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A B S T R A C T

Recently, transfer learning and self-supervised learning have gained significant attention within
the medical field due to their ability to mitigate the challenges posed by limited data availability,
improve model generalisation, and reduce computational expenses. Leveraging pre-trained features
from analogous domains, these methodologies prove instrumental in improving model performance
and addressing data scarcity issues stemming from the privacy concerns associated with patient
data sharing and the exorbitant costs involved in collecting medical test data. Consequently, trans-
fer learning and self-supervised learning hold immense potential for advancing medical research.
However, it is crucial to recognise that transfer learning and self-supervised learning architectures
exhibit distinct advantages and limitations, manifesting variations in accuracy, training speed, and
robustness. Asserting the superiority of one method over the other across all contexts is irresponsible,
leaving researchers grappling with the challenge of selecting the most fitting method and configuration
for their specific scenarios. This not only engenders confusion during method selection, but also
leads to inefficient utilisation of computational resources, potentially compromising the reliability
of experimental outcomes. To address this dilemma, we carried out a comparative study between
transfer learning and self-supervised learning methods through experimentation. Two widely adopted
deep learning models, Xception and ResNet, were employed to extract features under transfer learning
and self-supervised learning settings respectively. Subsequently, these pre-trained models underwent
fine-tuning and testing using both colourful (Kvasirv2, EyePacs) and grey-scale (BusI, chest CT)
medical datasets. The findings of this study revealed that transfer learning setting demonstrated
better performance on colourful datasets, achieving an accuracy of 96.4% on the Kvasirv2 dataset
and 92.1% on the EyePacs dataset. In contrast, the self-supervised learning method has shown
superior performance on grey-scale datasets, achieving an accuracy of 90% and 97.22% on BusI
and chest CT datasets, both exceeding recent state-of-the-art models. Furthermore, considering the
data imbalance problem and domain mismatch issue that occurs frequently in the medical field, we
conducted experiments using two data-altering techniques (data augmentation and down-sampling)
and the double fine-tuning technique combined with proposed pre-trained transfer learning and self-
supervised learning models to compare their efficiency in handling those issues. The experimental
result reveals that the data augmentation method can improve the robustness of pre-trained models
towards imbalanced data, while the down-sampling methods have minor improvements. The double
fine-tuning technique has been proved to effectively reduce the domain mismatch problem without
using a large number of pre-training data. This comprehensive analysis investigates the influence
of colour information, dataset size, and dissimilar transfer issues in the medical field, and uses
explainable artificial intelligence techniques to evaluate the reliability of the pre-trained models. The
insights gleaned from this research provide valuable guidance in selecting the appropriate pre-training
settings in various scenarios, with potential applications extending beyond medical research.

1. Introduction
Transfer Learning (TL) and Self-supervised Learning

(SSL) methodologies strive to enhance the performance
of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) in target do-
mains by capitalising on preexisting knowledge derived from
analogous domains. In recent years, these techniques have
emerged as pivotal contributors to advances in computer
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vision, particularly within the medical domain. Their signif-
icance lies in mitigating data dependence during the train-
ing of high-performance deep learning (DL) models, while
simultaneously reducing computational costs and training
time. Traditional supervised DL architectures, exemplified
by models such as AlexNet (Krizhevsky et al., 2012) and
ResNet (He et al., 2016), are based heavily on abundant,
well-labelled data for feature acquisition and subsequent
task support. In the medical realm, where data annotation
requires expert intervention, the scarcity and expense of
labelled data make the architectures employing TL and SSL
methods increasingly appealing. These methods not only
elevate model performance and alleviate overfitting risks,
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but also enhance model reusability. The success of pre-
trained methods is largely due to the advent of ImageNet
(Russakovsky et al., 2015), a massive publicly available
dataset comprising more than 1.2 million images classified
into 1,000 classes. ImageNet’s rich data repertoire facilitates
seamless knowledge transfer to diverse fields, notably con-
tributing to the effectiveness of pre-trained models.

In the medical domain, transfer learning has undergone
extensive refinement, producing various designs and im-
provements that increase its efficacy in various diseases (Niu
et al., 2020). In contrast, self-supervised learning, a more
recent entrant, has gained prominence by achieving state-
of-the-art supervised representation learning model perfor-
mance without relying on additional manual annotations.
Recognising the practical importance of TL and SSL in
computer vision tasks, researchers have diligently bench-
marked their performance, seeking information for future ar-
chitectural advancements (Hosseinzadeh Taher et al., 2021).
Recent investigations encompass diverse aspects such as the
suitability of different architectures, the relevance of source
and target domains, the exploration of various pretext tasks,
analysis of the impact of the size of the pre-training dataset,
and evaluation of the model capacity on the performance of
downstream tasks (Neyshabur et al., 2020; Ericsson et al.,
2022b). Despite the strides made in TL and SSL studies,
emerging research suggests that the ubiquitous ImageNet
may not be optimal for the medical field (Raghu et al.,
2019). The inherent dissimilarity between natural images in
ImageNet and medical images raises concerns about domain
mismatch adversely affecting downstream task training. A
’medical version ImageNet’ is conspicuously absent, com-
pelling researchers to turn to SSL methods that do not need
manual labels during pre-training. However, there is still a
notable gap in understanding how well these pre-training
methods perform in various scenarios.

Based on our recent study (Zhao et al., 2023), we ob-
served that the majority of recent TL methods still tend to
operate within a supervised learning framework, allowing
models to acquire features from meticulously annotated data.
In contrast, SSL methods are performed under the unsu-
pervised learning setting by leveraging data augmentation
techniques to create corresponding pseudo-labels, eliminat-
ing the necessity for conventional human supervision dur-
ing training. This methodological contrast yields distinctive
strengths and weaknesses in data types, sizes, and domains.
However, the limited understanding of these two pre-trained
methods has resulted in adverse effects on model perfor-
mance and robustness across varied environments. This gap
places an increased burden on researchers, necessitating a
nuanced understanding of both methods and amplifying time
and computational costs in numerous research endeavours.

Some researchers have begun to take note of this knowl-
edge gap between TL and SSL methods and have endeav-
oured to address this issue. Yang et al. (2020) have con-
ducted a comparative experiment of the two pre-training
methods to analyse the impact of domain similarity on the
two pre-training methods, across various source and target

domains, covering daily objects, natural environments, and
even medical data. However, their research did not consider
the difference and influence of image colour information,
target dataset size, and data imbalance issues, which are
important conditions in the training process and have often
faced challenges in the medical field. Moreover, they did not
consider the robustness of their model, since it is vital for
models to provide explainable and reliable answers instead
of simply providing the correct answers in the medical field.
Azizi et al. (2023) elucidated the benefits of the SSL method,
noting its ability to achieve comparable performance with
TL models while using less than 10% of the target domain
data. However, their investigation primarily focused on the
development of sophisticated SSL architectures rather than
undertaking a comprehensive comparative analysis of the
two methodologies.

To solve the current knowledge gap between TL and SSL
methods and provide supporting evidence to our previous
work, this study aims to dive deeper into the factors that
influence the performance of TL and SSL methods and
provide guidance to researchers in choosing suitable pre-
training settings. A comparative experiment using both pre-
trained methods was designed to identify the effectiveness of
these pre-training methods in multiple imaging modalities
and recognising potential limitations is of utmost impor-
tance. Meanwhile, we utilised two data-altering methods
including data augmentation and down-sampling to solve
the data imbalance problem that occurred in the target
datasets and employed the double fine-tuning technique to
solve the potential domain mismatch issues between source
data and target medical data. Furthermore, one Explainable
Artificial Intelligence (XAI) technique was used to analyse
the reliability and robustness of two pre-trained models,
providing evidence for the pre-trained models in learning
useful features. The knowledge gained from this study will
streamline the experimental setup phase, saving valuable
time and resources, and pave the way for future advance-
ments in both the TL and SSL methods. Thus, we would like
to emphasise the contributions of this study to knowledge:
1. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first comparative
evaluation between TL and SSL methods that compare their
strengths and weaknesses on different colourful and grey-
scale medical datasets.
2. A detailed review of the pre-trained TL and SSL methods
across varied target dataset sizes revealed nuanced perfor-
mance dynamics, demonstrating better stability of the pre-
trained SSL method towards small datasets compared to the
TL method.
3. The XAI technique has been used in analysing the two
pre-trained methods, elucidating the superior reliability and
robustness of the SSL method compared to the TL method.
4. An examination of two data-altering techniques coupled
with pre-trained methodologies has been conducted to ad-
dress data imbalance issues, elucidate the pronounced effec-
tiveness and performance superiority of the data-augmentation
technique.
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5. A strategic application and evaluation of the double fine-
tuning technique within the proposed pre-trained models
underscored its instrumental role in augmenting the models’
performance and fortifying their robustness.
6. The proposition of two pre-trained models, instantiated
using TL and SSL methods, produced results that exceeded
current state-of-the-art CNN models on various publicly
available medical datasets.

This introduction section provides background and con-
tributions of our research; the subsequent segments of the
paper are organised as follows: The second section delves
into the current applications and research of DL, TL, and
SSL methods in the medical field and reveals several com-
mon limitations within pre-trained methods. The third sec-
tion then presents the details of the datasets used and outlines
the methods proposed in this study, elucidating the experi-
mental process. The fourth section compiles the results of
the experiment and performs a comparative analysis of the
performance of the two pre-trained methods, demonstrating
their effectiveness in diverse medical datasets. Finally, the
last section summarised the findings of this study, providing
a guideline for selecting appropriate pre-trained methods in
various medical application scenarios.

2. Literature Review
In this section, we briefly review the applications of

deep learning, transfer learning, and self-supervised learning
in the field of medical imaging. Additionally, we highlight
recent constraints encountered in the application of transfer
learning and self-supervised learning within medical con-
texts.

2.1. Deep Learning for Medical Imaging Tasks
Deep learning has emerged as a highly promising tech-

nique for various analytical tasks, encompassing classifi-
cation, segmentation, and generation. Within the medical
field, the primary objective of DL models is to detect and
locate diseases quickly and efficiently, assisting physicians in
rapid diagnoses. As these models demonstrate considerable
prowess in medical tasks, an increasing number of DL mod-
els are proposed and implemented in this domain. However,
the performance of DL models in medical imaging tasks is
fundamentally dependent on the volume of the dataset, and
data scarcity remains a persistent challenge in the medical
field (Wang, 2021). This limitation comes from various
reasons, such as privacy concerns, that prevent medical
agencies from disseminating patient records, which is the
most prevalent (Razzak et al., 2018). In addition, financial
costs and the need for professional knowledge to collect
high-quality medical data with annotations contribute to this
scarcity. Consequently, data scarcity in the medical field
has limited the development of DL, and researchers have
devised technical solutions, such as data augmentation and
pre-trained methods like TL or SSL, to address this issue.

