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Abstract—Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a progressive neurode-
generative disorder with increasing prevalence among the aging
population, necessitating early and accurate diagnosis for effec-
tive disease management. In this study, we present a novel hybrid
deep learning framework that integrates both 2D Convolu-
tional Neural Networks (2D-CNN) and 3D Convolutional Neural
Networks (3D-CNN), along with a custom loss function and
volumetric data augmentation, to enhance feature extraction and
improve classification performance in AD diagnosis. According
to extensive experiments, AlzhiNet outperforms standalone 2D
and 3D models, highlighting the importance of combining these
complementary representations of data. The depth and quality
of 3D volumes derived from the augmented 2D slices also signif-
icantly influence the model’s performance. The results indicate
that carefully selecting weighting factors in hybrid predictions
is imperative for achieving optimal results. Our framework has
been validated on the Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) from
Kaggle and MIRIAD datasets, obtaining accuracies of 98.9%
and 99.99%, respectively, with an AUC of 100%. Furthermore,
AlzhiNet was studied under a variety of perturbation scenarios
on the Alzheimer’s Kaggle dataset, including Gaussian noise,
brightness, contrast, salt and pepper noise, color jitter, and
occlusion. The results obtained show that AlzhiNet is more robust
to perturbations than ResNet-18, making it an excellent choice
for real-world applications. This approach represents a promising
advancement in the early diagnosis and treatment planning for
Alzheimer’s disease.

Index Terms—Alzheimer’s disease (AD), 2D Convolutional
Neural Networks (2D-CNN), 3D Convolutional Neural Networks
(3D-CNN), Magnetic Resonance Images(MRI) , Computer Vision,
ResNet-18

I. INTRODUCTION

RECOGNIZING the need for immediate action to alleviate
the impact of Alzheimer’s disease, a costly disease

with few treatment options, there has been a shift towards
identifying people in the early stages of the disease. Not
all people with mild cognitive impairment will progress to
dementia, and while there is no current cure, it is crucial
to improve diagnostic rates to identify those at the highest
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risk early on and implement measures to mitigate further
progression [1]. The prevalence of AD is expected to rise
significantly, with a projected 14 million affected individuals
by 2050 which necessitates early diagnosis, which is crucial
for effective disease management [2].
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Fig. 1. High-level overview of AlzhiNet Architecture. The framework
processes input data through 2D and 3D modules, integrating their outputs
via a custom loss function to produce the final output classes.

A variety of computer-aided diagnosis (CAD) approaches
have been proposed for the early diagnosis of various stages
of AD using structural Magnetic resonance imaging (sMRI).
Accurate diagnostic methods, including Positron emission
tomography (PET) scans, Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI),
and Single Photon Emission Computed Tomography (SPECT)
scans, are crucial for understanding and treating Alzheimer’s
disease, with MRI being particularly useful for studying AD-
related brain changes [3] [4] [5]. The utilization of MRI is
an efficient way to study brain changes related to Alzheimer’s
disease while the patient is alive. Unlike X-rays, MRI does not
emit ionizing radiation, making it a valuable tool for tracking
the progression of Alzheimer’s disease and monitoring the
effectiveness of treatment [6]. However, accurate image infor-
mation is essential for making decisions throughout the patient
care process, from detection and characterization to treatment
response assessment and disease monitoring. So far, deep
learning has played a crucial role in guiding interventional
procedures, surgeries, and radiation [7]. A lightweight three-
layer 3D convolutional network Module (3D-M) was proposed
by [8] for HSIs’ spectral-spatial feature extraction. In their
work, a hybrid network model (HNM) was presented, ex-
tracting spectral-spatial features with low computational com-
plexity and leveraging structural information. Furthermore, [9]
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suggested filling the void by leveraging transfer learning of
2D pre-trained weights in the 3DCNN in medical imaging,
explicitly for diagnosis of knee osteoarthritis (OA) with a
focus on binary classification for knee recognition with OA.
Alzheimer’s disease (AD), is a neurodegenerative illness that
affects brain cells gradually. It’s imperative to catch this early
to avoid irreversible memory loss. This necessitates the need to
navigate from 2D Convolutional Neural Network (2DCNN) to
3D Convolutional Neural Network (3DCNN), which involves
extending the convolutional neural network architecture from
processing two-dimensional data to three-dimensional data.
3DCNN leverages the advantages of using both spatial and
temporal feature extraction to capture relevant information
from the images. By making use of a 2D convolutional kernel
in 2DCNN, it only gathers spatial data in two dimensions; it
ignores three-dimensional data. In comparison to the 2DCNN,
the 3DCNN can capture spatial information in all three di-
mensions by incorporating depth (time) into the convolutional
process. 3D Convolutional Neural Networks are capable of
comprehending both spatial and temporal data. Even between
different 2D slices, this enables the 3DCNN to provide a
more comprehensive view of volumetric data. As a result, the
3DCNN can extract more distinguishable representations from
the data compared to the 2DCNN [10].

The remainder of this work consists of the following sec-
tions: Section 2 provides a summary of recent advances in
convolutional neural networks (CNNs), including pre-trained
CNNs for feature extraction based on ResNet-18, 2D-CNN
models, and 3D-CNN models. The research contributions
are detailed in Section 3. Section 4 describes the study’s
methodology. Section 5 is about the experimental and system
setup. Section 6 summarizes the study’s findings. Lastly, the
paper concludes with a discussion of the implications of the
findings and recommendations for future research in Section
7.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Pre-trained CNNs for feature extraction based on ResNet-
18

