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Abstract

Prompt treatment for melanoma is crucial. To assist physicians in identify-
ing lesion areas precisely in a quick manner, we propose a novel skin lesion
segmentation technique namely SLP-Net, an ultra-lightweight segmentation
network based on the spiking neural P(SNP) systems type mechanism. Most
existing convolutional neural networks achieve high segmentation accuracy
while neglecting the high hardware cost. SLP-Net, on the contrary, has a
very small number of parameters and a high computation speed. We design
a lightweight multi-scale feature extractor without the usual encoder-decoder
structure. Rather than a decoder, a feature adaptation module is designed to
replace it and implement multi-scale information decoding. Experiments at
the ISIC2018 challenge demonstrate that the proposed model has the highest
Acc and DSC among the state-of-the-art methods, while experiments on the
PH2 dataset also demonstrate a favorable generalization ability. Finally, we
compare the computational complexity as well as the computational speed of
the models in experiments, where SLP-Net has the highest overall superiority.
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1. Introduction

Melanoma is a common skin disease which, if left to develop, can de-
velop into skin cancer and its mortality rate is quite high. Dermoscopy can
be used for early lesion diagnosis and is essential for diagnosing melanoma,
moreover reducing the mortality rate[1]. However, diagnosing dermoscopic
images can be time-consuming and tedious for physicians[2]. In contrast,
the segmentation of skin lesions with a computer is considerably more ef-
ficient. Automatic segmentation of skin lesions is considered a crucial step
in the computer-aided diagnosis(CAD) of melanoma. Automatic segmenta-
tion of skin lesions in CAD is highly desirable and will greatly facilitate the
dermatologist and improve the accuracy of the analysis. However, most of
these systems are highly dependent on the segmentation of skin lesions to
identify areas of lesions with distinct boundaries from dermoscopic images.
Therefore, it is necessary to obtain accurate lesion segmentation results for
dermoscopic image analysis and dermatological diagnosis.

Automated segmentation of skin lesions has been a topic of research for
many years, and early techniques often relied on the assumption that the bor-
der of the lesion was the most essential feature for distinguishing it from the
surrounding skin background. However, accurately segmenting skin lesions
from healthy skin at a pixel level remains a challenging task for researchers.
To address this challenge, recent research has turned to deep convolutional
neural networks (DCNNs) for automated segmentation of skin lesions. DC-
NNs have been extensively used in medical image analysis and have achieved
considerable success in various applications, including segmentation, clas-
sification, and detection of skin lesions. DCNNs have several advantages
over traditional image processing techniques. They can learn features au-
tomatically from raw data and have the ability to capture complex spatial
dependencies, which is particularly useful in the context of skin lesion seg-
mentation. Moreover, DCNNs have been shown to be effective in handling
noisy and irregular data, making them well-suited for the noisy and hetero-
geneous images often encountered in dermatology.

Despite the promising results of DCNN in skin lesion segmentation, there
are still some challenges that need to be addressed. Firstly, deep learning
algorithms tend to perform poorly when the number of samples is too small,
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which is a common problem in medical image analysis where datasets are
often very limited. This makes it difficult to train accurate models for skin
lesion segmentation. Another challenge is related to the ability of convolu-
tional neural networks to capture information at multiple scales. Skin lesion
boundaries can be highly irregular, and some images may also contain inter-
fering factors such as hair and scale ruler as shown in Fig. 1. These factors
can make it difficult for DCNNs to accurately segment the skin lesion from
the surrounding tissue. DCNNs must be able to capture subtle differences in
texture and color that distinguish skin lesions from normal skin tissue while
avoiding interference from other factors. This requires the development of
new segmentation techniques that can effectively extract the relevant features
from skin lesion images. Besides, to the best of our knowledge, few litera-
tures have been made to build convolutional neural networks with different
neural network mechanisms. Finally, most existing segmentation convolu-
tional neural networks such as FCN[3], U-Net[4], Deeplabv3+[5] still have a
large number of parameters, which leads to longer training times and larger
hardware overheads. This limits their practical application, particularly in
settings where rapid diagnosis is crucial. There is a need to develop more effi-
cient and lightweight segmentation models that can provide accurate results
while minimizing computational costs.

