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Abstract

The skin, as the largest organ of the human body, is vulnerable to a diverse array of conditions collectively known

as skin lesions, which encompass various dermatoses. Diagnosing these lesions presents significant challenges for

medical practitioners due to the subtle visual differences that are often imperceptible to the naked eye. While not all

skin lesions are life-threatening, certain types can act as early indicators of severe diseases, including skin cancers, un-

derscoring the critical need for timely and accurate diagnostic methods. Deep learning algorithms have demonstrated

remarkable potential in facilitating the early detection and prognosis of skin lesions. This study advances the field by

curating a comprehensive and diverse dataset comprising 39 categories of skin lesions, synthesized from five publicly

available datasets. Using this dataset, the performance of five state-of-the-art deep learning models – MobileNetV2,

Xception, InceptionV3, EfficientNetB1, and Vision Transformer – is rigorously evaluated. To enhance the accuracy

and robustness of these models, attention mechanisms such as the Efficient Channel Attention (ECA) and the Convo-

lutional Block Attention Module (CBAM) are incorporated into their architectures. Comprehensive evaluation across

multiple performance metrics reveals that the Vision Transformer model integrated with CBAM outperforms others,

achieving an accuracy of 93.46%, precision of 94%, recall of 93%, F1-score of 93%, and specificity of 93.67%. These

results underscore the significant potential of the proposed system in supporting medical professionals with accurate

and efficient prognostic tools for diagnosing a broad spectrum of skin lesions. The dataset and code used in this study

can be found at https://github.com/akabircs/Skin-Lesions-Classification.
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1. Introduction

The human body comprises numerous vital organs, among which the skin stands out as the largest, enveloping and

protecting the entire body. Its extensive coverage makes it particularly susceptible to a wide range of viral, bacterial,
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and inflammatory conditions, leading to diverse health complications. Skin diseases encompass any disorders that

negatively impact the skin, affecting its appearance, function, or structure [1]. Certain abnormalities in the skin’s

appearance, such as nodular or waxy growths on areas like the ear, neck, or face; scar-like patches; or rough, scaly

lesions that may itch, bleed, or become crusty, can serve as early indicators of skin cancer. Importantly, early detection

and treatment of these abnormalities significantly improve outcomes, with most cases of skin cancer being curable

when identified and managed in their initial stages [2]. The global epidemiological burden of melanoma—a severe

and potentially life-threatening form of skin cancer—is a growing concern. In 2020, it was estimated that 325,000

new cases of melanoma were diagnosed worldwide, with approximately 57,000 deaths attributed to this malignancy.

Alarmingly, projections suggest that if current trends persist, the global burden of melanoma could rise to 510,000

new cases and 96,000 deaths annually by 2040 [3]. These statistics underscore the urgent need for effective diagnostic

tools and strategies to combat the escalating prevalence of melanoma and other skin-related disorders.

If skin lesions are detected early, it is possible to prevent complications and mitigate the progression of disease

effects, improving patient outcomes [4]. Traditional diagnosis of skin lesions heavily depends on the expertise and

experience of dermatologists. However, factors such as variations in skin tone and the subtlety of visual indicators can

increase the likelihood of misdiagnosis. Consequently, manual diagnosis is often time-consuming and prone to error.

To address these limitations, computer-aided diagnostic (CAD) tools and automated systems can provide significant

support to dermatologists by improving diagnostic accuracy and efficiency [5]. Skin lesions can arise from various

causes, including the entrapment of microbes in skin pores or hair follicles, parasitic infestations, the presence of

microorganisms on the skin, or systemic illnesses involving organs such as the thyroid and kidneys. Additionally,

a compromised immune system can predispose individuals to skin disorders. External factors, such as contact with

allergens or infected skin, can also contribute. In some instances, genetic predisposition plays a critical role in the

development of skin lesions [6]. Medical professionals diagnose skin lesions primarily through visual examination.

In certain cases, laboratory methods such as biopsies or microscopic examination of skin samples are employed to

confirm diagnoses. Despite their utility, these methods are not universally accurate and often require substantial time

and resources [7]. Given these challenges, this study proposes the development of a deep learning-based classification

system to address a wide spectrum of skin lesions, encompassing 39 distinct types, thus enhancing diagnostic precision

and reducing the time required for analysis [8].

Numerous studies have demonstrated that deep learning approaches for diagnosing skin lesion types from im-

ages of affected skin areas significantly enhance effectiveness and accuracy. While certain strategies, such as those

outlined in [9], perform well on datasets with a few number of classes, they are prone to overfitting and exhibit in-

consistent behavior when tested on datasets with a large number of classes. Techniques such as transfer learning,

image generation via adversarial generative networks, and data augmentation offer potential solutions to mitigate the

challenges of training models on limited datasets. However, some researchers rely on non-public datasets, which

presents reproducibility challenges. The unavailability of datasets hinders the validation and replication of findings,

and the selection of web-sourced images may introduce biases. When datasets contain a large number of images per
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class, deep learning significantly outperforms traditional machine learning methods. Even in cases with limited image

availability, deep learning models can overcome this limitation by employing data augmentation techniques. These

methods enable models to make autonomous and intelligent decisions with higher accuracy rates. Pre-trained deep

learning models and state-of-the-art strategies have already demonstrated promising results for high-accuracy skin

lesion classification. This research focuses on utilizing deep learning methodologies to classify 39 skin lesion types.

Additionally, it aims to compare the performance of these methods to identify the most accurate model for handling a

large number of skin lesion classes effectively. The key contributions of this study are as follows:

• A dataset comprising 39 classes is curated by integrating five publicly available datasets [10], [11], [12], [13],

[14]. This integration enhances the diversity and variation of skin lesions represented in the dataset, ensuring

comprehensive coverage of 39 distinct types of skin lesions.