Recently, pre-trained CNNs have demonstrated potential
in diagnosing cognitive illnesses from brain MR images.
Prominent deep neural networks like Alex-Net [11], VGG-
16 [12], ResNet-34 [13], ResNet-50 [14], Squeeze-Net, and
InceptionV3 [15] have been previously trained and utilized
for MRI data analysis. The authors in [16] developed ResNet-
18, an 18-layer deep CNN model, which was pre-trained on
more than a million images from the ImageNet database.
Employing a pre-trained network has the added advantage of
enhancing the model’s performance even with fewer train-
ing samples. A novel neural network-based breast cancer
diagnostic method was presented by [17], such that various
variants of ResNet, which includes ResNet-18, ResNet-50, and
ResNet-101, were pre-trained to extract features from ROIs.
With a mean classification accuracy of 95.91 %, ResNet-18
emerged as the most promising model in the system’s ability
to classify mammography pictures into normal and abnormal
regions. Odusami et al. [18] presented a deep learning-based

strategy to predict AD, early MCI (EMCI), late MCI (LMCI),
and mild cognitive impairment (MCI). With the optimized
ResNet18 network, classification accuracy on EMCI vs. AD,
LMCI vs. AD, and MCI vs. EMCI situations was 99.99 %,
99.95 %, and 99.95 % on the functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (fMRI) used. Imaging tools for AD diagnosis have
improved with the use of deep learning algorithms. However,
due to closely connected aspects in brain structure, multi-
class categorization is still a challenge [19]. Therefore, a
hybrid ResD method based on Resnet-18 and Densenet-121
was employed for AD multiclass classification using an MRI
dataset. Their experiments demonstrated that the hybrid model
being proposed performs better than other techniques that have
been previously used or studied.

B. 2D-CNN Models

Two-dimensional (2D) CNN has been effectively utilized in
different areas, including image classification, face recogni-
tion, and natural language processing. To enhance the efficacy
of deep learning methods for the diagnosis of Alzheimer’s
disease, three approaches were suggested to utilize 2D CNNs
on 3D MRI data, [20]. Validated on the Alzheimer’s Disease
Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset, the results show that
the suggested strategy greatly improves model performance in
the field of medical imaging. Validated on the Alzheimer’s
Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset, the results
show that the suggested strategy greatly improves model
performance in the field of medical imaging. Although medical
imaging systems for AD have improved with the application
of machine learning and deep learning techniques, multi-
class classification remains difficult because of highly related
features. For an accurate diagnosis, a two-dimensional deep
convolutional neural network (2D-DCNN) is proposed using
an unbalanced MRI dataset [21]. The model outperforms
the latest state-of-the-art methods with imbalanced classes,
achieving 99.89 % classification accuracy. 2D CNNs can
identify temporal dependencies between 2D image slices in a
3D MRI image volume, but they are not able to identify spatial
dependencies within an image slice. Hence, by simulating the
sequence of MRI features generated by a CNN and deep
sequence-based networks for AD detection, the authors in
[22] proposed a solution. This study attempts to address this
problem.

C. 3D-CNN Models

In [23], the researchers detail a method of utilizing resting
state fMRI data and a 3D CNN to predict the advancement of
AD in an individual patient. This technique gathers spatial
information from a four-dimensional volume, streamlining
the feature extraction process. The study demonstrates that a
simple deep learning model was able to classify AD with 94.58
% accuracy. Three effective techniques have been developed
by [24] to produce visual explanations for Alzheimer’s disease
classification using 3D convolutional neural networks (3D-
CNNs). The first one segments 3D images hierarchically
using sensitivity analysis, and the second one shows network
activations on a geographical map. While all methods identify
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relevant brain regions for diagnosing Alzheimer’s disease, the
sensitivity analysis method has difficulties with the cerebral
cortex’s loose distribution. Study [25] combines multi-view 2D
and 3D convolutions to offer a unique classification approach
for MRI-based Alzheimer’s disease diagnosis. The technique
uses MRI to obtain global subject-level data after extracting
local slice-level features from each slice. Their combination of
worldwide and local data enhances discriminative capabilities
when experimented on the ADNI-1 and ADNI-2 datasets.
According to [26], it suggests utilizing brain scans to detect
Alzheimer’s disease (AD) using a deep 3D convolutional
neural network (3D-CNN) with the capability of adapting
to various datasets and learning generic characteristics that
capture AD biomarkers. Their 3D-CNN, built on a pre-trained
3D convolutional autoencoder, is tailored for task-specific
classification, as demonstrated in experiments on the CAD
Dementia MRI dataset.

Though a series of studies have been carried out using
2D-CNN and 3D-CNN independently, they are not enough
to provide a comprehensive analysis of spatial information
and enhance contextual understanding, thereby causing in-
formation loss. So, it is imperative to capture spatial re-
lationships and context in medical image data for accurate
analysis and diagnosis, even though the temporal dimension
may not apply to static medical images. The importance of
early detection cannot be overstated in initiating interventions
and treatments that can slow down the disease’s progression.
Moreover, healthcare providers can tailor treatment plans to
an individual’s specific disease progression if they understand
the spatio-temporal patterns of brain changes associated with
Alzheimer’s disease. As a result, our approach aims to provide
a deeper understanding of Alzheimer’s disease by shifting
focus to a spatio-temporal perspective. The study provides
insight into how Alzheimer’s disease progresses over time
as well as how certain brain regions are affected at various
stages with the integration of the two models. This valuable
information can be used to monitor disease progression, assess
treatment effectiveness, and predict future outcomes with MRI.

Some current methods struggle with noise, impacting classi-
fication accuracy and prediction correctness. To address this,
we developed 3D models that incorporate noise as part of
the augmentation process to effectively learn and classify it.
This augmentation occurs during training but is not used
during testing. Even in the presence of noise, our model’s
loss function ensures accurate classification and consistent
predictions.

III. CONTRIBUTIONS

In this study, we propose a novel hybrid deep learning
framework that combines a 2D CNN based on ResNet-18 with
a 3D-CNN for the classification of Alzheimer’s disease. The
key contributions of our research are as follows:

1) We developed a model architecture that integrates a
2D-CNN and a 3D-CNN architecture, leveraging the
strengths of both architectures to process 2D medical
imaging data effectively. This combination allows for
enhanced feature extraction and robust classification
performance.