In this paper, we propose a novel convolutional neural network for skin
lesion image segmentation, which is based on the spiking neural P(SNP)
systems convolution mechanism. Specifically, SLP-Net is comprised of three
main components, which include the SNP-type lightweight pyramid (SLP),
SNP-type feature self-adaption skip connection (SFA), and SNP-type down-
sampling (SDS). We connect SLP in series with SDS, as shown in Fig. 3, to
form the encoder of the network. And SFA is utilized as a decoder for each
SLP separately at different resolutions. SLP is a multi-scale feature extrac-
tor, which is mainly composed of multiple sets of asymmetric convolutions
with different dilated rates. As it is lightweight, it is placed in different res-
olution sizes for feature processing. SLP-Net is an asymmetric structure in
which we discard the decoder in the network. Using a connection similar to
that of ResNet[6], the proposed SFA can then effectively solve the problem
about the mismatch between the encoder and the final output feature map
size at all levels. SDS enables downsampling of the feature maps, thereby
reducing the spatial dimensions of the data and improving computational
efficiency. We conduct a comprehensive evaluation of our proposed model
using two publicly available datasets ISIC2018[7] and PH2[8]. We compare
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Figure 1: Images from the ISIC2018, Three common dataset segmentation challenges are
demonstrated, namely, hair interference, scale interference, and lesion boundary blurring
irregularities.

the performance of our model with several state-of-the-art methods in the
field. The experimental results indicate that our model outperforms most
existing methods in terms of accuracy while exhibiting the superior running
speed and the smallest number of parameters.

Our main contributions are as follows:

1) A novel network architecture SLP-Net is proposed, which is based on
the SNP-type convolution mechanism. It has only 0.2M parameters,
which is merely one hundred and fiftieth of the parameters of the clas-
sical convolutional neural network U-Net.

2) We generalize the formulation of ConvSNP from a single channel con-
volutional layer to multiple channels and propose Multi-channel Con-
vSNP(MSConvSNP). Based on this, we propose SLP, SFA, and SDS
components. They serve as feature extractors, feature adaptive jump
connection methods, and downsampling, respectively, and can be ported
to other networks or construct new networks with promising generality.

3) To assess the potential of SLP-Net, we conducted a series of rigor-
ous experiments, evaluating its performance on the publicly available
datasets ISIC2018 and PH2. SLP-Net not only exhibited faster com-
putational speed but also achieved superior segmentation performance
compared to most state-of-the-art methods.

2. Related work

2.1. Skin lesion segmentation

Skin lesion image segmentation methods can be classified into two major
categories. The first category includes classical unsupervised algorithms that
rely on techniques such as edge extraction and threshold segmentation. The
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second category consists of modern deep learning algorithms that are based
on convolutional neural networks.

Unsupervised algorithms constitute a family of image-processing tech-
niques that heavily rely on the extraction and recognition of low-level fea-
tures that are intrinsic to the image. Remarkably, these techniques are often
computationally inexpensive and don’t require excessive GPU resources to
operate. For example, histogram thresholding segmentation can be used to
differentiate between lesioned areas in skin images and healthy ones by lever-
aging differences in color distribution[9, 10, 11]. Lin et al. [12] contrasted the
U-Net and C-means clustering approaches, where it was confirmed that the
U-Net network segmentation results were significantly higher than the clus-
tering approach, though the clustering approach was simple to implement
and much faster to execute. An active contour model and a boundary-driven
density-based clustering algorithm were also proposed by Mete et al.[13]. To
achieve faster segmentation of skin lesion areas, Peruch et al. [14] proposed
a skin lesion image segmentation technique that integrates dimensionality
reduction, color feature extraction, and post-processing. The classical meth-
ods rely on feature extraction, yielding recognition accuracy that is typically
much lower than that of modern deep learning networks. This is particularly
challenging when dealing with fuzzy and irregularly shaped image bound-
aries.