• This study introduces attention modules into state-of-the-art deep learning models and explores their advantages

on the curated dataset. The impact of attention mechanisms on model performance is evaluated using diverse

metrics, demonstrating their potential to enhance the robustness and precision of deep learning models in skin

lesion classification.

• A rigorous analysis is conducted to identify the best-performing model on the curated dataset. Subsequently,

an extensive evaluation compares the performance of the top-performing model with state-of-the-art studies,

further validating its effectiveness and superiority.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides an overview of related works, discussing

recent advancements and methodologies in the field of skin lesion classification. Section 3 describes the overall

methodological framework, including a detailed explanation of the curated dataset, the deep learning models explored,

and the integration of attention modules. Section 4 presents a comprehensive experimental analysis of the performance

of the various models, along with a comparative evaluation of the proposed approach against existing methods on

standard datasets. Following the discussion presented in Section 5, the paper concludes with the key findings and

implications outlined in Section 6.

2. Related work

Numerous studies have utilized machine learning techniques to classify skin lesions, primarily relying on publicly

available datasets. Table 1 provides a summary of key contributions from existing works, including the datasets used,

the number of skin lesion classes considered, and the approaches employed. While these studies have made significant

strides in advancing lesion classification, most are constrained by their focus on a limited number of lesion types and

their dependence on pre-existing datasets. The methodologies often leverage traditional CNN-based architectures

or the latest transformer models; however, they fall short of addressing the challenges inherent in large-scale skin
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lesion classification. In contrast, this study introduces a novel approach that incorporates advanced attention-guided

techniques, enabling comprehensive and robust classification across a significantly larger and more diverse dataset.

Table 1: A summary of the related work

Study Model Dataset Class

[15] Deep Reinforcement Learning ISIC 2017 [16] 3

[17] Deep Neural Networks ISIC 2017 [16] 2

[8] DenseNet201 ISIC 2018 [18] 7

[19] Inception HAM10000 [20] 2

[21] Custom CNN HAM10000 [20] 7

[22] MobileNetV2 with LSTM HAM10000 [20] 7

[23] Custom CNN model ISIC 2018 [18] and HAM10000 [20] 7

[24] Swin Transformer + CNN ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[26] Chimp Optimization with Vision Transformer ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[27] YOLOv3 and Vision transformer ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[28] Custom GoogleNet ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[29] Residual Deep Convolution Neural Network ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[30] DSP-KD ISIC 2019 [20, 25] 8

[31] Deep Bottleneck Transformer ISIC 2017 [16] and HAM10000 [20] 6 and 7

[32] DenseNet201 + KNN ISIC 2017 [16] and PH2 [33] 3 and 2

[34] Optimized ResNet + Transformer + Self-attention ISIC 2019 [20, 25] and PH2 [33] 8 and 3

[35] Vision Transformer ISIC 2019 [20, 25], ISIC 2020 [36], PH2 [33],

HAM10000 [20]

8

[37] RAN + Inception +MobileNet HAM10000 [20] and PH2 [33] 4 and 3

[38] Custom CNN HAM10000 [20], ISBI 2016 [39], ISIC 2017

[16], ISIC 2018 [18], ISIC 2019 [20, 25]

4 and 3

[10] EfficientNet-B2 Merged (Atlas Dermatology [40] (24 classes)

and ISIC 2019 (7 classes))

31

[41] Xception Merged (Dermnet [42] and HAM10000 [20]) 5

This study ViT + CBAM Curated from (ISIC 2019 [20, 25], Atlas Der-

matology [40], HAM10000 [20], MSLD 2.0

[43], [44] and other sources)

39

The ISIC 2017 dataset has been extensively used in skin lesion classification research, primarily focusing on

binary or small multiclass problems. Prasanna Kumar et al. [15] proposed an enhanced segmentation formula and a

self-attention mechanism to extract crucial features from lesion images. Although effective, their work was limited

to three lesion classes, reducing its applicability to broader classification tasks. Similarly, Choudhary et al. [17]
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explored feature extraction techniques such as GLCM and 2D DWT, coupled with deep learning models for binary

classification. While these studies advanced segmentation and feature extraction, their restricted scope of lesion types

limited their generalizability.

The ISIC 2018 dataset, synonymous with the HAM10000 dataset, has been widely adopted due to its inclusion of

seven lesion types. Arora et al. [8] conducted a comparative study of 14 deep learning networks, providing valuable

insights into their capabilities but without addressing the challenges of scaling to larger datasets. Similarly, Ali et al.

[23] explored binary and multiclass classification by leveraging transfer learning, but their work primarily focused

on benign versus malignant distinctions. Other researchers, such as Srinivasu et al. [22], utilized MobileNetV2 and

LSTM models to classify lesions but were constrained by the predefined lesion classes of HAM10000, limiting their

generalizability to larger and more diverse datasets. Young et al. [19] applied the Inception model on the dataset,

focusing on binary classification (Melanoma vs. Naevus), but their restricted class scope reduced its applicability to

multiclass problems. Chowdhury et al. [21] explored CNN architectures with self-attention to classify seven lesion

types, offering a novel approach but without addressing the integration of more advanced attention mechanisms for

feature enhancement.

The ISIC 2019 dataset offers an incremental increase in lesion types with eight classes and has been widely studied.

Ayas et al. [24] employed a hybrid Swin Transformer and CNN model, demonstrating the potential of transformer-

based approaches. Desale and Patil [26] integrated optimization techniques with Vision Transformer, while Saha et

al. [27] combined YOLOv3 segmentation with Vision Transformer. Alsahafi et al. [29] introduced a custom Residual

Deep Convolution Neural Network (Skin-Net), leveraging multilevel feature extraction and cross-channel correlation

to address classification challenges. Kassem et al. [28] applied a custom GoogleNet model, resizing the dataset to

balance image distribution across classes, but the focus remained on eight lesion types. Zeng et al. [30] introduced

multi-source knowledge fusion distillation techniques to enhance feature learning, although their framework did not

address scaling to datasets with greater lesion diversity.