2.2. Transfer Learning for Medical Imaging Tasks
Transfer learning, also known as knowledge transfer, is a

machine learning (ML) technique that utilises the knowledge
acquired from one task to improve performance on a related
task. The objective of the TL method is to enrich the learnt
feature of the pre-trained model and reduce its data depen-
dence (Pan & Yang, 2010). With the proliferation of deep
learning, transfer learning has become integral to various ap-
plications, particularly in the medical field. Numerous stud-
ies have explored the factors that contribute to the success of
transfer learning in CNNs. These factors include choosing
an optimal deep learning architecture for guaranteed model
performance (Kornblith et al., 2019), choosing source do-
mains that share a close distribution to the target domain to
accelerate better transfer performance (Zhang et al., 2022),
and increasing the size of the source datasets and pre-trained
model parameters for richer knowledge transfer (Kolesnikov
et al., 2020). In particular, a central drawback of TL pre-
training is the requirement for a large quantity of costly man-
ually supervised training (Huh et al., 2016), which requires
a substantial pretext dataset such as ImageNet for successful
pre-trained learning. To address this issue, researchers also
designed fully unsupervised TL architectures to avoid re-
quiring additional labels, but the performance has turned out
to be too weak. The prevailing standard in transfer learning
architectures in medical imaging involves utilising ImageNet
as a source domain and fine-tuning it with medical-related
target datasets. Despite the positive results reported with pre-
trained ImageNet models on colourful target datasets (Morid
et al., 2021; Patil & Sharma, 2024), questions have arisen
regarding the suitability of ImageNet for the grey-scale
medical datasets (Raghu et al., 2019). Evidence suggests that
the transfer learning method does not consistently produce
favourable results in the medical domain (Alzubaidi et al.,
2020), as ImageNet representations do not align well with
those of medical images, particularly grey-scale ones.

2.3. Self-supervised Learning for Medical Imaging
Tasks

Self-supervised learning is a recently appeared unsuper-
vised pre-training method that employs model-augmented
data as pseudo-labels to provide supervision signals during
the pre-training process. Compared to the transfer learning
method, self-supervised learning appears particularly attrac-
tive in the medical field, offering an effective solution to
use large amounts of unlabelled data (Shurrab & Duwairi,
2022). Notably, the self-supervised learning model exhibits
improved accuracy performance by incorporating more
complex auxiliary tasks and leveraging model-generated
pseudo-labels to facilitate the learning of powerful features
from unlabelled data. Some studies have indicated that
self-supervised learning models, particularly those employ-
ing contrastive methods, tend to learn invariant features
by maximising similarities between raw input data and
self-generated pseudo labels (Ericsson et al., 2022a). This
suggests that contrastive self-supervised learning methods
are inclined to overlook changeable feature information,
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Table 1
Limitations of recent pre-trained methods in the medical field.

Author Methods Descriptions
Del Pup & Atzori (2023) Self-Supervised Learning SSL lacks comparison with supervised learning

methods when the amount of supervision that can be
provided for the downstream task is sufficiently high.

Wu et al. (2023) Self-Supervised Learning Some transfer learning studies just treated SSL pretrain-
-ing method as an alternative scheme to improve the

performance of downstream tasks.
Zhao et al. (2023) TL & SSL Lacks specific experiments in comparison of TL and SSL

methods’ performance, generalisability, and robustness.
Limitation: Lacks systematic comparison between pre-trained methods

Romero et al. (2020) Transfer Learning Pre-trained TL model with ImageNet weight does not
bring advantages to X-ray based classification tasks.

Alzubaidi et al. (2021) Transfer Learning Pre-trained features from ImageNet mismatch medical images.
Atasever et al. (2023) Transfer Learning Transferring information obtained from natural images are

less successful than lighter methods trained from scratch.
Tan et al. (2024) Self-Supervised Learning Significant differences exist between COVID-19 medical

images and pre-trained natural samples, and need more
information to guide the reconstruction of target images.

Limitation: Domain discrepancy
Muljo et al. (2023) Transfer Learning Pre-trained TL model only have limited positive impacts

when facing an imbalanced medical dataset.
Zhang et al. (2023) Self-Supervised Learning Data bias in both pre-training and target data affects

representation learning, leading to poor target performance.
Limitation: Imbalanced datasets

Qayyum et al. (2020) Transfer Learning The learning process of models is complex and fails to provide the knowledge needed.
explanations for learning behaviour and prediction-making process.

Schiappa et al. (2023) Self-Supervised Learning The lack of explainability has prevented the understanding of
pretext and downstream task learning process, and constrained

further improvement of the SSL model.
Limitation: Lack of additional interpretability

resulting in increased stability when confronted with disease
images that have unaltered features. Despite certain self-
supervised learning studies that have utilised ImageNet with
self-supervised pre-training methods for medical imaging
tasks and achieved positive results (Truong et al., 2021),
there remains a lack of conclusive evidence to ascertain
whether pre-trained models with self-supervised learning
methods can consistently outperform transfer learning meth-
ods in medical imaging tasks and potentially become a new
standard in this domain.

2.4. Recent Limitations of Transfer Learning and
Self-supervised Learning for Medical Imaging
Tasks

The success of the TL and SSL methods in the medical
domain is undeniable; however, several challenges impede
their further advancement and the full realisation of their
potential. Table 1 encapsulates some of these limitations,
and our study aims to dissect and address these challenges,
offering insights to guide future researchers in leveraging
pre-trained methods effectively.

In summary, four overarching limitations hinder the
progress of pre-trained models. These encompass the lack of
comprehension and comparison between pre-trained meth-
ods, risks associated with domain discrepancy and imbal-
anced datasets, and the dearth of interpretability of the
model. Specifically, the limited understanding and compa-
rability between pre-trained methods stem primarily from
their architectural level. Despite the fact that TL and SSL
methods are both rooted in DL architectures, there has been a

longstanding tendency to perceive them as interchangeable.
This overlooks their divergent performance, generalisability
across various data types and sizes, and potential representa-
tion nuances. Moreover, the opaque nature of DL approaches
compounds the challenge of understanding how models ex-
tract salient features and make predictions and is exacerbated
by the intricate multi-staged training process inherent in
pre-trained methods, while many researchers also fail to
realise the importance of interpretability. However, raising
the understanding of the model’s prediction is particularly
pertinent in the medical realm, where diagnostic decisions
must be rigorously accountable.

Conversely, domain mismatch and data imbalance issues
manifest at the data level. Domain mismatch arises when the
representation and distribution of domain data diverge from
the target data, which is a common concern in pre-trained
methods but exacerbated in medical applications because
of the dissimilarity between publicly available pre-training
datasets (e.g., ImageNet) and medical contexts. Also, data
imbalance poses a significant challenge, especially in medi-
cal scenarios where target diseases are infrequent and dif-
ficult to accumulate in sample sizes equivalent to normal
images. These issues have constrained the quality of the
features extracted from the pre-training learning process,
further leading to inefficient resource utilisation and limited
model performance.

Despite the strides made by pre-trained methods in the
medical domain, urgent attention is warranted to surmount
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Table 2
Details of Datasets.

Datasets Image Count Image Category
Grey-scale Image Datasets
Source Domain Datasets

VinDr-CXR Nguyen et al. (2022) 18,000 X-ray
CT Kidney Islam et al. (2022) 12,446 CT

OASIS MRI Marcus et al. (2007) 80,000 MRI
Total number 110,446 Grey-scale

Target Domain Datasets
BusI Al-Dhabyani et al. (2020) 780 Ultrasound
Lung Cancer CT Hany (2020) 900 CT

Colourful Image Datasets
Source Domain Datasets

ODIR-2019 14,400 Ophthalmic
ISIC 2019 Combalia et al. (2019) 25,331 Dermoscopic

Total number 39,731 Colourful
Target Domain Datasets

Kvasirv2 Pogorelov et al. (2017) 8000 Gastrointestinal tract
EyePacs Kiefer et al. (2023) 6000 Fundus

these challenges and propel their further development, cap-
italising on their potential to revolutionise medical applica-
tions.

3. Materials and Method
3.1. Datasets

This section gives a detailed overview of the source and
target data used in this study. As aforementioned, the TL and
SSL methods have shown different performances towards
colourful and grey-scale datasets. The data utilised in this
study were also classified into grey-scale and colourful im-
ages based on the number of colour channels they possess
and the imaging technique used, aiming to compare the
strengths and weaknesses of the two pre-trained methods.
Table 2 below lists the size and categories of the datasets.
In summary, three grey-scale datasets (VinDr-CXR, OASIS
MRI, and CT Kidney) were used to pre-train the corre-
sponding greyscale-related downstream tasks, while two
colourful datasets (ODIR and ISIC 2019) were selected for
training colourful pretext tasks. In addition to the source
domain datasets, we selected several publicly available target
datasets from different types of commonly researched dis-
eases to ensure generalisability and convenience comparison
with the state-of-the-art models. To be specific, two grey-
scale datasets (BusI and Lung cancer CT) and two colourful
datasets (KvasirV2 and EyePacs) were chosen as the target
datasets to assess the performance of pre-trained TL and
SSL models. Notably, only the two target grey-scale datasets
here are imbalanced datasets, which have a sample size bias
within the class.