2) We introduced a technique to form 3D volumes from
2D images by applying a series of image augmentation
functions. This approach ensures that the 3D CNN
receives volumetric input data, which is crucial for
capturing spatial and volumetric information.

3) We introduced a custom combined loss function that
strategically combines the cross-entropy loss for 2D and
3D outputs with a mean squared error (MSE) loss for
the softmax probabilities.

4) Our model demonstrates improved performance in
Alzheimer’s disease classification by effectively utilizing
both 2D and 3D data inputs. The integration of the
3D CNN to weight the 2D CNN enhances the model’s
ability to capture spatial and volumetric information
critical for accurate diagnosis.

5) We conducted extensive experiments to evaluate the
performance of our hybrid model. Our results show that
the proposed model outperforms traditional 2D and 3D
CNN approaches in terms of accuracy, precision, recall,
and F1 score.

6) We performed an ablation study to analyze the impact
of different components of our framework; this provides
insights into the contribution of each part to the overall
model’s performance.

7) The proposed framework is validated on real-world med-
ical imaging data, demonstrating its practical applicabil-
ity and potential for clinical use. Our approach shows
promise for improving early diagnosis and treatment
planning for Alzheimer’s disease.

By combining the strengths of 2D and 3D CNNs and
introducing a novel loss function, our research contributes to
advancing the state-of-the-art in Alzheimer’s disease classifi-
cation. It paves the way for future studies to build upon our
findings.

IV. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we will detail the methodology used in our
study, including data preprocessing techniques, the architecture
of the AlzhiNet model, and the custom loss function employed
to optimize performance. Our approach integrates advanced
image processing techniques and a hybrid neural network
architecture to achieve robust and accurate classification of
Alzheimer’s disease from 2D medical imaging data.

A. Model Architecture

Our novel framework consists of two major modules: the
2D module and the 3D module. These modules work together
to leverage the strengths of both 2D and 3D CNN for the
classification of Alzheimer’s disease. The detailed architecture
is illustrated in Figure 2. We detail the architecture of both
module in Sections IV-A1 and IV-A2

1) 2D Module: The 2D module is based on the ResNet-18
architecture, which is widely recognized for its effectiveness
in classification tasks for example, classifying Alzheimer’s
disease [18], [19], [17]. This module utilizes a pre-trained
ResNet-18 model with weights initialized from the pre-trained
ResNet-18 on the ImageNet dataset; however, the final fully
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Fig. 2. Detailed architecture of AlzhiNet hybrid model. The framework processes both 2D images through ResNet-18 and 3D volumes through 3D encoder
layers, integrating their outputs via a custom loss function to produce the final classification output.

connected layer of the ResNet-18 is replaced with a new fully
connected layer that outputs the desired number of classes for
Alzheimer’s disease classification. The architecture and flow
of the 2D module include:

• Input Layer: Takes in 2D slices of medical images.
• Convolutional Layers: Multiple layers with residual con-

nections to extract high-level features.
• Fully Connected Layer: Adjusted to output the number

of classes for classification.
• Activation Function: ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) is

used throughout the network to introduce non-linearity.

2) 3D Module: In parallel to the 2D module, the 3D
encoder module is designed to handle volumetric data by
processing stacked 2D augmented images to form a 3D
volume. This module consists of a series of 3D convolutional
layers followed by batch normalization and pooling layers to
capture spatial and volumetric features critical for accurate
classification. As depicted in Table I, the architecture of the
3D module includes:

• Input Layer: Takes in 3D volumes created from aug-
mented 2D images.

• 3D Convolutional Layers: Three 3D convolutional layers
with kernel size 3 × 3 × 3, stride 1, and padding 1 to
extract volumetric features.

• Batch Normalization: Applied after each convolutional
layer to stabilize and accelerate training, refer to Table I
for details on the 3D Module Encoder.

• Activation Function: ReLU is used after each convolu-
tional layer.

• Pooling Layers: Average pooling layers to reduce dimen-
sionality while preserving important features.

• Fully Connected Layer: A fully connected layer followed
by a final output layer that predicts the class probabilities.

TABLE I
ARCHITECTURE OF 3D ENCODER MODULE.

Type In-Channels Out-Channels K-Size

3D Conv 1 3 64 3
Batch Norm - 64 -
3D Conv 2 64 128 3
Batch Norm - 128 -
3D Conv 3 128 256 3
Batch Norm - 256 -
Average Pool - - 3
Adaptive Average Pooling 3D - - 1
Dense 256 512 -
Dense 512 num of classes -

B. Hybrid Model Integration and Custom Loss Function

The integration of the 2D and 3D modules in AlzhiNet
involves combining their respective outputs to make the final
prediction. The 2D module processes 2D images, while the
3D module processes corresponding 3D volumes. The final
prediction is achieved by combining the outputs from both
modules and using a custom loss function (as depicted in
Section IV-B1 that ensures the 3D module refines the 2D
model’s predictions.

Let O2d and O3d be the output logits from the 2D and
3D modules, respectively, and let S2d and S3d be their
corresponding softmax probabilities. The overall hybrid model
prediction Oh is given by:

Oh = α×O2d + β ×O3d (1)

where α and β are weighting factors that balance the
contributions of the 2D and 3D modules, respectively.

