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ABSTRACT

Medical image datasets often exhibit long-tailed distributions
due to the inherent challenges in medical data collection and
annotation. In long-tailed contexts, some common disease
categories account for most of the data, while only a few
samples are available in the rare disease categories, result-
ing in poor performance of deep learning methods. To ad-
dress this issue, previous approaches have employed class re-
sampling or re-weighting techniques, which often encounter
challenges such as overfitting to tail classes or difficulties
in optimization during training. In this work, we propose
a novel approach, namely Saliency-guided and Patch-based
Mixup (SPMix) for long-tailed skin cancer image classifica-
tion. Specifically, given a tail-class image and a head-class
image, we generate a new tail-class image by mixing them
under the guidance of saliency mapping, which allows for
preserving and augmenting the discriminative features of the
tail classes without any interference of the head-class fea-
tures. Extensive experiments are conducted on the ISIC2018
dataset, demonstrating the superiority of SPMix over exist-
ing state-of-the-art methods. The source code is available at
https://github.com/Yancy10-1/SPMix.

Index Terms— Long-tailed learning, Skin cancer, Saliency
map, Patch-based mixup

1. INTRODUCTION

With the advent and development of deep learning, substan-
tial advancements have been achieved in the domain of vi-
sual recognition, particularly in the realm of classification
tasks [1, 2]. However, supervised deep learning methods usu-
ally require balanced training datasets. Compared with nat-
ural image datasets, medical image data are more likely to
exhibit long-tailed distributions, wherein head classes domi-

Fig. 1. A comparison of different mixup methods. We visual-
ize SPMix on the image level. As presented, SPMix ensures
to preserve the discriminative features of tail-class samples,
while other methods may compromise these features or ex-
hibit inadequate levels of mixup.

nate most of the data, while tail classes have relatively limited
samples. Such skewed datasets typically arise from the inher-
ent challenges of collecting data for rare diseases, as well as
the high cost of annotating medical images. Training deep
learning models on such imbalanced datasets presents inher-
ent challenges, as the low-frequency classes are susceptible to
being overshadowed by the high-frequency classes, resulting
in a notable deterioration in the performance of deep learning
models.

To overcome this challenge, previous work typically re-
balanced the distribution of the original data through class re-
balancing or re-weighting [3–5], increasing the risk of over-
fitting in the tail classes or sacrificing the performance of the
head classes. Recently a new line of work is proposed which
uses a two-stage training process to decouple representation
learning and classifier fine-tuning [6]: the first stage trains the
feature extractor with the original data distribution, and then
the classifier is fine-tuned with resampled data. Until super-
vised contrastive learning (SCL) [7] is introduced. PaCo [8]
introduces SCL equipped with a set of parametric class-wise
learnable centers to address the long-tailed problem. BCL [9]
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Fig. 2. The overall SPMix framework. First, the tail-class image and head-class image are augmented differently to generate
(xt1, xt2), (xh1, xh2). The pairs are respectively fed into a query and key encoder, which have the same architecture and the
key encoder is driven by a momentum update with the query encode. The saliency map of the pairs are merged and patchified.
The average value of each patch is used as the patch-based mixup ratio. The mixed features serve as the new positive pair and
are utilized for the supervised contrastive loss.

alleviates these issues by introducing within-batch class av-
erage, class complement, and logit compensation to obtain
a regular simplex configuration, but its performance is still
limited by its small batch size. Data augmentation methods
have shown promising performance in the field of computer
vision. The mixup methods [10–12] are closely related to
oversampling methods, and several recent long-tailed recog-
nition methods have adopted mixup techniques to enrich the
representation of tail classes. MiSLAS [13] employed mixup
during the Stage-1 training. However, applying vanilla mixup
methods directly to medical data may lead to significant loss
of important lesion information (Fig. 1).