In recent years, deep learning has emerged as the dominant paradigm
for image segmentation, detection, and recognition in computer vision. The
advent of powerful GPU computing technology has facilitated the develop-
ment of a plethora of deep learning convolutional neural networks (CNNs)
specifically designed for medical image processing. Among these, several
innovations have emerged to address specific challenges in medical image
segmentation. The fully convolutional network (FCN) architecture was one
of the first CNNs to achieve state-of-the-art results in semantic segmenta-
tion. Instead of fully connected layers, FCN employs convolutional layers
to enable pixel-level semantic segmentation, greatly improving accuracy over
traditional methods. The DeepLab[5] architecture builds on this idea by in-
troducing a dilated convolution operation that avoids information loss from
pooling layers, and subsequently uses a conditional random field (CRF) al-
gorithm to further optimize the segmentation process. Another influential
architecture is U-Net, which symmetrizes the network structure and intro-
duces skip connections to fuse information across different levels of semantic
abstraction. U-Net has proven particularly effective in the field of medi-
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cal imaging and has served as a baseline network for numerous subsequent
modifications aimed at improving its segmentation ability in specific med-
ical areas. For instance, Oktay et al.[15] integrated the attention gating
mechanism into U-Net. Tang et al.[16] proposed a U-Net architecture with
separable convolutional blocks, then addresses the overfitting problem using
a random weight averaging strategy. Tang et al.[17] proposed a boundary
with multi-stage U-Nets and weighted Jaccard distance loss to automatically
detect lesions. Wu et al.[18] combined Inception-like convolutional blocks,
recursive convolutional blocks and expanded convolutional layers to propose
a modified U-Net model for segmentation of skin lesions in dermoscopic im-
ages. Benefiting from the advent of migration learning, many researchers
have used models pre-trained on large datasets as feature extractors to design
networks to apply them to the medical image areas. Wu et al.[19] combined
the transformer structure with the U-Net encoder-decoder architecture to
propose a dual-encoder segmentation network. To achieve better segmen-
tation, Abraham et al.[20] combine soft attention gates and U-Net, with a
focal loss function based on the Tversky index to solve the problem of data
imbalance in medical image segmentation. To improve the performance of U-
Net in various segmentation tasks, Jha et al.[21] proposed DoubleU-Net with
Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP), which consists of two U-Net, one of
which uses a pre-trained model VGG-19 as an encoder. Zhang et al.[22] pro-
posed a deeply supervised multi-scale network that aggregates shallow and
deep information through the utilization of the lateral output layers of the
network. A multiscale connectivity block was also devised to handle the size
variations of various cancers. Bi et al.[23] proposed a hyper-fusion network
to continuously optimize the pathological feature acquisition with user input
features based on the separation of features from lesion images as well as user
input. He et al.[24] constructed a segmentation network consisting entirely
of a transformer as a feature extractor. Although all the above methods
obtained promising segmentation results, it was at the expense of a large
amount of computational power in exchange. Furthermore, due to the pres-
ence of network pooling layers, the problem of detail and edge information
loss caused by repeated downsampling is not effectively addressed.
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3. Method

3.1. SNP-type convolution mechanism

In the past several years, SNP system and its variants have been widely
applied to image processing[25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30] and time series prediction[31,
32] as one of the classical models for membrane computing[33]. Nonlinear
spiking neural P(NSNP)[34] systems is a variant of SNP systems. NSNP sys-
tems derive a deep learning model, ConvSNP[35], which has been shown to
be effective when applied to networks such as ResNet, VGG, etc. because of
its different working mechanism from traditional deep neural networks. Fig.
2 shows the classical neuron and the SNP-type neuron. (a) and (b) denote
conventional convolutional neurons and ConvSNP neurons, respectively. We
can observe that the two types of neurons differ in their working mechanisms,
mainly in the order of activation and weighted summation. For the tradi-
tional convolution neuron, let X = [x1, x2, ..., xs]

T ∈ Rs denotes an input
signal. As it passes through a neuron, it is multiplied and summed with the
corresponding weight W = [w1, w2, ..., ws]

T ∈ Rs, finally biased with b as
well as activated by an activation function into an output signal y. However,
the signal X of the ConvSNP neuron perform the activation operation be-
fore the weighted summation with W to obtain output Y . The derivation
of the formula for ConvSNP is explained very explicitly in the literature[35],
please refer to it for details. The mathematical formula for the conventional
convolutional neuron and the ConvSNP neuron are expressed as Eq. 1 and
Eq. 2, respectively.

Y = f (WX) = f (w1x1 + w2x2 + ...+ wsxs + b) (1)

Y = Wf (X) = w1f(x1) + w2f(x2) + ...+ wsf(xs) + b (2)

where f(·) denotes the activation function. In extant networks, ReLU
activation function is generally used. b ∈ R indicates the bias. Further, we
consider the activated input signal X having an r-channel subsignal x and
set a set of weights that can be multiplied with it. The working mechanism
of SNP convoluted cells can be rewritten as follows:

Y = Wf (X) =
r∑

i=1

ϖi
1f(x1) +

r∑
i=1

ϖi
2f(x2) + ...+

r∑
i=1

ϖi
sf(xs) + b (3)

where, for any element w inW , w = ϖ1+ϖ2+ ...+ϖr, (ϖ1, ϖ2, ..., ϖr) ∈ Rr.
The extended SNP convolutional neurons are designed based on this mecha-
nism, we name it Multi-channel ConvSNP(MSConvSNP) which is shown in
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Figure 3: The architecture of the proposed SLP-Net.

