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Abstract

Background:

Melanoma is a severe form of skin cancer that requires early diagnosis for effective
treatment. Deep learning models, especially Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs),
have shown promise in medical image classification. This study aims to evaluate the
generalization capabilities of individual deep learning models and an ensemble ap-
proach for melanoma prediction, trained on the HAM10000 dataset and validated on
other test datasets, such as PH2 and DermNet.

Objectives:

The primary objective of this thesis is to evaluate the performance of AlexNet,
DenseNet, ResNet, GooglLeNet, and ensemble model for classifying melanoma im-
ages by training the models on HAM10000 dataset and testing on PH2 and DermNet
datasets. The secondary objective is to analyse the generalization ability of HAM10000
dataset to produce effective models.

Methods:

The datasets for the study are collected from Kaggle and official databases and are
preprocessed using techniques like normalization and LabelEncoder. The models are
compiled after applying data augmentation and reinforcement. Next, the models
are trained with different train _test split configurations (80%, 90% and 100%) of
HAM10000 dataset and evaluated all the models (12 individual models, 4 per train-
ing group and 3 ensemble models, 1 per training group) on a custom dataset (merged
PH2 and DermNet datasets).

Results:

The ensemble model (en V100) achieved the best overall performance, with the
highest accuracy of 83.56%, precision of 0.947, recall of 0.943, F1-score of 0.945, and
the lowest Hamming Loss of 0.164. Amongst the individual models, ResNet demon-
strated best performance due to its architecture with residual connections. The
AlexNet models performed poorly in every training group due to its simple architec-
ture failing to capture the complex patterns in the data. Additionally, HAM10000
dataset is proved to be effective as all the models performed with generalizable re-
sults.

Conclusions:

The ensemble approach outperformed the individual models in every training group,
suggesting combining multiple architectures will results in an overall reliable model
for melanoma prediction. The models trained on the HAM10000 dataset showed
good generalization when evaluated on other diverse datasets (PH2 and DermNet),
indicating the effectiveness of the dataset.

Keywords: Melanoma Prediction, Deep Learning, Medical Image Analysis, Convo-
lutional Neural Networks, Ensemble Models.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Cancer is a huge cluster of diseases that can affect any organ in the body. A can-
cerous tissue is characterized by uncontrollable and abnormal growth of cells. The
prime factor contributing to fatality in cancer patients is metastasizing. It is a
phenomenon when abnormal growth invades adjacent organs or other organs in the
body [44]. Melanoma is an aggressive form of skin cancer that starts in cells called
melanocytes. These are cells found in the epidermis and have melanin that gives
colour to the skin. Melanoma occurs when skin damage from sunburns or other
concentrated sources of UV radiation like tanning beds causes mutations in these
cells resulting in uncontrolled aggressive growth beyond boundaries [37]. Melanoma
claimed 150,000 lives in 2020, standing as the 17th most common cancer world-
wide [43]. With a plethora of reasons like a compromised ozone layer, the cases have
only been increasing, hence finding more resourceful ways to help detect these oc-
currences is a continuous effort. In this thesis, computer vision techniques are being
experimented upon to test their efficiency.

Traditional methods to detect skin cancer involve visual analysis of lesions by naked
eye of a professional and dermoscopy results. These readings may be subject to am-
biguity. Only histological analysis, derived from surgical extraction of sample has
enough validity to ensure accurate skin cancer diagnosis |18]. Hence finding novel
automation methods for diagnostic augmentation is of utmost priority.

Machine learning (ML) is a sub field of artificial intelligence that gives machines
the ability to imitate human behaviour. The performance of ML algorithms adapts
with an increase in the number of available samples during the learning process [20].
Deep learning is a sub-domain of ML that trains computers to imitate natural human
traits. It offers better performance parameters than conventional ML algorithms.
Deep Learning is a neural network having three or more layers which try to simu-
late the human brain allowing it to learn from huge amounts of data [23|. It works
similar to a neuron in the human brain where it transmits electrical impulses be-
tween components in the nervous system, here the perceptron is a similar unit that
receives input signals and transforms them as output signals. This perceptron can be
stacked to form layers, each with an assigned responsibility to understand different
aspects of the input. The layers are meant to predict, refine and optimize the learning
model [31]. Ensemble learning uses multiple learning algorithms to obtain better pre-
dictive performance, robustness and generalizability than could be obtained from any
of the constituent learning algorithms alone. This approach allows the production of



better predictive performance compared to a single model [36]. The main causes of
the difference in predicted and actual values are variance, noise, and bias. The en-
semble model helps to reduce these factors. In this thesis, deep learning architectures
such as AlexNet, GoogLeNet, ResNet, and DenseNet are proposed for evaluation as
skin lesions caused by melanoma have varying sizes, shapes, and colours.

A comparative analysis of mentioned model performances along with their en-
sembled counterpart is executed. The widely used HAM10000 dataset is investi-
gated through validation using data from other sources [24]. The HAM10000 dataset
comprises 10,015 dermatoscopic images of skin lesions, encompassing various diag-
nostic categories. The dataset includes images from different anatomical sites and
lesions types, providing a well-annotated collection for the study of skin cancer. Val-
idation of trained model is proposed to be implemented upon Dermnet and PH2
datasets. [19] [28]. One of the key challenges in the field of deep learning-based
skin cancer detection is the ability of these models to generalize beyond the spe-
cific datasets used for training. The widely used HAM10000 dataset provides a
well-annotated collection of dermoscopic images, but it may not fully represent the
diversity of skin lesions encountered in real-world clinical settings. Factors such as
differences in skin types, imaging conditions, and the prevalence of certain lesion
types can impact the performance of deep learning models when applied to new
datasets.

In order to accurately predict the image data, Convolutional neural network (CNN)
architectures are most suited for medical image analysis. AlexNet has 8 layers
namely, 5 convolution layers, 3 max-pooling layers out of which there are 2 Nor-
malized layers, 2 fully connected layers and 1 SoftMax layer [17]. It has more filters
per layer than other deep learning architectures. GooglLeNet is made up of multiple
inception modules which consist of several convolutional layers of different kernel
sizes |38]. ResNet or Residual Network consists of residual blocks where the input
to a layer is attached to the output to that layer so that the residual or difference
can be learnt to utilize identity mappings [30]. DenseNet is characterized by densely
connected layers where the input from all the preceding layers is attached to the
output layer. Every layer is interconnected in a dense block [22].

By experimenting with cross-dataset generalization with iterations, validation of
trained model is proposed to be implemented upon Dermnet and PH2 datasets. This
thesis aims to contribute to the advancement of deep learning-based skin cancer de-
tection, ultimately leading to improved early diagnosis and better patient outcomes.
The following Figure is a simple representation showing the basic execution, the
input and the possible output labels:
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Figure 1.1: Multiclass Classification on Input images

1.1 Aim and objectives

The aim of this research is to assess the cross-dataset generalization capabilities of
ensemble learning model, specifically those formed by merging AlexNet, GoogLeNet,
DenseNet, and ResNet. The major focus is on training individual deep learning
models and the ensemble model on the HAM10000 dataset for melanoma prediction
and evaluating their performance across other datasets(Dermnet, PH2, ISIC) within
the melanoma domain [19] [28].

The objectives of this research involves:

1. Using the HAM10000 dataset, train the individual deep learning models (AlexNet,
GoogLeNet, DenseNet, ResNet) for the prediction of melanoma.

2. Combine predictions from AlexNet, GoogleNet, DenseNet and ResNet us-
ing ensemble learning approaches to create a consolidated model. Using the
HAM10000 dataset as a test dataset, assess and contrast the performances of
individual models with the ensemble model.

3. Evaluate the HAM10000 dataset’s effectiveness in improving the generalization
performance of deep learning models. This entails a careful analysis of the
dataset’s potential to advance the development of more accurate generalized
models.

1.2 Research Questions

RQ1:What advantages and challenges does the ensemble model, combining AlexNet,
GooglLeNet, DenseNet, and ResNet, pose when trained on the HAM10000 dataset
and evaluated on diverse data sources within the melanoma domain, compared to its
individual counterparts?

Motivation: By assessing the ensemble model against individual counterparts, in-
sights into the collective performance, strengths, and weaknesses of the ensemble
approach will be gained. This exploration is crucial for optimizing model selection



and configuration in melanoma prediction systems.

RQ2: How effective is the HAM10000 dataset while generalizing performance in
proposed models when investigated by testing the trained model on other datasets
(Dermnet, PH2, ISIC)?