Several studies have explored multi-dataset approaches to improve generalizability and address data imbalances.

Ahmad et al. [35] evaluated Vision Transformers and DeepLabv3+ across ISIC 2019, ISIC 2020, and PH2 datasets,

highlighting the potential of cross-dataset analysis but facing challenges related to imbalanced data distributions. Na-

gadevi et al. [37] employed ensemble learning techniques on HAM10000 and PH2, achieving improved performance

but remaining limited in the number of classes considered. Sadik et al. [41] implemented transfer learning models,

including Xception, to classify skin lesions across HAM10000 and Dermnet datasets, providing a broader perspective

but focusing on a limited number of lesion classes. Nakai et al. [31] incorporated self-attention mechanisms into a

deep bottleneck transformer model, working across ISIC 2017 and HAM10000 datasets. Although their approach

improved feature extraction, the study was still limited to six and seven lesion classes, respectively.

Other studies explored integrating multiple datasets to create more diverse collections. Rezaee and Zadeh [34] pro-

posed a hybrid ResNet and Transformer-based framework to classify skin lesions using ISIC 2019 and PH2 datasets.

Their method used cross-fusion techniques to integrate global and local features but was constrained by data im-

v



balances and compatibility issues. Similarly, Rodrigues et al. [32] leveraged DenseNet201 and KNN classifiers to

extract features from ISIC 2017 and PH2 datasets, enhancing feature learning but focusing on a limited number of le-

sion types. While these studies addressed some challenges of working with multi-datasets, they often lacked advanced

attention mechanisms or scalability to larger lesion classes.

Merged dataset studies aim to address the limitations of individual datasets by creating larger and more diverse

collections. Rafay and Hussain [10] merged ISIC with the Atlas Dermatology dataset to form a collection of 31

lesion classes and evaluated multiple transfer learning models. Although this approach improved dataset diversity, it

did not incorporate attention-based mechanisms to refine feature extraction. Sadik et al. [41] extended their analysis

to merged datasets, including HAM10000 and Dermnet, employing transfer learning models such as Xception for

classification. While their study broadened the scope by incorporating data from multiple sources, it still focused on

a limited number of lesion classes, reducing its applicability to large-scale multiclass classification tasks.

Despite the progress made by these studies, significant gaps remain. Most works focus on datasets with a limited

number of lesion types, relying on traditional CNN-based or transformer-based architectures without exploring the

benefits of attention mechanisms. Additionally, while some studies merge datasets to enhance diversity, they fail to

fully address the challenges of scalability and generalization in large-scale, multiclass classification scenarios.

This study addresses these gaps by curating a dataset comprising 39 skin lesion classes through the integration of

five publicly available datasets. By incorporating advanced attention mechanisms such as CBAM into state-of-the-

art deep learning models, this work enhances feature extraction and classification robustness. Moreover, it provides

an extensive evaluation across a large and diverse dataset, distinguishing itself from previous studies and offering a

comprehensive solution for large-scale skin lesion classification.

3. Methodology

The proposed methodology, illustrated in Figure 1, encompasses several critical stages designed to achieve robust

and accurate skin lesion classification. These stages include dataset integration, where multiple publicly available

datasets are merged to create a diverse and balanced dataset; data preprocessing, which involves normalization and

augmentation techniques to improve data quality and variability; and image processing, aimed at refining input images

for optimal model training. Furthermore, the methodology involves the exploration of deep learning models, both with

and without the integration of advanced attention mechanisms, to evaluate their effectiveness in feature extraction and

classification. Finally, performance evaluation is conducted using a comprehensive set of metrics to ensure a rigorous

assessment of model performance.

3.1. Dataset Curation

In this study, a comprehensive dataset was curated by integrating five publicly available datasets, each contributing

unique lesion types and features. The details of the datasets, including their sources, the number of classes, and the

specific classes included, are outlined in Table 2.
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Figure 1: Methodological Flow of the Proposed Skin Disease Classification Approach

Table 2: Sources of our curated dataset

Source Number of classes Classes taken

Merged dataset [10] (ISIC 2019 [20, 25] and Atlas Dermatology [40]) 31 12

Skin Diseases 2 [11] 11 3

Skin Lesion Classification Dataset [12] (HAM10000 [20] and MSLD 2.0 [43]) 14 7

dataset-23-skin [13] (Dermnet [44]) 23 16

Skin Diseases [14] (Atlas Dermatology [40]) 6 1

Integrating datasets from diverse sources presented several challenges. The datasets vary significantly in terms

of class distributions, image resolutions, and quality. For example, while some datasets, such as ISIC 2019, con-

tain detailed annotations and standardized imaging, others, such as Dermnet, include more general clinical images.

These differences necessitated careful preprocessing and standardization to ensure uniformity in the curated dataset.

Additionally, the initial integration revealed severe class imbalances, with some lesion types, such as Lichen Planus,

represented by only 130 images, while others had thousands of samples. To address this, the dataset was balanced

by capping each class at 130 images, ensuring equal representation and mitigating biases during model training. A

sample image from each class in the curated dataset is presented in Table 3.