Fig. 2. MSConvSNP provides more scaled weight values for the input signal
X, and it can better fit more complex data. In backpropagation, for X, each
ϖ is used individually for the solution of the gradient, instead of as a whole to
find the partial derivative of loss as in Eq. 2. Furthermore, for the identical
MSConvSNP, the weights of each scale share the same bias b. Therefore, only
one gradient of b needs to be calculated when backpropagating the gradient.

3.2. SLP-Net architecture

The proposed SLP-Net is shown in Fig. 3. The network consists of
one initblock, three SNP-type downsampling(SDS) modules, three SNP-type
lightweight(SLP) modules, two SNP-type feature self-adaptation(SFA) mod-
ules, and a upsampling module(US). All SNP-type modules are built in the
convolutional form of MSCovSNP.

The initblock is a three-layer block of successive convolutional layers that
converts the original three channels into sixteen channels. We use a down-
sampling module similar to [36], which concatenates a 3*3 convolution kernel
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Figure 4: The proposed SDS module. The input and output channels for each layer are
in parentheses. C denotes concatenate.

and a 2*2 max-pooling, both with a step size of two. As shown in Fig. 4,
the feature map with channel number C is downsampled by maximum pool-
ing and convolution respectively, and the information of both downsampling
operations can be utilized by concatenation. This design effectively supple-
ments the information loss due to the pooling-only layer. By augmenting
the input with additional channels of information, SLP assumes the role of a
feature extractor, capable of extracting intricate details with precision. The
upsampling module mainly upsamples the size of the feature map extracted
by SLP3 directly eight times to the output resolution size. We arrange three
SLP modules in the network to allow the model to capture information from
feature maps of different resolution sizes, then add the output results to-
gether by SFA module in a ResNet manner. In the network architecture as
shown in Fig. 3, the original image is integrated into each corresponding SDS
through a process of continuous scaling. The original image is downsampled
to one-half, one-quarter, and one-eighth of its original size, and subsequently
concatenated with the corresponding resolution size of SDS. This supplemen-
tation of the original image information to different scale encoder requires
only a small amount of computation. In the next two subsections, we will
introduce the proposed SLP module and SFA module in detail.

3.3. The proposed SLP module

The proposed SLP module is supported by three technologies, namely,
depthwise separable convolution, asymmetric convolution, and dilated convo-
lution. In this subsection, we will briefly introduce each of the three technolo-
gies, and then gather the advantages of the three technologies to introduce
the proposed SLP module.
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Depth-separable convolution has been used in two prestigious mod-
els, Xception[37] and MobileNet[38], which are two significant achievements
of Google’s team from the same period. Depthwise separable convolution can
be divided into two types: Depthwise Convolution and Pointwise Convolu-
tion. Among them, depthwise convolution is a variant of group convolution.
The number of convolution kernel channels of depthwise convolution is equal
to the number of groups, that is, each input channel uses a convolution kernel
separately. The standard convolution is that multiple channels share multiple
convolution kernels. Furthermore, pointwise convolution can reduce dimen-
sion. Since the use of depthwise convolution has no correlation between the
output map from each channel, pointwise convolution as a 1 * 1 convolution
kernel can effectively increase the nonlinear relationship between the outputs
of different output channels.

Asymmetric convolution is the factorization of a standard two-dimensional
convolution kernel into two one-dimensional convolution kernels. In other
words, an n*1 convolution kernel and a 1*n convolution kernel can be com-
bined to form an n*n convolution kernel. This mechanism can be described
in Eq. 4.

M∑
i=−M

N∑
j=−N

W (i, j)I(α−i, β−j)=
M∑

i=−M

Wα(i)[
N∑

j=−N

Wβ(j)I(α−i, β−j)] (4)

where I denotes a 2D image, W denotes a 2D convolution kernel, Wα de-
notes a 1D convolution kernel in the α dimension, and Wβ denotes a 1D
convolution kernel in the β dimension. Both I and W are represented in the
calculation by two-dimensional matrices, Wα and Wβ are represented as two
vectors respectively. When the 2D convolution kernel is 3*3, the decomposed
convolution kernels are 1*3 and 3*1, resulting in a 33% reduction in compu-
tational overhead from 9 to 6 parameters, though the difference in accuracy
exhibited by the model is small[38].