1) Custom Loss Function: The custom loss function is a
critical component of our hybrid model, ensuring accurate
classification and consistency of model predictions. This func-
tion is designed to leverage the complementary strengths of
the 2D and 3D modules, it combines the cross-entropy loss
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for 2D and 3D outputs with a mean squared error (MSE) loss
for the softmax probabilities. The formulation of the custom
loss function is broken down as follows:

Firstly, the cross-entropy loss for the 2D model outputs O2d

and the target classes T is given by:

L2d = Lce2d(O2d, T ) (2)

Next, the cross-entropy loss for the 3D model outputs O3d

and the target classes T is defined as:

L3d = Lce3d(O3d, T ) (3)

Finally, the complete custom loss function incorporates the
above components along with the mean squared error loss
between the softmax probabilities S2d of the 2D model and
S3d of the 3D model:

Lcm = L2d + L3d + λ× Lmse(S2d, S3d) (4)

In this formulation, L2d (Equation 2) and L3d (Equation
3) represent the cross-entropy losses 1 for the 2D and 3D
models, respectively. λ is a balancing factor that controls the
influence of the MSE loss on the total loss. Thus, the term
λ×Lmse(S2d, S3d) in Equation 4 balances the mean squared
error loss with the cross-entropy losses to ensure consistency
between the softmax probabilities of the 2D and 3D models.

This custom loss function ensures that the model focuses
on accurate classification through the cross-entropy loss and
also maintains consistency between the 2D and 3D model
predictions through the MSE loss. By combining these loss
components, our model achieves robust performance and im-
proves the classification accuracy for Alzheimer’s disease.

V. EXPERIMENTAL AND SYSTEM SETUP

This section outlines the experimental setup used to evaluate
the performance of our hybrid model. We describe the datasets,
preprocessing steps, training procedures, and evaluation met-
rics used in our experiments. The typical Kaggle brain MRI
samples for each class are shown in Fig. 3.

A. Setup of the Experiment

The experiment was conducted on an Alienware m16 Linux
desktop configured with a core i9 13900HX processor, 32.0GB
RAM, and Nvidia GeForce RTX 4070 16GB GPU for training.
Also, all images in the experiment were 224 x 224 pixels. other
hyperparameters used in this study have been stated in Table I.

B. Datasets

1) Kaggle Alzheimer’s Dataset: This paper utilizes
Alzheimer-MRI data sets obtained from multiple websites,
hospitals, and public repositories via KAGGLE. The data con-
sists of preprocessed whole-brain T1-Weighted MRI Images
that have been originally resized to 128 x 128 pixels. The
KAGGLE data sets include 6400 axial images from individuals

1For the dataset with binary class, we used Binary Cross Entropy.

aged 18 to 96, encompassing the full spectrum of Alzheimer’s
disease development [27]. Please refer to Table II for the
dataset breakdown.

TABLE II
NUMBER OF IMAGES IN THE AD DATASET ON KAGGLE.

Dementia Level Classes No. of images
present

Mild 0 896
Moderate 1 64
Non 2 3200
Very Mild 3 2240

Deep learning models often face class imbalance in medical
imaging datasets due to the low occurrence of specific disor-
ders. This results in a different number of samples in each
class, which can negatively impact machine learning models’
performance and lead to biased predictions. To address this,
standard methods like Data Augmentation, Ensemble Meth-
ods, Cost-sensitive Learning, Synthetic Data Generation, Data
Resampling, Weighted Loss Function, and adjusting evaluation
measures like accuracy, recall, and F1-score are used. To
enhance minority class samples, to be precise moderately
demented, an augmentation was performed and the detail is
given in section 6.2. A 70:30 split was applied to the dataset,
and by creating slightly altered duplicates of the current
minority class samples, the size of the minority class was
increased. The overall size of the dataset on the desktop is
26.8 MB.

Table III highlights the increased number of samples
achieved through augmentation.

TABLE III
DATASET DISTRIBUTION USED IN THIS STUDY.

Mild Moderate Non Very Mild

Train 627 480 2240 1568
Test 269 27 960 672

2) MIRIAD Dataset: Also included in the experiments was
a public dataset of Minimal Interval Resonance Imaging in
Alzheimer’s Disease (MIRIAD) [28]. This collection contains
information on 46 individuals with Alzheimer’s disease (AD)
and 23 individuals with control normal (CN), shown in Fig. 4
along with their three planes. MRI brain scans are compiled
from Alzheimer’s patients and healthy elderly people. The
purpose of collecting a large number of MRI scans from each
participant over 2 weeks to 2 years was to determine whether
MRI could serve as an outcome measure for Alzheimer’s
clinical trials. 708 MRI scans were taken in total from CN and
AD subjects as represented in Table IV. A 1.5 T Sigma MRI
scanner was used for all MRI scans performed by the same
radiographer. Three-dimensional T1-weighted images were
collected using an IR-FSPGR (inversion recovery prepared fast
spoiled gradient recalled) sequence. This experiment consisted
of a 24-cm field of view, a 256-x-256 matrix, 124 1.5 mm
coronal partitions, a 15 ms TR, 5.4 ms TE, a 15° flip angle,
and a 650 ms TI. First, we converted the NII data into MRI
images using the med2image approach [29], viewed on July
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Fig. 3. Visual depiction of standard brain MRI samples from Kaggle.

23, 2024, and the selected axial planes. In Fig. 4, we can see
the visual contrast between CN and AD, and Table V shows
the number of samples acquired after the MIRIAD Dataset
was split.

TABLE IV
SAMPLES IN THE MIRIAD.

CDR MIRIAD Images Present

0 Control Normal 243
1 Alzheimer’s Disease 465
TOTAL 708

TABLE V
NUMBER OF SAMPLES OBTAINED AFTER SPLITTING.

CDR Value MIRIAD Train-test split

Control 0 243 Train = 170
Normal Test = 73
Alzheimer’s Disease 1 465 Train = 325

Test = 140

C. Dataset Preprocessing

Preprocessing is essential to improving the image data
by eliminating distortions and enhancing crucial features for
further processing. To improve model performance and gener-
alization, we applied image data augmentation, incorporating
various augmentation functions to strengthen the diversity of
the training data.