The curated dataset offers several advantages over individual datasets. First, the integration of five datasets ex-
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Table 3: Sample images from all classes in the curated dataset

No. Class Name Image No. Class Name Image

1. Akne 21. Lupus

2. Atopic Dermatitis 22. Measles

3. Basal Cell Carcinoma 23. Melanocytic Nevi

4. Benign Keratosis 24. Melanoma

5. Bullous 25. Molluscum Contagiosum

6. Chickenpox 26. Monkeypox

7. Cowpox 27. Nail Fungus

8. Dermatofibroma 28. Pigment

9. Eczema 29. Pityriasis Rosea

10. Exanthems 30. Poison Ivy

11. Hand Foot Mouth Disease 31. Porokeratosis Actinic

12. Hailey-Hailey Disease 34. Psoriasis

13. Hair loss Alopecia 33. Scabies Lyme Disease

14. Impetigo 34. Seborheic Keratosis

15. Leprosy Borderline 35. Systemic Disease

16. Leprosy Lepromatous 36. Tinea Ringworm

17. Larva Migrans 37. Tungiasis

18. Leprosy Tuberculoid 38. Urticaria Hives

19. Lichen Planus 39. Vasculitis

20. Light Diseases

pands the diversity of skin lesion types, resulting in a collection of 39 distinct classes. This diversity is crucial for

developing a model that is robust and capable of generalizing across a wide range of lesion types. Second, by stan-

dardizing and balancing the dataset, biases inherent in individual datasets are minimized, enabling fairer and more

accurate evaluations of model performance. Third, the dataset encompasses lesions captured under varying condi-
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tions, including dermoscopic and clinical imaging, which enhances the model’s ability to handle real-world variations

in input data.

To facilitate training, testing, and validation of the models, the curated dataset was split into three subsets: 70%

for training, 15% for testing, and 15% for validation. This resulted in 90 images per class for the training set and 20

images per class for both the testing and validation sets. This split ensures the model can generalize effectively across

unseen data while providing sufficient data for both the training and evaluation phases.

3.2. Dataset Preprocessing

The initial curated dataset, while diverse, did not contain a sufficient number of images per class in the training

set to enable effective model training and achieve robust classification accuracy. To address this limitation, data

augmentation techniques were applied to increase the size of the training dataset. Augmentation not only enhances

the dataset’s size but also introduces variability, which helps models generalize better to unseen data by simulating

real-world conditions.

The preprocessing techniques employed in this work include resizing, which ensures uniform image dimensions

across the dataset, and normalization, which scales pixel values to a consistent range, facilitating faster and more

stable model convergence. Additionally, geometric transformations such as height shift, width shift, rotation, zoom,

shear, vertical flipping, and horizontal flipping were utilized. These transformations simulate variations in image

orientation, scale, and perspective, thereby improving the model’s ability to handle diverse and complex inputs.

3.3. Deep Learning Models

In this study, five deep learning models have been used as baselines to evaluate their performance in classifying

39 types of skin lesions. A brief description of each model and its relevance to the study is provided below:

MobileNetV2. It is a lightweight convolutional neural network (CNN) designed to balance model size and accuracy,

making it particularly suitable for resource-constrained environments. As an enhancement of the original MobileNet

model, MobileNetV2 introduces several key innovations, including depthwise separable convolutions, inverted resid-

uals, and bottleneck designs. These architectural elements significantly reduce the number of parameters while main-

taining the model’s ability to capture complex features. Furthermore, linear bottlenecks and squeeze-and-excitation

(SE) blocks are employed to enhance feature extraction efficiency, enabling the model to process high-dimensional

visual data with minimal computational overhead.

MobileNetV2 has proven effective across various computer vision tasks, such as image classification, object detec-

tion, and semantic segmentation, due to its ability to combine compactness and accuracy. In this study, MobileNetV2

was implemented using a learning rate of 0.001, a batch size of 8, and trained over 40 epochs. These hyperparameters

were chosen to optimize the model’s performance on the curated skin lesion dataset while maintaining computational

efficiency.
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Xception. Xception, short for “Extreme Inception,” is a deep learning architecture that extends the principles of the

Inception model by employing depthwise separable convolutions. This innovative design significantly reduces the

number of parameters and computational requirements, while maintaining high accuracy in feature extraction and

classification tasks. The architecture consists of 36 convolutional layers organized into a linear stack of depthwise

separable convolutional layers. This design allows the model to effectively decouple spatial and channel-wise feature

extraction, enabling more efficient processing of input data.

Xception’s deep and efficient design has demonstrated excellent performance across a wide range of computer

vision tasks, including image classification, object detection, and image segmentation. By leveraging depthwise sep-

arable convolutions, Xception achieves a balanced trade-off between accuracy and computational efficiency, making

it suitable for applications requiring high performance with constrained resources.

In this study, the Xception model was implemented with a learning rate of 0.001, a batch size of 8, and trained over

8 epochs. These hyperparameters were selected to optimize the model’s performance on the curated skin lesion dataset

while ensuring computational feasibility. The use of Xception allows for effective extraction of intricate patterns in

skin lesion images, contributing to robust classification results.

InceptionV3. It is a deep learning model that extends the Inception architecture, comprising 42 layers designed to

improve both accuracy and computational efficiency. As a successor to earlier Inception models, InceptionV3 achieves

a lower error rate while maintaining a streamlined architecture. Its design incorporates a variety of symmetric and

asymmetric building blocks, such as convolutional layers, average pooling layers, max-pooling layers, concatenation

layers, dropout layers, and fully connected layers. This diverse set of components enables the model to capture

intricate patterns and details across a wide range of image features.

A key feature of InceptionV3 is the use of batch normalization on activation inputs, which stabilizes the training

process and enhances convergence. This design also emphasizes efficiency by incorporating techniques that reduce

the number of parameters and computations, making it suitable for resource-constrained environments. InceptionV3

has demonstrated strong performance in terms of accuracy, efficiency, and transfer learning capabilities, making it

widely applicable across various image classification tasks.