Motivation: The motivation behind this question is rooted in the significance of
datasets in training robust and generalized deep learning models. Analyzing the
HAM10000 dataset’s impact on model generalization provides insights into its effi-
ciency and suitability as a diverse melanoma dataset.

1.3

Ethical, societal and sustainability aspects

Bias: If the models are trained predominantly on specific datasets, they might
exhibit bias and lack generalization in populations not well-represented in the
training data. Statistically people with African, Asian and Hispanic ancestries
suffer from late diagnosis.

Privacy: Medical data is sensitive to handle, ensuring that the data used
is anonymized and that proper consent procedures are followed is crucial to
protect individuals’ privacy.

Education and Awareness: Introducing deep learning models for melanoma
detection requires educating both healthcare professionals and the general pub-
lic about their capabilities, limitations, and the importance of regular medical
check-ups.

Model Maintenance: Ensuring the continued accuracy and relevance of
melanoma prediction models beyond the initial research phase is important
in order to keep up with evolving medical knowledge. Updating the datasets
to cater to all groups is essential.

Explainability: It is essential for healthcare professionals to completely un-
derstand and vouch for the tools that they are using to help their diagnostic
decisions. This helps both the patients and professionals to better rely on said
tools made for efficiency [41].

Transparency: Most Deep Learning Networks use a ’black box’ approach
where the inner working and decision-making process are not visible. In high
stake decision making process such as melanoma detection for diagnoses where
this decision may affect treatment plans when model is augmented with real
world health care professionals.

1.4 Scope

The scope of this thesis is to examine the performance of different deep learning
models in the domain of melanoma detection. This research evaluates the four deep
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learning models: AlexNet, GoogLeNet, DenseNet, and ResNet, and assesses their
generalization when trained on the HAM10000 dataset and tested on other melanoma
datasets like Dermnet, and PH2. It also explores the potential benefits of an ensemble
model that combines these architectures.

This study also examines any inherent biases or limitations in the data and models
that could affect their reliability in medical applications. The findings will help
identify which model or ensemble of models provides the most reliable predictions
for melanoma detection.

This thesis does not cover broader issues related to the development of deep learn-
ing algorithms or the complete range of potential datasets for melanoma prediction.
Instead, the focus is on evaluating the selected models in the context of the specified
datasets to understand their generalization capabilities and clinical relevance.

1.5 Outline

This section outlines the structure of this study. Chapter 1 introduces the focus of
the study, objectives, research questions along with an overview of importance of the
study. Chapter 2 provides background for the thesis by explaining the key concepts,
terminology, and datasets used in the study. This chapter also covers topics such as
machine learning, deep learning, and neural networks. Chapter 3 presents the liter-
ature review for the thesis, summarizing the previous work in melanoma prediction
and identifying gaps this thesis aims to fill. Chapter 4 contains the methodology of
the study, including data collection, preprocessing, model architectures and training.
It also discussed the ensemble approach and model evaluation techniques. Chap-
ter 5 presents the results obtained with focus on the chosen evaluation metrics and
provides insights into the obtained results. Chapter 6 contains the discussion on
the results obtained by answering the research questions and reflections. Chapter
7 concludes the thesis by summarizing the findings and suggesting future possible
research directions. The references section lists all sources cited in this thesis.



Chapter 2

Background

2.1 Machine Learning

ML is a field of artificial intelligence that allows computer systems to learn from
data, adapt, and improve their performance over time without being explicitly pro-
grammed. A computer program is said to learn from experience E with respect to
some task T and some performance measure P, if its performance on T, as measured
by P, improves with experience E.- Tom Mitchell, 1997 [3].

There are several types of ML, which vary based on the level of human intervention,
the type of data they work with, the learning process, and the generalization strategy
as show in the table [2.1| below [3]:

Learning )

Type Data Context Learning Approach
Labeled Data Supervised Learning
Unlabeled Data Unsupervised Learning

Human - - - :

Intervention Partially labeled data Semi-supervised Learning
Defined policies Reinforcement Learning

I |

ncren.nenta Fully adaptable to live data | Online Learning

Learning from

live data Only Offline data Batch Learning

Generalising C e .

Ability Measure of similarity Instance-based Learning
Learned Prediction model Model-based Learning

Table 2.1: Types of ML based on data context and learning approach

e Human Intervention: Refers to the degree of labeled data or feedback re-
quired for the learning process.

(a) Supervised Learning Simple supervised learning model involves learn-
ing from labeled data, where each input is associated with a specific out-
put,i.e. classification tasks.

(b) Unsupervised Learning Unsupervised learning model involves working
with unlabeled data, focusing on discovering patterns and relationships.i.e.
clustering tasks.

(c) Semi-Supervised Learning Here, the model combines both labeled and
unlabeled data to improve learning outcomes.



(d) Reinforcement Learning Model relies on a feedback loop with defined
policies, where the agent learns by receiving rewards or penalties based
on its actions.

e Adaptability: Indicates whether the learning process is continuous or batch-
oriented.

(a) Online Learning The model continuously adapts to new data as it be-
comes available.

(b) Batch Learning Data is processed in fixed batches, with learning occur-
ring in discrete stages.

e Generalization: Describes the approach to generalization used in ML.

(a) Instance-Based Learning It relies on measuring similarity and learning
patterns by heart to make predictions.

(b) Model-Based Learning This approach involves creating a model or
representation of the data to make predictions.

2.2 Deep Learning and Convolutional Neural Net-
works

Deep Learning is a type of unsupervised ML algorithm which processes the data
in multiple layers hence extracting more features hidden deep. It works similar to a
neuron in the human brain where it transmits electrical impulses between components
in the nervous system. Here, the perceptron is a similar unit that receives input
signals and transforms them as output signals. This perceptron can be stacked to
form layers, each with an assigned responsibility to understand different aspects of the
input. The layers are meant to predict, refine and optimize the learning model [31].

In tasks such as object detection and image classification,CNNs utilize three-
dimensional data. Neural networks are composed of interconnected nodes, similar
to the neurons in the human brain. These nodes are organized into layers, with
an input layer, one or more hidden layers, and an output layer. Each node in the
network has an associated weight and threshold value, when the sum of inputs at
a layer exceeds threshold value, the output is sent to the next layer in the model.
This ability of neural networks to learn complex patterns and relationships in data
is what makes them so powerful [12]. CNNs are made up of three main concepts:
Local fields, shared weights, and pooling [31].

e Local field: It is the localised portion of input image that the model is cur-
rently associated with.

e Shared Weights: Each local field has a weight and bias which can be com-
monly used for certain features hence reducing model training time and cost.

e Pooling Layers: Pooling layers are used to map the output from convolutional
layer onto a feature map where the most important information from image is
retained.



2.3 Neural Network Algorithms

This section briefly introduces some CNN architectures namely AlexNet, ResNet,
DenseNet and GoogleNet.

2.3.1 Alexnet

AlexNet is one of the earliest CNNs to demonstrate effectiveness of deep learning
models in image classification tasks. The architecture consists of 8 layers in total out
of which 5 are convolutional layers and are followed by 3 fully connected layers. It
uses max pooling and applies ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) activation to introduce
non-linearity [23].

2.3.2 ResNet

ResNet or Residual Network is a neural network which introduces residual connec-
tions which allows deep neural networks to be trained effectively. Most common
ResNet models have 18, 34, 50, 101, or 152 layers. In the ResNet the residual blocks
perform identity mapping and learn residual functions which helps the network to
learn deeper representations [30].

2.3.3 DenseNet

DenseNet also called a densely connected convolutional network is an extension to
the ResNet where it builds upon the concept of residual connections and adds dense
connectivity to them in a feed-forward manner. This leads to more compact and
efficient CNN models than traditional as it promotes feature reuse and reduction
in number of parameters. Most common DenseNet models have 121, 169, 201, 264
layers [|22].

2.3.4 GoogLeNet

GooglLeNet or Inception is a very popular neural network that uses a unique "Incep-
tion module" that applies filters of different sizes (1x1, 3x3, 5x5) in parallel, allowing
the network to extract features parallelly. It also employs 1x1 convolutions for di-
mensionality reduction. There are 22 layers in a typical GoogleNet architecture along
with 9 inception modules [38|.

These CNN architectures have made significant contributions to skin cancer research
due to their classification abilities.