Data Augmentation and 3D Volume Formation: Con-
sidering that 3D CNNs require volumetric (3D) data to fully

a. Sagittal, Axial,
Coronal b. CN c. AD

Fig. 4. Visualization of Brain MRI Samples: (a) Different Views of MIRIAD
MRI Images (b) Normal Control-CN (c) Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) brain
imaging.

leverage their spatial hierarchical feature extraction capabil-
ities and that the Kaggle and MIRIAD datasets primarily
comprise 2D images, we developed a novel technique to
transform these 2D images into 3D volumes. This method
involves applying a set of data augmentations to each 2D
image, thereby generating multiple augmented versions that
are then stacked to form a 3D volume.

Figure 5 illustrates the transformation of a single 2D brain
imaging slice through multiple data augmentation techniques,
resulting in a set of augmented images. These images are
subsequently stacked to construct a 3D volume. Each panel
depicts a distinct augmentation applied to the original image,
showcasing the preprocessing steps employed to enrich the
AlzhiNet architecture and enhance the robustness and gener-
alization of the model.

The following augmentation techniques were applied to
achieve this transformation: elastic deformation, color inver-
sion, sharpness adjustment, salt-and-pepper noise addition,
brightness adjustment, color jitter, Gaussian noise addition,
Gaussian blur, and occlusion. Each augmented image serves
to simulate various realistic conditions that might affect MRI
scans, such as motion artifacts or variable scan qualities. This
process is mathematically formulated as follows:

3Dvol = [Aug1(x),Aug2(x), . . . ,Aug9(x)] (5)

where Augi(x) represents the i-th augmentation function
applied to the original 2D image x.

D. Training Procedure

Given a sample image from Dataset space D, we preprocess
it to obtain 2D images and 3D volume slices, as described in
the preprocessing section and illustrated in Figure 2.

The 2D module (ResNet-18) was initialized with pre-trained
weights from the ImageNet dataset, while the 3D module was
initialized with random weights. The fully connected layers
in both modules were adjusted to output the desired number
of classes for Alzheimer’s disease classification. We used the
Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate of 1× 10−4. The
custom loss function described in Section IV-B1 was used to
train the model. This function combines cross-entropy loss for
both 2D and 3D outputs with a mean squared error (MSE) loss
for the softmax probabilities. For the Kaggle dataset, a batch
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Fig. 5. Generation of Augmented 3D volumes from 2D Brain Imaging Slices using diverse data Augmentation Techniques

size of 8 was used, while for MIRIAD, 4 was used for training,
and the model was trained for 30 epochs, with early stopping
implemented to prevent overfitting.

During each forward pass, the 2D and 3D modules pro-
cessed their respective inputs (2D slices and 3D volumes). The
custom loss function calculates the combined loss based on the
outputs of both modules. Gradients were computed and propa-
gated back through the network during the backward pass, and
the optimizer updated the model weights accordingly. After
each epoch, the model was evaluated on the validation set
(separate from the test set) to monitor performance and adjust
learning rates if necessary. After training, only the weights
of the ResNet-18 (2D module) were saved, resulting in an
improved version of the ResNet-18 model enhanced by the
combined learning process with the 3D CNN.

VI. RESULTS

Our approach was validated based on the following metrics:
Confusion matrix, Accuracy, Precision, Recall/Sensitivity, F1-
Score, and Specificity.

Table VI presents the comparisons of our proposed model
to the state-of-the-art model displaying the measures for
accuracy, precision, recall/sensitivity, F1-score, and specificity
that are used to analyze the performance in a generic way. On
the Kaggle dataset,the accuracy, precision, recall, F1-score,
and specificity values achieved by our technique are 98.76
%, 99.00 %, 99.00 %, 99.00 %, and 99.20 % respectively.
As compared to our AlzhiNet model,[30], [31], [32] achieved
slightly better results in their classification tasks. This means
that their model was able to identify most of the positive
instances accurately in contrast to ours. Notwithstanding,
MIRIAD datasets perform exceptionally on all the evaluated
metrics compared to the SOTA approaches. On the whole, we
have demonstrated the superiority of our proposed framework
in terms of results from binary class and multi-class tasks,
which is important for identifying Alzheimer’s disease stages.
It shows that our method could be used to identify AD phases
more effectively and assist in tailoring treatment plans for
patients. We present the results in Table VI:

Fig. 6 depicts the visual representation of the AlzhiNet’s
confusion matrix on the Kaggle Alzheimer’s test dataset. Only
8 images in the Non-demented category were misclassified
(four as mild dementia and four as very mild dementia).
The Very Mild Demented class, out of 672 images, had 14
misclassified (2 as Mild Demented and 12 as Non-Demented).
Mild Demented had 2 images misclassified as non-demented.
It is noteworthy that all images from the moderate-demented
class were accurately classified. The model performed well
across all four classes, suggesting that it can predict each class
reasonably well. Conversely, Fig. 7 presents the confusion ma-
trix on the MIRIAD dataset, which shows that the two classes
were reasonably well predicted by the model, suggesting that
our model can cover a wide range of classifications.

Fig. 6. Confusion Matrix plot of AlzhiNet on Kaggle Test Dataset.