3.1.1. Grey-scale Image Dataset
Five grey-scale medical datasets originating from di-

verse modalities and disease backgrounds fulfil the purpose
of pre-training and fine-tuning, with the first three datasets
used for pre-training, and the last two datasets serving as
target datasets for fine-tuning.
1. VinDr-CXR (Nguyen et al., 2022) is an open dataset com-
prising 18,000 chest X-ray images meticulously collected

from two major hospitals in Vietnam. Radiologists manually
annotated all images, providing 22 local labels delineat-
ing abnormalities and 6 global labels indicating suspected
diseases. The dataset encompasses diseases such as lung
tumours, pneumonia, tuberculosis, and chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease.
2. CT Kidney (Islam et al., 2022) is a comprehensive CT
dataset designed to facilitate automatic kidney tumour di-
agnosis. It contains a total of 12,446 CT whole abdomen
and urinary images, focusing on three primary renal disease
categories: kidney stones, cysts, and tumours. Notably, all
classes exhibit a consistent mean colour distribution.
3. OASIS MRI is a widely used, publicly available dataset
Marcus et al. (2007) gaining popularity as a resource for
in-depth analysis of brain MRI images using deep neural
networks. This dataset comprises 80,000 brain MRI images
categorized into four distinct classes representing different
stages of Alzheimer’s disease, primarily supporting tasks
related to Alzheimer’s disease detection.
4. BusI (Al-Dhabyani et al., 2020) is a breast ultrasound
image dataset for grey-scale breast cancer detection images.
The dataset consists of 780 images that are separated into
three categories: Benign, Malignant, and Normal, which
comprise 210 malignant images, 437 benign images, and 133
normal images along with 433 masked ground truth images
that segment the specific disease areas. In this study, we have
excluded all the masked images and focused on those real-
world image samples.
5. Lung Cancer CT Dataset (Hany, 2020) is a publicly avail-
able dataset collected from the Kaggle website, compris-
ing 1000 grey-scaled CT images belonging to four classes,
representing three chest cancer types and a normal type:
adenocarcinoma, large cell carcinoma, squamous cell carci-
noma, and normal cell. The adenocarcinoma class possess
326 image samples, the large cell carcinoma class holds 163
image samples, the normal class has 159 image samples,
and the squamous cell carcinoma class reserved 252 image
samples.

3.1.2. Colourful Image Dataset
At the same time, four colourful medical datasets have

been chosen to support the comparison experiment, with
the initial two datasets serving as pre-training sets and the
subsequent two datasets employed as target datasets.
1. ODIR-2019 (Peking University International Competition
on Ocular Disease Intelligent Recognition) stands as an
extensive ophthalmic database encompassing 14,400 vividly
coloured images captured from both the left and right eyes.
Accompanied by diagnostic keywords provided by medi-
cal professionals, the dataset spans eight distinct classes,
effectively characterising various diseases and conditions
depicted in the images.
2. The ISIC 2019 dataset (Combalia et al., 2019) originated
from the ISIC 2019 challenge and comprises 25,331 vi-
brant dermoscopic images. This dataset encapsulates eight
different diseases, including melanoma, melanocytic nevus,
basal cell carcinoma, actinic keratosis, benign keratosis,
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Table 3
CNN model training options.

Methods Function Value
TL & SSL Execution environment GPU

SSL Pretraining epochs 50
TL & SSL Retraining epochs 50

TL Fine-tuning epochs 30
TL & SSL Batch size 64
TL & SSL Pretrain& Retrain learning rate 1e-03

TL Fine-tuning learning rate 1e-05
TL & SSL Shuffle True
TL & SSL Optimiser Adam
TL & SSL Learning rate schedule Step-wise

dermatofibroma, vascular lesion, and squamous cell carci-
noma. Each image within the dataset is accompanied by
its corresponding label, furnishing ground-truth information
for comprehensive analysis and training purposes.
3. KvasirV2 dataset (Pogorelov et al., 2017) is a dataset
containing 8000 images from inside the gastrointestinal (GI)
tract. The data distribution of this dataset is balanced and
can be categorised into 8 classes related to anatomical land-
marks and endoscopic polyp removal, listed as ’dyed-lifted-
polyps’, ’dyed-resection-margins’, ’esophagitis’, ’normal-
cecum’, ’normal-pylorus’, ’normal-z-line’, ’polyps’, and ’ulc-
erative-colitis’. Each class consists of 1000 sample images
and all of the images have been annotated and sorted by
experienced endoscopists.
4. EyePacs dataset (Kiefer et al., 2023) is a generic glaucoma
dataset constituted of 6000 fundus images, splitting into
two classes of referable glaucoma (RG) and non-referable
glaucoma (NRG). The data samples in each class are bal-
anced and have been resized to 256x256 pixels for quick
employment to machine learning algorithms and all the data
from training and testing directories have been annotated by
experts.

3.2. Proposed Methodology
The objective of this experiment is to compare the ef-

fectiveness of TL and SSL methods in the medical field and
provide evidence for their strengths and weaknesses. Consid-
ering the huge time consumption in pre-training models and
the limitation in computational resources, we selected two
representative DL models including Xception and ResNet to
pre-train with TL and SSL methods and compare their per-
formance, stability, and reliability. The workflow diagram
for the pre-training stage is shown in Fig. 3 and the workflow
diagram for the downstream stage is presented in Fig. 5. The
training options are shown in Table 3.

For the TL setting, we selected the Xception architecture
(Chollet, 2017) as our base model, which is a widely used
DL architecture known for its high performance in various
tasks. The Xception module is constructed as a series of
three flow structures, each incorporating batch normalisation
(BN), rectified linear units (ReLU) activation functions, and
separable convolutional kernels in depth. Each module in
the Xception model operates through sequential processing:

first through the entry flow, then via the middle flow, and
ultimately undergoing further processing in the exit flow.
Within the Xception architecture, its 36 convolutional layers
are organised into 14 modules. In particular, all of these
modules feature linear residual connections, except for the
initial and terminal ones. Fig. 1 shows the whole Xception
architecture as follows. Compared to other DL architectures,
the Xception model has shown advanced performance with
a reduced time cost during the training process and has
been recorded as the state-of-the-art model in many medical-
related tasks (Kassani et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2022).

Figure 1: Xception module.

For the SSL setting, we employed ResNet50 architecture
(He et al., 2016) since it is also a well-performed model
and has been tested with numerous applications. ResNet50
is a 50-layer convolutional neural network (48 convolutional
layers, one max pool layer, and one average pool layer).
Each convolutional layer uses a bottleneck design for the
building block which consists of two 1x1 convolutions as the
bottleneck to process the input and output features, reducing
the number of parameters and matrix multiplications. The
identity mapping used in ResNet allows the model to bypass
a CNN weight layer if the current layer is not necessary,
which also helps avoid overfitting problems to the training
set. The ResNet50 architecture is shown in the following
Fig. 2.

Figure 2: ResNet-50 module.

Both pre-trained methodologies incorporated the Adam
optimiser, commencing with an initial learning rate of 0.001
and undergoing 50 epochs during both the pre-training and
re-training phases. To enhance the robustness of the learn-
ing process and introduce variability into the model, the
input data were shuffled to provide randomised samples.
Furthermore, a stepwise learning rate schedule was used for
the optimiser, implemented to mitigate overfitting, involving
a gamma value of 0.2 to decrease the learning rate after
40 epochs. It is noteworthy that, in the TL configuration,
an additional fine-tuning step was introduced, involving the
unfreezing of the entire model’s layers to extract more infor-
mative features. In this context, the Adam optimiser began
with a learning rate of 0.00001 to prevent rapid overfitting of
the entire model. This specific fine-tuning step was omitted
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Table 4
Pretext training steps.

TL setting SSL setting
- Step 1: Loading empty Xception model. Loading the source domain images.
- Step 2: Loading pretrained ImageNet weight. Image pre-processing.
- Step 3: Removing original FC layers. Loading two empty ResNet50 model.
- Step 4: Adding new FC layers. Concatenate two ResNet50 models.
- Step 5: Loading pretrained ImageNet weight

to the first ResNet50 model.
- Step 6: Freeze the first ResNet model layers.
- Step 7: Adding a new projection head.
- Step 8: Training the whole model.

in the SSL setting due to the concatenated model’s extensive
layer count, coupled with the limited size of the target
datasets, making it impractical to tune all model parameters
and potentially leading to overfitting.

3.2.1. Pretext Pretraining Design
For the pre-training stage, we followed a workflow as

shown in Fig. 3. The proposed methods start from processing
input data and follow their corresponding pre-training set-
ting to get useful pre-trained knowledge before the following
retraining and fine-tuning steps. The detailed steps for the
two pre-trained methods are presented in Table 4.

Figure 3: Pretext training workflow diagram.

In the TL setting, we used the Keras library to deploy the
Xception model, as it is a high-level API that provides ML
and DL models for convenient employment. Additionally,
we used the pre-trained ImageNet weight provided by Keras
for our Xception model because the ImageNet dataset is
one of the representative pre-training datasets and the first
choice when applying the TL method. The Xception network
import from the Keras library is composed of entry flow,
middle flow, exit flow, separable convolution in-depth, and
Fully Connected (FC) layers. We also removed the original
fully connected layers since it is designed for ImageNet
classification tasks and is not useful for our following down-
stream tasks. Five additional dense layers and one dropout
layer were then used to build a custom projection head
to prepare for the following training of the downstream
task. The dense layers facilitated linear mapping from in-
put to output, incorporating a ReLU activation function
to enhance computational efficiency and effectiveness. The
dropout layer was designed to randomly set a fraction of

input units to zero during forward and backward passes,
mitigating overfitting, particularly vital when working with
small datasets or complex models. Notably, the final dense
layer was combined with a softmax layer, which produced
predictions by assigning the class with the highest proba-
bility as the model’s output. By employing these additional
fully connected layers, we aim to provide better network
performance and reduce overfitting risks.

For the SSL setting, the method we choose to pre-train
the model is the Simple Framework for Contrastive Learning
of Visual Representations (SimCLR) method (Chen et al.,
2020). At the same time, Chen and his colleagues have used
ResNet50 as the base model. In our study, the base model is
a concatenated model that is combined with two ResNet50
networks. The reason for using a hybrid model is that the
selected Xception model for the TL setting has a higher
Top-1 and Top-5 accuracy performance than the normal
ResNet-50 model on the ImageNet classification task, which
states that they might have a performance advantage at the
architecture level. We wanted to minimise the performance
difference due to architecture itself, since the main goal of
this study is to compare the effectiveness of two pre-trained
methods. The two ResNet networks were concatenated using
two resize layers, as the first ResNet is a pre-trained model
using ImageNet weights and the second ResNet is an empty
network without any pre-trained weight. The first ResNet has
been frozen during the training process and will be treated as
a feature extractor. The reason for utilising a network as the
feature extractor is to provide well-extracted features as input
data for the following network and improve the performance
of the whole architecture (Kim et al., 2022). The source
data are preprocessed by resizing the image size into 224
pixels by 224 pixels. Later, the whole model was trained
with source medical data to gain powerful features from self-
contrastive learning. In SimCLR setup, the image pairs are
generated internally by the model itself utilising data aug-
mentation techniques including resizing, flipping, zooming,
rotating, and brightness and hue changing, serving as pseudo
labels for the training data and supporting contrastive loss
calculating. Fig. 4 gives a sample of the pseudo-labelled
generated.