Dilated convolution is a distinct form of convolution in which the re-
ceptive field is increased by adding zeros between two consecutive param-
eters in the convolution kernel, without increasing the number of parame-
ters. The dilated convolution pyramid module is introduced in the Deeplab
family[5, 39, 40] to capture information at multiple scales, which means that
information is extracted from the feature map using dilated convolution with
different dilation rates.
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Inspired by the atrous spatial pyramid polling(ASPP) from the Deeplab
family, we design a multi-scale feature extractor SNP-type lightweight(SLP)
module, which is much more lightweight than the ASPP. The benefit of the
lightweight is that we can use more SLP modules in the network, allowing
it to perform feature extraction on different resolutions. As shown in Fig.
5, the SLP consists of two SNP-type neurons, the SNP-type depthwise con-
volution neuron and the SNP-type pointwise convolution neuron, both of
which are indicated by dashed boxes. SNP-type depthwise convolution neu-
ron contains four sets of convolution layers and an activation function. Each
set of convolution layers is composed of 3*1 and 1*3 depthwise convolutions,
whose dilated rates are 0, 4, 8, and 16, respectively. Each set of convolutions
is an asymmetric convolution resulting from the deformation of a normal 3*3
convolution. The number of input channels of SLP is equal to the number of
output channels. Let the number of input channels be 2N. When the feature
map is convolved by the 3*1 convolution layer, the number of channels will
be reduced to half of the number of 2N. The final number of output chan-
nels will be the same as the input channels after the 1*3 convolution layer.
Finally, the results of several convolutions with different expansion rates are
summed to obtain the feature map of 2N channels. The input image is even-
tually up-dimensioned to a 2N-channel feature map by a 1*1 SNP-type point
convolution neuron. The SNP-type depthwise convolution neuron uses the
computational mechanism of MSConvSNP, which means that the 4 groups
of convolutions share a bias b and an input feature map. The SNP-type
pointwise convolution neuron serves a purpose by encoding the multiscale
information received from the SNP-type depthwise convolution neuron. Its
primary objective is to uncover and capture the intricate inter-relationships
that exist between individual channels. The SNP-type pointwise convolution
neuron and the SNP-type depthwise convolution neuron are embedded in the
network in a residual-connected manner.

3.4. The proposed SFA module

To compensate for the loss of information caused by the feature maps after
successive downsampling, we adopt skip connections like U-Net[4]. However,
as can be seen in Fig. 3, the proposed network does not use a symmetrical
structure similar to U-Net. We only use an 8x upsampling in the decoder
stage. Therefore, when building the network, we are not able to directly con-
catenate the information from the encoder stage SLP to the final upsampling
module. Based on the issues above, we propose the SFA module. As shown
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Figure 5: The proposed SLP module. DW Conv and PW Conv denote depthwise convo-
lution and pointwise convolution, respectively. f(·) denotes activation function. r and d
denote the expansion rate and the number of zeros to be filled between two neighboring
parameters in the convolution kernel, respectively.
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Figure 6: The proposed SFA module. DS denotes upsampling, f(·) denotes activation
function. C denotes concatenate.

in Fig. 6, the SFA module is essentially an SNP-type convolution block. It
should be noted that the 3*3 convolution and 1*1 convolution used together
here are similar in form to the residuals. The 3*3 and 1*1 convolutions are
used to adaptively encode the low-level semantic information captured by
the encoder, allowing it to choose different sizes of convolution on its own.

Let XSFA =
[
xSFA
1 , xSFA

2 , ..., xSFA
2N

]T ∈ R2N be the input feature map with
2N channels, whose channel number turns to N channels after two kinds of
convolution. Then both feature maps are concatenated, finally yielding the

output feature map Y SFA
[
Y SFA
1 , Y SFA

2 , ..., Y SFA
2N ,

]T ∈ R2N with 2N chan-
nels. The working principle of SFA can be summarised in Eq. 5 and Eq.
6.

Y SFA = ψT
3 (σλ(X

SFA))⊕ ψT
1 (σλ(X

SFA)) (5)

σλ(X
SFA) = max(0, XSFA) + λ×min(0, XSFA) (6)

where σλ denotes PReLU activation funtion, and λ represents the slope on
the negative axis of PReLU. ψT

3 and ψT
1 denote convolutions, consisting of

a set of 3*3 matrices and a set of 1*1 matrices, respectively. ⊕ denotes the
concatenate operation. The SFA module is set up after SLP1 and SLP2.
Finally, by up-sampling, we can concatenate the feature maps from various
resolutions to obtain multi-scale information.