A. Ablation Studies
To assess the contribution of each component of our pro-

posed AlzhiNet architecture, we conducted extensive ablation
studies. These studies were designed to isolate the effects
of the 2D and 3D modules, the custom loss function, and
various design choices on the overall model performance. We
evaluated these components using the Kaggle and MIRIAD
datasets, focusing on classification accuracy, precision, recall,
F1-score, and model size. The results are summarised in Table
VII.
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TABLE VI
PERFORMANCE METRICS FOR ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE DETECTION MODELS

Model Dataset Acc(%) Prec(%) Rec(%) F1(%) Spty (%) AUC (%) Params (M)

DCNN with VGG16 [33] Kaggle 90.40 90.50 90.40 90.40 - 96.90 -
Deep-Ensemble [34] Kaggle 97.71 - 96.67 - 98.22 - -
Lightweight Deep Learning Model [35] Kaggle 95.93 95.93 95.98 95.90 - - 6.6
Transfer Learning Model [30] Kaggle 98.99 99.11 99.31 98.71 - - -
ADASYN Optimized NN [31] Kaggle 99.22 99.30 99.14 99.19 - 99.91 1.1
Hybrid Learning MRI [32] Kaggle 99.80 - 99.75 - 100 99.94 -
Curvelet Transform-based MRI [36] Kaggle 98.62 - 99.05 99.21 98.50 - 51.797
AlzhiNet (ours) Kaggle 98.76 99.00 99.00 99.00 99.2 100 12.4

CNN [37] MIRIAD 89.00 - - - 89.00 92.0 -
RBMSDL-RF [38] MIRIAD 94.27 94.50 94.50 94.50 - - 155.506
RBMSDL-SoftMax [38] MIRIAD 99.10 99.10 99.10 99.80 - - 155.506
ResNet50-SoftMax [39] MIRIAD 96.00 - 96.00 97.00 95.00 - -
CNN-SVM [40] MIRIAD 96.07 - - - - - -
AlzhiNet (ours) MIRIAD 99.99 100 100 100 100 100 12.4

Fig. 7. Confusion Matrix plot of AlzhiNet on MIRIAD Test Dataset.

TABLE VII
RESULTS OF ABLATION STUDIES ON THE ALZHINET MODEL

Experiment Dataset Acc (%) Prec (%) Rec (%) F1 (%) Param Size (M)

2D-Module only Kaggle 95.12 95.24 95.10 95.17 11.18
MIRIAD 98.42 98.51 98.47 98.49 11.18

3D-Module Only Kaggle 56.75 55 53 54 1.22
MIRIAD 61.22 65.35 58.33 57 1.22

Without-CustomLoss Kaggle 96.88 97.01 96.89 96.95 12.4
MIRIAD 99.12 99.18 99.16 99.17 12.4

Without-MSE Kaggle 97.32 97.45 97.33 97.30 12.4
MIRIAD 99.21 99.27 99.25 99.26 12.4

λ = 0.1 Kaggle 97.48 97.61 97.50 97.55 12.4
MIRIAD 99.45 99.51 99.49 99.50 12.4

λ = 0.5 Kaggle 98.76 99.00 99.00 99.00 12.4
MIRIAD 99.98 100.0 100.0 100.0 12.4

λ = 1.0 Kaggle 98.15 98.29 98.17 98.23 12.4
MIRIAD 99.75 99.80 99.78 99.79 12.4

9 Augs 3D Kaggle 98.76 99.00 99.00 99.00 12.4
MIRIAD 99.98 100.0 100.0 100.0 12.4

6 Augs 3D Kaggle 98.12 98.25 98.13 98.19 12.4
MIRIAD 99.74 99.80 99.78 99.79 12.4

3 Augs 3D Kaggle 97.56 97.69 97.57 97.63 12.4
MIRIAD 99.55 99.61 99.59 99.60 12.4

1) Impact of Individual Modules: To understand the impact
of each module, we first evaluated the 2D and 3D modules
independently:

2D Module Only (ResNet-18): We trained the ResNet-
18 architecture using 2D slices of the medical images. This
model achieved an accuracy of 95.12% on the Kaggle dataset
and 98.42% on the MIRIAD dataset. While the 2D module
alone performs well, it lacks the spatial context provided by

the volumetric data.
3D Module Only: The 3D module was trained indepen-

dently using 3D volumes constructed from augmented 2D
slices. This module achieved significantly lower performance,
with an accuracy of 56.75% on the Kaggle dataset and 61.22%
on the MIRIAD dataset. These results suggest that while the
3D module captures essential volumetric features, it struggles
to achieve high classification performance on its own. The
markedly lower accuracy compared to the 2D module indicates
that the spatial context alone is insufficient and must be
complemented by the detailed features captured by 2D slices.

2) Effect of the Custom Loss Function: We then evaluated
the impact of the custom loss function by conducting experi-
ments with different configurations:

Without Custom Loss: To examine the role of our custom
loss function, we trained the model without it, reverting to
standard loss components. The results demonstrated a slight
drop in performance, with accuracy scores of 96.88% on
Kaggle and 99.12% on MIRIAD. This indicates that the
custom loss contributes positively to the model’s performance,
enhancing the consistency between the 2D and 3D module
predictions.

Without MSE Loss Component: In this experiment, we
removed the MSE component from the custom loss function,
using only the cross-entropy losses from the 2D and 3D
modules. The performance dropped to 97.32% on Kaggle and
99.21% on MIRIAD, indicating that the consistency between
the 2D and 3D predictions enforced by the MSE loss is crucial
for optimal performance.

Varying λ Values: We experimented with different val-
ues of the balancing factor λ in the custom loss function.
We found that a λ value of 0.5 provided the best balance,
achieving 98.76% accuracy on Kaggle and 99.98% accuracy
on MIRIAD. Higher or lower values resulted in decreased per-
formance, emphasizing the importance of carefully balancing
the contributions of the cross-entropy and MSE losses.

3) Impact of 3D Volume Construction: To evaluate the
impact of the 3D volume construction, we varied the number
of augmentations used to create the 3D volumes:

Different Number of Augmentations: The construction of
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3D volumes was tested with 3, 6, and 9 augmentations to
determine the optimal depth for capturing volumetric features.
The best performance was observed with 9 augmentations,
which achieved an accuracy of 98.76% on Kaggle and 99.98%
on MIRIAD. Reducing the number of augmentations to 6
resulted in a slight drop in performance, with accuracy falling
to 98.12% on Kaggle and 99.74% on MIRIAD. The 3 aug-
mentations scenario yielded the lowest performance among the
three, indicating that more comprehensive volumetric features
are captured when a higher number of augmentations is used.
This suggests that the depth and richness of the 3D volumes
are important for maximizing the model’s ability to generalize
and accurately classify medical images.

