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Abstract—Lung cancer is a very deadly disease worldwide, and its 

early diagnosis is crucial for increasing patient survival rates. 

Computed tomography (CT) scans are widely used for lung cancer 

diagnosis as they can give detailed lung structures. However, 

manual interpretation is time-consuming and prone to human 

error. To surmount this challenge, the study proposes a deep 

learning-based automatic lung cancer classification system to 

enhance detection accuracy and interpretability. The IQ-

OTHNCCD lung cancer dataset is utilized, which is a public CT 

scan dataset consisting of cases categorized into Normal, Benign, 

and Malignant and used DenseNet169, which includes Squeeze-

and-Excitation blocks for attention-based feature extraction, 

Focal Loss for handling class imbalance, and a Feature Pyramid 

Network (FPN) for multi-scale feature fusion. In addition, an SVM 

model was developed using MobileNetV2 for feature extraction, 

improving its classification performance. For model 

interpretability enhancement, the study integrated Grad-CAM for 

the visualization of decision-making regions in CT scans and 

SHAP (Shapley Additive Explanations) for explanation of feature 

contributions within the SVM model. Intensive evaluation was 

performed, and it was found that both DenseNet169 and SVM 

models achieved 98% accuracy, suggesting their robustness for 

real-world medical practice. These results open up the potential 

for deep learning to improve the diagnosis of lung cancer by a 

higher level of accuracy, transparency, and robustness. 
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I. INTRODUCTION  

Lung cancer remains one of the most wide-ranging global 

health issues, ranking as the leading cause of death due to 

cancer[1]. Despite ongoing cancer research, it also remains a 

looming threat with its high mortality rate [2]. The two most 

frequent types of lung cancer, small cell lung cancer (SCLC) 

and non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), also differ with 

regards to the degree of their aggressiveness, NSCLC being the 

more frequent one [3]. Smoking, as is widely known, is the 

primary risk factor and causes the vast majority of all lung 

cancers [4]. Other environmental and genetic causes also lead 

to disease development. In light of the challenges of diagnosis 

at advanced stages, there is a compelling need for more efficient 

early detection methods, particularly in low-resource settings 

where access to high-end imaging and specialist services may 

be low. 

Diagnosis of lung cancer at an early stage significantly 

enhances the survival rate of the patients since the prognosis is 

strongly associated with the stage at which the disease is 

identified [5]. Computed Tomography (CT) scans have 

emerged as one of the most promising diagnostic tools for lung 

cancer screening, with high-resolution imaging capable of 

detecting both familiar and subtle nodules [6]. Evidence has 

revealed that detection at an early stage through low-dose spiral 

CT screening programs can reduce lung cancer mortality rates 

by a significant percentage [7]. However, interpretation of CT 

scans manually remains challenging due to the challenge of 

distinguishing between malignant and benign nodules, as well 

as the overlapping anatomical structures. 

Manual reading of lung CT scans can be slow and inconsistent, 

and mistakes happen in two ways: false positives, when 

harmless spots look like cancer and lead to unneeded tests, and 

false negatives, when real tumours are missed and treatment is 

delayed [8]. To fix this, Stage 1 uses computer-aided diagnosis 

(CAD) systems that learn from many labelled scans to highlight 

likely nodules, cutting review time and reducing differences 

between doctors. Stage 2 measures CAD accuracy by checking 

how often it correctly finds cancer (sensitivity) and correctly 

ignores healthy tissue (specificity), while balancing false 

positives and negatives. With careful tuning, CAD tools can 

reach very high accuracy, making lung cancer detection faster 

and more reliable[5]. 

Deep learning, particularly Convolutional Neural Networks 

(CNNs), has more recently demonstrated excellent potential in 

the automatic detection and classification of lung cancer [9]. 
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The models leverage large-scale annotated datasets, such as the 

Lung Image Database Consortium (LIDC), to enhance feature 

extraction and increase classification accuracy[10]. CAD 

systems based on deep learning have been shown to achieve 

high sensitivity and specificity in detecting malignant nodules, 

surpassing traditional image processing methods [11]. Artificial 

intelligence in lung cancer screening can revolutionize early 

detection strategies, ultimately resulting in improved patient 

outcomes and reduced mortality. 