4. Experiments

4.1. Datasets

In this paper, SLP-Net is implemented and evaluated on two publicly
accessible datasets.
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The 2018 International Skin Imaging Collaboration(ISIC) skin lesion seg-
mentation challenge dataset[7] has a total of 2594 RGB images with non-
uniform resolution size. We take 2074 images from the dataset as the training
set and the remaining 520 as the test set.

PH2 dataset[8] contains 200 RGB dermoscopic images, 40 of which are
melanoma and 160 benign nevus.

Both datasets have the official ground truth provided.

4.2. Implementation

The experiments are based on the PyTorch deep learning framework.
The batch size is set to 20 and the training epoch is 50. We employ Adam
optimization with a learning rate of 1e-3, and a weight decay is 1e-4. Since
the data set is sufficient in number, we do not increase the number of entities
in the dataset. All images are scaled to 224*224 pixels and then fed into the
network. It is noteworthy that, in the experiments, we have incorporated
both rotated and flipped data enhancements into the dataset at the time of
loading data, rather than expanding the number of entities in the dataset
directly before network training. As a result, the images utilized during each
epoch training round are unique, thereby enabling the network to capture and
analyze the dataset from multiple perspectives while improving the accuracy
and precision of the system. Also because of the data diversity it allows
the network to generalize better and not overfit. To mitigate the effects of
randomness and to make a fair comparison with other methods, the methods
listed in the table were all trained four times and averaged in the same
environment to allow for a fair comparison.

4.3. Evaluation metrics

To evaluate the performance of lesion segmentation,we adopt metrics rec-
ommended by the ISIC,which includes: Accuracy(Acc), Sensitivity(Sens),
Specificity(Spec), Jaccard(JI) and Dice coefficient(DSC).

Acc =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
(7)

Sens =
Tp

TP + FN
(8)

Spec =
TN

TN + FP
(9)
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JI =
TP

TP + FP + FN
(10)

DSC =
2× TP

2× TP + FP + FN
(11)

Where TP, TN, FP and FN are true positive, true negative, false positive
and false negative respectively. All evaluation metrics have a value between
0 and 1. The closer the value is to 1, the better the segmentation result, and
vice versa.

4.4. Result

We compare the proposed method with eight state-of-the-art methods on
ISIC2018 dataset and PH2 dataset including FCN[3], SegNet[41], U-Net[4],
AttU-Net[15], EDANet[42], PSPNet[43], Deeplabv3+[40], and FAT-Net[19].
PSPNet, Deeplabv3+, and FAN-Net have pre-trained models, while all other
methods do not employ pre-trained models. Since the proposed SLP-Net is a
lightweight architecture, in comparison with PSPNet and Deeplabv3+, two
methods that also have multi-scale information extraction capabilities, we
would like to use a relatively lightweight pre-trained network as their back-
bone to compare with our method. PSPNet and Deeplabv3+ both adopt
Mobile-Net[38], which was pre-trained on Visual Object Classes Challenge
2012 (VOC2012), as their feature extractor. FAN-Net employs ResNet-34[6],
pre-trained on ImageNet2012dataset, as the feature extraction model. We
conduct the experiments according to the dataset partitioning approach in-
troduced in Sec. 4.1. It is worth noting that we do not split the PH2 dataset
into train and validation sets due to the small number of images in the PH2
dataset; Instead, we directly train the results derived from the 2074 images
in the ISIC2018 dataset and use them for testing the PH2 dataset. The gen-
eralization ability of our model can also be checked with such an approach.

4.5. Results on the ISIC2018 dataset.

Tab. 1 visualizes the metric performance of the proposed model SLP-Net
and other advanced methods on the ISIC2018 dataset. The proposed SLP-
Net achieved 93.87%, 89.30%, 95.36%, 80.61%, and 88.21% in Acc, Sens,
Spec, JI, and DSC metrics respectively. Among them, Acc and DSC reach
the highest. U-Net, the most popular network for medical segmentation, falls
behind us in terms of all metrics, except Spec. A most serious concern is that
U-Net can not effectively detect images like the one illustrated in Fig. 7(c)
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Acc Sens Spec JI DSC
FCN8s 92.88 ± 0.27 87.19 ± 1.68 95.46 ± 0.95 78.00 ± 0.36 86.10 ± 0.24
SegNet 92.11 ± 0.98 87.35 ± 1.76 94.63 ± 1.61 76.32 ± 2.52 85.08 ± 1.98
U-Net 92.99± 0.29 87.08± 1.81 95.97± 0.39 78.03± 0.42 86.20± 0.42

