseline [7] 45.5 60.2
FFC [51] 46.2 60.6
Segmenter [52] 41.5 52.7
PoolFormer [53] 42.8 54.9
XCiT [54] 43.7 56.8
Transformer (ours) 50.0 63.3
Fully-supervised [55] 64.7 79.3

Unlike the baseline model with CNN-based feature en-
coders, our proposed transformer-based encoder is robust to
occlusion and can recognize most fish classes, regardless of the
distance from the camera. We demonstrated that when com-
bined with self-supervised learning, our transformer-based en-
coder model outperforms several other CNN- and transformer-
based architectures in terms of pixel-level underwater fish
segmentation. Our proposed method uses only RGB frames
as input and extracts useful information from large training
datasets. During inference, only one frame is required to
produce results for a given input video. In future works, we
intend to conduct additional experiments using a larger dataset
as a source of self-supervision.

Our framework is computationally efficient because it learns
dense representations, not global feature representations at the
video level. Due to this, our model can be trained on a single
11GB GPU, which is a significant improvement compared to
the prior art.

Another advantage of our framework is that it does not
require a pre-trained model. We trained our initial transformer-
based model from scratch using self-supervision on the Deep-
Fish dataset, and tested it on the Seagrass and YouTube-VOS
datasets without any new pre-trained model, showcasing the
strong generalisability of our model and framework.

Despite the above-mentioned advantages, the main limita-
tion of our study is that it only focuses on the case of under-
water fish segmentation. Further work and future research are
required to investigate segmentation of for other underwater
object. Another limitation of our study is the scarcity of its
training data. We rely on the existing training data and a
relatively small number of test videos to evaluate our proposed
method. However, we hope that this work will inspire further
research that may use larger datasets.

In future work, we will try to expand the scope of our
proposed model by adding more datasets and tasks, such
as underwater object tracking and counting, since the self-
supervised learning model can be viewed as a generic tool for
underwater video processing, which is critical in underwater
fish habitat monitoring [56] and the internet of underwater
things [57].
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VII. CONCLUSION

We proposed a novel method for underwater fish segmen-
tation using the combination of self-supervised learning and
a transformer encoder that is trained without manual annota-
tions. Our method outperforms previous models in underwater
video segmentation in the wild, is more efficient, and does
not require pre-trained models. It can generalize well even
without using additional training data. It can be used to auto-
matically analyse underwater video streams and detect rare and
endangered species. It can also assist with species distribution,
stock management, and fishing enforcement. In the future, our
method could provide a foundation for self-supervised learning
to facilitate underwater fish habitat monitoring in marine and
aquaculture farm settings.We also intend to conduct additional
experiments on larger underwater fish datasets and expand the
capabilities of our proposed segmentation model.
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