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ABSTRACT Acute lymphoblastic leukemia (ALL) severity is determined by the presence and ratios of blast 

cells (abnormal white blood cells) in both bone marrow and peripheral blood. Manual diagnosis of this disease 

is a tedious and time-consuming operation, making it difficult for professionals to accurately examine blast 

cell characteristics. To address this difficulty, researchers use deep learning and machine learning. In this 

paper, a ResNet-based feature extractor is utilized to detect ALL, along with a variety of feature selectors and 

classifiers. To get the best results, a variety of transfer learning models, including the Resnet, VGG, 

EfficientNet, and DensNet families, are used as deep feature extractors. Following extraction, different 

feature selectors are used, including Genetic algorithm, PCA, ANOVA, Random Forest, Univariate, Mutual 

information, Lasso, XGB, Variance, and Binary ant colony. After feature qualification, a variety of classifiers 

are used, with MLP outperforming the others. The recommended technique is used to categorize ALL and 

HEM in the selected dataset which is C-NMC 2019. This technique got an impressive 90.71% accuracy and 

95.76% sensitivity for the relevant classifications, and its metrics on this dataset outperformed others. 

 

Index Terms Artificial Intelligence, Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia, Deep learning, Healthcare, 

Leukemia, Transfer Learning 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Cancer is a pervasive global health issue characterized by 

the abnormal proliferation and division of human cells due 

to cellular changes [1]. Leukemia is a severe and 

multifaceted hematological disease [2]  in which the body 

produces white blood cells that are not adequately 

controlled within the osseous tissue or bloodstream. It is 

composed of various malignant cells. It primarily affects 

the bone marrow's capacity to generate healthy blood cells, 

the immune system, the production of red blood cells, and 

the clotting system.  

ALL is a rapidly progressing and aggressive form of 

leukemia in which immature lymphoid cells accumulate 

quickly in the bone marrow or bloodstream. The total 

number of deaths from leukemia in 2019 was 0.33 million, 

respectively[3].  

It is generally seen in children and adolescents, although it 

can affect individuals of any age [4]. Allogeneic leukemia 

disrupts average blood cell production, resulting in anemia, 

bleeding, and increased susceptibility to infection. 

Diagnosis is based on blood and bone marrow tests to 

determine the presence of many immature lymphoids.  

While progress has been made in reducing risk, therapies, 

and providing supportive care, managing acute leukemia 

remnants obstacles due to the biological complexity of the 

disease and the risk of relapse is still under review [5]. 

Diagnosis of ALL is a complex and systematic process that 

involves clinical evaluation, laboratory examinations, and 
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specialized tests. ALL symptoms typically include fatigue, 

bruising, recurrent infections, and enlargement of the 

lymph nodes [6]. Complete blood counts and peripheral 

smears can detect abnormal WBCs, red cells, and platelet 

levels. However, a more definitive diagnosis is achieved 

through a bone marrow aspiration (bone marrow) biopsy 

[7], which involves collecting and microscopic 

examination of a sample of bone marrow. This procedure 

helps to detect a high percentage of immature 

lymphoblasts, which are characteristic of ALL.  

 

This paper focuses on potential enhancements to 

conventional blood tests. The suggested approach seeks to 

diminish the error rate inherent in established screening 

techniques and enhance the precision of disease detection 

by applying deep learning and other resilient 

methodologies that, for a better understanding of its 

workflow; it is given as a FIGURE  1 in the Proposed 

Method section. 

The contributions in this paper are as follows: 

● ResNet-50, ResNet-101, ResNet-152, EfficientNetB3, 

Densenet-121, DensNet-201, and VGG19 are proposed as 

feature extractors. 

● After extraction, due to the high number of features, a 

feature selector is employed among various selectors such 

as ANOVA, PCI, RF, XGB, Univariate, Mutual 

Information, Lasso, and Variance. 

● Enhancing accuracy and precision by feeding selected 

features to GA-BACO as the last layer of feature selector 

and ultimately choosing MLP to classify. 

 

The rest of this is structured as follows: in section 2, related 

works are discussed; in section 3, a description of the 

proposed methodology is provided; in section 4, 

experimental results and discussion are presented; section 

5 is about a comparative work of others with this paper; and 

in section 6, the conclusions of the reported study is 

presented.  

 
II. Related Work 

A multitude of investigations have been carried out 

concerning ALL cancer. Diverse research endeavors have 

been advancing to uncover the potential of machine 

learning and deep learning to enhance this domain. Within 

healthcare and diagnostic hematology, computer-aided 

diagnosis (CAD) has arisen as a noteworthy focus of study. 

This segment encompasses various distinct research 

initiatives currently under examination within the context 

of this paper.  

