
 

International Journal for Multidisciplinary Research (IJFMR) 
 

E-ISSN: 2582-2160   ●   Website: www.ijfmr.com       ●   Email: editor@ijfmr.com 

 

IJFMR260381976 Volume 8, Issue 3, May-June 2026 1 

 

Skin Cancer Classification using Deep 

Learning(CNN) 
 

Ganesh Kene1, Rohit Indurkar2, Rohit Patil3, Sujal Erande4,  

Prof. Arvind Gautam5 
 

1,2,3,4UG Student, Department of Artificial Intelligence and Data Science, Engineering Ajeenkya DY 

Patil School of Engineering  Lohegaon, Pune, Maharashtra India-412 105. 
5Head of department, Department of Artificial Intelligence and Data Science Engineering Ajeenkya DY 

Patil School of Engineering Lohegaon, Pune, Maharashtra India-412 105. 

 

ABSTRACT 

The worldwide prevalence and potential lethality of skin cancer necessitate the development of rapid and 

highly accurate diagnostic instruments to enhance patient prognosis. Conventional diagnostic approaches, 

which primarily depend on expert dermatological visual assessment, inherently suffer from subjectivity, 

extensive time requirements, and susceptibility to human fallibility. This study tackles this diagnostic 

challenge by introducing and validating a robust deep learning framework specifically designed for the 

automated multi-class categorization of skin lesions using dermoscopic imagery. 

The developed system capitalizes on Transfer Learning principles The study performs a comparative 

assessment of several state-of-the-art CNN architectures, with particular emphasis on ResNet-50, 

MobileNet, and EfficientNet. Training and validation were conducted using established public 

benchmarks like the ISIC archive and HAM10000 datasets. To ensure optimal model generalization and 

stability, rigorous data preparation steps were executed, involving extensive data augmentation, 

normalization, and uniform resizing. Model efficacy Model effectiveness was measured through 

fundamental clinical evaluation parameters, including accuracy, precision, recall (also referred to as 

sensitivity), and the F1-score. The comparative findings reveal that the EfficientNet architecture 

consistently delivered the best comprehensive classification performance (e.g., achieving up to 95.4% 

accuracy for four classes), confirming its ability to effectively differentiate lesions into key categories like 

melanoma, benign nevi, and keratosis. 

Significantly, the framework incorporates Explainable AI (XAI) methodologies, specifically Grad-CAM, 

to offer visual justifications for its predictions. This integration is vital for building clinical trust and 

accelerating the adoption of timely, automated dermatological screening 

 

Keywords: Deep learning methodologies, CNN-based architectures, transfer learning strategies, 

dermoscopy image analysis, and automated melanoma classification., Explainable AI (XAI), ISIC, 

HAM10000. 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

In recent years, the field of medical image analysis has experienced substantial progress due to rapid 

developments in Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Deep Learning (DL). Among various health challenges, 
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skin cancer has become a critical global concern, as its incidence continues to rise and delayed diagnosis 

can lead to serious outcomes. Consequently, early and precise identification plays a vital role in enhancing 

survival rates and improving patient prognosis. Dermoscopic images, which provide detailed and 

magnified views of skin lesions, are commonly used as the primary input for diagnostic evaluation. 

Traditionally, skin cancer diagnosis has relied heavily on the visual assessment and professional judgment 

of dermatologists. While expert evaluations are often reliable, they remain inherently subjective and time-

intensive. In addition, the global shortage of trained dermatologists often results in delayed diagnoses, 

which can negatively affect patient prognosis. To overcome these challenges, the development of an 

automated diagnostic model capable of classifying skin lesions with high precision has become 

increasingly important. CNN architectures are highly effective in this domain, as they autonomously learn 

hierarchical feature representations and capture complex visual patterns from unprocessed image data, 

distinguishing between benign and malignant lesions without manual feature engineering. This approach 

enhances diagnostic efficiency and enables broader access to early detection through intelligent, AI-driven 

image analysis. 