2.4 Popular Melanoma Datasets

In the context of melanoma prediction and skin cancer classification, many datasets

are popular for training the ML and deep learning models. These datasets are a
comprehensive source for dermatoscopic images which are essential for developing ML
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and deep learning algorithms. This section introduces three widely used dermoscopic
datasets which are as follows:

2.4.1 HAM10000

Human Against Machine with 10000 dermatoscopic images (HAM10000) is the most
used dataset in many deep learning research papers. HAM10000 has 10,015 images
of various types of skin lesions including melanoma and benign conditions [24]. Each
image is labeled with its diagnosis in the metadata file. This dataset has become a
benchmark for skin cancer research.

2.4.2 PH2

Ph2 dataset contains dermatoscopic images especially pigmented skin lesions. The
entire dataset contains 200 high quality images with their diagnosis along with meta-
data. The PH2 dataset contains ROI (region of interest) outline images also which
corresponds to the dermatoscopic images. The dataset is annotated by dermatolo-
gists providing reliable data for ML models |28].

2.4.3 DermNet

DermNet is another widely used online resource with a large collection of dermato-
scopic images and associated clinical information. The DermNet dataset is not well
structured like HAM10000 or PH2 as it does not have separate metadata. The diag-
nosis of the particular dermatoscopic image is mentioned as the file name. DermNet
is usually used as a supplementary dataset for augmenting datasets in skin cancer
research [19].

These datasets provide a rich source of dermatoscopic images and metadata, offering
a solid foundation for training and evaluating deep learning models in this field.

2.5 Data Augmentation

Data Augmentation technique is widely used in ML and deep learning to increase
the size and diversity of the dataset by either creating new data from existing data
or completely generating new data synthetically. The data augmentation is very
essential when there is insufficient data which might lead to underfitting [27].

There are two commonly used data augmentation techniques. They are as follows:

2.5.1 Transformation-Based Augmentation

Transformation-Based Augmentation involves applying various transformation tech-
niques on existing data to generate new data. The transformations are applied in
such a way that the core characteristics of the data is maintained while introducing
variations.



Some of the common transformation techniques for image data are as follows [27]:

(a) Flipping: Creating mirror images of the original image either vertically or
horizontally.

(b) Rotation: Rotating the original image by a certain angle to simulate new
variations.

(c) Scaling and Zooming: Changing the scale of the image by zooming in or
out, adjusting the overall image size.

(d) Cropping: Selecting a subset of the original image.

(e) Color Space: Adjusting the brightness, contrast, and saturation of the original
image.

(f) Noise Injection: Adding random noise or blur to the original image to simu-
late imperfections.

2.5.2 Synthetic Data Generation

Synthetic Data Augmentation takes data augmentation by a further step by creating
new data using advanced techniques like Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs),
Variational Autoencoders (VAEs) and blending techniques. This technique is usu-
ally used when the dataset is very small and lacking diversity. Although this type
of data augmentation is advanced and innovative, it is computationally difficult to
achieve and is recommended only to be used when acquiring new data directly is not
possible [34].

2.6 LabelEncoder

LabelEncoder is a python class present in scikit-learn (sklearn) library which con-
verts categorical labels into numerical values. This involves assigning numerical val-
ues to the unique class labels [?]. ML models often can’t process categorical labels
directly, hence we use LaberEncoder to convert the categorical labels into numerical
values preserving the mapping original categories and their corresponding numerical
values [9].

2.7 Train Test Split() Function

The train_test_split() function is part of the Scikit-learn library and is used to
divide the data into training and testing before feeding it to ML models. It takes
a dataset, the desired proportion of testing data, and a random seed as inputs to
produce the training and testing subsets [33].

The general structure of train_test_split() is as follows:

10



train_test_split(x, y, test_size=0.2, random_state=42)

where:

(a)

x contains the input features of the dataset. This can be an array or matrix
of data, with each row representing an individual data point and each column
representing a different attribute or feature.

y represents the target values or labels corresponding to the input features in
X. These are the outputs the model is intended to predict.

test size specifies the proportion of the data to be used as a testing set. In
this example, 0.2 means that 20% of the data is set aside for testing, while
the remaining 80% is used for training. The train_test_split() function
ensures that the unseen data is chosen as a test set.

random _state controls how the data is split. It is a seed for the random
number generator. When you use the same random_state, the data is split in
the same way every time, allowing consistent results.

The train_test_split() function returns:

e x train: Training subset of input features x.

e x test: Testing subset of input features x.

y _train: Training subset of target labels y.

y_test: Testing subset of target labels y.

2.8 Evaluation Metrics

The performance and effectiveness of ML and deep learning models are measured
using evaluation metrics [3]. Some of the most commonly used evaluation metrics
for classification tasks are as follows:

2.8.1 Confusion Matrix

Confusion matrix is a widely used performance metric, especially in classification
tasks involving multiple class labels. It summarizes the performance of a classification
model by showing the number of true positives (TP), true negatives (TN), false
positives (FP), and false negatives (FN) [3].

A representation of the confusion matrix is as follows:

Actual Predicted
Positive | Negative
Positive TP FN
Negative FP TN
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Confusion matrix can be used to calculate other performance metrics like accuracy,
F1 score, precision, and recall. The components of the confusion matrix are:

a) TP (True Positive): The number of positive instances that are correctly
predicted as positive by the model.

(b) FP (False Positive): The number of negative instances that are incorrectly
predicted as positive by the model.

(¢c) FN (False Negative): The number of positive instances that are incorrectly
predicted as negative by the model.

(d) TN (True Negative): The number of negative instances that are correctly
predicted as negative by the model.

2.8.2 Precision

Precision, also known as positive predictive value, quantifies the accuracy of positive
predictions. It is defined as the ratio of true positives (TP) to the total number of
predicted positives (TP + FP) [3].

TP

P .. _
recision TP © FP

2.8.3 Recall

Recall, also known as true positive rate, measures the proportion of true positives
among all actual positives. It is defined as the ratio of true positives (TP) to the
total number of actual positives (TP + FN) [3].

TP

Recall = m

2.8.4 Accuracy

Accuracy is a common metric to evaluate the overall correctness of the model’s
predictions. It is calculated as the ratio of the sum of true positives and true negatives
(TP + TN) to the total number of predictions (TP + TN + FP + FN) [3].

TP + TN
TP + TN + FP + FN

Accuracy =

2.8.5 F1 Score

The F1 score is the harmonic mean of precision and recall. It is used to assess a
model’s performance when both false positives and false negatives are important [3].

F1 Score — 2 x Precision x Recall

Precision + Recall
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2.8.6 Hamming Loss

Hamming loss is the proportion of incorrectly predicted labels with the true labels.
The Hamming Loss for a multi-label classification task is calculated as follows [3]:

1 N L
2> My # 0ig)

i=1 j=1

Hamming Loss =

where:

e N is the number of samples,

L is the number of labels for each sample,

y;,; is the true label for the ith sample and the jth label,

¥; ; is the predicted label for the same sample and label,

1 is an indicator function that returns 1 if the true and predicted labels don’t
match, and 0 if they do.

Hamming Loss value of 0 indicates perfect predictions, while a value of 1 signifies
that all predictions are incorrect.

2.9 Libraries

2.9.1 Numpy

The Numpy python library provides powerful multidimensional arrays and matrices
along with many useful mathematical functions to use on these arrays. Numpy
arrays are more flexible to use than the default python lists, allowing efficient data
manipulation |[8]

2.9.2 Pandas

Pandas is a very powerful python library commonly used for data analysis and ma-
nipulation. Pandas provide various new data structures and data analysis tools. It
is an extension of the Numpy library and is known to handle large amounts of data
operations [40].

2.9.3 Matplotlib

Matplotlib is a powerful open source python library which provides tools to visualize
with charts, graphs, and many more interactive visualizations. Matplotlib is also
based on Numpy library and has a wide variety of plots to make visualization easier
4]
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2.9.4 Scikit-Learn

Scikit-Learn is a python library for ML, providing a wide range of efficient tools for
tasks such as classification, regression, clustering, and dimensionality reduction. It
is built on SciPy, Numpy, Matplotlib libraries [7].

2.9.5 Keras

Keras is a very powerful python library for developing and evaluating deep learning
models. It allows the programmers to experiment and create deep learning architec-
tures with ease helping rapid prototyping. It runs on CPU as well as GPU providing
distributed operation to reduce complexity on CPU [6].

2.9.6 Seaborn

Seaborn is a powerful data visualization library which is built on Matplotlib providing
very informative and creative graphics like heat maps, scatter plots, etc. It is widely
used in the data science community for its ability to create publication-quality figures
with minimal code [42).