In this paper, we propose an effective mixup strategy for
long-tailed medical image classification, namely Saliency-
guided and Patch-based Mixup (SPMix). Specifically, we
introduce saliency map to guide patch-based feature-wise
mixup, the saliency map plays a crucial role in clearly high-
lighting the salient region from the surrounding skin back-
ground. We emphasize the features of medical long-tailed im-
ages, particularly the rich context of the head classes. Given
that the lesion regions often exhibit lumpiness and hold crit-
ical diagnostic value, we aim to generate new samples that
better preserve these regions within the less-represented tail
classes. To achieve this, we leverage the wealth of samples
from the prominent head classes to compensate for the back-
ground components within the tail classes. We perform SP-
Mix on the feature level to generate enriched samples of tail
classes by merging the tail-class samples and head-class sam-
ples guided by the saliency map. Subsequently, a SCL based
framework equipped with transformer blocks [14] is adopted
for classification using the generated balanced dataset. In
summary, our key contributions can be summarized as fol-
lows: (1) We propose a novel SCL framework with saliency-
guided and patch-based mixup long-tailed classification task.

We introduce saliency map into mixup, allowing us to gen-
erate tail-class samples that retain the diagnostic features of
the tail classes. (2) Different from the vanilla mixup strategy,
SPMix utilizes lesion-aware mixup ratio, which specifies the
mixup ratio of each patch flexibly according to the saliency
map. This strategy is more suitable for the characteristics of
medical images. (3) Extensive experiments are conducted on
ISIC2018 dataset, demonstrating the effectiveness of SPMix
for long-tailed medical image classification.

2. METHODS

2.1. Overall Framework

The overall framework of our proposed SPMix is shown in
Fig. 2, which consists of three components: (1) By fusing the
tail-class and head-class images, augmented images are gen-
erated to construct a balanced dataset. (2) Extract the features
and mix the corresponding feature patches with saliency guid-
ance. (3) Further encode the mixed features with transformer
blocks and employ SCL for representation learning.

2.2. Saliency Guidance

In order to address the long-tailed problem in which excessive
attention is paid to the head classes at the expense of the tail
classes, we employ the head-class samples to compensate for
the scarcity of tail-class samples. Our primary objective is to
maximize the preservation of lesion regions within tail-class
samples and replace the background of tail classes with the
rich background from head classes. To this end, we introduce
a saliency map to highlight the lesion regions in the images,
with pixel values representing the degree of saliency [15]. We
utilize a static saliency detection method [16] that relies on
the calculation of central-surround differences within images



to determine saliency. This method is particularly well-suited
for medical images with distinct intensity differences between
lesion regions and backgrounds. As a result, it can be effec-
tively applied to analyze skin cancer images [17].

We derive the merged saliency map by considering the
higher saliency scores at corresponding locations in both the
tail-class samples and the head-class samples. This approach
ensures that the salient regions specific to the head-class im-
age are not incorporated in the augmented tail-class image,
while concurrently retaining the diagnostics saliency of the
tail-class image to the greatest extent.

2.3. Lesion-aware Mixup Ratio

Given that the saliency map remains constant, the fusion of
the two images consistently yields the same result. Therefore,
we introduce random noise superimposed on the previous
merged saliency map. This augmentation serves a dual pur-
pose: it elevates the complexity of network training while
imparting a regularization effect, ultimately enhancing the
model’s generalization performance. Subsequently, we ap-
ply min-max normalization on the saliency map to ensure
the saliency scores fall in the range of [0, 1]. Some salient
patches are more significant and their scores go up to 1,
so that the corresponding mixup ratio is 1 and then feature
patches will not be mixed. To facilitate the blending pro-
cess, we establish a threshold, represented as α, and scores
exceeding this threshold are clipped to it. This ensures that
each feature patch is incorporated into the mixing process,
and finally we derive the mixup ratio for each patch, denoted
as r corresponding to their respective positions,

r = min(α,max(sh, st)), (1)

where sh and st are denoted as the saliency scores of head-
class image and tail-class image.

2.4. Patch-based Mixup

Due to the fact that vanilla mixup may disturb important in-
formation in the lesion regions and each sample only has a
fixed mixup ratio, it results in the introduction of the lesion
of head-class samples or the loss of some lesion information
in the tail-class samples in the augmented samples. Most
of the lesion regions are patch-shaped, so we utilize patch-
based mixup with each sample to better preserve the lesion
information of tail-class samples. The average saliency score
of each patch is considered as the mixup ratio of that patch.
The more significant patch is the lesion region, the higher the
corresponding mixup ratio. The non-significant patch refers
to the background region, which is substituted with the back-
ground from the head-class sample. This adaptable mixup
strategy proves to be highly suitable for medical images. Our
framework consists of two structurally identical networks,
namely the query network and key network. The key net-
work is driven by the momentum update of the query network