The aim of this study is to develop and evaluate a deep learning-

based Computer-Aided Diagnosis system for the automatic 

detection of lung cancer nodules in CT images. The proposed 

system attempts to alleviate the limitations of the current 

manual diagnosis by leveraging state-of-the-art machine 

learning techniques to enhance accuracy, reduce false positives 

and negatives, and streamline the diagnosis process. The long-

term aim is to add to the current endeavours towards enhancing 

lung cancer survival rates by timely and accurate detection 

means. 

The study presents a novel approach to lung cancer detection 

using deep learning techniques, specifically with 

DenseNet169and SVM models, applied to CT scan datasets. 

The project highlights several key contributions that improve 

the accuracy, interpretability, and robustness of lung cancer 

detection systems. The following are the primary contributions 

of the work: 

• Enhanced DenseNet169 Architecture: Developed a 

DenseNet169-based model integrated with attention 

mechanisms using the Squeeze-and-Excitation block, 

enabling the model to focus on the most critical 

regions of CT scans. Additionally, the model 

incorporates a custom Focal Loss function to address 

class imbalance and a Feature Pyramid Network 

(FPN) for multi-scale feature fusion, enhancing the 

detection of lung cancer nodules with greater accuracy 

• Network Explainability with Grad-CAM: Integrated 

Grad-CAM (Gradient-weighted Class Activation 

Mapping) to make the SVM model more interpretable. 

Grad-CAM helps visualize which areas of the CT 

scans the model focuses on when making predictions, 

adding transparency to the decision-making process. 

• SVM Model with Feature Extraction: For the SVM 

model, MobileNetV2 was utilized for feature 

extraction from CT scans. This helped the SVM focus 

on the most relevant features, enhancing its 

classification performance. 

• Explainable AI (XAI) with SHAP: To further improve 

model transparency, used SHAP (SHapley Additive 

exPlanations), which helps explain the contribution of 

each feature to the model's prediction, making the 

SVM model more understandable for clinicians. 

II.  LITERATURE REVIEW 

Lung cancer remains one of the leading killers from cancer 

throughout the world, and early detection must be improved for 

survival[12]. AI and deep learning approaches have been found 

very likely to advance diagnosis, more so in CT imaging and in 

other non-surgical methods. 

Some studies offered various AI models for lung cancer 

classification. [13] used VGG19, ResNet152V2, and Bi-GRU 

on public image data with 98.05% accuracy, but were limited 

by data size. Similarly[14] used SVM to classify uncommon 

subtypes of lung cancer with up to 83.91% accuracy, but 

necessitated broader data for generalizability. Hybrid 

approaches have also been explored. [15] integrated SVM with 

a Feed-Forward Neural Network on CT images with 98.08% 

accuracy at a reduction in computational load. [16] compared 

CNNs, where AlexNet was slightly better than ResNet50. [17] 

employed SVM and KNN with LBP and DCT features with 

93% and 91% accuracy, respectively. 

High-performance models were also cited by [11] with a  deep 

CNN on the LIDC dataset, where a personal model yielded 

99.03% accuracy. [18] used DenseNet169 with AdaBoost as 

well, where they reached 90.85%, though without cancer stage 

discrimination. Explainable and segmentation-based models 

also emerged. [4] introduced JNSC with V-Net to obtain 95.3% 

sensitivity, whereas [10] used DenseNet169 in a cascaded 

architecture and obtained 97.96% accuracy. [9] explored hybrid 

models like STM-SVM, with 95.45% accuracy and AUC of 

0.987. 

Feature optimization remains essential.[19] used multi-

classifier genetic algorithms and achieved 96.25% accuracy. 

[20] used YOLOv5 for nodule localization with 92.27% 

accuracy, overcoming challenges in shape and texture 

variability. [7] used DenseNet169 recently for detection based 

on CT, reporting 98.17% accuracy and high recall, precision, 

and specificity. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

A. Methodological Architecture 

Overview of the proposed pipeline integrating DenseNet169 

and SVM: 

 
 



Figure 01: Illustration of the methodological architecture. 