2.9.7 PIL

The Python Imaging Library (PIL) is a foundation python library for image pro-
cessing and manipulation which is used to handle python image processing tasks like
opening, saving, transforming images etc.
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Chapter 3

Related Work

Previous research work in this field by Raza et al. explores the effects of acral
lentiginious melanoma on people with African, Asian and Hispanic ancestries |35]. Tt
delves into analysis of ensemble model performance of convolutional models (VGG16,
Xception, InceptionResnetV2, DenseNet121, DenseNet169, and DenseNet210) based
on transfer learning using a stacking approach. The performance of the proposed
method was evaluated on a Figshare benchmark dataset and the impact of different
augmentation techniques was analyzed. These ensemble results have shown higher
performance than other models at 97.93 percent accuracy.

Alwakid et al. focused on image enhancement using ERSGAN(Enhanced Super-
Resolution Generative Adversarial Networks) then analyzed prediction patterns on
seven kinds of melanoma in the HAM10000 dataset |16]. These researchers have ex-
plored various deep learning techniques, such as feature fusion and selection frame-
works, for multiclass skin lesion localization and classification. This approach exten-
sively analyses the different aspects of the HAM10000 dataset where ROI (Regions
of Interest) are localised from original image and used Resnet-50 to obtain 0.86 ac-
curacy, 0.86 Fl-score. 0.86 precision and 0.84 recall.

Kushimo et al. investigated a pre-trained DenseNet121 which served as the foun-
dation for training [25]. Through transfer learning, the top layer was excluded, and
fine-tuning was applied to all layers in the final Dense Block pre-trained on Ima-
geNet. The model achieved 99 percentage accuracy in detecting melanoma in white
skin and 98 percentage in dark skin. These results affirm the efficacy of the proposed
model for melanoma detection in diverse skin tones.

Hossain et al. combined 10 deep learning models using max voting ensemble tech-
nique training on the ISIC dataset. This research is very close to this thesis topic as
the ISIC dataset is used for training and generalization ablities are being validated us-
ing the HAM10000 dataset. Through transfer learning, This method involves utiliz-
ing the synergy between all these model architectures to effectively employ all of them
together. The model achieved 93 percentage accuracy in detecting melanoma |21].

Wu et al. provided a review on the different deep learning frameworks employed
in skin cancer detection. It explores several challenges such as the effects of data
imbalance on model generalization ability. The review discusses the advantages and
disadvantages of using the different deep-learning models. It focuses on the short-
comings of the algorithm towards becoming a complete diagnostic system. The ex-
perimental results revealed that the proposed deep learning methods achieved high
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accuracy, with a dice similarity coefficient of 0.954 and an IoU index of 0.914 on the
PH2 dataset [45].

3.1 Summary of previous research:

Authors Model used Results obtained
Xception Accuracy is 95.17%
Inception-ResNet-V2 Accuracy is 95.17%

Raza et al DenseNet121 Accuracy is 94.48%
DenseNet201 Accuracy is 95.86%
Stacked Ensemble Model | Accuracy is 97.93%

. ResNet Accuracy is 77%
Alwakid et al CNN Accuracy is 78%
Accuracy is 99%(White skin
Kushimo et al | Custom DenseNet Model | samples) & Accuracy is 98(Dark
skin samples)%
MobileNet Accuracy is 77.20%

Hossain et al AlexNet Accuracy is 80.10%
veel6 Accuracy is 83.80%
ResNet150 Accuracy is 86.05%
DenseNet121 Accuracy is 88.30%
DenseNet201 Accuracy is 88.80%
InceptionV3 Accuracy is 89.50%
ResNet50V2 Accuracy is 89.30%
InceptionResNetV2 Accuracy is 90.20%
Xception Accuracy is 91.90%
MobileNet Accuracy is 94.4%

Wu et al ResNet Accuracy is 62.2%
Weight Pruning Approach | Accuracy is 97.5%
MergePrune Approach Accuracy is 77.6%
EfficientNet Accuracy is 87.3%
MobileNet and NasaNet Accuracy is 82.0%
MT-TransUNet Accuracy is 91.2%
SqueezeNet Accuracy is 97.2%

As shown, there is extensive research work done in the field of skin cancer em-
ploying deep learning models, CNNs and ERSGAN in one instance. Few papers
have exclusively dedicated work towards the detection of melanoma and its varieties
in people of color. This gap is addressed by applying deep learning models on lo-
calised images exclusively on dark skin samples. Most of the papers have used the
HAM10000 dataset as a benchmark dataset for its wide range and versatile base in
several other skin conditions.

Research Gap

In this thesis, the reliability and analysis of the HAM10000 dataset is under focus.
The contribution of this dataset when the models are modified for investigation un-
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der several iterations in an experimental method. A cross dataset generalization ap-
proach is taken where the generalizing ability of HAM10000 dataset is tested against
other popular datasets like PH2 and DermNet. This is a unique approach in the
current field of research.
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Chapter 4

Method

In this thesis, an experimental method has been undertaken where CNN models
have been employed to train iteratively on 80%, 90% and 100% of the HAM10000
dataset. The trained models are then validated using two other diverse datasets in
skin cancer domain, PH2 and Dermnet. An ensemble of the trained models is also
analysed to evaluate its performance when compared to the individual neural models.
Each model is evaluated using metrics like precision, recall, F1-score and Accuracy.
The following Figure is a representation of the experimental method undertaken
in this thesis:

Iterated for 80%, 90%
100% of training data

Alexnet

|~
Ensemble model
Data Data for each
Data Collection —— P . — Model Training N . — Testing
Preprocessing Augmentation experimental
> iteration

ResNet

GooglLeNet

Figure 4.1: Chronological Flow of Experimental Methodology

4.1 Exploratory Data Analysis

4.1.1 Data Collection and Metadata Analysis
HAM10000 Dataset:

The HAM10000 dataset is publicly available dataset widely used for its diverse image
base in various skin conditions including malignant melanoma. It consists of 10,015
dermatoscopic images of pigmented skin lesions collected from multiple regions, in-
cluding melanoma, melanocytic nevi (moles), basal cell carcinoma, seborrheic ker-
atosis, vascular lesions and other types of skin lesions. All labels are verified using
hispathology results. The data is provided as two folders, namely training and test-
ing. Since this thesis required custom split ratios, the whole dataset was merged and
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trained [24]. The following is the list of attributes present within the HAM10000
dataset:

e Image ID: A unique identifier for each image.

e Lesion ID: A unique identifier for each lesion.
e Image: The actual image of the skin lesion captured through dermatoscopy.
e dx: Diagnosis of the lesion. It includes several categories such as melanoma,
melanocytic nevus, basal cell carcinoma, etc.
e dx_type: The method of diagnosis, whether it’s histopathology, clinical, follow-
up, Or consensus.
e Age: The age of the patient when the image was taken.
e Sex: The gender of the patient.
e Localization: The anatomical site of the lesion on the body.
e Moles: The number of moles in the image.
e Malignant: A binary attribute indicating whether the lesion is malignant or
benign.
e Benign: A binary attribute indicating whether the lesion is benign or not.
The frequency of images in each class is represented in the following Figure |4.2]
Line Plot of Class Distribution
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Figure 4.2: Class Distribution in HAM10000 dataset

The following image [4.3| shows a sample of image data from the 7 classes under
consideration in this thesis.
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Figure 4.3: Data samples from each class in HAM10000 dataset

The following illustration [4.4] represents the frequency of melanoma cases according
to age and gender. Some data gaps can be identified when data header is analysed.
As dermatoscopic images alone do not show the whole clinical profile, additional data
has been provided for each image sample. The patterns in probability of cancerous
growth is important for the model to learn to make better informed predictions.
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Age and Sex Distribution
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Figure 4.4: Age and Gender distribution in HAM10000 dataset

Each dermatoscopic image as shown in above illustration [£.3] differs according to
the location of ailment, relevantly called the Region of Interest(ROI). Lesion location
plays a major role in accurately predicting whether a lesion is malignant or not. As
evident from representation below [£.5] most of the samples here are concentrated
in the back region, so this will help the model to balance any bias while making
predictions.