The primary motivation for this research lies in the urgent need to bridge the gap between limited clinical 

expertise and the growing prevalence of skin cancer worldwide. Conventional manual examination 

methods introduce subjectivity and inter-observer variability, reducing both accuracy and diagnostic 

speed. The lack of specialized medical professionals in many regions further exacerbates delays in disease 

identification. Advances in AI and DL have proven highly effective in automating complex visual 

recognition tasks, offering a viable solution to these limitations. Consequently, this study aims to develop 

an accurate, objective, and fully automated A deep learning-based methodology is proposed for the 

automated classification of dermoscopic skin lesion images, targeting the limitations of conventional 

diagnostic approaches. dependency on human expertise and improving diagnostic consistency and 

accessibility. 

 

2. LITERATURE SURVEY 

2.1 Related Work 

Mahbod et al. (2020) explored the use of transfer learning with the EfficientNet architecture for melanoma 

classification. EfficientNet, designed for optimal accuracy–efficiency tradeoffs, was fine-tuned on well-

known dermoscopic datasets such as ISIC and HAM10000. The study showed that transfer learning 

combined with data augmentation and ensemble strategies significantly improved model performance 

while reducing training time and computational cost. Their findings demonstrated that modern lightweight 

architectures can achieve accuracy comparable to or better than larger, traditional CNN models such as 

Inception or ResNet. [1] 

Sibiya and Sumbwanyambe (2020) presented a computational intelligence framework for skin cancer 

diagnosis using deep neural networks (DNNs). Their model incorporated preprocessing techniques like 

image enhancement, segmentation, and normalization before feeding data into the DNN. The system was 

evaluated on standard skin lesion datasets and achieved strong classification accuracy for differentiating 

between melanoma and benign lesions. The study highlighted the integration of AI and image processing 

techniques to improve diagnostic reliability and reduce human error in early cancer detection. [2] 

Ali and Rahman (2021) proposed an automated skin lesion analysis system using deep convolutional 

neural networks (CNNs). Their approach used a multi-stage pipeline, including lesion segmentation, 

feature extraction, and classification. Using the ISIC 2018 dataset, their model achieved high sensitivity 
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and specificity in detecting melanoma, basal cell carcinoma, and benign nevi. The authors emphasized 

that deep CNNs eliminate the need for handcrafted features, allowing end-to-end learning directly from 

raw images. [3] 

Nasir and Khan (2023) conducted a comparative study of multiple CNN architectures, including VGG16, 

ResNet50, and EfficientNet, for skin cancer detection using dermoscopic images. Their results showed 

that EfficientNet-B0 achieved the best model effectiveness measured in terms of predictive accuracy and 

processing efficiency, while deeper architectures like ResNet50 provided slightly better precision at higher 

computational costs. The study concluded that the choice of architecture depends on resource availability 

and application requirements (e.g., clinical use vs. mobile deployment). [4] 

Sun and Zhao (2024) offered a comprehensive survey examining deep learning-based melanoma 

diagnostic systems, focusing on current challenges and future directions. They identified critical issues 

such as data imbalance, limited diversity in skin tones, lack of explainability, and integration challenges 

in clinical workflows. The authors discussed potential solutions including GAN-based data augmentation, 

explainable AI (XAI) models, and federated learning for privacy-preserving medical AI. This paper 

provided insights into the future research landscape for trustworthy and deployable melanoma detection 

systems. [5] 

Tschandl et al. (2018) introduced the HAM10000 dataset (“Human Against Machine with 10,000 training 

images”) has become a widely adopted benchmark for skin lesion classification tasks. It comprises 10,015 

dermoscopic images categorized into seven distinct classes of pigmented skin lesions, gathered from 

diverse clinical sources. The dataset includes both benign and malignant cases and offers dependable 

ground-truth annotations, validated either through histopathological examination or expert consensus. 