Fig. 3. Long-tailed distributions of the ISIC2018.

during training. For each network, it typically contains an
encoder CNN to generate feature maps for feature mixup and
a sequence of transformer blocks to further encode the mixed
features. Given one tail-class sample xt and one head-class
sample xh, data augmentation is first utilized to generate two
augmented views for each sample, (xt1, xh1) and (xt2, xh2).
Then, we compute the saliency-guided mixup ratio r1 and r2
for each pair. We generate new tail-class sample by

xt1
′
= r1 ∗ xt1 + (1− r1) ∗ xh1,

xt2
′
= r2 ∗ xt2 + (1− r2) ∗ xh2,

(2)

where (xt1
′
, xt2

′
) are considered as a new positive pair of tail

class for SCL. They are fed into the query and key transformer
blocks respectively and we denote their outputs as (ft1, ft2).
(Ft1, Ft2) is the new positive pairs of a batch unit.

2.5. Supervised Contrastive Loss

With SPMix, we utilize the rich background of head-class
samples to diversify the background of tail-class samples,
thereby constructing a balanced dataset, which is then further
trained using SCL. In SCL, positive samples are all images
within the same class, and SCL can flexibly merge any num-
ber of positive values. It optimizes the consistency between
these positive samples by comparing negative samples.3. EXPERIMENTS

3.1. Dataset and Evaluation

We employ the ISIC2018 dataset [18], a largescale dataset
of dermoscopy images. Following the experimental setup for
long-tailed problems [19], we split the original dataset into
train, validation and test sets with a ratio of 7:1:2 and maintain
balanced sample sizes for all classes in the validation and test
sets for objective unbiased evaluation. Based on the number
of samples in each category in the overall dataset the rank-
ing, we categorize the ISIC2018 dataset into three subsets:
“Many”, “Medium”, and “Few” for a more granular assess-
ment (Fig. 3). Accuracy is adopted to evaluate the perfor-
mance of each subsets and F1 score is employed to evaluate
the overall classification performance. We visualize the aug-
mented images for the tail-classes Fig. 4. Our approach effec-
tively replaces the background of the tail-class samples with



Table 1. Comparisons with state-of-the-art methods. Top-1
validation accuracy of ISIC2018 dataset. The optimal accu-
racy across all comparisons is denoted in bold while the sec-
ond best ones are underlined.

Method Acc F1-scoreMany Med Few Total

ResNet50
CE (baseline) 80.00 42.50 33.33 43.93 43.13

CE-resample [20] 62.50 57.50 45.00 52.86 52.51
MiSLAS [13] 65.00 71.88 67.50 63.93 64.87
ResLT [21] 87.50 47.50 45.83 52.50 47.32

BALLAD [22] 75.00 63.33 61.67 64.29 63.66
BCL [9] 80.00 79.17 65.83 73.57 74.11
PaCo [8] 15.00 59.17 81.67 62.50 60.21

Hybrid-ViT
CE (baseline) 90.00 90.00 58.33 76.43 75.83

CE-resample [20] 92.50 86.67 57.50 75.00 74.25
MiSLAS [13] 90.00 90.62 75.00 75.00 74.12

BCL [9] 90.00 85.83 63.33 76.79 76.55
PaCo [8] 72.50 86.67 86.67 84.64 84.59

Ours 82.50 90.00 83.33 86.07 86.22

the background of the head-class samples while preserving
their distinctive features.

3.2. Implementation Details

All our experiments are conducted on a workstation equipped
with two NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPUs. Hybrid-ViT, which
combines ResNet-50 with ViT-S, serves as the backbone.
In this architecture, ResNet-50 extracts features, and ViT-S
processes the mixed features as input, then producing the
features for classification. The batch size is set to 64 with
the initial learning rate of 5e-6. All models are trained using
AdamW optimizer with momentum µ = 0.9 and the weight
decay is 0.1. The temperature is set to 0.2. The input image
size is set to be 224 × 224, and the feature dimension is 768.
The best performance is achieved when the hyperparameter
α = 0.8. The training epochs are set to be 500.

Fig. 4. Visualization of augmented images generated by SP-
Mix on the image level. The column (a) and (d) are the tail-
class images. The column (b) and (e) are the head-class im-
ages. The column (c) and (f) are the augmented images.