Localization Distribution
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Figure 4.5: Lesion location distribution in HAM10000 dataset
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Dermnet Dataset:

The original Dermnet dataset is a collection of more than 20,000 images dispersed
among 23 broad labels out of which only 7 have been extracted for this thesis. Hence
the modified dermnent dataset has 1903 images. It is a collection of dermatological
images with both segmentation and classification labels, making it a valuable resource
for evaluating deep learning models. The labels extracted are as follows [19]:

akiec: Actinic Keratoses
bee: Basal Cell Carcinoma
bkl:Benign keratoses like lesions
df: Dermatofibroma
nv: Melanocytic nevi
vasc: Vascular lesions

mel: Melanoma

As discussed earlier, the original Dermnet dataset distribution is shown in [4.6] It
has a wide range of labels that can be utilized for several ML applications.

Subfolder

Actinic Keratosis Basal Cell Carcinoma and other Malignant Lesions 4

Distribution of Images in Subfolders (Train vs Test)

Acne and Rosacea Photos

Atopic Dermatitis Photos 4

Bullous Disease Photos

Cellulitis Impetigo and other Bacterial Infections
Eczema Photos

Exanthems and Drug Eruptions -

Hair Loss Photos Alopecia and other Hair Diseases -
Herpes HPV and other STDs Photos -

Light Diseases and Disorders of Pigmentation

Lupus and other Connective Tissue diseases
Melanoma Skin Cancer Nevi and Moles §

Nail Fungus and other Nail Disease

Poison Ivy Photos and other Contact Dermatitis |
Psoriasis pictures Lichen Planus and related diseases
Scabies Lyme Disease and other Infestations and Bites 4
Seborrheic Keratoses and other Benign Tumors -
Systemic Disease

Tinea Ringworm Candidiasis and other Fungal Infections 4
Urticaria Hives -

Vascular Tumors -

Vasculitis Photos

Warts Molluscum and other Viral Infections

Train
Test

0

T T T T T T T T T T T
400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500

Number of Images

Figure 4.6: Original DermNet class distribution

The following data distribution illustration [£.7] shows the modified classes that were
extracted from the original data pool. The common labels from HAM10000 and
Dermnet are exclusively under consideration as test data along with dermoscopic
data from PH2 dataset.



Distribution of Classes in Modified Dermnet Dataset
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Figure 4.7: Modified DermNet class distribution

PH2 Dataset:

The PH2 dataset contains 200 dermoscopic images of melanocytic lesions. All images
are labeled with pixel-level annotations. There are no pre-defined train-test splits in
the dataset. It consists of two main labels, common nevi and malignant melanoma
lesions [28].

The Figure shows the three class labels present in PH2 Dataset, It has a higher
number of sample for common nevus and atypical nevus class, hence it is required to
normalize the labels according to the larger data sources being utilized in this thesis.

Class Distribution in PH2 Dataset (Original)

Common Nevus Atypical Nevus Melanoma
Class

Figure 4.8: Original PH2 dataset class distribution
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Now in Figure [1.9) only common nevus and melanoma image samples have been
extracted from original dataset. These are to be merged with Dermnet samples as
test data for Alexnet, GoogleNet, ResNet and DenseNet models already trained on
the HAM10000 dataset as discussed previously.

Class Distribution in PH2 Dataset (Modified)
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Figure 4.9: Modified PH2 dataset class distribution

4.2 Data Cleaning and Preprocessing

4.2.1 Handling Missing values

Dealing with missing values in the dataset is essential to prevent inefficient training
process. Once the missing values were identified, appropriate imputation techniques
were applied. Numerical columns were imputed with the median. This ensures
consistency in data distribution and minimizes bias .

4.2.2 Resizing Images

It is essential to ensure that the data is uniform and homogeneous in all aspects so
that the model can decipher any and all features properly without having to account
for new complexities like correcting resolution bias in the image data. Here in the
Figure [£.10]it is clear that all the data points are resized to size 75x75 while loading
the data from CSV file itself [27].
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Distribution of Image Sizes
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Figure 4.10: HAM10000 image size after resizing

4.2.3 Data Normalization

Data Normalization method is used to make sure that all the pixel values are on a
consistent scale [14]. This consistency in training process allows the model to learn
without being biased. There is a need to mitigate this bias, as in this thesis multiple
dataset sources are being utilised. Here Min-Max Scaling method is used, where usu-
ally the data is normalized to a scale between 0 and 1. Pixel values are normalized
by dividing the values by a constant. 255 is the maximum value for an 8-bit image,
hence all data points were divided by 255 as shown below.

img = np.array(img) / 255.0

4.2.4 LabelEncoder

Label encoding is a technique used to convert categorical data into numerical format.
This ensures that the labels are transformed into machine understandable format.
Each category is mapped to a unique numerical value, hence ensuring consistent en-
coding across the dataset. This contributes to a homogeneous dataset ready for the
model to train on efficiently [9].

from sklearn.preprocessing import LabelEncoder}
le = LabelEncoder()

le.fit(skin_df[’dx’])

skin_df [’label’] = le.transform(skin_df[’dx’])
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4.3 Data Augmentation

Data Augmentation is a technique used to artificially generate new varied data from
existing data source. It is mainly used to prevent overfitting in data that is fed into
deep learning models like AlexNet, DenseNet, ResNet and GoogleNet. It is a regu-
larisation technique that can be used to solve for class imbalance concerns when large
datasets have irregular data distribution for each class. Usually random swapping,
deletion, insertion, and synonym replacement are examples of straightforward data
augmentation [27). Although to account for the medical dataset here, Instead of us-
ing trivial techniques, the classes that are lacking significantly have been reinforced
with the ISIC-2018 image samples in that particular class label .

Class Distribution in ISIC 2018 Dataset
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Figure 4.11: Class distribution of ISIC 2018 dataset

In this project, data augmentation was applied to ensure that each class had at
least 600 images for robust model training. The following subsections explain the
steps taken to achieve class balance and the methods used to determine optimal
transformation parameters.

4.3.1 Reinforcement with ISIC 2018 Dataset

The initial class distribution in the HAM10000 dataset was as follows:

- bkl: 1,099 images

- nv: 6,705 images

- df: 115 images

- mel: 1,113 images

- vasc: 142 images

- bee: 514 images

- akiec: 327 images

To ensure a balanced distribution, each class sample size was limited to 600 images.
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This meant reducing the number of images for over represented classes and rein-
forcing underrepresented classes. In order to reinforce the under represented classes
with relevant data , the ISIC 2018 Dataset samples were imported into the modified
HAM10000 dataset with classes under 600 images.

Classes with more than 600 images (e.g., ‘nv, ‘bkl‘, ‘mel‘) were randomly reduced
to 600 images. Classes with fewer than 600 images (e.g., ‘akiec’, ‘bec, ‘dff, ‘vasc’)
were reinforced with images from ISIC 2018 to reach the target count of 600.

Two classes still had fewer than 600 images: ‘df* and ‘vasc’. To address this, trivial
data augmentation techniques were used to reach the target count.

4.3.2 Finding Optimal Parameters

To augment classes with fewer than 600 images, the best transformation parameters
to maximize data pool without introducing significant noise or distortion are to be
determined. Rather than applying transformations randomly, Bayesian optimization
technique is used. It is a method to find optimal values for hyperparameters.The
optimal transformation parameters identified through Bayesian optimization were |2]:
- Rotation range: 13 degrees

- Zoom range: 0.433870

- Width shift range: 0.467662

- Height shift range: 0.355253

- Shear range: 0.995326

- Rescale: 0.997017

With this approach the two under represented classes, ‘df* and ‘vasc’ reached the
required count of 600 images.

4.4 Model Architecture and Training

4.4.1 Model Selection

Four prominent CNN architectures—AlexNet, GoogLeNet, DenseNet, and ResNet
were selected to evaluate their performance in cross-dataset generalization for melanoma
prediction. These models have been commonly used in image classification tasks in
various applications. Their ability to capture complex visual patterns makes them
suitable for medical image analysis.

Rationale for Model Selection:

e AlexNet: Its architecture, comprising multiple convolutional layers, pooling
layers, and fully connected layers, is designed to learn robust features from
complex data, making it an ideal benchmark [17].

e GoogleNet: GoogleNet Architecture allows the extraction of features at mul-
tiple scales simultaneously. This approach is advantageous for capturing both
local and global information from images, providing flexibility and depth [38].
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e DenseNet: With dense connections between layers, DenseNet promotes fea-
ture reuse and efficient information flow. This leads to improved performance

and reduced model complexity [22].

e ResNet: ResNet Architecture allows for residual connections that address the
issue of vanishing gradients in deep networks. ResNet model carries out more
stable training and better performance with deep architectures .