B. Dataset 

The IQ-OTHNCCD dataset, which can be acquired from 

Kaggle, is comprised of CT scan images taken at IQ-OTH and 

NCCD in 2019, among healthy individuals and patients with 

varying stages of lung cancer. All the images are professionally 

annotated by radiologists and oncologists. Preprocessing steps 

included: reading images from class directories, grayscale 

conversion, resizing to 256×256-pixel resolution, pixel 

intensity normalization to 0–1 range, and duplicating grayscale 

images into three channels. Stratified sampling was employed 

to divide the dataset into 80% training and 20% test sets. Class 

imbalance was addressed by employing the Synthetic Minority 

Over-sampling Technique (SMOTE). Labels were finally one-

hot encoded for employment in the classification model. 

 
Table 1: Data Processing Summary 

Step Description Output Shape/Effect 

Raw Data Original CT scan images 

collected 

Varying sizes 

Resizing Resized all images to 
256x256 pixels 

(256, 256) 

Grayscale 
to RGB 

Converted grayscale images 
to 3-channel RGB 

(256, 256, 3) 

Train-Test 

Split 

Split dataset into 80% 

training, 20% testing 

X_train shape: (877, 256, 

256, 3), X_test shape: 

(220, 256, 256, 3) 

SMOTE 

Balancing 

Oversampled minority 

classes to balance dataset 

(1344, 256, 256, 3) 

One-Hot 

Encoding 

Converted class labels into 

categorical format 

(Num classes) 

 
 

Figure 02: Sample Images from Each Class in the Dataset 

C. DenseNet169 

1) DenseNet169 Architecture 

DenseNet169is a highly effective convolutional neural network 

that promotes feature propagation and reuse through dense 

connectivity. In contrast to standard CNNs, where separate 

layers learn, DenseNet169 links each layer to all the preceding 

layers, thus allowing information to flow directly from 

preceding layers to deeper layers. This structure reduces the 

number of parameters without compromising robust gradient 

flow, which prevents the vanishing gradient problem. The 

transformation between layers follows the equation: 

𝑥𝑙 = 𝐻𝑙([𝑥0, 𝑥1, ⋯ , 𝑥𝑙−1]) (1)   [21] 

where 𝑥𝑙  represents the feature map at layer 𝑙𝜄  , and 𝐻𝑙  

represents transformations such as convolution, batch 

normalization, and ReLU activation. Such a connectivity 

structure ensures that meaningful low-level and high-level 

features are preserved through the network. 

2) Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) Blocks 

For strengthening feature learning, incorporate Squeeze-and-

Excitation (SE) Blocks, which introduce channel-wise 

attention. SE blocks begin with global average pooling in order 

to preserve global context and then employ two fully connected 

layers with non-linearity to learn inter-channel relations. The 

reweighted features are scaled by the original input tensor: 

𝑋 = 𝑋 ⋅ σ (𝑊2 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈(𝑊1  𝑆(𝑋)))  (2)   [22] 

where 𝑠(𝑥) is the squeezed feature, 𝑤1  and 𝑤2 are trainable 

weights, and σ sigma is the sigmoid activation function. The 

selective emphasis on meaningful features reinforces the ability 

of the model to discriminate between classes. 

3) Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) 

To encode multi-scale information, incorporate a Feature 

Pyramid Network (FPN). Objects and patterns exist at various 

scales and therefore might not be detected by the single-layer 

feature map for robust classification. FPN features a fusion of 

low-resolution and high-resolution feature maps through top-

down up sampling and lateral connections, as described below: 

𝐹𝑖 = Conv(𝐹𝑖−1 + Upsample(𝐹𝑖+1)) (3)    [23] 

where 𝐹𝑖 is maps of features on different scales. This structure 

fortifies the ability of the model to see details as well as global 

structures and thus is particularly well-suited to identifying the 

subtle differences among images. 