Table 2. Effectiveness of Patch-based Mixup and Saliency
Guidance in our SPMix framework on ISIC2018. The best
ones are bolded while the second best ones are underlined.

Patch-based mixup Saliency guidance Acc F1

% % 83.57 83.47
! % 83.93 84.08
% ! 84.64 85.00
! ! 86.07 86.22

3.3. Comparison with State-of-the-art

We compare our proposed method with state-of-the-art ap-
proaches on the ISIC2018 dataset. The experimental results,
presented in Table 1, showcase the performance of each
method in terms of accuracy and F1-score. While Paco has
improved the accuracy of the tail classes, it has significantly
deteriorated the performance of the head classes. MiSLAS
and BCL mainly focus on the performance of head classes.
Our approach not only ensures the performance of the head
classes but also enhances the accuracy of the tail classes.
Notably, our method achieved significant accuracy improve-
ments compared to the second-best approach. Specifically,
we observed a substantial 1.43% accuracy and 1.63% F1-
score improvement on the ISIC2018 dataset.

3.4. Ablation Study

To evaluate the effectiveness of each component, we conduct
ablation studies on the ISIC2018 dataset. As depicted in Ta-
ble 2, the introduction of patch-based mixup to mix the head-
class samples and tail-class samples, the results have been im-
proved to some extent. When traditional mixup is employed
in conjunction with saliency guidance, a discernible benefit
is observed. Finally, by integrating all three modules, we
achieved the most substantial performance gains, resulting in
performance enhancements of 2.5% and 2.75% respectively.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose a new framework, SPMix, to solve
the long-tailed skin cancer classification problem. Our main
idea is to compensate for the tail classes with the background
of the head classes, and retain the key lesion information
of the tail classes guided by the saliency map. Experiments
are conducted on the ISIC2018 dataset, and the results fully
demonstrate that SPMix achieves the best performance on the
dataset compared with other long-tailed methods.

5. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This study was supported by the Shenzhen Basic Research Program
(JCYJ20190809120205578); the National Natural Science Founda-
tion of China (62071210); the Shenzhen Science and Technology



Program (RCYX20210609103056042); the Shenzhen Basic Re-
search Program (JCYJ20200925153847004); the Shenzhen Science
and Technology Innovation Committee (KCXFZ2020122117340001).

6. REFERENCES

[1] Mark Sandler, Andrew Howard, Menglong Zhu, Andrey Zh-
moginov, and Liang-Chieh Chen, “Mobilenetv2: Inverted
residuals and linear bottlenecks,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2018,
pp. 4510–4520.

[2] Ningning Ma, Xiangyu Zhang, Hai-Tao Zheng, and Jian Sun,
“Shufflenet v2: Practical guidelines for efficient cnn architec-
ture design,” in Proceedings of the European conference on
computer vision (ECCV), 2018, pp. 116–131.

[3] Mateusz Buda, Atsuto Maki, and Maciej A Mazurowski, “A
systematic study of the class imbalance problem in convolu-
tional neural networks,” Neural networks, vol. 106, pp. 249–
259, 2018.

[4] Jingru Tan, Changbao Wang, Buyu Li, Quanquan Li, Wanli
Ouyang, Changqing Yin, and Junjie Yan, “Equalization loss
for long-tailed object recognition,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recog-
nition, 2020, pp. 11662–11671.

[5] Zizhao Zhang and Tomas Pfister, “Learning fast sam-
ple re-weighting without reward data,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
2021, pp. 725–734.

[6] Boyan Zhou, Quan Cui, Xiu-Shen Wei, and Zhao-Min Chen,
“Bbn: Bilateral-branch network with cumulative learning
for long-tailed visual recognition,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recog-
nition, 2020, pp. 9719–9728.

[7] Prannay Khosla, Piotr Teterwak, Chen Wang, Aaron Sarna,
Yonglong Tian, Phillip Isola, Aaron Maschinot, Ce Liu, and
Dilip Krishnan, “Supervised contrastive learning,” Advances
in neural information processing systems, vol. 33, pp. 18661–
18673, 2020.

[8] Jiequan Cui, Zhisheng Zhong, Shu Liu, Bei Yu, and Jiaya
Jia, “Parametric contrastive learning,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision, 2021,
pp. 715–724.