In this study, the InceptionV3 model was implemented with a learning rate of 0.001, a batch size of 8, 8 epochs, and

a dropout rate of 0.5. These hyperparameters were chosen to optimize performance on the curated skin lesion dataset

while ensuring effective generalization. The model’s ability to capture a broad range of image details contributes to

its robustness in classifying diverse skin lesion types, further validating its suitability for this study..

EfficientNetB1. It is part of the EfficientNet family of models, which introduces a unique and systematic approach to

scaling neural network architectures. Unlike traditional methods that scale depth (number of layers), width (number

of channels), or resolution independently, EfficientNet employs a compound scaling method. This approach expands

all three dimensions—depth, width, and resolution—simultaneously and proportionally, optimizing efficiency while
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maintaining high accuracy. By leveraging this innovative scaling strategy, EfficientNetB1 achieves exceptional per-

formance without becoming computationally prohibitive.

EfficientNet offers several variants, ranging from B0 to B7, each with a different level of depth and width scaling.

This flexibility allows users to select a model variant that best fits their resource constraints and accuracy requirements.

EfficientNetB1, in particular, balances computational efficiency and accuracy, making it suitable for applications

where resources are limited but high performance is essential.

The core strength of EfficientNetB1 lies in its ability to maintain a compelling balance between accuracy and

efficiency, making it an adaptable and powerful architecture for image classification tasks. Its lightweight design,

coupled with its ability to capture complex patterns in data, has made it widely applicable in domains requiring

scalable and efficient deep learning solutions.

In this study, EfficientNetB1 was implemented with a learning rate of 0.001, a batch size of 8, and trained over

70 epochs. These hyperparameters were selected to optimize the model’s learning process and performance on the

curated skin lesion dataset. The EfficientNetB1 architecture’s efficiency and scalability make it a valuable addition to

the baseline models explored in this research.

Vision Transformer. The Vision Transformer (ViT) introduces a paradigm shift in image processing by representing

images as sequences, akin to natural language processing (NLP) tasks. Unlike convolutional neural networks (CNNs),

which rely on spatial hierarchies and convolutional operations, the Vision Transformer divides images into patches and

treats them as sequential data. Each image is split into smaller patches, flattened, and linearly projected into a vector

space, enabling the model to learn image structure autonomously. The ViT architecture builds on the foundation of

transformer models, leveraging their ability to process sequential data effectively. Below is a step-by-step breakdown

of its architecture:

i. Image splitting into patches: The input image is divided into smaller, fixed-size patches, each representing a

specific region of the image. This step transforms the 2D spatial structure of the image into discrete, independent

patches that the model can process sequentially.

ii. Flattening the patches: Each patch’s pixel values are flattened into a single vector by concatenating the channels

of all pixels within the patch. This transformation allows the model to treat image patches as sequential data,

analogous to words in a sentence for NLP tasks.

iii. Producing lower-dimensional linear embeddings: Flattened patch vectors are projected into a lower-dimensional

space using trainable linear transformations. This step reduces the dimensionality of the data while preserving

key features, ensuring computational efficiency and facilitating feature extraction.

iv. Adding positional encodings: Positional encodings are added to the patch embeddings to retain information about

the spatial arrangement of the patches. These encodings enable the model to understand the relative positions of

patches, a crucial aspect for maintaining the spatial coherence of images.
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v. Feeding the sequence into a transformer encoder: The sequence of patch embeddings, enriched with positional

encodings, is passed through a transformer encoder. The encoder consists of multiple layers, each featuring

multi-head self-attention mechanisms (MSPs) and multi-layer perceptron (MLP) blocks. MSPs compute attention

weights to prioritize relevant elements in the input sequence, enabling the model to focus on important features

during classification. MLP blocks are fully connected layers that further process the sequence, transforming

the learned features into more abstract representations. Each layer incorporates layer normalization before the

attention and MLP blocks to ensure stable and efficient training.

vi. Final classification head: The output of the transformer encoder is passed to a classification head, consisting of

a Gaussian Error Linear Unit (GELU) activation function and a final MLP block. The output of the MLP is

processed through a softmax function to generate class probabilities for the input image.

By relying on this step-by-step architecture, Vision Transformer eliminates the need for convolutional operations while

leveraging the power of self-attention to model global dependencies in the input. This makes ViT particularly effective

for image classification tasks, where understanding the relationships between distant image regions is essential.

In this study, the Vision Transformer is employed to classify 39 types of skin lesions. Its capability to learn high-

dimensional, global features from images makes it a suitable choice for capturing the intricate and diverse patterns

present in the curated dataset.

3.4. Integrated Attention Module

Attention mechanisms play a critical role in enhancing deep learning models by enabling them to focus on the

most relevant regions of input data. In the context of image classification, attention modules help in extracting features

more precisely by emphasizing significant portions of images while ignoring less relevant details. To leverage this

advantage, all five baseline models employed in this study are interrogated with well-known attention modules. A

detailed discussion of these modules is provided below.

3.4.1. Efficient Channel Attention (ECA)

ECA is an architectural unit based on the squeeze-and-excitation (SE) block, designed to enhance feature repre-

sentation with minimal computational overhead. Unlike traditional SE blocks, ECA avoids dimensionality reduction,

maintaining the richness of feature maps while reducing model complexity. This is achieved by capturing local cross-

channel interactions, which focus on the dependencies between different feature channels.

The ECA mechanism operates by performing channel-wise global average pooling on the feature maps, followed

by a fast 1D convolution of size k. This convolution efficiently captures the interaction between each channel and its

k-nearest neighbors. The kernel size k determines the range of local interactions and is adaptively chosen to ensure an

optimal balance between efficiency and performance [45]. By using this method, ECA ensures that attention prediction

for each channel incorporates information from its neighboring channels without increasing the dimensionality of the

feature maps.
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The strength of ECA lies in its ability to enhance feature selectivity, allowing the model to focus on critical image

details while maintaining computational efficiency. Its lightweight design makes it particularly suitable for integration

into complex architectures, where computational constraints are a concern. Figure 2 illustrates the architecture of the

Efficient Channel Attention module and its integration into the baseline models.