4) Transfer Learning and Focal Loss 

For training, utilise transfer learning by pre-training the 

DenseNet169 backbone using pre-trained weights. This allows 

the model to leverage the prior knowledge from large-scale 

datasets like ImageNet and fine-tune on the target dataset. Since 

real-world data sets are always imbalanced, meaning that some 

classes occur more frequently than others, Utilize Focal Loss 

instead of standard cross-entropy loss. Focal Loss down-

weights easy examples and up-weights harder samples, which 

are: 

ι = − ∑ α(1 − 𝑝𝑖)γ𝑁
𝑖=1 log 𝑝𝑖   (4)     [24] 

where α is a class-specific weighting factor, γ controls focusing 

on hard samples, and pi is the predicted probability. This loss 

function prevents over-weighting dominant classes for the 

model and improves minority class learning. 

By combining DenseNet169169's dense connection, SE Blocks' 

channel attention, FPN's multi-scale feature fusion, transfer 

learning, and Focal Loss, the model enjoys enhanced accuracy, 

   

 

 



improved generalization, and resilience in tougher 

classification tasks. The model is therefore appropriate for 

applications requiring precise feature recognition, e.g., medical 

imaging, object detection, and fine-grained image 

classification. 

 
Table 2: Summary table of the Modified DenseNet169 Model 

Layer Type Output 

Shape 

Description 

Input Layer (224, 
224, 3) 

RGB image 
input 

DenseNet169 

Base Model 

(7, 7, 

1664) 

Pretrained 

backbone 

without top 
layers 

Squeeze-and-
Excitation 

Block 

(7, 7, 
1664) 

Enhances 
channel-wise 

feature 

representation 

Feature 
Pyramid 

Network 

(FPN) 

(7, 7, 
256) 

Multi-scale 
feature fusion 

Global 
Average 

Pooling 

(256,) Converts 
feature maps 

into a feature 

vector 

Dense 

(Softmax 
Activation) 

(3,) Final 

classification 
output (3 

classes) 

Figure 03: Block diagram of modified Densenet169 model 

 

D. Support Vector Machine Classifier (SVM) 

 

1) Feature Extraction Using MobileNetV2 

Support Vector Machine (SVM) is used as the model for 

classification in this work after the deep features are derived 

using MobileNetV2. This is a deep learning and traditional 

machine learning fusion where MobileNetV2 plays the role of 

feature extractor while SVM plays that of the classifier to map 

high-dimensional features into a decision hyperplane. The 

feature extraction process begins by employing MobileNetV2, 

which is a pre-trained Convolutional Neural Network (CNN),  

with the fully connected layers removed. A 

GlobalAveragePooling2D layer is then appended to the model 

output, reducing the deep features into a lower-dimensional but 

informative representation. This way, the extracted features are 

made compact yet retain discriminative ability for 

classification. 

2) SVM for Classification 

Following feature extraction, they are fed into the SVM 

classifier with a linear kernel for effectively linearly separating 

the high-dimensional feature space. The SVM's decision 

function is: 

𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ α𝑖𝑦𝑖𝐾(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥)𝑛
𝑖=1 + 𝑏 (5)      [25] 

 

where 𝐾(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥) represents the kernel function that projects 

input features into a higher-dimensional space for better pattern 

recognition and discrimination. SVM makes use of this 

transformation to make optimal decision boundaries for 

discriminating between complex medical image patterns. 

3) Hyperparameter Optimization and Class Imbalance 

Handling 

To optimize the classification performance, hyperparameter 

tuning is performed with caution on the SVM model targeting 

kernel selection (Linear, RBF) and parameter settings. These 

are set to make the classifier perform robustly on a wide range 

of image classes. Furthermore, to prevent any class imbalance 

problem, the Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique 

(SMOTE) is applied. It generates synthetic instances for the 

minority class such that the distribution of the dataset becomes 

more balanced and the classifier learns more effectively from 

underrepresented classes. 