[9] Jianggang Zhu, Zheng Wang, Jingjing Chen, Yi-Ping Phoebe
Chen, and Yu-Gang Jiang, “Balanced contrastive learning
for long-tailed visual recognition,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2022, pp. 6908–6917.

[10] Hongyi Zhang, Moustapha Cisse, Yann N Dauphin, and David
Lopez-Paz, “mixup: Beyond empirical risk minimization,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:1710.09412, 2017.

[11] Sangdoo Yun, Dongyoon Han, Seong Joon Oh, Sanghyuk
Chun, Junsuk Choe, and Youngjoon Yoo, “Cutmix: Regular-
ization strategy to train strong classifiers with localizable fea-
tures,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international confer-
ence on computer vision, 2019, pp. 6023–6032.

[12] AFM Uddin, Mst Monira, Wheemyung Shin, TaeChoong
Chung, Sung-Ho Bae, et al., “Saliencymix: A saliency guided
data augmentation strategy for better regularization,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2006.01791, 2020.

[13] Zhisheng Zhong, Jiequan Cui, Shu Liu, and Jiaya Jia, “Im-
proving calibration for long-tailed recognition,” in Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pat-
tern recognition, 2021, pp. 16489–16498.

[14] Alexey Dosovitskiy, Lucas Beyer, Alexander Kolesnikov, Dirk
Weissenborn, Xiaohua Zhai, Thomas Unterthiner, Mostafa De-
hghani, Matthias Minderer, Georg Heigold, Sylvain Gelly,
et al., “An image is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for
image recognition at scale,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.11929,
2020.

[15] Yijin Huang, Junyan Lyu, Pujin Cheng, Roger Tam, and Xi-
aoying Tang, “Ssit: Saliency-guided self-supervised image
transformer for diabetic retinopathy grading,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.10969, 2022.

[16] Sebastian Montabone and Alvaro Soto, “Human detection us-
ing a mobile platform and novel features derived from a visual
saliency mechanism,” Image and Vision Computing, vol. 28,
no. 3, pp. 391–402, 2010.

[17] Zhonghua Wang, Junyan Lyu, Wenhao Luo, and Xiaoying
Tang, “Superpixel inpainting for self-supervised skin lesion
segmentation from dermoscopic images,” in 2022 IEEE 19th
International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI). IEEE,
2022, pp. 1–4.

[18] Noel Codella, Veronica Rotemberg, Philipp Tschandl, M Emre
Celebi, Stephen Dusza, David Gutman, Brian Helba, Aadi
Kalloo, Konstantinos Liopyris, Michael Marchetti, et al., “Skin
lesion analysis toward melanoma detection 2018: A challenge
hosted by the international skin imaging collaboration (isic),”
arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.03368, 2019.

[19] Peng Wang, Kai Han, Xiu-Shen Wei, Lei Zhang, and Lei
Wang, “Contrastive learning based hybrid networks for long-
tailed image classification,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2021,
pp. 943–952.

[20] Zhixiong Yang, Junwen Pan, Yanzhan Yang, Xiaozhou Shi,
Hong-Yu Zhou, Zhicheng Zhang, and Cheng Bian, “Proco:
Prototype-aware contrastive learning for long-tailed medical
image classification,” in International Conference on Med-
ical Image Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention.
Springer, 2022, pp. 173–182.

[21] Jiequan Cui, Shu Liu, Zhuotao Tian, Zhisheng Zhong, and
Jiaya Jia, “Reslt: Residual learning for long-tailed recogni-
tion,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine in-
telligence, vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 3695–3706, 2022.

[22] Teli Ma, Shijie Geng, Mengmeng Wang, Jing Shao, Jiasen
Lu, Hongsheng Li, Peng Gao, and Yu Qiao, “A simple long-
tailed recognition baseline via vision-language model,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2111.14745, 2021.


	 Introduction
	 METHODS
	 Overall Framework
	 Saliency Guidance
	 Lesion-aware Mixup Ratio
	 Patch-based Mixup
	 Supervised Contrastive Loss

	  EXPERIMENTS
	 Dataset and Evaluation
	 Implementation Details
	 Comparison with State-of-the-art
	 Ablation Study

	 CONCLUSION
	 Acknowledgements
	 References