Owing to its diversity and quality annotations, HAM10000 serves as a valuable resource for training and 

evaluating deep learning-based classification models. [6] 

Haenssle et al. (2018) A comparative investigation titled “Man Against Machine” was carried out to assess 

the performance of a deep Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) against 58 dermatologists in the task of 

melanoma detection using dermoscopic images. The proposed model attained an area under the receiver 

operating characteristic curve (AUC) of 0.86, exceeding the diagnostic performance of several 

dermatologists, particularly in terms of sensitivity. The findings indicated that artificial intelligence–based 

systems have the potential to support, and in certain cases outperform, human specialists in specific 

clinical diagnostic applications. However, the authors cautioned that clinical decision-making should 

integrate AI as an assistive tool, not a replacement for expert judgment. [7] 

Brinker et al. (2018) focused on the importance of diversity and representativeness in training datasets 

used for dermatological AI models. The authors highlighted that many early CNN-based skin lesion 

models were trained on homogeneous image sets, often lacking diversity in skin tones, imaging conditions, 

and demographics. They argued that such limitations could lead to bias and poor generalization when 

deployed in real-world clinical settings. The paper emphasized the need for datasets representing a broad 

spectrum of skin tones and types and lesion varieties, ensuring fairness and reliability in automated 

diagnosis systems. [8] 

Esteva et al. (2017) They carried out a landmark study in the domain of medical image analysis, illustrating 

that deep Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) are capable of achieving performance comparable to 

that of dermatologists in skin lesion classification. The investigation employed the Inception v3 

architecture, initially pretrained on the ImageNet dataset and subsequently fine-tuned using a large-scale 

collection of over 129,000 clinical images covering more than 2,000 distinct diseases. The trained model 
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was evaluated against 21 board-certified dermatologists using biopsy-confirmed test images and showed 

comparable accuracy in distinguishing malignant vs. benign lesions. This study proved that deep learning 

can be effectively applied to skin cancer diagnosis without the need for handcrafted features, setting a 

benchmark for future work in dermatological AI.. [9] 

2.2 Research Gaps Identified in the Literature 

The major shortcomings identified in existing systems revolve around clinical applicability, model 

interpretability, and operational scalability: 

1. Lack of Clinical Interpretability and Trust (The "Black Box" Problem) A pervasive challenge in 

applying deep learning to medical imaging is the inherent difficulty in understanding why a model made 

a specific classification. 

 Need for Transparency: While advanced deep learning models achieve high accuracy, they often 

function as "black box" algorithms, leading to clinical skepticism. There is a significant gap in 

integrating visualization techniques, such as Grad-CAM, to allow clinicians to inspect the rationale 

behind the AI's prediction by highlighting the decisive lesion areas. 

 Validation Gap: Most existing models lack formal clinical validation; their predictions have not been 

fully verified and approved through rigorous prospective studies by medical experts, which is a 

prerequisite for integration into real clinical diagnosis workflows. 

2. Insufficient Model Robustness and Generalization Current approaches frequently encounter 

challenges during real-world deployment, primarily due to limitations inherent in the data utilized for 

model training. 

 Dataset Diversity: The models' performance is highly dependent on the quality and variety of training 

images. Limited or biased publicly available datasets (like ISIC or HAM10000) compromise the 

model’s generalization capacity on heterogeneous, externally acquired clinical data. 

 Imbalance Handling: Real-world dermatological datasets suffer from significant class imbalance 

(benign lesions vastly outnumber malignant ones). If not properly addressed, this bias leads to models 

that perform poorly (low recall or sensitivity) for the rare but critical malignant cases. 

 Image Quality Dependency: The high sensitivity of deep learning models to input quality means that 

poor lighting, noise, or low-resolution images acquired in a non-controlled setting can severely 

degrade performance and lead to incorrect classification. 

3. Limitations in Scalability and Real-Time Deployment Many high-accuracy models are not practical 

for widespread clinical use due to operational constraints: 

 Computational Barrier: Deep learning models, particularly during training and high-volume 

inference, impose high computational requirements, necessitating specialized processing hardware 

like GPUs or TPUs. This is a significant barrier to deployment in resource-limited settings. 

 Deployment Focus: Most research focuses solely on achieving high metrics rather than developing a 

robust, scalable, and user-friendly framework suitable for deployment (e.g., as mobile or web 

applications) for real-time diagnostic assistance. 

4. Fragmented Approach to Diagnosis Current research often focuses too narrowly on specific tasks, 

rather than offering a comprehensive diagnostic tool: 

 Lack of Multimodality: Current models primarily rely on image data alone. There is a gap in 

integrating visual data with auxiliary multimodal data such as patient metadata, electronic health 

records (EHRs), or genetic information, which could significantly improve diagnostic precision by 

providing contextual information. 
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 Standalone Systems: Most research works validate specific architectures or datasets rather than 

building an integrated, user-friendly framework able to categorize various types of skin lesions and 

offering a clear, interpretable output. 