Figure 4: Self-generated pseudo label sample.

The SimCLR method utilised a loss function called
NT-Xent to calculate the training loss by contrasting the
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representations of positive pairs (similar images) and con-
currently creating negative pairs (dissimilar images). The
equation of the loss function is as follows.

𝑙𝑖,𝑗 = − log
𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧𝑖, 𝑧𝑗)∕𝜏)

∑2𝑁
𝑘=1 1[𝑘 ≠ 𝑖]𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧𝑖, 𝑧𝑘)∕𝜏)

The positive pair of example (i,j) uses 1[𝑘 ≠ 𝑖] as an
indicator function to evaluate if 𝑘 ≠ 𝑖, and 𝜏 denotes a
temperature parameter while the final loss is computed by
summing all positive pairs and divide by 2 x N = views x
batch-size. The loss function encourages the model to bring
positive pairs closer within the embedding space, while
pushing negative pairs further apart, thereby enhancing the
learning from input representations. Following the SimcLR
method, a projection head containing three linear layers was
added to the top of the base ResNet to be trained to maximise
agreement using contrast loss. Moreover, we trained two
pre-trained SSL models using the grey-scale and colourful
medical image datasets, respectively, for the different target
domains to reduce the risks of domain mismatch and com-
pare the effectiveness by using ImageNet weight directly.
Notably, we used image data from different modalities to en-
large the size of the pre-training data, providing the network
with more disease characteristics to learn powerful features.

3.2.2. Downstream training Design

Figure 5: Downstream training workflow diagram.

Table 5
Downstream training steps.

TL setting SSL setting
- Step 1: Loading the target images. Loading the target images.
- Step 2: Loading the pre-trained model. Loading the pretrained model.
- Step 3: Data split. Data split.
- Step 4: Data preprocessing. Data preprocessing.
- Step 5: Data downsampling or augmentation. Data downsampling or augmentation.
- Step 6: Model retraining & fine-tuning. Model retraining.
- Step 7: Model testing. Model testing.
- Step 8: Class activation map building. Class activation map building.

The downstream training process, depicted in Fig. 5,
adheres to a systematic workflow. Initially, the data from the
target domain were divided into training (80%) and testing
(20%) subsets. Subsequently, all data were preprocessed to
align with the input specifications of the respective model.
The input data has an additional data-altering step using the
down-sampling or augmentation technique before the fine-
tuning step to address the data imbalance issue. Table 5 lists
the working steps for each pre-trained method setting.

Data preprocessing

To facilitate subsequent classification tasks, rigorous
data pre-processing was conducted to meet the model’s
input requirements. The input data were transformed into
four dimensions, encompassing batch size, colour channels,
height, and width. The batch size determines the number of
training examples processed in each iteration, which have
been set to 64 in the experiment to prevent memory over-
flow. The colour channels represent the colour information
that the model holds and are based on three base colours
‘Red, Green, and Blue. For grey-scale images, which only
possess a single colour channel, two pseudo channels were
introduced by replicating the original channel. Additionally,
height and width dimensions were standardised to 224 pixels
by 224 pixels to maintain the consistency of the image.
Furthermore, the OneHot encoding technique was applied to
convert all labels into vector representations based on their
respective categories for the convenience of the following
evaluation calculations.

Data down-sampling and augmentation

Data imbalance is a prevalent challenge in the medical
domain, manifested when certain classes within the training
set exhibit a significantly higher number of examples than
others. This occurrence stems from the varying frequencies
of different diseases, making it impractical to collect data
evenly across all classes in experiments. Previous studies
have indicated that such a class imbalance negatively af-
fects the learning process and can decrease the performance
of CNN models (Buda et al., 2018). In our investigation,
we identified a substantial data imbalance in the BusI and
ChestCT datasets. In particular, BusI’s first-class benign
featured 437 images, twice the count of the second-class
malignant (210 images), and three times that of the third-
class normal (133 images). To address the imbalance in our
target dataset, we implemented two data-altering techniques:
data down-sampling and data augmentation.
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Table 6
Downsampled target datasets size.

Datasets Methods Categories Samples
BusI Down-sampling Train 108 images each class
BusI Down-sampling Test 25 images each class

Total: 399 images
Chest CT Down-sampling Train 127 images each class
Chest CT Down-sampling Test 32 images each class

Total: 636 images
Kvasirv2 Down-sampling Train 100 images each class
Kvasirv2 Down-sampling Test 25 images each class

Total: 1000 images
EyePacs Down-sampling Train 500 images each class
EyePacs Down-sampling Test 100 images each class

Total: 1200 images

Data down-sampling operates at the data level, randomly
removing examples from majority classes until all classes
share an equal number of instances (Haixiang et al., 2017).
This method aims to create a balance between classes by
ensuring that each class has an identical number of exam-
ples. In our study, we randomly removed samples from target
datasets with oversized classes, equalising the sample count
for each class. The sample number for each target dataset
down-sampled is listed in Table 6.

Similarly, data augmentation seeks to balance the num-
ber of samples in each class by augmenting the minority
classes. This method involves randomly selecting samples
and replicating them, proven to enhance feature learning and
improve model generalisability (Shorten & Khoshgoftaar,
2019). For this experiment, rotation, flip, zoom, and blur
methods were applied to the training data, guaranteeing a
balanced representation for each class. Table 7 details the
augmentation functions and values employed. The rotation
function rotates the input images with an angle from -
15 to 15 degrees, while the flip function reflects the in-
put images horizontally on the X-axis. The zoom function
transforms the input images into 80% of the original size,
and the blur function uses the Gaussian function to give
an average weight to all pixels in a kernel of 9x9. The
original images and the augmented samples are illustrated
in the following Fig. 6 to provide a visual representation of
the transformation process. Specifically, Table 8 furnishes
the post-augmentation size of each class within the target
datasets. In the case of the BusI dataset, samples within the
malignant class underwent a single round of augmentation
utilizing the mixed function, while samples in the normal
class underwent three rounds of augmentation through ro-
tation, blur, and mixed functions to align with the sizes
of other classes. The chest CT dataset, characterised by an
adenocarcinoma class with a surplus of samples compared to
other classes, underwent mixed augmentation functions for
the remaining three classes (large.cell.carcinoma, normal,
and squamous.cell.carcinoma) to harmonise their sizes. For
the balanced Kvasirv2 and EyePacs datasets, each of their
classes was subjected to one round of mixed augmentation
to maintain the equilibrium of the dataset.

Table 7
Augmentation functions.

Function Value Action
Rotation [-15 to 15] Rotating input data by -15 to 15 degrees

Flip 1 Randomly flip input data horizontally and vertically
Zoom 0.8 Zoom in by 0.8 distance from the middle
Blur [9,9] Blur the input data with a 9x9 pixel kernel

Mixed - Rotating and flipping input data at the same time

Table 8
Augmentated target datasets size.

Datasets Methods Categories Samples
BusI Augmentation Train 397 images in Benign class
BusI Augmentation Train 340 images in Malignant class
BusI Augmentation Train 372 images in Normal class
BusI Augmentation Test 40 images each class

Total: 1229 images
Chest CT Augmentation Train 281 images in Adenocarcinoma class
Chest CT Augmentation Train 236 images in LargeCellCarcinoma class
Chest CT Augmentation Train 228 images in Normal class
Chest CT Augmentation Train 207 images in SquamousCellCarcinoma class
Chest CT Augmentation Test 45 images each class

Total: 1132 images
Kvasirv2 Augmentation Train 1600 images each class
Kvasirv2 Augmentation Test 200 images each class

Total: 14400 images
EyePacs Augmentation Train 5000 images each class
EyePacs Augmentation Test 500 images each class

Total: 11000 images

(a) Original image (b) Rotated image

(c) Flipped image (d) Zoomed image

(e) Blurred image (f) Mixed image

Figure 6: The augmented image sample.

Although these data-altering methods have been proven
to be effective in addressing data imbalance, some concerns
should be paid attention. Data down-sampling risks the loss
of valuable information and exacerbates the data scarcity
problem, particularly given the relatively small sizes of our
target datasets. Data augmentation, on the other hand, poses
a risk of overfitting due to the repetition of samples, poten-
tially capturing certain features excessively over time. To
comprehensively evaluate the impact of these data-altering
methods across two pre-trained methods, we extended our
experiment to apply data down-sampling and augmentation

9



Z. Zhao et al. Intelligent System With Applications (2024)

universally, even in the dataset absent of apparent data
imbalance issues.

Model retraining and fine-tuning

In the retraining phase, the initial step involved retraining
select layers, particularly the fully connected layers, to lever-
age knowledge from pre-trained parameters and learn from
the new target data. The majority of the model’s layers were
kept frozen, with only the top layers and the fully connected
layer adapting to the target data. Balancing the retraining of
layers was crucial, as an excessive number of retrained layers
might compromise the model’s generalisation and reliability.
Various settings of the number of unfreezing layers were
tested to strike a balance. This methodology ensured the
preservation of most transferred knowledge while allowing
a few layers to adapt to unique features from input images,
assessing the effectiveness of pre-trained weights from TL
and SSL settings. Additionally, the Adam optimiser and
cross-entropy loss function were uniformly applied to both
models, ensuring comparability and alignment with nonbi-
nary downstream tasks.

During the fine-tuning phase, we systematically unfroze
all layers in the chosen model and fine-tuned the entire
model with a conservative learning rate for an additional 30
epochs. After each epoch, the model assessed its training
accuracy and loss, dynamically adjusting the learning rate
if the training loss plateaued for three consecutive epochs.
This iterative process was designed to meticulously optimise
the model’s parameters throughout all layers, enhancing the
alignment of learnt features with the characteristics of the
target domain.

Model testing

After the retraining and fine-tuning stages, the pre-
trained model acquired substantial knowledge for subse-
quent downstream tasks. In the testing phase, we used
ground-truth images extracted from the target dataset to
evaluate the performance of the trained models. Given the
focus of this study on medical classification tasks, each
test image underwent model predictions for their respective
categories. The accuracy, loss, sensitivity, precision, and F1
score metrics were computed for each prediction, serving as
key indicators for the subsequent analysis.