In summary, the ablation studies on different components
of AlzhiNet confirm that the integration of both the 2D and
3D modules, supported by a carefully balanced custom loss
function, is key to the success of the AlzhiNet architecture.
The 2D module provides detailed feature extraction from the
slices, while the 3D module adds crucial spatial context. The
custom loss function, particularly the inclusion of the MSE
component, ensures coherence between these two modules,
resulting in superior performance. The number of augmenta-
tions used in constructing 3D volumes also plays an important
role, with more augmentations leading to better performance,
as evidenced by the results from both the Kaggle and MIRIAD
datasets. These findings underline the robustness and efficacy
of the AlzhiNet model in handling complex medical imaging
tasks.

B. Testing with Noise
To test further test robustness of our proposed approach,

we conducted an ablation study on AlzhiNet under various
perturbation scenarios, including Gaussian noise, brightness,
contrast, salt and pepper noise, colour jitter, and occlusion. A
visualisation of image sample under different pertubations is
presented in Fig 8. These ablation experiments are essential
to understanding the resilience of the model to real-world
distortions that may occur in medical imaging data, such as the
AlzhiNet. A visualization of the accuracy plot is presented in
Fig. 9. For this experiment, we tested only on the Alzheimer’s
Kaggle dataset.

For each type of perturbation, we applied a range of
intensities to the dataset input before passing it on to either the
AlzhiNet or ResNet-18 model and evaluated their performance
across key metrics: accuracy, precision, recall, F1 score, speci-
ficity, and the AUC score. The results of these experiments are
presented in Table VII.

1) Gaussian Noise: Gaussian noise was introduced at vary-
ing levels (0.03 to 0.15) to assess how well the models could
handle random noise in the data. As shown in the table,
AlzhiNet consistently outperformed ResNet-18 across all noise
levels. Notably, AlzhiNet achieved the highest accuracy of
98.34% at a noise level of 0.03, with precision, recall, F1
score, and specificity all at 99%. As the noise intensity
increased, both models experienced a decrease in performance,
but AlzhiNet maintained a higher level of robustness, retain-
ing an accuracy of 66.44% even at the highest noise level,
compared to ResNet-18’s 65.6%.

2) Brightness Adjustment: We adjusted the brightness of
the input images in increments from 0.5 to 1.0 to test the
models’ ability to handle varying lighting conditions. AlzhiNet
again demonstrated superior performance, particularly at lower
brightness levels. For instance, at a brightness level of 0.5,
AlzhiNet achieved an accuracy of 98.44% with precision,
recall, and F1 score all at 99%. ResNet-18, on the other
hand, showed a noticeable drop in performance as brightness
increased, particularly at the highest brightness level, where
its accuracy fell to 73.50%.

3) Contrast Adjustment: To evaluate the models under
different contrast conditions, the contrast was adjusted from
0.5 to 1.0. AlzhiNet showed strong performance across the
board, with the best results observed at lower contrast levels.
For example, at a contrast level of 0.5, AlzhiNet achieved an
accuracy of 98.34% with all other metrics close to or at 99%.
In comparison, ResNet-18’s performance was slightly lower,
especially at the highest contrast level, where it recorded an
accuracy of 65.6%.

4) Salt and Pepper Noise: Salt and pepper noise, which
simulates data corruption by randomly flipping pixels, was
applied at levels ranging from 1% to 2.5%. Both models
struggled significantly with this type of noise, but AlzhiNet
maintained better overall performance. For example, at a noise
level of 1%, AlzhiNet recorded an accuracy of 50.00% with a
specificity of 75%, compared to ResNet-18’s 45.9% accuracy
and 81% specificity. This indicates that while both models are
sensitive to salt and pepper noise, AlzhiNet is slightly more
resilient.

5) Colour Jitter: Colour jitter was introduced at varying
intensities (10% to 50%) to test the model’s robustness to
changes in hue, saturation, and brightness. AlzhiNet performed
exceptionally well under these conditions, particularly at lower
levels of jitter. At a 10% jitter level, AlzhiNet achieved an
accuracy of 98.81% with perfect or near-perfect scores across
all other metrics. ResNet-18 also performed well but showed a
larger decline in performance as the jitter intensity increased,
particularly at the 50% level.

6) Occlusion: Finally, The occlusion tests involved mask-
ing out portions of the input images with varying levels
of occlusion (ranging from 4% to 12%). As seen from the
results, both models showed some degradation in performance
with increasing occlusion, but AlzhiNet demonstrated greater
resilience compared to ResNet-18. At a 4% occlusion level,
AlzhiNet achieved an accuracy of 96.89%, outperforming
ResNet-18, which scored 95.49%. As the occlusion increased,
AlzhiNet maintained a higher performance, with an accuracy
of 94.4% even at 12% occlusion. In contrast, ResNet-18
exhibited a more substantial drop in performance, reaching
89.89% accuracy at the same occlusion level.