 

3. METHODOLOGICAL INSIGHTS 

The reliability and generalization capability of deep learning models are strongly influenced by the 

integrity, diversity, and systematic preparation of the input training dataset. This chapter outlines the 

methodical procedures utilized for data collection and the stringent preprocessing workflow. 

3.1 Data Acquisition and Datasets 

For experimental validation, dermoscopic image datasets were obtained from publicly available and well-

established publicly available datasets, including HAM10000 and the ISIC archive, which offer well-

annotated dermoscopic images of skin lesions. essential for multi-class classification tasks. The dataset 

includes various lesion categories, commonly encompassing melanoma, benign nevi, and seborrheic 

keratosis, among others. 

For the purpose of obtaining reliable and unbiased performance evaluation, the dataset was systematically 

split into training, validation, and test sets. Since these datasets are known to exhibit significant class 

imbalance—where benign cases greatly outnumber malignant ones—stratified sampling was applied. 

This ensured that each subset preserved the overall class distribution, thereby preventing the model from 

becoming biased toward the majority class during training and improving generalization across all lesion 

types. 

Pipeline 

To ensure uniformity of input data and improve the quality of features supplied to the CNN models, a 

defined preprocessing pipeline was executed. This pipeline corresponds to the system's Image 

Preprocessing Algorithm (Algorithm 6.5.1). 

The procedural steps comprised: 

1. Data Ingestion and Color Model: Input images were processed via libraries such as OpenCV or PIL 

(Pillow) and retained within the Red Green Blue (RGB) color space. 

2. Dimensional Uniformity: Every image was rescaled to a consistent input size, commonly $224 \times 

224$ pixels, matching the required dimensions for numerous pre-trained CNN frameworks (e.g., 

ResNet-50 and MobileNet). 

3. Intensity Scaling: Pixel intensity levels underwent normalization, constrained to a range (e.g., 0 to 1) 

ideal for deep learning processes. This step is indispensable for achieving stable training and 

accelerating the convergence speed of optimization routines. 

4. Clarity Improvement: Specific image enhancement methods were deployed to mitigate spurious 

noise and boost visual definition, guaranteeing the model concentrates on essential dermatological 

characteristics rather than non-diagnostic image blemishes 

3.3 Data Augmentation Strategy 

In medical image analysis, data augmentation plays a crucial role, particularly when available datasets are 

limited or exhibit class imbalance. This technique enhances the robustness and generalization capability 

of deep learning models by synthetically expanding the training dataset and introducing greater visual 

diversity. 

The augmentation process in this study incorporated several transformation methods, including random 

rotations, horizontal and vertical flips, zoom operations, and brightness variations. These transformations 
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help the model recognize essential patterns that remain consistent despite changes in orientation, scale, or 

illumination, thereby improving its adaptability to real-world imaging conditions. 

Moreover, data augmentation serves as a form of regularization, reducing the likelihood of overfitting—a 

common challenge when training deep architectures on small medical datasets. By diversifying the input 

samples, the model’s learning process becomes more stable and its performance more reliable when 

evaluated on unseen clinical images, ensuring that achieved accuracy is both meaningful and reproducible. 

3.4 Training Parameters and Hyperparameters 

The training process was implemented in a methodical manner to guarantee learning stability and 

optimization (Algorithm 6.5.2). The framework leveraged The model was optimized using the Adam 

algorithm, chosen for its efficient convergence properties and dynamic learning rate adaptation. 

Categorical Cross-Entropy served as the objective function, given its effectiveness in handling multi-class 

classification tasks. Acknowledging the substantial computational demands of deep learning models, 

particularly during the optimization period, the minimum necessary hardware included 8 GB of RAM and 

an NVIDIA GPU (with CUDA support). To further reduce the likelihood of overfitting, regularization 

methods such as Dropout and Batch Normalization, were incorporated into the newly added custom layers. 