Class activation heat-map development

The final step involves the generation of feature visuali-
sation heat-maps, elucidating the decision-making process
of the trained model, and assessing its reliability. Feature
visualisation is valuable for uncovering and understanding
the learnt features within DL models. Zhou et al. (2016)
introduced the Class Activation Mapping (CAM) method,
which incorporates a global average pooling layer into a
standard CNN. This innovation facilitated the identification
of critical feature contributions linked to CNN’s specific pre-
dictions, shedding light on the rationale behind the model’s
decisions. Furthermore, Selvaraju et al. (2017) introduced

Gradient Weighted Class Activation Mapping (Grad-CAM),
using gradients from the network’s final convolutional layer
to generate a coarse localisation map. This map highlights
influential regions within an image that contribute to the
prediction of specific concepts or classes. In our study, we
embraced the Grad-CAM technique on the model’s final
layer to generate class-specific heat-maps. The objective is
to unveil evidence of how the models arrive at predictions,
with the heat-maps delineating regions of significance in the
model’s prediction rationale.

4. Experimental Evaluation
This section evaluates the test results of the fine-tuned

model on the target domain. The proposed methods are
run in Python 3.10.12 on a Windows 11 pro system, under
a desktop PC equipped with an Intel (R) Core (TM) i5-
12600K CPU at 4.8 GHz, an NVIDIA Geforce RTX 4080
GPU, and 64 GB of RAM. In this study, one TL model
was downloaded and utilised pre-trained ImageNet weight
from the Keras library and two SSL models were pre-trained
on two groups of colourful and grey-scale medical image
datasets.

4.1. Evaluation Metrics
The statistical metrics for evaluating classification per-

formance can be various, and we have used some of the
most common methods including Accuracy, Loss, Sensitiv-
ity (Recall), Precision and F1 score. The calculation equa-
tions of these performance measurements are shown as
follows. The TP here means true positive, TN is true neg-
ative, and they represent the number of correctly classified
negative and positive instances, respectively. The FP is false
positive, and FN stands for false negative, which denotes
the number of misclassified positive and negative cases,
respectively.

𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 = 𝑇𝑁 + 𝑇𝑃
𝑇𝑁 + 𝐹𝑁 + 𝑇𝑃 + 𝐹𝑃

𝐶𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠𝐸𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑦 − 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠 = −
𝑀
∑

𝑐=1
𝑦𝑜,𝑐 log(𝑝𝑜,𝑐)

𝑆𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑡𝑦 = 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 = 𝑇𝑃
𝑇𝑃 + 𝐹𝑁

𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 = 𝑇𝑃
𝑇𝑃 + 𝐹𝑃

𝐹1 = 2 ∗ 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 ∗ 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙
𝑃 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 + 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙

4.2. Experimental assessment
This section intricately elucidates the performance dy-

namics exhibited by the proposed pre-trained CNN models,
namely Xception and concatenated ResNet, across both the
training and testing phases. The comprehensive evaluation
entails a meticulous comparison of the two pre-trained mod-
els, encompassing their performance across various train-
ing phases, multiple fine-tuning steps, combined with data
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Table 9
Results of TL model on training set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
BusI 84.23 0.41 74.69 82.00 77.02

BusI (Augmented) 96.94 0.09 97.72 97.63 97.67
BusI (Down-sampled) 63.85 0.84 56.78 64.13 55.05

Chest CT 96.72 0.10 95.58 95.63 95.44
Chest CT (Augmented) 98.42 0.07 98.83 98.88 98.86

Chest CT (Down-sampled) 88.30 0.48 88.28 88.14 87.92
Kvasirv2 95.17 0.13 96.71 96.77 96.70

Kvasirv2 (Augmented) 99.93 0.08 99.99 99.99 99.99
Kvasirv2 (Down-sampled) 100 0.01 100 100 100

EyePacs 99.78 0.01 99.72 99.71 99.71
EyePacs (Augmented) 99.95 0.01 99.96 99.94 99.94

EyePacs (Down-sampled) 99.36 0.01 100 99.50 99.50

Table 10
Results of SSL model on training set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
BusI 98.29 0.57 90.28 91.89 83.59

BusI (Augmented) 99.00 0.56 98.97 99.05 99.00
BusI (Down-sampled) 99.21 0.56 91.60 91.68 92.25

Chest CT 99.83 0.74 99.83 99.78 99.80
Chest CT (Augmented) 99.58 0.74 96.75 97.08 96.88

Chest CT (Down-sampled) 99.80 0.74 95.74 95.90 95.84
Kvasirv2 93.76 1.33 85.00 84.86 84.96

Kvasirv2 (Augmented) 91.00 1.36 84.35 84.41 84.30
Kvasirv2 (Down-sampled) 99.39 1.28 91.98 92.13 91.79

EyePacs 98.18 0.33 92.12 92.10 92.10
EyePacs (Augmented) 98.43 0.32 93.00 93.03 93.02

EyePacs (Down-sampled) 98.53 0.32 93.10 93.13 93.10

down-sampling, augmentation and double fine-tuning tech-
niques, juxtaposition with state-of-the-art models operating
on the same target datasets, and scrutiny under the lens
of XAI techniques. Within the scope of these comparative
analyses, salient metrics such as performance metrics, gen-
eralisability, temporal considerations, and robustness were
systematically scrutinised. This rigorous examination aims
to present a nuanced understanding of the inherent strengths
and weaknesses encapsulated within the two pre-trained
methods.

Comparison in training phase assessment

The performance of the training stage for each model is
presented and tabulated in Tables 9 and 10. When faced with
grey-scale datasets, the TL model achieved an accuracy of
84.23% and 96.72% on the base BusI and Chest CT datasets,
respectively, which is relatively lower than the performance
of the SSL model at 98. 29% and 99. 83%. The SSL model

exhibited higher sensitivity, precision, and F1 scores on
BusI (90.28%, 91.89%, and 83.59%) and Chest CT (99.83%,
99.78%, and 99.8%), showcasing a 20% improvement over
the TL model on these two datasets. Additionally, the per-
formance of the TL model in the down-sampled BusI and
chest CT datasets experienced a significant drop from 84.
23% to 63. 85% and from 96. 72% to 88. 3%, respectively.
In contrast, the SSL model maintained stable results even
with reduced training samples, achieving training accuracies
of 99.21% and 99.8% on down-sampled datasets, without
any reduction from the base datasets. Notably, the augmen-
tation method salvaged the TL model from this unfavourable
situation, significantly improving accuracy from 84.23% to
96.94% and 96.72% to 98.42%, aligning sensitivity, preci-
sion, and F1 scores with the SSL model. At the same time,
the performance of the SSL model on augmented datasets
remained high at 99% and 99.58%, maintaining parity with
the base dataset.
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Conversely, the situation reversed in colourful datasets.
The TL model demonstrated commendable performance,
achieving 95.17% accuracy, 96.71% sensitivity, 96.77% pre-
cision, and 96.7% F1 score on the base KvasirV2 dataset.
In comparison, the SSL model exhibited lower accuracy at
93.76% and poorer performance in sensitivity (85%), preci-
sion (84.86%), and F1 score (84.96%). Surprisingly, the TL
model achieved perfect scores of 100% accuracy, sensitivity,
precision, and F1 score with the down-sampled dataset,
while the SSL model showed a consistent trend in each eval-
uation metric. This scenario is attributed to the larger scale
of the KvasirV2 dataset compared to grey-scale datasets,
requiring more time for the model to assimilate features and
can not reach a suitable gradient within 50 epochs. Thus, the
down-sampling method expedited the model’s adaptation
to target representations by reducing the total dataset size.
Furthermore, the performance of the SSL model in the
augmented dataset supported this assumption, with a drop
in accuracy from 93.76% to 91% compared to the original
dataset due to the increasing amount of learning samples.
For the EyePacs dataset, the TL model also demonstrates
superior performance compared to the SSL model. The
TL model achieves 99.78%, 99.95%, and 99.36% accuracy
across the base, augmented, and down-sampled versions of
the EyePacs dataset, which is 1.5% higher than the SSL
model in base and augmented versions, and 0.8% higher
in the downsampled dataset. Neither the augmentation nor
down-sampling techniques have significantly impacted the
performance of the TL and SSL models, as the general
performance of both models in the EyePacs dataset remains
high and stable. Compared to the other three datasets, the
main difference lies in the EyePacs dataset having only two
classes, and the downstream task for this dataset is binary
classification, making it easier to learn enough features
than other datasets. The experimental results show a small
performance advantage of the TL method compared to the
SSL method in colourful target datasets.

Summarising the training stage performance of both pre-
trained models, the SSL model demonstrates superior per-
formance with grey-scale datasets, while the TL model ex-
cels with colourful datasets. Additionally, the results under-
score the positive impact of the augmentation technique on
pre-trained model performance, but it is noteworthy that the
training time and computational resource costs of the aug-
mented datasets also raised as the training sample number
increased. In contrast, the down-sampling technique demon-
strates opposing effects mainly on grey-scale datasets. It
enhances the TL model’s performance on colourful datasets
but diminishes it on grey-scale datasets, revealing the sensi-
tivity of the TL method to dataset size reduction, particularly
in smaller datasets like BusI and Chest CT (with less than
800 samples). The performance improvement observed in
the relatively large colourful KvasirV2 dataset (with 8000
samples) and EyePacs (with 6000 samples) suggests that
the pre-trained TL model could perform stably when the
target dataset is reasonably substantial. However, the poor
performance of the down-sampling method poses a risk

of losing critical information and increases susceptibility
to overfitting, which should raise attention in subsequent
experiments.

Comparison in testing phase assessment

The performance evaluation of the two pre-trained mod-
els during the testing phase is encapsulated in Table 11
and Table 12. Moreover, Fig. 7, Fig. 8, Fig. 9, and Fig. 10
provide a visual representation of the confusion matrix for
the original, augmented, and down-sampled target datasets,
facilitating a comparison between predicted and true labels
across each class. The assessment metrics were derived
from the confusion matrix values, which provided a detailed
breakdown of the model classifications. From the table, the
testing outcomes of the grey-scale datasets follow the trends
observed in the training phase, revealing the SSL model’s
superior performance on these datasets. Specifically, the TL
model achieved an accuracy of 69.2% on the BusI dataset
and 74% on the Chest CT dataset. In contrast, the SSL
model attained accuracy rates of 74.16% and 93.02% and
showcased a 10% advantage in each sensitivity, precision,
and F1 score metric. Also, the SSL model combined with
both augmentation and down-sampling techniques showed a
more balanced performance distribution between each class
from the confusion matrix, demonstrating their ability to
address data imbalance issues, while the TL model only
had improvements when combined with the augmentation
technique.