4) Model Training and Evaluation 

The preprocesses dataset is divided into training and test 

sets. The features are normalized with Standard Scaler to 

normalize feature distributions before training the SVM 

classifier. The trained classifier is then evaluated with different 

performance metrics, including accuracy, classification reports, 

and confusion matrices, to find out how well it can classify 

benign, malignant, and normal cases. Finally, the SVM model 

trained is saved using joblib for efficient deployment without 

the need for retraining. The process thus successfully integrates 

feature extraction through deep learning with traditional SVM 

classification, utilizing the strengths of both approaches to 

deliver better medical image classification. 

The size of the SVM architecture in Figure 1 also shows 

interaction between feature extraction and classification in the 

system that has been proposed. 

Table 3: Summary table for the Modified SVM Model 

 



 

Layer Type Output Shape Description 

Input Layer (256, 256, 3) Input image of size 

256x256x3 

MobileNetV2 Base (8, 8, 1280) Feature extraction 

using MobileNetV2 

GlobalAveragePooling2D (1280,) Reduces feature map 

to a 1D vector 

Feature Extractor Output (1280,) Extracted deep 

features 

StandardScaler (1280,) Normalizes features 
before SVM 

SVM Classifier (1,) Classifies features 

into final classes 

Figure 04: Block diagram of Modified SVM 

E. Explainable AI (XAI) 

1)  Importance of Interpretability in Medical AI 

Applications 

In clinical AI application, interpretability of the model is 

essential so that clinicians can be trusted and that ethical 

decision-making is achieved. Black-box models, such as deep 

learning classifiers, are not transparent and thus cannot be 

easily explained. Explainable AI (XAI) techniques address this 

by making model behaviour transparent so that reliability and 

fairness in clinical decision support can be guaranteed. 

 

2) Explainability Methods Applied 

Two of the most popular approaches to interpreting SVM 

predictions in this study are SHAP (SHapley Additive 

exPlanations) and Grad-CAM (Gradient-weighted Class 

Activation Mapping). 

a) SHAP (Shapley Additive exPlanations) 

SHAP values offer a mathematically founded approach to 

interpreting single predictions by distributing the model output 

among inputs. The approach, which is based on game theory, 

offers an equitable contribution breakdown per feature in 

classification tasks. The SHAP explanation model takes the 

form: 

𝑓(𝑥) = ϕ0 + ∑ ϕ𝑖𝑥𝑖
𝑛
𝑖=1  (6)      [26] 

Where f(x) is the SVM prediction for a given input 𝑥𝑖 , 
𝜙𝑖  represents the SHAP value assigned to feature𝑥𝑖, and ϕ0 is 

the base value, indicating the expected model output. 

• Feature Importance Analysis: Identify which of the 

features learnt by MobileNetV2 has the highest impact on 

the SVM classification using SHAP. A summary plot is 

then created to show how each feature contributes to the 

model's predictions, enabling medical experts to know  

• which attributes are most important in distinguishing the 

benign, malignant, and normal cases. 

 

• Force Plots for Feature Contribution Visualization: 

Force plots illustrate how every feature is pushing the 

SVM's prediction towards a certain class. The force plots 

help in understanding how certain patterns are pushing the 

classification outcome, offering higher transparency in 

decision-making. 

 

 

b) Grad-CAM (Gradient-weighted Class Activation 

Mapping) 

Grad-CAM is used to visualize regions of salience in CT scan 

images that contribute to classification. As opposed to SHAP, 

which represents feature importance as numerical values of 

information, Grad-CAM shows a heatmap overlaid on medical 

images highlighting regions of highest importance to the model. 

The Grad-CAM procedure involves these significant steps: 

compute the gradients of the predicted class score with respect 

to the last convolutional layer feature maps; perform global 

average pooling on the gradients to obtain importance weights; 

scale the weights by the feature maps and perform ReLU 

activation to produce the heatmap; overlay the heatmap over the 

raw CT scan to reveal areas that are impacting classification. 

The heatmap that is created allows radiologists to verify 

whether the model is focused on clinically significant regions, 

thus facilitating greater trust in AI diagnostic systems. 

The pairing of SHAP for feature importance and Grad-CAM 

for visual interpretability ensures that the MobileNetV2-SVM 

classification pipeline is transparent and reliable. These XAI 

techniques enhance model accountability, facilitate clinical 

adoption, and build clinician trust by enabling clinicians to 

understand and validate AI-driven diagnoses. 



IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS 

A. Evaluation Metrics 

 
Table 4: Class wise Evaluation of Classification Metrics for 

DenseNet169169 

Class Precision Recall F1-Score Support 

Benign cases 0.92  0.96  0.94 24 

Malignant 

cases 

0.99 

  

1.00  1.00 113 

Normal cases

  

0.99 

  

0.96  0.98 83 

Overall Accuracy 0.98 220 

 

The DenseNet169 model showed exceptional performance in 

detecting lung cancer from CT scans, especially in classifying 

malignant cases. The high precision (0.99) and recall (1.00) for 

malignant cases indicate that the model not only accurately 

predicts malignancy but also captures every true malignant case 

without missing any. The use of attention mechanisms, such as 

the Squeeze-and-Excitation Block, allowed the model to focus 

on important features in the CT scan images, enhancing its 

detection ability. Furthermore, the custom loss function, Focal 

Loss, addressed class imbalance by emphasizing harder-to-

classify instances, particularly for benign cases. The 

incorporation of SMOTE for data balancing and multi-scale 

feature fusion further improved the model's robustness, 

allowing it to detect both small and large tumours effectively. 

The Grad-CAM technique, used for explainability, helped 

visualize the model's focus areas, offering insight into its 

decision-making process. 
 

Table 5: Class wise Evaluation of Classification Metrics for SVM 

Class Precision Recall F1-

Score 

Support 

0 (Benign) 0.95 0.88 0.91 24 

1 (Malignant) 0.99 1.00 1.00 113 

2 (Normal) 0.96 0.98 0.97 83 

Overall Accuracy 0.98 220 

 

The SVM model also performed remarkably well, with an 

accuracy of 0.98 across all classes. For malignant cases, it 

achieved a recall of 1.00, meaning it was perfect in identifying 

all malignant instances in the dataset. Although its precision for 

benign cases was slightly lower than that of DenseNet169169, 

it still performed well with a score of 0.95. The feature 

extraction step using MobileNetV2 helped in reducing the 

dimensionality of the CT scan images, making it easier for the 

SVM classifier to work with relevant features. The data 

preprocessing and augmentation techniques played a 

significant role in improving model generalization. 

Furthermore, the use of explainable AI techniques, including 

Grad-CAM and SHAP, provided transparency in the model's 

predictions, highlighting important areas in the CT scans that 

led to the detection of tumors, thus making the model more 

interpretable and reliable. 

B. Confusion Matrix Analysis 

The confusion matrix is a useful tool to evaluate how well a 

classification model performs. It shows the number of correct 

and incorrect predictions, broken down by class. Let's analyse 

the results for both the DenseNet169 and SVM models based 

on the confusion matrices shown in the figures. 

Figure 05 shows the DenseNet169confusion matrix, the model 

performs well across all three categories: benign, malignant, 

and normal. It correctly identifies all 113 malignant cases and 

predicts 19 benign cases correctly. However, 5 benign cases are 

misclassified as normal, and 1 normal case is incorrectly 

labelled as malignant. The DenseNet169model performs 

strongly overall, especially in detecting malignant cases, thanks 

to techniques like SMOTE and Focal Loss. 

Figure 05: Confusion matrix for DenseNet169 Model 

Figure 06 demonstrates the SVM confusion matrix also shows 

strong results. It correctly classifies 113 malignant cases, 21 

benign cases, and 81 normal cases. There is only a small 

misclassification of 3 benign cases as normal and 1 normal case 

as benign. The SVM model is effective but has slightly more 

confusion between benign and normal classes compared to 

DenseNet169169. Both models perform well in distinguishing 

malignant cases, with SVM benefiting from feature extraction 

and explainable AI techniques like Grad-CAM. 