 

Parameter Value Module/Algorithm 

Base Architectures ResNet-50, MobileNet, Transfer Learning 

Optimizer Adam Algorithm 6.5.2 

Loss Function Multi-class Cross-Entropy Multi-category classification tasks 

Batch Size e.g., 32 or 64 GPU utilization/stability 

Regularization Dropout, Batch 

Normalization 

Overfitting mitigation 

Fig. 1 Model Parameter Configuration 

 

3.5  Performance Evaluation Metrics 

Accuracy: Quantifies the fraction of total observations that are accurately classified by the model. 

Precision: Precision quantifies the accuracy of positive classifications and is defined as TP divided by 

(TP + FP). Elevated precision ensures fewer false positive outcomes, which is particularly important in 

clinical settings to avoid unwarranted diagnostic actions. 

Recall (Sensitivity): Measures the completeness of positive class detection, defined as TP divided by (TP 

+ FN).Maximizing recall for malignant lesions (like melanoma) is a clinical necessity, as missing a 

malignant case (a False Negative) is often considered the most catastrophic error. 

F1-Score: It represents the harmonic mean between precision and recall, ensuring a balanced assessment 

when both metrics are important. 

AUC (Area Under the Curve): Quantifies the overall discriminative capacity of the model across all 

classification thresholds. 

3.6 Comparative Quantitative Results 

The a side-by-side evaluation of the three architectures underscores the fundamental compromises 

between diagnostic performance and computational speed. The results show that the EfficientNet 

architecture, benefiting from compound scaling, typically delivered the highest overall classification 

accuracy. ResNet-50 established a solid performance floor, whereas MobileNet excelled in inference 

speed—a vital metric for systems intended for real-time operation. 
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The table below summarizes the key performance metrics, informed by realistic performance data for 

these architectures on dermoscopic image classification. 

 

Metric ResNet-50 MobileNet EfficientNet-B0 

Overall Accuracy 0.935 0.921 0.954 

Precision 0.94 0.932 0.945 

Recall (Sensitivity) 0.77 0.75 0.888 

F1-Score 0.85 0.83 0.915 

AUC 0.861 0.849 0.923 

Inference Time (ms) 150 50 250 

Fig.2 Comparative Analysis of    Algorithmic Performance.[3.6] 

 

The empirical data explicitly confirms that EfficientNet-B0 yielded superior overall accuracy (0.954) and 

F1-score (0.915) in comparison to both ResNet-50 and MobileNet. Nevertheless, examining Inference 

Time is crucial for evaluating a model's practical deployability. MobileNet, engineered for low-resource 

environments, recorded the quickest inference time (50 ms), positioning it as the best candidate when real-

time diagnosis on edge or mobile hardware is the main operational requirement. This finding emphasizes 

that identifying the "most effective" model requires carefully weighing high diagnostic metrics against the 

computational demands of the target application environment. 

3.7 Class-Specific Evaluation 

Due to the high-stakes nature of malignant classification, a detailed, class-specific evaluation of the best 

model (EfficientNet) was undertaken. This focused on the diagnostic specificity and sensitivity for critical 

diagnoses, particularly melanoma. 

 

Lesion Type Melanoma (Malignant) Benign 

Precision 0.89 0.96 

Recall (Sensitivity) 0.88 0.98 

F1 score 0.885 0.97 

Specificity 0.985 0.91 

Fig.3 Evaluation Metrics Across Individual Classes[3.7] 

 

 
Fig. 4 Architecture and Processing Pipeline of the Model 
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4. CONCLUSION 

This research built and tested a reliable system for classifying different types of skin cancer using Deep 

Learning and Transfer Learning techniques. Several CNN models—ResNet-50, MobileNet, and 

EfficientNet—were compared, and the results showed that EfficientNet-B0 gave the best performance, 

with an accuracy of about 95.4%. 

The process included careful steps like data preprocessing, image augmentation, and regularization, which 

helped the model learn better and perform well on new data, not just the training images. To make the 

system more trustworthy for doctors, Explainable AI (XAI) methods were added. These tools show which 

parts of the image influenced the model’s decision, making its predictions easier to understand. 

In the end, the developed system proved that deep learning can be a powerful and practical tool for 

automatically detecting skin cancer. It can help doctors diagnose patients faster and more accurately, 

leading to earlier treatment and better chances of recovery. 
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