However, same as the training phase, the down-sampling
technique led to a reduction in performance for both pre-
trained models on the grey-scale testing set. The decrease
for the TL model on down-sampled datasets ranged from 5%
to 10%, emphasizing a noteworthy performance decline of
the down-sampling technique when facing imbalanced small
datasets. Comparatively, the SSL model also experienced
a performance decrease, albeit at a smaller rate of about
2% compared to the base dataset performance. Given the
SSL model’s stable performance when facing reduced input
samples during the training stage, it exhibits greater re-
silience to sample reduction, demonstrating superior efficacy
in handling small datasets compared to the TL model. On the
other hand, the augmentation technique proved beneficial for
both pre-trained models, with the TL model displaying more
substantial improvement, ranging from 69.2% accuracy to
77.5% on BusI and 74% to 93.3% on Chest CT. This ob-
servation aligns with the earlier finding that the TL model
is more sensitive to the target dataset size, while the SSL
model is less sensitive to the dataset size but also benefits
from its increase. Furthermore, the correctly predicted ratio
of the augmented BusI dataset’s Malignant and Normal class
increased from 53% and 60% to 72%, and the prediction
performance of the Large.cell and Squamous.cell classes of
the augmented Chest CT dataset improved from 80% to 90%.
This underscores the augmentation technique’s benefits in
facilitating a more reasonable result and reducing the impact
of imbalanced datasets.
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Table 11
Results of TL model on testing set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
BusI 69.20 0.75 69.16 79.21 69.28

BusI (Augmented) 78.30 1.18 82.49 82.66 77.51
BusI (Down-sampled) 64.00 0.91 64.00 69.17 64.19

Chest CT 87.30 0.67 86.60 90.20 88.11
Chest CT (Augmented) 93.30 0.26 93.32 93.69 93.39

Chest CT (Down-sampled) 62.50 1.43 88.28 88.14 87.92
Kvasirv2 91.50 0.22 90.90 91.00 90.87

Kvasirv2 (Augmented) 93.40 0.38 93.37 93.37 93.35
Kvasirv2 (Down-sampled) 70.50 1.89 70.50 71.28 70.65

EyePacs 92.10 0.30 92.10 92.00 92.00
EyePacs (Augmented) 91.20 0.80 91.10 91.10 91.00

EyePacs (Downsampled) 88.00 0.66 88.00 88.38 87.90

Table 12
Results of SSL model on testing set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
BusI 74.16 0.80 74.16 79.58 73.71

BusI (Augmented) 81.66 0.73 81.66 84.05 81.72
BusI (Down-sampled) 72.00 0.79 72.00 73.48 71.88

Chest CT 93.02 0.81 94.18 93.03 93.42
Chest CT (Augmented) 97.22 0.77 97.21 97.22 97.20

Chest CT (Down-sampled) 91.40 0.82 91.40 91.49 91.23
Kvasirv2 82.93 1.44 82.93 83.03 82.89

Kvasirv2 (Augmented) 85.81 1.41 85.81 82.96 84.36
Kvasirv2 (Down-sampled) 78.00 1.47 78.00 77.80 77.76

EyePacs 83.10 0.47 83.10 83.10 83.00
EyePacs (Augmented) 83.20 0.48 83.20 83.20 83.20

EyePacs (Downsampled) 75.50 0.54 75.50 75.50 75.50

In the context of colourful datasets, the TL model
demonstrated superior performance across all evaluation
metrics, achieving an impressive 91.5% accuracy on the
KvasirV2 dataset and 92.1% accuracy on the EyePacs dataset,
maintaining a 10% performance advantage over the SSL
model. However, the TL model experienced a notable de-
cline on the KvasirV2 dataset when employing the down-
sampling technique, resulting in a decrease of about 20% in
accuracy, sensitivity, precision, and F1 score compared to
the performance on the base KvasirV2 dataset. In contrast,
the SSL model exhibited a slight decrease of 5% across
each evaluation metric. This situation likely arose due to the
greater reduction range of the KvasirV2 dataset compared
to the other two grey-scale datasets and the TL model’s
sensitivity towards dataset size. However, the decrease in
performance of the TL model on EyePacs is much smaller,

which can be attributed to the complexity difference be-
tween the classification tasks in the KvasirV2 and EyePacs
datasets.

Notably, there is no indication that the down-sampling
technique benefits in narrowing the performance gap be-
tween the classes, and it may even deepen the gap, espe-
cially in datasets like KvasirV2 due to reduced information
from the samples. Compared to the significant performance
improvement in grey-scale datasets, the augmentation tech-
nique contributed only modest improvements to the test
results of both the KvasirV2 and EyePacs datasets, with
the TL model improving by 2% and the SSL model by
3% within each evaluation metric on KvasirV2, and no
improvement for either TL or SSL models on EyePacs. This
discrepancy may stem from the original size of the KvasirV2
and EyePacs datasets being sufficiently large for the models
to learn robust features, thereby limiting the incremental
value of further dataset size augmentation. However, despite
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(a) TL model on base BusI dataset (b) TL model on augmented BusI dataset

(c) TL model on downsampled BusI dataset (d) SSL model on base BusI dataset

(e) SSL model on augmented BusI dataset (f) SSL model on downsampled BusI dataset

Figure 7: Confusion matrix (a), (b), (c) represent TL model on BusI dataset, Confusion matrix (d), (e), (f) represent SSL model
on BusI dataset.
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(a) TL model on base ChestCT dataset (b) TL model on augmented ChestCT dataset

(c) TL model on downsampled ChestCT dataset (d) SSL model on base ChestCT dataset

(e) SSL model on augmented ChestCT dataset (f) SSL model on downsampled ChestCT dataset

Figure 8: Confusion matrix (a), (b), (c) represent TL model on ChestCT dataset, Confusion matrix (d), (e), (f) represent SSL
model on ChestCT dataset.
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(a) TL model on base Kvasirv2 dataset (b) TL model on augmented Kvasirv2 dataset

(c) TL model on downsampled Kvasirv2 dataset (d) SSL model on base Kvasirv2 dataset

(e) SSL model on augmented Kvasirv2 dataset (f) SSL model on downsampled Kvasirv2 dataset

Figure 9: Confusion matrix (a), (b), (c) represent TL model on Kvasirv2 dataset, Confusion matrix (d), (e), (f) represent SSL
model on Kvasirv2 dataset.
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(a) TL model on base EyePacs dataset (b) TL model on augmented EyePacs dataset

(c) TL model on downsampled EyePacs dataset (d) SSL model on base EyePacs dataset

(e) SSL model on augmented EyePacs dataset (f) SSL model on downsampled EyePacs dataset

Figure 10: Confusion matrix (a), (b), (c) represent TL model on EyePacs dataset, Confusion matrix (d), (e), (f) represent SSL
model on EyePacs dataset.
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the limited improvement in the augmentation technique on
the TL model in general, it has still shown benefits in
reducing the imbalance between each class’s performance.
For instance, the positive prediction ratio of Esophagitis and
Normal-z-line in the original KvasirV2 dataset is 88% and
80%, resulting in an 8% performance gap, highlighting the
challenge for the TL model in distinguishing them. Con-
versely, the performance in the augmented KvasirV2 dataset
is 84% against 86%, demonstrating a reduced 2% gap and
indicating improvement in the pre-trained model’s ability to
recognize representations from two classes. A similar trend
is observed in the confusion matrix of the SSL model on the
base and augmented KvasirV2 dataset, with a reduction in
the performance gap between the first and second classes,
and the third and sixth classes.

In summary, the performance trends of the two pre-
trained models during the testing stage align with the ob-
servations made in the training stage. The TL method ex-
cels at handling colourful datasets, while the SSL method
demonstrates superior performance in grey-scale datasets.
One primary reason for this divergence lies in the utilisation
of ImageNet weight in the pre-trained TL model, while
leveraging the colourful dataset’s knowledge can improve
the ability to handle colourful target datasets. However, this
explanation does not fully account for the SSL model’s
comparatively poorer performance on colourful datasets,
despite utilizing the pretext colourful medical datasets in
the pre-training stage. We posit that the distinctive learn-
ing methods of the TL and SSL approaches contribute to
this outcome, with recent studies (Ericsson et al., 2021)
suggesting that supervised learning settings adeptly glean
knowledge from colourful features and outperform unsu-
pervised learning settings. Furthermore, the testing stage
results underscore that the SSL model outperforms the TL
model in handling smaller datasets, a critical consideration
in the medical field where data scarcity issues are prevalent.
Importantly, the data down-sampling technique can harm
the pre-trained model’s performance, especially when the
target dataset size is limited, while the data augmentation
technique can bring benefits to pre-trained models. However,
there is a diminishing effect when applying the augmentation
technique to relatively large target datasets.

Comparison with double fine-tuned model

The preceding section provided a comparative analy-
sis of TL and SSL models across both training and test-
ing phases, revealing distinct advantages inherent in each
method when applied to grey-scale and colourful medical
datasets. Despite leveraging pre-trained knowledge to en-
hance downstream task learning, the test results sometimes
fell short of expectations with the fine-tuned models. For
instance, the SSL model failed to achieve satisfactory per-
formance on the BusI dataset initially when a significant
portion of the pre-trained model layers was frozen, with only
10% of the top layers being retrained. This scenario im-
proved considerably when most of the layers were unfrozen.
When leaving only 25% of the bottom layers’ parameters

untouched, there is an enhancement across all evaluation
metrics. Similar situations occurred with the TL model
on the KvasirV2 dataset. By using a smaller portion of
transferred parameters and retraining more layers, the TL
model exhibited improved performance on the target dataset.
Notably, considering both the BusI and Chest CT datasets
being grey-scale and multi-class, the proposed SSL model
only achieved optimal performance on the Chest CT dataset.
This discrepancy may be attributed to differences in feature
distribution between the learned target samples and the
transferred weights, indicating a significant role of positive
knowledge transfer in the downstream task performances.
The initial experimental setup for the pre-trained SSL model
involved selecting three grey-scale medical datasets from di-
verse modalities (MRI, X-ray, and CT) as source data to aug-
ment the feature set available to the pre-trained model. The
Chest CT dataset showed closer alignment with the source
data in feature distribution, while the BusI dataset samples
exhibited distinct representations from the source domain
data. Furthermore, the pre-trained ImageNet weights did not
share similar features with gastrointestinal images, possibly
contributing to the performance drop for pre-trained models
in both the BusI and KvasirV2 datasets.