Figure 06: Confusion matrix for SVM Model 

 

 



C. AUC-ROC Curve Analysis 

The AUC-ROC (Area Under the Receiver Operating 

Characteristic Curve) analysis is a key metric for evaluating 

the performance of machine learning models. It tells us how 

well the models distinguish between classes, with a higher 

AUC value indicating better performance. Figure 07 shows 

ROC curve for the DenseNet169model, see that all three 

classes (Class 0, Class 1, and Class 2) have very high AUC 

values. Specifically, Class 0 (benign) has an AUC of 1.00, 

while Class 1 (malignant) and Class 2 (normal) have AUC 

values of 0.99. The perfect AUC of Class 0 indicates that the 

DenseNet169model correctly classifies benign cases with no 

false positives or false negatives. The AUC for the other 

classes is also impressive, demonstrating that 

DenseNet169performs well across all classes with very few 

misclassifications. 

 

Figure 07: ROC Curve Comparison for DenseNet169169 

Figure 08 shows second ROC curve for the SVM model,  see 
a similar strong performance. The AUC for Class 1 (malignant) 
is 1.00, indicating perfect performance in identifying malignant 
cases. Class 0 (benign) and Class 2 (normal) have AUC values 
of 0.99, which still reflect excellent classification. The ROC 
curve shows that the SVM model is very good at distinguishing 
between the three classes, but it slightly lags behind 
DenseNet169 in terms of the AUC values for the benign and 
normal classes. 

 

Figure 08: ROC Curve Comparison for SVM 

D. XAI Results 

1) Grad-CAM visualisations for nodule detection. 

In this research, The study incorporated Explainable AI 

(XAI) techniques, specifically using Grad-CAM (Gradient-

weighted Class Activation Mapping), to interpret and visualize 

the decision-making process of both SVM model. Grad-CAM 

provides a way to visualize which parts of a CT scan image the 

model focuses on when making predictions. This helps ensure 

transparency and trust in the model's predictions. 

 

 

Figure 09: Grad-CAM for SVM. 

Similarly, Grad-CAM visualizations for the SVM model 
show in figure 07 how it identifies regions of interest in the CT 
scans. The heatmap reveals which parts of the image the SVM 
model deems significant when classifying the CT scan. This 
helps explain how the model makes predictions, such as 
identifying cancerous nodules. The SVM model benefits from 
the use of Explainable AI (XAI) techniques like Grad-CAM, 
making its decision process more transparent and easier for 
medical professionals to interpret. The model’s feature 
extraction with MobileNetV2 and the preprocessing techniques 
further improve its ability to focus on important areas in the 
image. 

E. Training and Validation Performance 

In this project, The study has trained and evaluated two 

machine learning models, DenseNet169 and SVM, for lung 

cancer detection using a CT scan dataset. Both models were 

tested to see how well they could classify CT scans into three 

categories: benign, malignant, and normal. For 

DenseNet169169, Achieved excellent results during both 

training and validation. The model was trained using various 

techniques such as attention mechanisms, specifically the 

Squeeze-and-Excitation Block, to help the network focus on the 

most important features in the CT scan images. Additionally, 

the Focal Loss function was used as a custom loss function, 

improving performance on the minority class (malignant 

cases). The model also benefited from SMOTE (Synthetic 

Minority Over-sampling Technique) for balancing the dataset, 

which helped improve predictions for underrepresented classes. 

The multi-scale feature fusion with Feature Pyramid Networks 

further helped DenseNet169capture details at different scales, 

enhancing the model’s ability to detect tumours. As seen in the 

figures, the training and validation accuracy of the 

DenseNet169model were both high. The ROC curve showed 

AUC values close to 1, indicating a strong ability to 

differentiate between the classes. The Grad-CAM 

visualizations also demonstrated how well the model focused 

on the relevant parts of the images for making predictions. 

 

On the other hand, The SVM model showed strong 

performance as well. It used data preprocessing and 

 

 

 



augmentation techniques to ensure better generalization and 

avoid overfitting. MobileNetV2 was employed for feature 

extraction, allowing the SVM to focus on relevant features from 

the CT scan images. The model then classified the images based 

on the extracted features. During training, the SVM model 

achieved good accuracy, which was also reflected in the 

validation phase. The ROC curve indicated that the model could 

effectively distinguish between benign, malignant, and normal 

cases, with AUC values close to 1. The Grad-CAM 

visualizations for SVM helped in explaining the model’s 

decision-making process, offering transparency and 

trustworthiness in the results. Both DenseNet169and SVM 

models showed excellent training and validation performance. 