AttU-Net 92.79± 0.29 87.27± 0.34 95.59± 0.71 77.88± 0.35 86.14± 0.14
EDANet 93.31± 0.16 88.67± 2.92 95.64± 0.58 78.87± 0.31 86.96± 0.16

PSPNet(pretrained) 93.51± 0.12 89.85± 0.96 93.12± 0.47 79.64± 0.24 87.63± 0.14
Deeplabv3+(pretrained) 93.67± 0.28 91.44± 0.98 92.72± 1.15 80.66± 0.28 88.17± 0.18
FAT-Net(pretrained) 92.66± 1.12 88.80± 2.49 93.29± 3.67 78.17± 1.31 86.45± 1.06
SLP-Net(Proposed) 93.87± 0.14 89.30± 1.21 95.36± 0.82 80.61± 0.41 88.21± 0.28

Table 1: Results on the ISIC2018 datasets

where the color contrast between the lesion area and the background skin is
relatively small. In other words, it has a low sensitivity. Moreover, the same
problem exists in AttU-Net, a U-Net succession that has a similar structure
to it. One obvious fact here is that the pre-trained networks all appear to
reach higher DSC and JI metrics. However, SLP-Net, as a completely unpre-
trained model, can achieve the highest DSC and the second highest JI after
the first place. Deeplabv3+ achieves the highest score on Sens with 91.44%.
We fall behind him with 2.14%. Nonetheless, Sens as a model sensitivity is
required to be balanced with high DSC, otherwise, that would be erroneous,
which is particularly evident in Fig. 7(b),(c),(g). In these three images,
most of the models segments relatively small regions, whereas Deeplabv3+
incorrectly segment much larger regions. In Fig. 7(b), almost all of the area
is segmented by Deeplabv3+ as a lesion area.

The proposed SLP-Net can effectively detect not only the complex edges
of areas of small lesions but also identify larger lesion areas, as reflected
in Fig. 8. It is clear from row (a) that U-Net, AttU-Net, EDANet, and
FAT-Net all identify non-lesioned areas as lesions with varying degrees of
accuracy. We box out the misidentified areas with a green circle. Instead,
due to the absence of a multi-scale feature extractor, U-Net misidentifies
the scale table in the image(b) as well. Although this problem has been
improved on AttU-Net, there is still redundant segmentation. (c) is also a
very representative image, and many networks have difficulty identifying the
lesion area. However, with the proposed SLP-Net, the lesion areas can be
identified more accurately.

4.6. Results on the PH2 dataset.

To further validate the generalization of the model, we apply the model,
pre-trained by ISIC2018, straightforwardly to the PH2 dataset for testing.
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Figure 7: Segmentation results for different models on the ISIC2018 datasets. The first and
second columns show the original images and the groud truth, respectively. The remaining
four columns show, from left to right, the outputs of U-Net, AttU-Net, Deeplabv3+,
EDANet, FAT-Net and the proposed SLP-Net.

Acc Sens Spec JI DSC
FCN8s 92.88 ± 0.27 89.25 ± 2.86 93.34 ± 1.56 76.58 ± 1.60 85.64 ± 1.08
SegNet 89.34 ± 0.75 89.91 ± 1.77 92.27 ± 1.62 73.36 ± 1.70 83.56 ± 1.30
U-Net 90.48± 1.29 88.54± 3.85 94.70± 0.90 76.84± 1.95 85.67± 1.74

AttU-Net 90.48± 1.16 90.67± 0.37 93.67± 1.61 76.62± 3.44 85.78± 2.23
EDANet 91.11± 0.30 93.75± 1.47 91.18± 1.15 77.45± 0.82 86.45± 0.58

PSPNet(pretrained) 92.21± 0.58 95.10± 0.63 91.67± 0.36 80.26± 1.22 88.50± 0.87
Deeplabv3+(pretrained) 92.91± 0.10 96.00± 0.89 91.55± 1.36 81.33± 0.40 89.19± 0.35
FAT-Net(pretrained) 92.25± 0.13 93.70± 0.13 93.16± 0.13 81.03± 0.25 88.86± 0.17
SLP-Net(Proposed) 91.62± 0.60 92.16± 1.06 93.14± 1.69 79.17± 1.78 87.20± 1.25

Table 2: Results on the PH2 datasets
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UNet AttU-Net Deeplabv3+ EDANet ProposedFAT-Net

(b)

(a)

(c)

Figure 8: Comparison of segmentation details in the ISIC2018 dataset. In each figure,
The parts outlined by the red and blue lines are the results of ground truth and model
segmentation respectively. The area circled by the green line indicates the wrong segmen-
tation.