As supported by prior pre-training studies (Krishnan
et al., 2022), the disparity in representations between the
source and target domains significantly influences the suc-
cess of knowledge transfer. To address the domain mis-
match issue to mitigate the impact of domain discrepancy
and enhance the SSL and TL models’ performance on the
BusI and KvasirV2 datasets, we implemented a solution
employing the double fine-tuning technique. This approach
entails fine-tuning the pre-trained foundational model on an
extensive training dataset, followed by further fine-tuning
on the specific domain/task with limited training data. For
the SSL setting, the pre-trained SSL model using grey-scale
knowledge underwent double fine-tuning on an ultrasound
dataset called Polycystic Ovary Syndrome (PCOS) (Anagha
& Aishwarya, 2021). The PCOS dataset has 3856 ultrasound
images and was categorized into infected and non-infected
classes. This dataset shares the same imaging technique
as the BusI dataset but involves different disease types for
detection. Initial fine-tuning involved unfreezing 90% of the
pre-trained SSL model layers, followed by using the Sim-
CLR self-supervised learning method to fine-tune the model.
Subsequently, an additional fine-tuning phase was conducted
on the target BusI dataset, using the same learning settings
as the aforementioned experiment to assess performance.

The results, detailed in Table 13, and the evaluation met-
rics depicted in Fig 11, indicate a significant enhancement
in the performance of the double fine-tuned SSL model
across all versions of the target dataset compared to the
single fine-tuned model. Accuracy and sensitivity on the
base dataset notably increased from 74.16% to 79.16%, with
precision and F1 score performances improving by 4% and
5.5%, respectively. Similar improvements were observed
in both augmented and down-sampled datasets, maintain-
ing a consistent enhancement of approximately 5% across
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Table 13
Results of double fine-tuned SSL model on BusI testing set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
BusI 79.16 0.76 79.16 83.36 79.23

BusI (Augmented) 90.00 0.65 90.00 90.21 90.00
BusI (Down-sampled) 77.33 0.79 77.33 80.37 76.76

Table 14
Results of double fine-tuned TL model on KvasirV2 testing set.

Datasets Acc(%) Loss Sen(%) Pre(%) F1(%)
KvasirV2 96.40 0.40 96.43 96.44 96.43

KvasirV2 (Augmented) 95.90 0.41 95.87 95.80 95.87
KvasirV2 (Down-sampled) 93.50 0.52 93.50 93.67 93.48

all evaluation metrics. Furthermore, the confusion matrix
maps demonstrate improvements in each class and a reduced
performance gap between classes, indicating that the pre-
trained model has improved its ability to recognize breast
tumours from ultrasound images. This outcome highlights
that leveraging a related domain dataset for double fine-
tuning can significantly enhance the pre-trained model’s
performance, negating the need for an extensive sample size.
Moreover, the conclusion emphasizes that merely enriching
the modalities and size of the pre-trained datasets during the
pre-training stage may not yield benefits and could poten-
tially waste computational resources. The pivotal factor lies
in transferring useful and pertinent knowledge to the target
domain to sustain high-performance levels of the pre-trained
model.

To assess and compare the effectiveness of the double
fine-tuned technique with the TL method, we replicated
the process using our pre-trained TL model. The dataset
selected for double fine-tuning is known as Medico-2018
(Pogorelov et al., 2018), comprising 14,033 gastrointestinal
images. Among these, 5,293 images from the training set
were annotated by experienced endoscopists into 16 classes
of gastrointestinal diseases, while the remaining 8,740 im-
ages from the testing set remained unlabeled. Notably, the
Medico-2018 dataset displays significant class imbalances,
with notable differences in sample counts across each class.
During the first fine-tuning phase, we exclusively utilized the
5,293 annotated images due to the supervised learning ap-
proach employed in the pre-trained TL model. We integrated
the same projection head, consisting of four dense layers and
one dropout layer, as in the previous experiment setting for
the TL model to facilitate the supervised learning process.
Upon completing the initial training step, the projection head
was removed, and the fine-tuned Xception model was ap-
plied to the target Kvasirv2 dataset for the second fine-tuning
step. This second fine-tuning step followed the same process
as before, and the double fine-tuned model underwent testing
on the Kvasirv2 dataset for subsequent analysis.

The results of the double fine-tuned TL model are de-
tailed in Table 14, with the corresponding confusion matrix
outlined in Fig 11. A noticeable performance improvement
is observed in the double fine-tuned TL model compared
to the pre-trained TL model. Specifically, the double fine-
tuned model demonstrated a 5% enhancement on the base
dataset and a 3% improvement on the augmented dataset
across metrics such as accuracy, sensitivity, precision, and
F1 score. Furthermore, the double fine-tuned model on the
base dataset outperformed its counterpart on the augmented
dataset. Given the size of the Kvasirv2 dataset, we suggest
that this phenomenon occurs because the enriched param-
eters transferred from the source domain have reduced the
requirement of needed features to be learned in the target
dataset, thereby providing satisfactory performance. Impor-
tantly, the performance of the double fine-tuned TL model
on the down-sampled Kvasirv2 dataset witnessed a substan-
tial improvement of more than 20% across each evaluation
metric, underscoring the significant value of the double fine-
tuned technique in scenarios where the target dataset is
limited. Additionally, the evaluation matrix maps indicate
a more balanced distribution of true prediction samples
compared to the single fine-tuned pre-trained model, demon-
strating that the double fine-tuning technique can equally
enhance the pre-trained model’s robustness and reduce the
risks of bias learning in multi-classification tasks.

Comparison with state-of-the-art Methods

In this subsection, we conducted a comparative analysis,
juxtaposing the optimal outcomes from both pre-trained
methods against the performances of several contemporary
state-of-the-art models. The objective is to elucidate the
efficacy of the proposed pre-trained models on the selected
datasets, and the results are delineated in Table 15. A dis-
cerning examination of the table reveals the superior per-
formance of our proposed TL and SSL models compared
to state-of-the-art models on four datasets. The proposed
SSL model has achieved advantages of 4.8% and 5.2%
in accuracy compared to those state-of-the-art DL models
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(a) Double fine-tuned SSL model on base BusI dataset (b) Double fine-tuned SSL model on augmented BusI dataset

(c) Double fine-tuned SSL model on downsampled BusI dataset (d) Double fine-tuned TL model on base KvasirV2 dataset

(e) Double fine-tuned TL model on augmented KvasirV2 dataset
(f) Double fine-tuned TL model on downsampled KvasirV2

dataset

Figure 11: Confusion matrix (a), (b), (c) represent double fine-tuned SSL model on BusI dataset, Confusion matrix (d), (e), (f)
represent double fine-tuned TL model on KvasirV2 dataset.
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Table 15
The proposed models versus state-of-the-art models.

Author Models Pretrained methods Datasets Acc(%) Loss
Gheflati & Rivaz (2022) ResNet-50 Transfer learning BusI 83.00 -

Deb & Jha (2023) Ensemble Transfer learning BusI 85.23 -
Proposed TL method Xception Transfer learning BusI 77.50 1.18
Proposed SSL method ResNet-50 Self-supervised learning BusI 90.00 0.65

Dadgar & Neshat (2022) InceptionResNetV2 Transfer learning ChestCT 91.10 0.063
Mamun et al. (2023) CNN - ChestCT 92.00 0.33
Proposed TL method Xception Transfer learning ChestCT 93.30 0.26
Proposed SSL method ResNet-50 Self-supervised learning ChestCT 97.22 0.77

Dong et al. (2023) Ensemble Transfer learning Kavisirv2 90.60 -
Mukhtorov et al. (2023) ResNet-152 - Kavisirv2 93.46 0.11

Wang et al. (2023) Hybrid VIT - Kavisirv2 95.42 -
Proposed TL method Xception Transfer learning Kavisirv2 96.40 0.40
Proposed SSL method ResNet-50 Self-supervised learning Kavisirv2 85.81 1.41
Kiefer et al. (2023) MobileNetV3 Transfer Learning EyePacs 88.30 -

Proposed TL method Xception Transfer learning EyePacs 92.10 0.80
Proposed SSL method ResNet-50 Self-supervised learning EyePacs 83.20 0.48

that were either trained from scratch or employed trans-
fer learning methodologies. This outcome aligns with the
earlier experimental observation, indicating that the SSL
method has more advantages in grey-scale medical image
learning than the TL method. Concurrently, the proposed TL
model demonstrated competitive prowess when compared
to state-of-the-art DL models, showing a 1% improvement
in the KvasirV2 dataset and a 4% improvement in the Eye-
Pacs dataset. This observation underscores the generaliza-
tion ability and advanced performance of pre-trained TL
models with ImageNet weight, showcasing that even the pre-
trained ImageNet model is constrained in some scenarios but
still has value in medical application learning.

Furthermore, by comparing with some DL studies trained
from scratch, the TL model has shown additional advantages
in training speed. For instance, Mukhtorov et al. (2023)
reported that their CNN model, developed without the use
of pre-training, necessitated a training duration of 6-12
hours from inception on the target Kvasirv2 dataset. In
stark contrast, the pre-trained TL model required a mere 40
minutes for fine-tuning on the identical dataset, concurrently
maintaining a better performance level during the testing
phase. However, the pre-trained SSL model, on average,
required double or triple the time compared to the TL
model, consuming more time and computational resources
in the training process. This high time consumption of SSL
training has raised attention from researchers in achieving
a balance between high model performance and reasonable
time cost.

Comparison using XAI techniques

As emphasized in the literature review and recent studies
(Albahri et al., 2023; Quinn et al., 2022), the reliability of
AI applications in bio-medicine and healthcare has become
a focal point of concern among researchers and medical
institutions. This emphasis on trustworthiness holds pivotal
significance for the widespread acceptance and integration

of AI within the medical domain. However, many stud-
ies have overlooked the importance of interpretability and
robustness in their proposed models, potentially leaving
researchers at risk when applying their work to real-world
scenarios. In this section, we aim to test the robustness
of our pre-trained models and demonstrate whether the
proposed models have made reasonable predictions based
on disease-type representations. To achieve this goal, we
utilized Grad-CAM heatmaps to gain insights into the focus
of the pre-trained models and to compare the predictions
of the two pre-trained models. Understanding why one pre-
trained model made correct predictions while the other did
not is of significant value to the research. Specifically, we
selected samples that were not classified into the true labels
by one pre-trained model but were classified correctly by
the other. We then employed the Grad-CAM technique to
generate corresponding heatmaps and compared them to
determine the reliability of correct predictions and identify
areas for improvement in incorrect predictions.