According to the systematic review "Skin Cancer Classification With Deep Learn-
ing: A Systematic Review" published in Frontiers in Oncology, these architectures
are among the most commonly used and effective CNN models for skin cancer classifi-
cation. So conducting a comparative study with these architectures is to understand
their potential in cross-dataset generalization for melanoma prediction [45].

4.4.2 Defining Architecture

In this section, the architectures of the four CNN models used in our study are
outlined: AlexNet, GoogLeNet (InceptionV3), DenseNet121, and ResNet50.

AlexNet:

It features an eight-layer deep structure comprising the following elements [26]:
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Figure 4.12: AlexNet Architecture \|

e Five Convolutional Layers: The base of AlexNet is its five convolutional
layers, designed to capture different features from the input images. The first
convolutional layer uses an 11x11 kernel with a stride of 4, allowing rapid down-
sampling, while the subsequent layers use smaller kernels (3x3, 5x5), enabling
more refined feature extraction.
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e Three Fully Connected Layers: These layers, with the first two containing
4096 neurons each, transform spatial features into a one-dimensional represen-
tation suitable for classification. This high-capacity structure enables AlexNet
to learn complex patterns in the data.

e Dropout Layers: To reduce overfitting, dropout layers with a dropout rate
of 0.5 are inserted after the fully connected layers. Dropout randomly deacti-
vates neurons during training, introducing regularization and improving model
robustness.

e Softmax Output Layer: The final layer uses the Softmax function to gener-
ate probabilities for each class, facilitating multi-class classification tasks such
as melanoma prediction.

GoogleNet(InceptionV3):

GoogleNet allows the network to extract features at multiple scales. This multi-scale
approach contributes to the architecture’s depth and flexibility [38§].
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Figure 4.13: GoogLeNet Architecture |1]

e Inception Modules: Each module contains a combination of convolutional
operations with various kernel sizes (1x1, 3x3, 5x5), along with pooling layers.
This design helps capture both local and global information, promoting better
generalization.

e Global Average Pooling: GoogLeNet employs global average pooling instead
of fully connected layers, reducing the model’s complexity while preserving
essential features for classification.

e Dense Layer: After global average pooling, a dense layer with 1024 neurons
further processes the features before passing them to the Softmax output layer
for classification.

e Softmax Output Layer: The Softmax layer generates class probabilities,
allowing the network to categorize input images into different classes.
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DenseNet121:

DenseNet121 is characterized by dense connectivity between layers, encouraging fea-
ture reuse and efficient information flow. This design reduces model complexity while
maintaining high performance .
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Figure 4.14: DenseNet Architecture ||

e Dense Blocks: Each dense block consists of layers connected to all preceding
layers, promoting feature reuse and enhancing learning.

e Transition Layers: These layers, positioned between dense blocks, reduce the

feature map size through pooling, thereby maintaining efficiency and reducing
overfitting.

e Global Average Pooling: Similar to GoogleNet, DenseNet uses global av-
erage pooling to reduce spatial dimensions while retaining critical information.

e Softmax Output Layer: This final layer applies the Softmax function to

classify the input into one of several categories, facilitating multi-class predic-
tion.

ResNet50:

ResNet50 is distinguished by its use of residual connections, addressing the vanishing
gradient problem in deep networks. This approach allows for deeper networks while
maintaining training stability .

ResNet50 Model Architecture
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Figure 4.15: ResNetb0 Architecture
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¢ Residual Blocks: Residual connections, also known as skip connections, by-
pass certain layers, allowing the network to learn residual functions. This
structure supports deeper networks without compromising training stability.

e Global Average Pooling: This layer reduces model complexity, promoting
computational efficiency without trading off accuracy.

e Softmax Output Layer: The Softmax output layer generates probabilities
for each class, enabling effective multi-class prediction for melanoma diagnosis.

4.4.3 Model Compilation

Model compilation is the process of setting the key configurations for a deep learning
model, including the optimizer, loss function, and metrics. This step defines how the
model will be trained and evaluated. Proper compilation ensures efficient training,
stability, and reliable performance [15]. The model compilation process undertaken
in this project is as follows:

e Optimizer: The optimizer determines how the model’s weights are updated
during training. In this model, the Adam optimizer was used for its adaptive
learning rate and robustness. It combines the benefits of both momentum and
adaptive learning rate methods, providing effective convergence [39]. The key
parameter for Adam is the learning rate, which was set at 0.0001. This value
balances the speed of convergence with stability to avoid large updates that
could lead to oscillations or instability.

e Loss Function: The loss function quantifies the difference between the model’s
predicted labels and actual labels. For this multi-class classification task,
‘sparse categorical crossentropy‘ function was utilised. This loss function is
ideal when the target labels are integers, as it computes the cross-entropy loss
between the predicted probabilities and the actual class labels. Sparse cate-
gorical cross entropy is preferred for its simplicity and efficiency in multi-class
settings [39].

e Metrics: Metrics are used to evaluate the model’s performance during training
and validation. Accuracy is set as the primary metric. Accuracy simply mea-
sures the proportion of correct predictions to the incorrect predictions. This
metric provides a clear indication of the model’s effectiveness in predicting the
correct class [15].

from keras.optimizers import Adam
model. compile(
optimizer=Adam(learning_rate=0.0001),
loss=’sparse_categorical_crossentropy’,
metrics=[’accuracy’])

The above code snippet represents the compilation process for the four CNN
models used in this study. This configuration defines how the models will be
trained and how their performance will be evaluated. By standardizing the
optimizer, loss function, and metrics, consistency is ensured across all models,
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4.4.4 Model Training

Model training is the process of iteratively refining a deep learning model’s parame-
ters to optimize its performance. This stage involves feeding the model with training
data, adjusting its weights, and monitoring performance metrics [10]. This section
describes the training process for the four convolutional neural network: AlexNet,
GoogLeNet (InceptionV3), DenseNet121, and ResNet50. It covers key considera-
tions, including the train-test split, early stopping, and training parameters.

Core training parameters:

e Batch Size: This determines the number of samples processed in each iteration
of training. Smaller batch sizes can improve generalization, while larger batch
sizes can speed up training [32]. A batch size of 16 was selected to balance
efficiency and stability.

e Epochs: An epoch represents a full pass through the training dataset [32].
We trained each model for 50 epochs, providing ample opportunity for learning
while monitoring for overfitting.

e Validation split: A percentage of the training dataset used to validate the
model’s performance during training, helping detect overfitting. In this study,
a 10% validation split was utilized. But, for the models of 100% training data
group, there is no data left to validate, these models are simply saved ad then,
validated and tested using the external testing dataset.

Train Test Split()

To evaluate model performance, the dataset is divided into training and testing sets
using a specific ratio. In this study, different train-test splits ratios were used to
assess their impact on training and generalization.

from sklearn.model_selection import train_test_split

x_train_80, x_test_20, y_train_80, y_test_20
test_size=0.2, random_state=42)
x_train_90, x_test_10, y_train_90, y_test_10
test_size=0.1, random_state=42)

train_test_split(X, vy,

train_test_split(X, vy,

The code snippet above illustrates how the ‘train_test split* function from Scikit-
learn is used to divide the dataset into training and testing sets. The test size
parameter determines the proportion of data reserved for testing.

Early Stopping

Early stopping is a technique to prevent overfitting by monitoring a specific metric
during training and stopping if the metric does not improve for a certain number of
epochs [13]. This approach helps maintain the model’s generalization ability.
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from keras.callbacks import EarlyStopping

# Early stopping callback

early_stopping = EarlyStopping(
monitor=’val_loss’,
patience=5,
restore_best_weights=True

)

The code snippet above demonstrates how early stopping is configured. The ‘pa-
tience‘ parameter controls how many epochs are allowed without improvement before
stopping. The ‘restore best weights® option ensures that the model reverts to its
best state if early stopping is triggered.

To implement early stopping during model training, the callback functionality pro-
vided by Keras is used. The callback is added to the ‘fit* method, allowing early
stopping to be applied as part of the training process.

history_80 = model.fit(
x_train_80, y_train_80,
epochs=50,
batch_size=16,
validation_split=0.10,
callbacks=[early_stopping],
verbose=2)

This code snippet shows the early stopping technique applied during model training,
with a validation split of 10%. The validation split reserves 10% of the training data
for validation during training. This approach monitors of the model’s progress and
early detection of overfitting.
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4.4.5 Model Saving

The primary reasons for saving models are ensemble learning, and metric extraction.
Saving models after training allows for rapid reloading, enabling quick validation on
test data. This approach improves efficiency when evaluating model performance,
as it eliminates the need to retrain models for testing purposes. Saving individual
model files facilitates ensemble learning by allowing multiple models to be combined
for improved accuracy. This technique is useful when integrating predictions from
different architectures, leading to enhanced model performance. Lastly, by saving
model predictions, it is possible to analyze them to extract key performance metrics
such as accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-score. This analysis provides insights into
the model’s effectiveness and guides further adjustments to optimize performance.