7) Summary of Findings: Overall, the experiments on test-
ing with noises clearly indicate that AlzhiNet is more robust
to various perturbations compared to ResNet-18. AlzhiNet
consistently delivered better performance across all types of
noise and distortions, making it a more reliable choice for
real-world applications where medical imaging data may be
subject to various forms of degradation. The bolded results
in Table VII highlight AlzhiNet’s superior performance across
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TABLE VIII
RESULTS OF ABLATION STUDIES ON THE ALZHINET AND RESNET-18 MODELS

Experiment Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score Specificity

Gaussian Noise @ 0.03 ResNet-18 97.98 97 97 98 99
AlzhiNet 98.34 99 99 99 99

Gaussian Noise @ 0.06 ResNet-18 97.10 98 95 96 99
AlzhiNet 97.87 99 97 98 99

Gaussian Noise @ 0.09 ResNet-18 95.00 97 84 85 88
AlzhiNet 95.18 97 89 92 98

Gaussian Noise @ 0.12 ResNet-18 80.85 88 72 76 78
AlzhiNet 87.24 90 80 83 95

Gaussian Noise @ 0.15 ResNet-18 65.6 62 52 52 61
AlzhiNet 66.44 77 61 56 88

Brightness @ 0.5 ResNet-18 95.44 94 97 95 98
AlzhiNet 98.44 99 99 99 99

Brightness @ 0.6 ResNet-18 92.53 86 94 89 97
AlzhiNet 97.56 94 98 96 99

Brightness @ 0.7 ResNet-18 87.60 77 91 79 95
AlzhiNet 95.9 88 96 91 98

Brightness @ 0.8 ResNet-18 81.79 72 84 71 94
AlzhiNet 90.46 77 91 78 97

Brightness @ 0.9 ResNet-18 77.19 70 81 67 93
AlzhiNet 85.17 75 87 72 95

Brightness @ 1.0 ResNet-18 73.50 70 76 64 92
AlzhiNet 80.08 73 80 67 94

Contrast @ 0.5 ResNet-18 97.98 97 97 98 99
AlzhiNet 98.34 99 99 99 99

Contrast @ 0.6 ResNet-18 97.10 98 95 96 99
AlzhiNet 97.87 99 97 98 99

Contrast @ 0.7 ResNet-18 95.00 97 84 85 88
AlzhiNet 95.18 97 89 92 98

Contrast @ 0.8 ResNet-18 80.85 88 72 76 78
AlzhiNet 87.24 90 80 83 95

Contrast @ 0.9 ResNet-18 65.6 62 52 52 61
AlzhiNet 66.44 77 61 56 88

Contrast @ 1.0 ResNet-18 50.00 50 50 50 50
AlzhiNet 50.00 50 50 50 50

Salt & Pepper @ 1% ResNet-18 45.90 29 21 18 81
AlzhiNet 50.00 37 25 17 75

Salt & Pepper @ 1.5% ResNet-18 44.50 29 20 16 80
AlzhiNet 49.84 37 25 17 75

Salt & Pepper @ 2.0% ResNet-18 45.59 29 21 17 79
AlzhiNet 49.84 37 25 17 75

Salt & Pepper @ 2.5% ResNet-18 47.10 29 23 17 78
AlzhiNet 49.95 37 25 17 75

Color Jitter @ 10% ResNet-18 98.29 99 98 98 99
AlzhiNet 98.81 99 99 99 99

Color Jitter @ 20% ResNet-18 97.72 99 97 98 99
AlzhiNet 98.76 99 99 99 99

Color Jitter @ 30% ResNet-18 96.78 98 97 99 99
AlzhiNet 98.55 99 99 99 99

Color Jitter @ 40% ResNet-18 94.71 95 94 98 98
AlzhiNet 98.13 98 98 98 99

Color Jitter @ 50% ResNet-18 90.92 82 93 85 97
AlzhiNet 97.3 92 97 94 99

Occlusion @ 0.04 ResNet-18 95.49 95 96 95 98
AlzhiNet 96.89 98 97 99 100

Occlusion @ 0.06 ResNet-18 94.50 93 95 94 98
AlzhiNet 96.01 94 96 95 98

Occlusion @ 0.08 ResNet-18 94.24 89 96 92 98
AlzhiNet 96.68 97 97 97 99

Occlusion @ 0.1 ResNet-18 93.26 87 95 90 97
AlzhiNet 94.4 90 95 92 98

Occlusion @ 0.12 ResNet-18 89.89 80 93 85 96
AlzhiNet 94.4 90 95 92 98
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Image before Noise

Fig. 8. Visualization of various noise and perturbation levels applied to the dataset, including Gaussian noise, brightness, contrast, color jitter, occlusion,
and salt and pepper noise. Each row demonstrates the effect of increasing the intensity of the perturbation on the input image.

multiple metrics and perturbation types.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduced AlzhiNet, a hybrid deep learn-
ing model for the classification of Alzheimer’s disease from
medical imaging data (Brain sMRI). By integrating 2D and 3D
CNN architectures, AlzhiNet effectively leverages both spatial
and volumetric features, resulting in improved classification
accuracy. Our approach is further enhanced by a custom loss
function that ensures consistency between the outputs of the
2D and 3D modules.

The results of our extensive experiments demonstrate the
efficacy of the AlzhiNet model. The hybrid architecture outper-
forms individual 2D and 3D models, highlighting the impor-
tance of combining these complementary data representations.
The ablation studies further reveal the critical role of the
custom loss function, particularly the inclusion of the mean
squared error term, in maintaining consistency between the
model’s predictions and enhancing overall performance.

Moreover, the results indicate that the depth and quality
of the 3D volumes, generated from augmented 2D slices,
significantly impact model accuracy. Careful selection of the
weighting factors in the hybrid prediction also plays a vital
role in achieving optimal performance.

In summary, AlzhiNet demonstrates robust performance
across different datasets, with the hybrid model achieving
state-of-the-art results on both the Kaggle and MIRIAD
datasets. Our findings underscore the value of integrating 2D
and 3D CNNs in medical imaging tasks and suggest that
future work could explore additional modalities or even more
sophisticated hybrid architectures. The success of AlzhiNet
points toward promising avenues for the development of
more effective tools for the early diagnosis and treatment of

Alzheimer’s disease, ultimately contributing to better patient
outcomes.

Future research could extend this work by exploring the
integration of additional imaging modalities or employing
more advanced network architectures to further improve clas-
sification accuracy. Additionally, the application of AlzhiNet
to other neurodegenerative diseases could provide valuable
insights and contribute to the broader field of medical image
analysis.
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