The performance of the metrics on this single dataset is not satisfactory.
As shown in Table 2, the results of the proposed method fall behind the
class of pre-trained models like Deeplabv3+, PSPNet, and FAN-Net in terms
of metrics. However, while the pre-trained models inherently has stronger
generalization, SLP-Net also has advantages that the pre-trained model does
not have, which are less training time, lower hardware consumption, and
faster running speed. This is explained in detail in Sec. 4.7 Then there
are comparisons with the models unpre-trained, where the proposed model
achieves the highest DSC and JI of the models compared in the table.

In the PH2 test, U-Net, AttU-Net, and FAT-Net all show excessive under-
segmentation when processing image Fig. 9(a), in contrast to EDANet, which
showed over-segmentation. Deeplabv3+ has been shown to over-segment
lesion areas on the ISIC2018 dataset, with the same effect on PH2, which
shows in both Fig. 9(f)(g). In contrast, SLP-Net shows excellent stability
in the segmentation of both small lesion areas and large lesion areas without
excessive under-segmentation or over-segmentation.

4.7. Computational complexity

All of the experiments are implemented on a Tesla P100 GPU card with
Ubuntu 18.04. Table 3 shows a comprehensive comparison of the compu-
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Figure 9: Segmentation results for different models on the PH2 datasets. In each figure,
The parts outlined by the red and blue lines are the results of ground truth and model
segmentation respectively.
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GFLOPs Params FPS Params-size
FCN 15.45 15.12M 155 57.67MB
SegNet 30.07 29.44M 108 112.32MB
U-Net 41.90 31.04M 47 118.40MB

AttU-Net 51.01 34.88M 38 135.27MB
EDA-Net 0.85 0.68M 90 2.60MB

PSPNet(pretrained) 0.58 2.41M 115 9.20MB
Deeplabv3+(pretrained) 5.05 5.81M 101 22.18MB
FAT-Net(pretrained) 30.51 28.76M 36 123.30MB

SLP-Net 2.30 0.20M 190 0.75MB

Table 3: Comparison of the number of parameters and computational complexity of each
model.

tational complexity of all the experimented models. As can be seen from
the table, the proposed model achieves better values in all metrics except
GFLOPs. The highest FPS value of the proposed network is 190 while the
U-Net has only 47. The processing speed of our model is about 4 times its
processing speed in the same computational environment. Models that re-
quire pre-training, Deeplabv3+, PSPNet, and FAT-Net, inherently require a
high pre-training cost. Due to a large number of parameters, the segmenta-
tion results depend on the effectiveness of the pre-training. Fewer parameters
mean that the model can be implemented significantly easier so that it can be
deployed and applied to real-time processing areas like mobile and embedded
devices.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose MSConvSNP by generalizing the formula of
ConvSNP and propose a novel SNP-type convolutional neural network SLP-
Net. The architecture of SLP-Net consists of two major parts, SLP and SFA,
both of which are modules inspired by the SNP-type convolution mechanism.
The SNP mechanism allows better results with significantly fewer parame-
ters. As a lightweight multi-scale feature extractor, SLP stands out as a
solution to complex skin lesion segmentation problems. The relatively small
number of parameters allows us easily apply it to feature maps of various res-
olution sizes, thus facilitating information extraction at different resolutions.
The SLP learns more global features, facilitating the model to distinguish
between skin lesion areas of different sizes, as well as providing accurate
recognition of lesion images that do not vary significantly in contrast. Fur-
thermore, instead of the popular encoder-decoder structure, we abandon the
decoder and use SFA for adaptive feature recovery. It takes a form of residual
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concatenation that allows adaptive recovery of boundary information, adding
more high-level information to the image. Extensive experiments are done
with the ISIC2018 challenge and demonstrate that better segmentation per-
formance can be achieved with less computation cost. Better generalization
of SLP-Net is also shown on the PH2 dataset compared to unpre-trained
state-of-the-art networks. In our future work, we will further promote SNP
and continue to explore the application of SNP in attention mechanisms.
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