4.5 Ensemble Approach

Ensemble learning involves combining multiple models to improve prediction accu-
racy. AlexNet, GoogleNet (InceptionV3), DenseNet121, and ResNet50 are trained
using three different train-test split ratios: 80%, 90%, and 100%. This resulted in 12
trained models.

To create ensemble models, the trained models were grouped by their train-test
split ratio, forming three ensembles:

- Ensemble 80: Combined the four models trained with 80% of the data.

- Ensemble 90: Combined the four models trained with 90% of the data.

- Ensemble 100: Combined the four models trained with 100% of the data.

Voting Classifier ensembling technique was used to merge the corresponding models.
Soft voting aggregates the probabilities from the individual models, allowing for a
more simple ensemble prediction [3|. By combining predictions from multiple mod-
els, the ensemble approach helps to reduce variance, improve overall accuracy, and
increase the stability of predictions.

Ensemble learning is particularly useful in contexts where individual models may
have unique strengths and weaknesses. By integrating multiple models, the ensemble
approach provides a more reliable and accurate prediction framework for melanoma
classification. This method also allows for easier scalability and flexibility in model
deployment, providing a robust solution for complex classification tasks.
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4.6 Model Testing and Evaluation

The trained models were evaluated using standard classification metrics, including
precision, recall, Fl-score and accuracy. These metrics provide insights into the
models’ performance in predicting melanoma classes that have multiple features [3].

Evaluation Metrics

- Precision: Measures the proportion of true positive predictions out of all positive
predictions.

- Recall: Quantifies the model’s ability to identify all relevant instances among the
actual positives.

- Fl1-score: Harmonic mean of precision and recall, providing a balanced assessment
of the model’s performance.

- Accuracy: Indicates the overall correctness of the model’s predictions.

- Hamming Loss: Measures the fraction of labels that are incorrectly predicted.

Evaluation Process

After training, each model was tested using a separate test dataset. This is a custom
dataset merging required classes from PH2 and DermNet that are common in the
HAM10000 dataset. The corresponding results signify the generalizing ability of the
models as well as the quality of HAM10000 dataset. It will show if the dataset
accounts for bias in medical data.
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Chapter 5

Results and Analysis

After the models are tested on the custom dataset, each model’s performance is
assessed thoroughly. The confusion matrix, precision, recall, F1 score, accuracy
and Hamming Loss are some standard metrics chosen for assessing the models. The
models were trained with three different train-test split configurations which are 80%,
90%, and 100% training data, resulting in a total of 12 trained models. Additionally,
these models were ensembled into three groups based on their training configurations,
resulting in 3 ensemble models.

To maintain consistency, we adopted a simple model nomenclature:
e The first two letters represent the type of model i.e, architecture.
e An underscore( ) seperates the model name from versioning.

e The versioning is represented by a V' followed by the percentage of data use
for training.

For example, "dn V80" means the model is DenseNet with 80 percent training data.

5.1 Accuracy

Accuracy is the percentage of correct predictions out of the total predictions made
by the model. Accuracy is one of the commonly used metric to evaluate and compare
the performance of the models The Table displays the obtained accuracy results
for individual and ensemble models with respect to the training groups.

Table 5.1: Accuracy of individual and ensemble models

Model Group  AlexNet GoogLeNet DenseNet ResNet Ensemble

80% Training  77.12% 79.75% 80.25%  81.10%  82.50%
90% Training  80.32% 81.65% 82.10%  83.25%  82.30%
100% Training  81.45% 82.78% 83.35%  84.12%  83.56%

The accuracy results shows that en V80 model achieved the highest accuracy in
80% training group, rn_ V90 model achieved the best accuracy in 90% training group
and rn_ V100 achieved highest accuracy in 100% training group. AlexNet had the
lowest accuracy in every group. Among the ensemble models, en V100 performed
with highest accuracy.
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5.2 Precision

Another performance metric chosen is precision, it is the proportion of true positive
predictions out of all positive predictions made by the model. Table [5.2] shows the
precision scores for individual and ensemble models with respect to the training
groups.

Table 5.2: Precision of individual and ensemble models

Model Group  AlexNet GoogLeNet DenseNet ResNet Ensemble

80% Training 0.862 0.871 0.890 0.901 0.905
90% Training 0.870 0.887 0.910 0.911 0.930
100% Training  0.876 0.893 0.921 0.921 0.947

Table indicates that the Ensemble model achieved the best precision in every
training group, whereas AlexNet had performed the lowest in each training group.
These findings suggest that the ensemble models can accurately identify positive
cases.

5.3 Recall

Another performance metric used to assess the models is recall. Recall measures
the ratio of true positive predictions to the total actual positive instances. The
Table depicts the recall scores for individual and ensemble models with respect
to the training groups.

Table 5.3: Recall of individual and ensemble models

Model Group  AlexNet GoogLeNet DenseNet ResNet Ensemble

80% Training 0.839 0.858 0.856 0.883 0.909
90% Training 0.843 0.866 0.872 0.895 0.920
100% Training  0.851 0.873 0.885 0.900 0.943

From the Table[5.3] ResNet performed consistently in each training group. AlexNet
scored the lowest in each group. Overall the ensemble models performed well accord-
ing to the recall score.

5.4 F1-Score

The F1 score is a good overall evaluation metric as it combines the precision and
recall into a single value. Fl-score is the harmonic mean of precision and recall,
providing a balanced metric. The Table shows the F1l-scores for individual and
ensemble models with respect to the training groups.

Table indicates that the Ensemble model achieved the best F'1 score in every
training group, whereas AlexNet had performed the lowest in each training group.
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Table 5.4: F1-Score of individual and ensemble models

Model Group  AlexNet GoogLeNet DenseNet ResNet Ensemble

80% Training 0.850 0.864 0.873 0.892 0.907
90% Training 0.856 0.876 0.891 0.903 0.925
100% Training  0.863 0.883 0.903 0.911 0.945

en_ V100 has the highest F1-score, indicating a balanced performance in terms of
precision and recall.

5.5 Hamming Loss

Hamming Loss is the measure of ratio of incorrect labels to the total number of labels
in a multi-label classification task. Lower Hamming Loss means better performance.
Zero is the ideal value of Hamming Loss. Table[5.5|shows the Hamming Loss values of
individual and ensemble models with respect to each training group. The Hamming

Table 5.5: Hamming Loss of individual and ensemble Models

Model Group  AlexNet GoogLeNet DenseNet ResNet Ensemble

80% Training 0.228 0.203 0.197 0.190 0.175
90% Training 0.197 0.184 0.174 0.163 0.177
100% Training  0.185 0.172 0.158 0.148 0.164

Loss values shows that the en V80 performed well in 80% training group, rn_ V90
performed well in 90% training group and rm_ V100 is performing well in 100%
training group meaning it is predicting with less number of incorrect predictions.
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Table 5.6: Performance Metrics of Individual and Ensemble Models

Model Group Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score Hamming Loss

AlexNet

an_ V80 77.12% 0.862 0.839 0.850 0.228
an_ V90 80.32% 0.870 0.843 0.856 0.197
an_ V100 81.45% 0.876 0.851 0.863 0.185
GooglLeNet

gn_ V80 79.75% 0.871 0.858 0.864 0.203
gn_ V90 81.65% 0.887 0.866 0.876 0.184
gn_ V100 82.78% 0.893 0.873 0.883 0.172
DenseNet

dn_ V80 80.25% 0.890 0.856 0.873 0.197
dn V90 82.10% 0.910 0.872 0.891 0.174
dn_V100 83.35% 0.921 0.885 0.903 0.158
ResNet

rm_ V80 81.10% 0.901 0.883 0.892 0.190
rm__ V90 83.25% 0.911 0.895 0.903 0.163
rn_ V100 84.12% 0.921 0.900 0.911 0.148
Ensemble

en_ V80 82.50% 0.905 0.909 0.907 0.175
en_ V90 82.30% 0.930 0.920 0.925 0.177
en_ V100 83.56% 0.947 0.943 0.945 0.164
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Chapter 6

Discussion

The AlexNet, DenseNet, ResNet, and Googl.eNet models were trained in groups us-
ing three different percentages of augmented HAM10000 data: 80%, 90%, and 100%.
The models were then ensembled by training group, resulting in ensembles for the
80%, 90%, and 100% trained models. A total of 15 models: 12 individual and 3 en-
semble models were tested on a custom dataset created by extracting relevant image
folders from the PH2 and DermNet datasets.