Figure 2: Efficient channel attention module [45]

3.4.2. Convolutional Block Attention Module (CBAM)

CBAM is a lightweight yet powerful attention mechanism designed to enhance feature extraction in deep learn-

ing models [46]. CBAM combines channel attention and spatial attention modules in a sequential manner to refine

feature representations adaptively, as illustrated in Figure 3. By applying attention along both the channel and spatial

dimensions, CBAM effectively focuses on the most relevant parts of an image while suppressing irrelevant informa-

tion. Given an intermediate feature map F ∈ RC×H×W given as input, CBAM computes 1D channel attention map

Mc ∈ RC×1×1 and a 2D spatial attention map Ms ∈ R1×H×W . The refined output F′′ is computed as follows:

F′ =Mc(F) ⊗ F, (1)

F′′ =Ms(F′) ⊗ F′ (2)

where ⊗ denotes element-wise multiplication.

Channel Attention Module. The channel attention module, illustrated in Figure 4, emphasizes important feature chan-

nels by exploiting inter-channel dependencies [46]. This module determines “what” is meaningful in an image. By

squeezing the spatial dimensions, channel attention aggregates information across the input feature map’s spatial
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Figure 3: Convolutional block attention module

domain. Both average-pooling and max-pooling operations are used to generate global descriptors, which are then

passed through a shared network consisting of a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) with one hidden layer. The outputs of

these two pooling operations are merged to produce the final channel attention map:

Mc(F) = σ
(
MLP(AvgPool(F)) +MLP(MaxPool(F))

)
= σ
(
W1

(
W0(Fc

avg)
)
+W1

(
W0(Fc

max)
))
, (3)

where W0 and W1 are the weights of the MLP layers.

Spatial Attention Module

conv layer

Channel-refined [MaxPool, AvgPool]
feature F' Spatial Attention Ms

Input feature F

MaxPool

AvgPool +

Channel Attention Module

Shared MLP

Channel Attention
Mc

Figure 4: Channel attention module, redrawn based on

Spatial Attention Module. The spatial attention module, illustrated in Figure 5, focuses on “where” the informative

regions are located within an image. By analyzing inter-spatial relationships, the spatial attention module emphasizes

critical regions while suppressing less relevant ones. Spatial attention is computed by applying average-pooling and

max-pooling along the channel axis, generating two 2D feature maps. These maps are concatenated and passed

through a convolutional layer with a 7 × 7 filter to produce the final spatial attention map:

F s
avg = AvgPool(F) (4)

F s
max = MaxPool(F) (5)

Mc(F) = σ(f7×7([F s
avg; F s

max])) (6)

where σ denotes the sigmoid function and f7×7 represents a convolutional operation with a 7 × 7 filter.
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feature F' Spatial Attention Ms

Figure 5: Spatial Attention Module, redrawn based on [46]

3.5. Vision Transformer with Convolutional Block Attention Module

In the proposed approach, the convolutional block attention module (CBAM) is integrated with a vision trans-

former (ViT) to enhance its feature extraction capabilities. Vision Transformers inherently excel at capturing global

contextual information by processing images as sequences of patches, with each patch contributing to an embedded

output set that encapsulates the global dependencies of the image. However, transformers can sometimes lack the

ability to precisely capture localized, fine-grained details, such as the boundaries of specific regions, which are crucial

for accurate classification.

By integrating CBAM into the vision transformer architecture, these shortcomings are addressed. After the vision

transformer processes the input image, the global feature representations obtained from the transformer are passed to

the channel attention module of CBAM. This module weights the feature maps produced by the vision transformer

to emphasize the most informative and relevant features while suppressing less significant ones. The refined features

from the channel attention module are then passed to the spatial attention module of CBAM. This module identifies

specific spatial regions of the image that are most pertinent, ensuring that the model focuses on areas with the highest

diagnostic value.

Through this integration, the vision transformer’s global contextual understanding is combined with CBAM’s

ability to refine features both globally and locally. This synergy enhances the model’s ability to extract highly infor-

mative features, resulting in more precise classification. The combined architecture not only improves the detection

of subtle details within an image but also mitigates the limitations of the Vision Transformer in accurately identifying

boundaries of altered or pathological regions [47].

Figure 6 illustrates the architecture of the vision transformer with the CBAM attention module for the proposed

approach. This hybrid design enables the model to capture features at multiple levels of granularity, leading to

improved performance on complex image classification tasks. By leveraging this integration, the proposed approach

becomes more efficient and accurate in identifying relevant patterns and structures in the input data, particularly for

the challenging task of skin lesion classification.
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Figure 6: Vision transformer with CBAM

4. Experimental Evaluation

4.1. Experiment Setup

The experiments conducted in this study were implemented using the Python programming language and exe-

cuted on Kaggle’s notebook environment. Kaggle provides access to powerful computational resources, including

an NVIDIA Tesla P100 GPU and 16 GB of RAM, which were utilized to accelerate model training and evalua-
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tion. These resources were instrumental in handling the computationally intensive tasks associated with training deep

learning models on the curated dataset.

The dataset was sourced from Kaggle and prepared for experimentation using Google Drive, which facilitated

seamless data storage and accessibility. Additionally, parts of the preprocessing and experimentation phases were per-

formed locally on an HP Core i5 laptop, ensuring flexibility and continuity of the workflow across multiple platforms.

This hybrid setup allowed the experiments to leverage both cloud-based and local computational resources, providing

a practical and cost-effective solution for developing and testing the proposed methodologies.