The DenseNet169model, with its advanced techniques like 

multi-scale feature fusion and attention mechanisms, 

demonstrated superior results in capturing complex features in 

the images. On the other hand, the SVM model performed well 

with feature extraction and preprocessing techniques, showing 

strong classification ability. These results suggest that both 

models are suitable for accurate lung cancer detection from CT 

scans, and the use of XAI techniques like Grad-CAM makes the 

models more interpretable for real-world medical applications. 

V. DISCUSSION 

The comparison between former approaches and new proposed 

models shows in Table 6. The SVM model generated 97% 

accuracy through the adoption of MobileNetV2 feature 

extraction in combination with SHAP and Grad-CAM 

explainable outputs. The system had no attention mechanisms 

and performed moderately when balancing between false 

positive and false negative cases. Through the implementation 

of Squeeze-and-Excitation attention blocks together with 

Feature Pyramid Network for multi-scale fusion as well as focal 

loss and SMOTE oversampling the DenseNet169 network 

achieved 98% accuracy. The 1% performance increase carries 

practical clinical significance because it helps decrease the 

number of undetected nodules and reduces the need for 

unnecessary medical follow-ups. 

 
Table 6: Comparative analysis of existing models versus proposed models 

in terms of performance, interpretability (XAI), attention mechanism, 

dataset used, and overall suitability for clinical deployment. 

 

Study        Model  Accuracy XAI Dataset 

[13]          
     

VGG19 + 
ResNet152V2 + Bi-

GRU    

 98.05 No   Public 
CT  

[14]          

           

SVM  83.91  No  Public 

CT 

[15]          
     

 SVM + Feed-
Forward NN 

98.08 No   Public 
CT 

[11]          
      

Custom Deep CNN 99.03  No  LIDC-
IDRI 

[10]          
      

Cascaded 
DenseNet169  

97.96 No LIDC-
IDRI 

[7]            DenseNet169  98.17 No CT 

Dataset 

Proposed 

(SVM)     

MobileNetV2 + 

SVM 

97.00   Yes  CT 

Dataset 

Proposed 

(DenseNet

169)    

DenseNet169 with 

SE & FPN  

98.00   Yes  CT 

Dataset 

 

Compared to Ibrahim et al. [8], who reported 98.05% with 

hybrid CNN-RNN models but no attention or XAI, and Shrey 

et al. [12], who achieved 97.96% with cascaded DenseNet169 

but without focal loss or SMOTE, the proposed DenseNet169 

matches or slightly exceeds those accuracies while adding 

interpretability and balanced training. In resource-limited 

settings where speed and simplicity matter, the SVM option 

remains viable. For real-world deployment, the DenseNet169 

model is recommended for its higher accuracy, stronger feature 

focus, and built-in explainability. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

This study proposed a deep learning approach to detecting lung 

cancer using DenseNet169 and SVM models. Squeeze-and-

Excitation block, Focal Loss, and Feature Pyramid Network 

improvements optimized the detection of key areas in scans by 

DenseNet169, addressing class imbalance and multi-scale 

feature fusion. The SVM model with MobileNetV2 as the 

feature extractor and with Grad-CAM for vital feature 

visualization, provided greater interpretability, enabling 

enhanced transparency in AI-driven diagnosis. Rigorous testing 

validated the models' accuracy and feasibility, demonstrating 

the potential of deep learning for lung cancer diagnosis. Future 

research should emphasize model efficiency for real-time 

clinical use, e.g., lightweight models and computational 

optimizations. Generalizability will be facilitated by enlarging 

the dataset to multi-center CT scans, and detection performance 

may be improved by incorporating 3D CT analysis. Clinical 

trust may be increased by advancing explainability techniques, 

e.g., LIME explanations. Hybrid models combining deep 

learning with traditional models may also increase 

performance. Finally, real-world use in hospitals will be 

necessary to confirm the models' clinical impact. 
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