Elrefaie et al. [8] aimed to automate the identification of 

ALL in microscopic images. They developed an improved 

classification system using innovative image 

preprocessing, K-means clustering for nucleus extraction, 

and Empirical Mode Decomposition (EMD) for feature 

extraction. Various classifiers were compared, with the 

neural networks-based-EMD model employing Bayesian 

regularization achieving a high classification accuracy of 

98.7% on the ALL-IDB2 dataset, marking a significant 

advancement in early-stage ALL detection. Elhassan et al. 

[9] conducted a study utilizing computer vision to automate 

the detection and classification of atypical white blood cells 

in acute myeloid leukemia. They introduced a novel 

classification model, merging geometric transformation 

and a deep convolutional autoencoder, addressing 

imbalanced cell distribution. This model achieved 97% 

accuracy, sensitivity, and 98% precision, with exceptional 

performance across different cell subgroups, reaching an 

AUC of 99.7%.  

Depto et al. [10] addressed challenges in identifying B-

lymphoblast cells in ALL. They used deep learning 

methods, exploring GAN and loss-based approaches to 

handle imbalanced data in cell classification. Their study 

on the C-NMC and ALLIDB-2 datasets showed that loss-

based methods outperformed GAN and input-based 

methods in addressing imbalanced classification scenarios.  

Rahman et al. [11] conducted research on ALL diagnosis 

using Machine Learning and Deep Learning techniques. 

They developed a multi-step approach employing 

Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) for feature 

extraction and various classification methods. By 

integrating pre-trained CNN models, Particle Swarm 

Optimization (PSO), Cat Swarm Optimization (CSO), and 

specific classifiers, the research achieved a high accuracy 

of 99.84% in classifying blood cancer, indicating potential 

real-world applications despite some limitations. Batool 

and Byun [12] developed a computer-aided system using a 

lightweight DL model, EfficientNet-B3, to accurately 

classify ALL cells from normal white blood cells. This 

model outperformed existing classifiers, showing enhanced 

accuracy and efficiency in leukemia detection, potentially 

assisting medical practitioners in early diagnosis and 

treatment, thus improving survival rates for patients. Ansari 

et al. [13] developed a novel method using a type-II fuzzy 

deep network to accurately diagnose ALL and Acute 

Myeloid Leukemia (AML) by distinguishing between 

lymphocytes and monocytes in medical images. Obtained 

from the Shahid Ghazi Tabatabai Oncology Center, their 

method achieved a high accuracy of 98.8% and an F1-score 

of 98.9%, showcasing superior diagnostic performance 

compared to other methods. The study demonstrated the 

potential for a more reliable and generalized leukemia 

diagnosis. Abhishek et al. [14] conducted research to 

automate leukemia detection and classification using deep 

transfer learning on a dataset comprising 750 blood smear 

images, including various leukemia types. They achieved 

an 84% accuracy in classifying leukemia types with a 

subject-independent test dataset. The study visualized 

classification features and involved expert input to aid 

medical research supported by machine learning models. 

Mohammed et al. [15] developed an ensemble strategy 

using image pre-processing, a CNN for spatial features, and 

a GRU-BiLSTM for temporal feature extraction to improve 

ALL diagnosis. Their framework achieved 96.23% F1-

score and 96.29% accuracy in classifying ALL cells from 

normal white blood cells. Mallick et al. [16] introduced a 
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deep neural network (DNN) to classify gene expressions of 

72 leukemia patients, achieving 98.2% accuracy in 

distinguishing between ALL and AML samples. This 

DNN, trained on 80% of the data, demonstrated high 

sensitivity (96.59%) and specificity (97.9%). The study 

highlighted the potential for advanced computer-aided gene 

analysis in genetic and virology research. Amani Al-

Ghraibah & Muhammad Al-Ayyad [17] unveiled a system 

designed for automated detection of leukemia in 

microscopic blood images and the subsequent 

categorization of cells into normal and abnormal states. 

Their methodology employed two key strategies: initially, 

assessing the quantity of white blood cells (WBCs) 

encircling red blood cells (RBCs), and secondly, evaluating 

the mean area of WBCs contained within bounding boxes 

surrounding individual cells. This approach represents an 

innovative avenue in leukemia detection, utilizing image 

analysis and quantification techniques to enhance the 

efficiency of diagnostic procedures. In a separate study, 

Ashfagh Ahmad et al. [18]  introduced a sophisticated 

approach for forecasting antifungal peptides. They 

investigated sequential and evolutionary characteristics 

employing three descriptors—CTF, PsePSSM, and PSSM-

DWT—integrating them for a multi-faceted representation. 

The features were enhanced through mRMR selection and 

assessed using four machine learning models (FKNN, RF, 

KNN, SVM). To consolidate predictions, a genetic 

algorithm was employed for ensemble classification. 