4.2. Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate the performance of the models developed in this study, several evaluation metrics were employed,

providing a comprehensive analysis of their effectiveness and enabling meaningful comparisons. The foundation

for these metrics is the confusion matrix, which categorizes predictions into four components: True Positive (TP),

True Negative (TN), False Positive (FP), and False Negative (FN). These components are instrumental in calculating

various performance metrics, such as Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-Score, and Specificity, each offering unique

insights into the strengths and limitations of the models. Definitions of those evaluation metrics are depicted below:

Accuracy =
T P + T N

T P + T N + FP + FN
(7)

Precision =
T P

T P + FP
(8)

Recall =
T P

T P + FN
(9)

F1-Score =
2 ∗ Precision ∗ Recall

Precision + Recall
(10)

Specificity =
T N

T N + FP
(11)

4.3. Performance Evaluation and Analysis

In this study, a range of pre-trained deep learning models – Xception, InceptionV3, EfficientNetB1, MobileNetV2,

and Vision Transformer (ViT) – were evaluated on the curated dataset to determine the most effective model among the

baseline methods. The baseline performance of these models is presented in Table 4. Among them, the ViT achieved

the highest accuracy of 91.79%, demonstrating superior performance compared to other models in the baseline setup.

The table also illustrates the performance of the models when the efficient channel attention (ECA) module is inte-

grated. The integration of ECA led to improved performance across all models. Notably, the ViT with ECA achieved

an accuracy of 92.31%, outperforming other ECA-augmented models. EfficientNetB1 with ECA also delivered im-

pressive results, achieving an accuracy of 90.38%, indicating that attention-guided mechanisms significantly enhance

the baseline models’ performance.

Furthermore, the table shows the results after integrating the convolutional block attention module (CBAM) into

the models. Similar to the ECA results, the ViT and EfficientNetB1 stood out, with both models achieving accuracies
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Table 4: Performance comparison with baseline methods

Method Accuracy (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%) Specificity (%)

B
as

el
in

e

MobileNetV2 80.03 84 80 80 83.85

EfficientNetB1 82.44 81 81 80 81

InceptionV3 83.85 85 84 84 85.18

Xception 87.18 88 87 87 87.97

Vision Transformer (ViT) 91.79 92 92 92 91.86

A
tte

nt
io

n
gu

id
ed

(t
hi

s
st

ud
y)

B
as

el
in

e+
E

C
A

MobileNetV2 + ECA 85.13 88 85 85 87.93

EfficientNetB1 + ECA 90.38 91 90 90 90.93

InceptionV3 + ECA 87.69 89 88 88 88.52

Xception + ECA 87.69 88 88 87 88.24

ViT + ECA 92.31 92 92 92 92.39

B
as

el
in

e+
C

B
A

M MobileNetV2 + CBAM 86.79 88 87 87 87.96

EfficientNetB1 + CBAM 90.51 91 91 90 90.89

InceptionV3 + CBAM 86.92 88 87 87 88.33

Xception + CBAM 88.85 90 89 89 89.61

ViT + CBAM (Proposed) 93.46 94 93 93 93.67

above 90%. Among all configurations, the ViT with CBAM achieved the highest accuracy of 93.46%. This result

highlights the effectiveness of the CBAM module in refining global and local features, which is particularly beneficial

for handling the diverse and complex features of skin lesion images.

The comprehensive analysis presented in Table 4 demonstrates that the ViT integrated with CBAM (proposed

approach) outperforms all other models and configurations. The integration of CBAM allows for the extraction of

highly refined features, improving the model’s ability to capture intricate patterns and dependencies in the dataset.

These findings underscore the significance of using attention-guided mechanisms to enhance feature extraction in

deep learning models, particularly when addressing complex multiclass classification tasks. The Vision Transformer

with CBAM represents the most effective configuration, achieving the highest metrics across all evaluation parameters,

including accuracy, precision, recall, F1-score, and specificity.

5. Discussion

5.1. Misclassification Analysis

The class-wise performance analysis presented in Table 5 highlights the effectiveness of the Vision Transformer

with CBAM attention module, achieving high accuracy across most classes, with notable successes such as 100%
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accuracy in distinguishing 18 classes – Atopic Dermatitis, Bullous, Chickenpox, Cowpox, Exanthems, Hand Foot

Mouth Disease, Hair loss Alopecia, Impetigo, Lichen Planus, Light Diseases, Lupus, Measles, Melanocytic Nevi,

Melanoma, Poison Ivy, Systemic Disease, Tungiasis, and Urticaria Hives. However, notable exceptions, particularly

Table 5: Performance of all classes using the proposed method (ViT+CBAM)

No. Class name Accuracy (%) No. Class Name Accuracy (%)

1. Akne 95 21. Lupus 100

2. Atopic Dermatitis 100 22. Measles 100

3. Basal Cell Carcinoma 85 23. Melanocytic Nevi 100

4. Benign Keratosis 85 24. Melanoma 100

5. Bullous 100 25. Molluscum Contagiosum 90

6. Chickenpox 100 26. Monkeypox 90

7. Cowpox 100 27. Nail Fungus 93

8. Dermatofibroma 90 28. Pigment 70

9. Eczema 95 29. Pityriasis Rosea 90

10. Exanthems 100 30. Poison Ivy 100

11. Hand Foot Mouth Disease 100 31. Porokeratosis Actinic 95

12. Hailey-Hailey Disease 95 32. Psoriasis 85

13. Hair loss Alopecia 100 33. Scabies Lyme Disease 95

14. Impetigo 100 34. Seborheic Keratosis 95

15. Leprosy Borderline 90 35. Systemic Disease 100

16. Leprosy Lepromatous 50 36. Tinea Ringworm 93

17. Lerva Migrans 80 37. Tungiasis 100

18. Leprosy Tuberculoid 80 38. Urticaria Hives 100

19. Lichen Planus 100 39. Vasculitis 80

20. Light Diseases 100

the 50% accuracy for Leprosy Lepromatous, reveal areas where the model struggles to distinguish between visually

similar conditions. The confusion matrix in Figure 7 highlights this misclassification issue, showing that Leprosy

Lepromatous is frequently misclassified as Molluscum Contagiosum, contributing to its low class-wise accuracy of

50%. This misclassification can be attributed to the striking visual similarity between the two conditions, illustrated

in Figure 8, both of which exhibit nodular lesions that are challenging to distinguish based solely on image features.