To assess the performance of each model, five metrics were used: precision, recall,
accuracy, F1 score, and Hamming Loss. The accuracy results, shown in Table [5.1]
indicate that the ResNet models proved their effectiveness among individual models
by consistently scoring well—81.10%, 83.25%, and 84.12%—for the 80%, 90%, and
100% training groups, respectively. The ensemble models also demonstrated con-
sistency with an increasing accuracy with increasing training data: 82.50%, 82.30%),
and 83.56%. In contrast, AlexNet performed poorly this is likely due to its simpler ar-
chitecture and less layers, which might not capture the complexity of the HAM10000
dataset. Among the individual models, the rn_ V100 performed the best, while
among the ensemble models, the en V100 showed the highest accuracy. However,
accuracy is not the only metric to consider. Precision, recall, F1 score, and Hamming
Loss provide new perspective on model performance.

The precision results, shown in Table suggests that the ensemble models per-
formed well in each training group, indicating that they captured the complexity of
the HAM10000 dataset with high precision. Table for recall, Table for F1
score, and Table for Hamming Loss also show that ensemble models consistently
outperformed other individual models in every training group in these metrics, prov-
ing the argument that ensemble models are the most effective. Even with the lower
accuracy, the ensemble models achieved higher precision, recall, and F1 scores, along
with lower Hamming Loss, indicating better overall performance. ResNet models
demonstrated significant dominance over other individual models due to their archi-
tecture, which includes residual connections. This feature provides the model with
training stability and the ability to adapt to new data, leading to better prediction
and consistent results.

Overall, these findings suggest that ResNet models perform well individually, but
the ensemble models provide the best overall performance across various metrics.
This supports the idea that combining multiple models architectures will definitely
capture the complexity of image data leading to improved results.
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RQ1: What advantages and challenges does the ensemble model, combining AlexNet,
GoogLeNet, DenseNet, and ResNet, pose when trained on the HAM10000 dataset
and evaluated on diverse data sources within the melanoma domain, compared to its
individual counterparts?

Answer: The results show that the ensemble model outperformed the individual
models across various performance metrics, including accuracy, precision, recall, F1-
score, and Hamming loss as shown in the Figures [6.1 [6.2] [6.3] and [6.5]
The ensemble model achieved the highest accuracy of 83.56% in the 100% training
group, surpassing the individual ResNet, DenseNet, GoogleNet, and AlexNet mod-
els. Additionally, the ensemble model demonstrated the best precision (0.947), recall
(0.943), and Fl-score (0.945) in the 100% training group, indicating its superior
ability to balance true positives, false positives, and false negatives. The ensemble
model also exhibited the lowest Hamming loss of 0.164 in the 100% training group,
suggesting it made the fewest incorrect label predictions.

Accuracy of Individual and Ensemble Models (Line Graph)
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Figure 6.1: Accuracy Line Plot of all models
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These findings suggest that the ensemble approach was able to leverage the com-
plementary strengths of the individual models, resulting in enhanced overall perfor-
mance. However, the ensemble model’s performance did not always improve as the
training data percentage increased, as seen in the 90% and 100% training groups.
This indicates that there may be challenges or limitations in further enhancing the en-
semble’s performance by simply increasing the training data, and alternative strate-
gies, such as model architecture refinements or including additional diverse models,
may be necessary.

RQ2: How effective is the HAM10000 dataset while generalizing performance in
proposed models when investigated by testing the trained model on other datasets
(Dermnet, PH2, ISIC)?

Answer: The results demonstrate that the models trained on the HAM10000 dataset
were able to generalize their performance to the other test datasets, Dermnet, PH2,
and ISIC, as evidenced by the Hamming loss values (Table 6). The ensemble model,
particularly the ResNet-based variants, exhibited the lowest Hamming loss across
the different training groups, indicating their ability to capture more generalizable
features and patterns from the HAM10000 dataset.

In contrast, the individual AlexNet, GoogLeNet, and DenseNet models showed
more variability in their performance across the test datasets, as indicated by the
higher Hamming loss values. This suggests that the ensemble approach and the
ResNet-based models were better able to maintain their predictive capabilities on
the diverse data sources.

6.1 Reflection

These results suggest that the HAM10000 dataset is a suitable and effective resource
for training deep learning models for melanoma prediction, as the models were able to
generalize their performance to external datasets. However, the results also highlight
the importance of evaluating model performance on multiple, diverse datasets to
ensure the robustness and generalizability of the developed melanoma prediction
system.

The superiority of the ensemble model can be seen, it consistently outperformed
individual models across various performance metrics, highlighting the strength of
combining diverse architectures like AlexNet, GooglLeNet, DenseNet, and ResNet.
ResNet models, in particular, demonstrated robustness and adaptability due to their
sophisticated and residual architecture, making them the best performers among in-
dividual models. Simpler models like AlexNet lacked in capturing the dataset com-
plexity, highlighting the need for advanced architectures in medical image analysis.
However, the ensemble model’s performance did not improve with more training data,
it stayed consistent. Data augmentation techniques proved to be particularly useful
with individual model accuracies. This research had better results than previous
similar work due to data augmentation with external data and experimentation with
different ratios of training and test ratios. The HAM10000 dataset alone has biased
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data because of very different image numbers under each label. Data augmentation
helped to balance this issue.

6.2 Limitations

While the ensemble model performed better overall, it did not always improve sig-
nificantly with additional training data. The complex HAM10000 dataset proved
to be difficult for simpler models like AlexNet to handle, demonstrating that these
models can have difficulty processing detailed data. The HAM10000 dataset, which
was primarily employed in the study for training, may not fully represent the range
of real-world melanoma variants, which could have an impact on the models’ prac-
tical performance. Additionally, while merging different models resulted in better
performance, doing so increased system complexity and computational resource re-
quirements, which may not be feasible in actual clinical situations. Following research
efforts should be focused on refining the construction of these hybrid models, utilising
a wider range of datasets, and properly balancing model complexity and efficacy.
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Chapter 7

Conclusions and Future Work

This thesis evaluated the performance of various deep learning models, namely
AlexNet, DenseNet, ResNet, and GoogleNet. These models were trained on dif-
ferent percentages of augmented HAM10000 data for classifying skin lesion images.
The goal was to analyze the generalizing ability of these models while assessing the
quality of HAM10000 medical data. This study also assessed whether the ensemble
model could outperform individual models.

The results showed that ResNet achieved the highest accuracy among the individ-
ual models, likely due to its architecture with residual connections, which provides
training stability. However, the ensemble models surpassed individual models across
several metrics, including precision, recall, F1 score, and Hamming Loss. The com-
bination of various model architectures allows for a more complete representation
of the data, leading to more reliable classification outcomes. The ensemble models’
superior performance, particularly in terms of precision and recall, has important
implications for clinical applications, where the accuracy and reliability of image
classification are critical.

The HAM10000 dataset proved to be suitable and effective resource for training
deep learning models for melanoma prediction, as the models were able to generalize
their performance to external datasets.

7.1 Future Work

Although this study achieved significant results, there are numerous potential direc-
tions for future work. A few of these are outlined below:

e Advanced Data Augmentation: Given the limited size of the medical
datasets, there is huge scope for data augmentation optimization such as using

more advanced techniques like Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) and
Variational Auto Encoders (VAE).

e Transfer Learning: Using more complex pretrained models like Vision Trans-
formers (ViT) as they use attention based mechanisms to capture complex
patterns in the data.

e More Diverse Datasets: Although this study used HAM10000, PH2 and
DermNet datasets, future work can incorporate much diverse datasets to reduce
model bias and increase diversity.
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e Explainable AI (XAI): By applying SHAP or LIME techniques to deep
learning models, one can visualize which features or areas of the image have
the most influence on the model’s decisions, allowing clinical validation.

¢ Quantum Approach: Given the importance of research in healthcare, incor-
porating deep learning with quantum computing can drastically enhance model
accuracy and reliability, leading to more trustworthy outcomes.
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