Feature contributions were interpreted using SHAP and 

LIME methodologies. Akbar et al. [19] presented 'iACP-

GAEnsC', a novel ensemble model based on evolutionary 

intelligent genetic algorithms designed for identifying 

anticancer peptides. By integrating three distinct feature 

representation methods and leveraging optimized genetic 

algorithms for ensemble classification, 'iACP-GAEnsC' 

achieves an impressive accuracy of 96.45% on hybrid 

feature spaces, surpassing current methods. This suggests 

its promising utility as a cutting-edge tool in drug design 

and proteomics research. In other study [20], an ensemble 

learning approach was employed to enhance the 

identification of antitubercular peptides, mitigating the 

limitations of individual classification algorithms. Three 

representation approaches—k-space amino acid 

composition, composite physiochemical properties, and 

one-hot encoding—were initially utilized to formulate 

training samples. These feature vectors were then 

combined to generate a heterogeneous vector. 

Subsequently, five distinct classification models were 

employed to evaluate prediction rates using both individual 

and heterogeneous vectors. Moreover, a genetic algorithm-

based ensemble model was applied to enhance the 

prediction and training capabilities of the proposed model. 

In other Study [21], motivated by the importance of 

peptide-based therapies, the AIPs-SnTCN model was 

developed to predict anti-inflammatory peptides 

accurately. Peptide samples were encoded using skip-gram, 

BERT, and CTF techniques. Support vector machine-based 

recursive feature elimination (SVM-RFE) selected optimal 

features, trained using an improved SnTCN. This approach 

enhances predictive performance, offering a novel 

advancement in peptide prediction. 

 

 
TABLE 1 Detailed summaries on predicting and classifying diseases in others studies. 

References Dataset Method and Methods Used 

Elrefaie et al. [8] ALL-IDB2 NNs-based-EMD 

Elhassan et al. [9] AML Cytomorphology 

LMU 

DCAE-CNN 

Depto et al. [10] C-NMC/ ALL-IDB Deep Learning 

Rahman et al. [11] Kaggle Deep Learning/ Machine Learning 

Batool and Byun [12] C-NMC 2019/ ALL 

datasets 

lightweight EfficientNet-B3 

Ansari et al. [13] Oncology Center in Tabriz Type-II Fuzzy Deep Network 

Abhishek et al. [14] Introduce new dataset deep transfer learning+ Grad-CAM visualization 

Mohammed et al. [15] C-NMC 2019 CNN-GRU-BiLSTM+ MSVM classifier 

Mallick et al. [16] microarray gene data DNN 

Amani Al-Ghraibah & Muhammad Al-Ayyad [17] Not specifically mentioned Image Processing Techniques 

Ashfagh Ahmad et al. [18] Antifp_main ensemble learning approach 

Akbar et al. [19] Not specifically mentioned Evolutionary genetic algorithm based ensemble classification 

Akbar et al. [20] (AtbPs) datasets GA algorithm based ensemble Learning 

Ali Raza et al. [21] Not specifically mentioned astText and Transformer Encoder-Based 

 
III. METHOD 

This Section explains the research methodology for 

diagnosing ALL disease and constituent components: the 

preprocessing phase, the methods employed for feature 

extraction, and the algorithms utilized. A summary 

exposition of these employed techniques is presented in 

FIGURE 1.  

In the initial stage, as illustrated in FIGURE 1, the 

preprocessing phase converts the data into a more 

convenient and functional format, ensuring compatibility 

with the neural network. Subsequently, during the second 

phase, feature extraction is conducted using the pre-

trained DenseNet-201 model. Notably, the final layer of 

DenseNet-201 is replaced with a classifier called MLP. 
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The best metrics were performed by a combination of 

DenseNet-201 as the first feature extractor, Random 

Forest as the first feature selector, and feeding them to 

GA-BACO as the final layer of feature selector and 

ultimately using result and given features from previous 

layers to MLP as the classifier. The novelty of these 

alternatives lies in their unification to find the 

differentiation between normal and abnormal cells. 

 
A. DATASET 

The openly accessible dataset utilized in this research was 

sourced from the ALL Challenge dataset of ISBI 2019 

[22]. Focusing on cancers, the dataset includes cells 

isolated from microscopic images. These cells represent 

real-world images as they exhibit staining noise and 

illumination discrepancies, which have mainly been 

corrected during the image acquisition process. Given the 

intricate task of distinguishing between immature 

leukemic blasts and normal cells under a microscope, the 

challenge lies in their morphological similarities. To 

address this, an expert oncologist meticulously has 

annotated the ground truth labels. The dataset 

encompasses a total of 15,114 images sourced from 118 

patients, each classified into two distinct categories: 

normal cells and leukemia blasts [23], [24] ,[25]. 