Such challenges are common in dermatological image classification, where subtle morphological differences often

require additional contextual or clinical information for accurate diagnosis.

One possible contributing factor to this misclassification is the dataset composition. While the dataset had a
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Figure 7: Confusion Matrix of proposed model

balanced representation across most classes, it is likely that the diversity of training samples for Leprosy Lepromatous

is insufficient to capture its unique features. This lack of diversity may hinder the model’s ability to generalize

effectively, especially when confronted with conditions that share overlapping visual characteristics. Furthermore,

while the CBAM module enhances feature refinement by focusing on spatial and channel-level details, it may still

struggle to adequately differentiate between subtle textural and morphological patterns inherent to these conditions.

Despite these challenges, the model’s high specificity, as evidenced by the receiver operating characteristic (ROC)

Curve in Figure 9, highlights its robustness in accurately distinguishing negative cases across the majority of classes.
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Figure 8: Visual similarity between (a) Molluscum Contagiosum and (b) Leprosy Lepromatous.

The overall area under the curve (AUC) score of 0.99 further underscores the model’s exceptional performance, re-

flecting its effectiveness in handling complex multi-class classification tasks. This performance reflects the efficacy

of the attention-guided vision transformer architecture in capturing both global and local contextual features of skin

lesions. However, the misclassification of visually similar conditions underscores the importance of integrating mul-

timodal data, including clinical and histopathological inputs, to enhance the robustness and clinical applicability of

such models.

5.2. Limitation and Future Work

While this study has made significant progress in multi-class skin lesion classification, several limitations remain,

highlighting opportunities for future improvements. One key challenge encountered during the research was the

misclassification of visually similar conditions, such as Leprosy Lepromatous and Molluscum Contagiosum. This

issue underscores the limitations of relying solely on image-based features for classification. Similar findings have

been reported in studies where overlapping visual characteristics posed challenges for accurate classification [46, 45].

To address this, future work should explore incorporating additional clinical parameters, such as Bacterial Index (BI)

values, which could serve as decisive features for distinguishing these conditions. For example, a BI threshold of 6+

could provide a critical differentiator, reducing the dependence on visual cues alone [48]. Furthermore, integrating

histopathological data into the classification pipeline could significantly enhance the model’s ability to identify subtle

patterns that are otherwise indistinguishable in dermoscopic images [49].

Another notable limitation of this study was the lack of sufficient and diverse images for certain classes, which

likely constrained the model’s generalization capabilities. Expanding the dataset with more diverse and representative

samples is crucial. Collaborations with medical professionals to collect and annotate patient data can help address

this limitation. Similar strategies have been employed in previous studies to improve dataset representation and model

performance [20, 25]. Additionally, synthetic data generation techniques, such as Generative Adversarial Networks
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Figure 9: ROC curves for 39 classes

(GANs), have been shown to effectively augment datasets and introduce greater variability in lesion appearance [50].

While this study explored several baseline and attention-guided deep learning models, future research could focus

on enhancing classification performance through ensemble learning techniques. Combining multiple models, such

as Vision Transformers, CNNs, and hybrid architectures, could capitalize on their complementary strengths, leading

to more robust and accurate predictions [51]. Moreover, this work primarily concentrated on image-based features

for classification. A multimodal approach, integrating clinical, contextual, and patient-specific data, could provide a

more holistic understanding of skin lesions. This approach could mimic the diagnostic process used by dermatologists,

improving the model’s reliability and clinical applicability [52, 53].

In addition to improving accuracy, future studies could explore the use of explainable AI (XAI) techniques to

enhance the interpretability of model predictions. Providing insights into the decision-making process of the model

would increase trust among clinicians and facilitate the adoption of AI systems in real-world medical practice [54,

55, 56]. Lastly, optimizing computational efficiency is an essential area for future work, especially for deployment in

resource-constrained environments. Techniques such as model pruning, quantization, and knowledge distillation have

been demonstrated to reduce the computational and memory footprint of models while maintaining high performance,

making them suitable for rural clinics or mobile health platforms [57, 58].
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6. Conclusion

This study has successfully addressed the complex task of classifying skin lesions into 39 distinct classes using

advanced deep learning methodologies. The proposed Vision Transformer integrated with the Convolutional Block

Attention Module (CBAM) achieved a remarkable accuracy of 93.46%, demonstrating its robustness and effectiveness

in handling multi-class skin lesion classification. By leveraging the strengths of attention-guided mechanisms, the

model was able to refine global and local image features, thereby enhancing its ability to identify subtle patterns in

medical images. These findings represent a significant contribution to the field of medical image analysis, illustrating

the transformative potential of artificial intelligence in improving diagnostic accuracy. Such a system can assist

medical professionals in early disease detection, personalized treatment planning, and improving patient outcomes,

ultimately contributing to more efficient and effective healthcare delivery.

Despite its successes, this study acknowledges the need for further improvements, such as the inclusion of more

diverse datasets, integration of clinical parameters, and exploration of multimodal approaches. These future devel-

opments could expand the research scope and further enhance the model’s applicability and reliability in clinical

environments.

Data Availability Statement

The dataset analyzed in this study can be found at https://github.com/akabircs/Skin-Lesions-Classification.
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