In Table 16, we conducted a comparative analysis of
heatmaps generated from predicted samples sourced from
grey-scale datasets including BusI and Chest CT. Each set
includes the original sample with marked disease regions,
followed by two heatmaps predicted by the pre-trained TL
and SSL models, respectively. For the BusI dataset, we
focused on samples from the Malignant class, as the primary
objective of this dataset is to distinguish malignant tumours
that pose a threat to patient health. The corresponding confu-
sion matrices indicated that the pre-trained TL model strug-
gled to classify this disease accurately. Malignant cancer
typically presents with large tumour segments, shadows, and
multiple projections from nodules. In the first BusI dataset
sample, the TL model misclassified it as Benign, with its
attention focused only on a fraction of the disease region,
failing to encompass the entire area. In contrast, the SSL
model correctly identified the disease region, indicating its
ability to discern malignant tumours accurately. This trend
persisted in the augmented BusI dataset, where the TL model
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Table 16
The comparison of TL and SSL models’ robustness towards grey-scale target datasets.

Datasets Pretrained TL Model Pretrained SSL Model True Label
BusI Pred: Benign Pred: Malignant Malignant

BusI (Augmented) Pred: Benign Pred: Malignant Malignant

BusI (Downsampled) Pred: Benign Pred: Malignant Malignant

ChestCT Pred: Adenocarcinoma Pred: Squamous.Cell Squamous.Cell

ChestCT (Augmented) Pred: Adenocarcinoma Pred: Large.Cell Large.Cell

ChestCT (Downsampled) Pred: Squamous.Cell Pred: Large.Cell Large.Cell
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Table 17
The comparison of TL and SSL models’ robustness towards colourful target datasets.

Datasets Pretrained TL Model Pretrained SSL Model True Label
KvasirV2 Pred: Polyps Pred: Ulcerative-colitis Polyps

KvasirV2 (Augmented) Pred: Normal-z-line Pred: Normal-pylorus Normal-z-line

KvasirV2 (Downsampled) Pred: Ulcerative-colitis Pred: Polyps Polyps

EyePacs Pred: RG Pred: NRG RG

EyePacs (Augmented) Pred: RG Pred: NRG RG

EyePacs (Downsampled) Pred: NRG Pred: RG NRG
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again failed to fully capture the disease region, while the
SSL model made the correct prediction. However, in the
down-sampled BusI dataset, the SSL model, while correctly
predicting the disease, lost focus on the true disease region,
which highlights the potential negative impact of the down-
sampling technique on model performance and robustness,
particularly with limited target dataset sizes.

For the Chest CT dataset, samples were selected from the
Squamous.cell.carcinoma and Large.cell.carcinoma classes,
representing the main symptoms of lung cancer diseases.
Squamous.cell.carcinoma typically exhibits cavitation and
lung collapse, while Large.cell.carcinoma presents as large
peripheral masses with irregular margins in lung segments.
Accordingly, the pre-trained models should focus on the
lung sides rather than soft tissues. In the Chest CT dataset,
we isolated the lung sides from the original samples for
comparison and heatmap evaluation. In the first image from
the base ChestCT dataset, the TL model misclassified the
disease as Adenocarcinoma, focusing its attention on the
bottom segment of the right lung. In contrast, the SSL model
correctly classified the sample, directing its attention to the
right lung side and middle aorta and cavity, aligning more
closely with the symptoms. In the second sample from the
Large.cell.carcinoma class, the TL model improved its focus
but still mispredicted the label, whereas the SSL model
correctly classified the sample by widening its focus to
both lung sides and middle tissue. In the down-sampled
ChestCT sample, the TL model remained fixated on the
right lung segment, focusing on white bubbles and nerves
at the bottom, resulting in an incorrect prediction of Squa-
mous.cell.carcinoma. In contrast, the SSL model correctly
focused on the entire left lung segment and middle cavity,
leading to an accurate prediction.

Table 17 presents a series of heat maps generated from
colourful target datasets, specifically KvasirV2 and Eye-
Pacs. Within the KvasirV2 dataset, our analysis revealed
challenges in classifying three pairs of classes: Dyed-lifted
polyps versus Dyed-resection-margins; Esophagitis versus
Normal z-line; Polyps versus Ulcerative-colitis. Among
these pairs, Esophagitis and Polyps represent common esop-
hageal diseases, prompting our focus on samples from the
normal z-line and polyps to discern how TL and SSL models
differentiate between them. The normal z-line typically
features a clear demarcation at the oesophagus-stomach
junction with uniform colour and smooth texture, similar to
surrounding tissue. In contrast, Esophagitis often manifests
as inflammation, erosion, or ulceration along the esophageal
lining. Polyps exhibit discrete raised lesions with a smooth or
lobulated surface, while Ulcerative Colitis presents diffuse
inflammation, erythema, loss of vascular pattern, and friabil-
ity in a continuous pattern. Taking advantage of these dis-
tinctions, we annotated the disease regions in the original im-
ages for comparative analysis. In the KvasirV2 dataset, the
first Polyps sample shows substantial caking on the intestinal
surface. The TL model correctly directed its attention around
the caking, while the SSL model erroneously fixated on the
caking itself, resulting in an incorrect prediction. In another

instance from the augmented KvasirV2 dataset, the TL
model effectively discerned the demarcation between tissue
and texture, accurately classifying the sample. Conversely,
the SSL model misidentified the background, leading to an
incorrect prediction of Normal-pylorus. In the downsampled
KvasirV2 dataset, the attention of the TL model was dis-
persed between intestinal pores and caking tissue, resulting
in misclassification. In contrast, the SSL model accurately
identified Polyps by focusing on the caking tissue and part
of the intestinal lining.

In the EyePacs dataset, the task revolves around distin-
guishing referable glaucoma (RG) and non-referable glau-
coma (NRG) from colourful fundus images. Samples from
both RG and NRG classes were examined. RG samples
typically exhibit pronounced optic disc features such as cup-
to-disc ratio, neuroretinal rim thinning, disc hemorrhages,
and notching compared to NRG. The TL model effectively
directed attention to the disc area, correctly classifying RG
images. In contrast, the SSL model was fixed on the back-
ground of the image, leading to misclassifications. In an
RG sample from the augmented EyePacs dataset, the TL
model maintained accurate predictions by focussing on the
disc area, while the SSL model failed to improve despite
the augmentation, and fixed on the background. In the last
sample with few optic disc features, the TL model correctly
identified the white representation area, while the attention
of the SSL model was divided between the eyecup and
background, indicating a lack of true feature comprehension
in NRG representations.

In summary, the heatmap samples generated through
the Grad-CAM technique offer further evidence that both
TL and SSL models not only exhibit distinct advantages in
handling grey-scale and colourful medical images but also
demonstrate superior robustness towards the specific image
types in which they excel. These findings align closely with
observations made during the training and testing phases,
highlighting the efficacy of the pre-trained TL model in
managing colourful medical images and the SSL model’s
remarkable capability in learning from grey-scale medical
images.

5. Conclusion and Recommendation
In the realm of real-world medical diagnosis, advanced

artificial intelligence techniques have assumed a pivotal role,
with pre-trained methods that show significant potential in
facilitating the integration of AI models into this domain.
This study undertakes a comprehensive exploration of the
strengths and limitations inherent in the two predominant
pre-trained methods: transfer learning and self-supervised
learning. The findings serve as a guiding resource for re-
searchers, helping them select the most suitable pre-trained
methods tailored to specific scenarios. The experimental
analysis reveals that the TL method, coupled with widely
employed ImageNet-pre-trained weights, excels in handling
colourful medical datasets, but exhibits comparatively re-
duced efficacy in managing grey-scale medical datasets.
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Conversely, the SSL method demonstrates superior perfor-
mance when confronted with grey-scale medical datasets
but lags behind the TL method in handling their colourful
counterparts. Significantly, despite their shared objective of
addressing data scarcity, models pre-trained using the SSL
method exhibit heightened stability in the face of smaller
datasets compared to those trained using the TL method.
Additionally, the study examines the efficacy of data-altering
methods in conjunction with pre-trained models for man-
aging imbalanced data, which is an additional prevalent
challenge in the medical field. The augmentation technique,
when combined with pre-trained methods, not only enhances
performance, but also fortifies the robustness of pre-trained
models. Conversely, the down-sampling technique proves
counterproductive, mitigating the influence of imbalanced
class samples but compromising the overall performance
and stability of the model.

A novel aspect of this study involves the evaluation of the
double fine-tuning technique on both the pre-trained TL and
SSL models. The observations affirm the utility of double
fine-tuning in enhancing pre-trained models’ performance
and robustness, particularly in scenarios where it is hard to
obtain extensive pre-trained data that matches the target data
domain. The study introduced a modified Xception model
and a concatenated ResNet-50 model, pre-trained using TL
and SSL methods, respectively. The proposed SSL model
achieves an accuracy of 90% and 97.22% in the multiclass
classification of the augmented BusI and chest CT datasets.
In contrast, the TL model achieves 96.4% and 92.1% accu-
racy in classifying the Kvasirv2 and EyePacs dataset image
classes. These models, when fine-tuned with image-based
AI technology, demonstrate efficacy in supporting disease
diagnosis and classification.

The insights of this study have the potential to go beyond
the realm of medical research, providing valuable consider-
ations for addressing data scarcity through pre-trained meth-
ods in diverse fields. In addition, researchers who intend to
utilise pre-trained techniques in their studies should consider
the following conditions.

1. The SSL method is recommended for small target
datasets (for example: less than 1000 samples), as it imparts
superior performance and stability compared to the TL
method.

2. The nature of the colour information within the target
data samples dictates the choice between the TL and SSL
methods. TL methods excel with colourful images, while
SSL methods exhibit proficiency with grey-scale images.

3. When confronting imbalanced data, it is advisable to
employ the data augmentation technique with pre-trained
methods. However, researchers need to pay more attention
to the associated increase in training time and computational
resource consumption, as well as to the risk of overfitting.

4. Avoid using data down-sampling when the target
dataset is small, as it may compromise model performance
and robustness, leading to a loss of crucial target informa-
tion.

5. In the absence of extensive source data that mirror tar-
get data features, consider a two-step approach: pre-training
the model in a less related domain with more samples,
followed by fine-tuning it in a closely related domain with
smaller samples. This strategy bridges the gap between pre-
trained models and target datasets without requiring abun-
dant similar training samples.

6. Pre-trained methods extend their utility beyond small
datasets; Even relatively large datasets benefit from im-
proved performance, robustness, training speed, and avoid-
ance of overfitting. Researchers are encouraged to explore
pre-trained methods within and beyond the medical field.
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