 
B. PRE-PROCESSING STAGE 

Diagnosing leukemia starts with obtaining suitable blood 

or bone marrow samples from patients. Collecting proper 

specimens is one of the fundamental initial steps, as it 

provides the raw material for all subsequent evaluations. 

Samples must contain an adequate volume and be 

gathered into specific anticoagulants like EDTA tubes to 

prevent clotting during transit and storage. Insufficient or 

improperly acquired samples can compromise the 

precision of diagnostic tests and necessitate re-sampling. 

Once received in the lab, a series of preparatory protocols 

are followed to ready the samples for analysis. Initial 

procedures involve thinning whole blood with buffer 

solutions to isolate individual cellular components. This 

is commonly accomplished by adding the sample to 

chemicals that burst red blood cells while preserving 

white blood cells and bone marrow cells. Additional 

thinning optimizes the cell concentration for downstream 

applications like microscopy that require solitary cells 

rather than a cellular mixture. 

Staining is another vital preliminary technique that 

employs dyes to label cells differently based on 

morphological characteristics [26]. Wright-Giemsa stain 

imparts hues to the nucleus and cytoplasm to distinguish 

between mature and immature white blood cells [27]. 

Through staining, abnormal leukemia blasts can be 

spotted under the microscope. Other specialized stains 

target specific proteins or chromosomes to pinpoint 

molecular abnormalities. 

For techniques like flow cytometry and fluorescence in 

situ hybridization that rely on tagging cell surface 

markers or DNA [28], extra preparation is essential. Cells 

must be detached through density gradient centrifugation, 

washed, and incubated with fluorescently tagged 

antibodies against antigens of interest. This process 

attaches labels to specific cells, which can then be sorted 

by flow cytometry or visualized using fluorescence 

microscopy. 

Pre-processing protocols necessitate careful 

standardization and validation to ensure consistent, high-

quality samples for leukemia diagnosis. Even minor 

preparatory variations could compromise the ability of 

specialists to diagnose and classify leukemia subtypes 

which impacts treatment decisions accurately. Overall, 

thorough preliminary evaluation lays the groundwork for 

informative molecular testing and microscopic 

examination that helps to deliver targeted leukemia.  

In the context of advancing data representation 

techniques for the optimization of deep learning 

applications, this research employs an image 

preprocessing methodology. The primary objective is to 

enrich subsequent deep learning procedures by 

concentrating on the crucial attributes inherent within 

each individual image. The procedure initiates by 

sequentially traversing a dataset containing images, 

whereby each image is loaded and systematically 

analyzed. The loaded image is initially transformed into 

a grayscale to simplify ensuing computational stages. 

Following this, a binary inverse thresholding approach is 

implemented via the utilization of Otsu's method [29]. 

This technique assists in segregating the foreground 

constituents of the image, effectively partitioning the 

objects of significance from the background context. The 

outcome of the binary thresholding process is then 

employed to execute a bitwise operation with the original 

image. This operation selectively preserves solely the 

foreground elements while subduing the background. To 

ensure consistency, pixels corresponding to background 

areas are modified to white. The resultant manipulated 

image is subsequently scrutinized to identify the 

coordinates of non-background pixels. Leveraging these 

coordinates, the minimum and maximum values along the 

x and y axes are ascertained. These extremities define a 

bounding box that encompasses the pertinent object 

within the image. Using the determined coordinates of the 

bounding box, a cropped rendition of the original image 

is extracted. This cropped image is then resized to a 

standardized dimension of 224x224 pixels, employing 

bilinear interpolation to ensure consistent input 

dimensions for downstream deep-learning models. Each 

image, following preprocessing and resizing, is 

incorporated into an image catalog, serving as input into 

deep learning architectures. The preprocessing stage aims 

to accentuate the fundamental attributes of every image, 

eliminating extraneous details and standardizing image 

dimensions. The processed data is properly formatted to 

produce improved results with deep learning. 

 
C. FEATURE EXTRACTION 
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Choosing the right factors to focus on is a key part of 

using machine learning to diagnose leukemia from 

medical tests automatically. Leukemia is a blood cancer 

where abnormal white blood cells develop in the blood 

and bone marrow. It happens because mutations cause the 

body to produce unusual white blood cells. To correctly 

identify and categorize different types of leukemia, 

machine learning models need meaningful aspects to 

analyze blood samples. The raw data from tests like 

complete blood counts and images of blood marks 

contains a considerable amount of information, but most 

of it is not relevant or repetitive for diagnosis. Feature 

extraction transforms this raw data into a set of applicable 

factors that can better represent the type of leukemia.  

Focusing on the suitable factors is essential for creating 

an accurate machine-learning model. Including too many 

irrelevant or meaningless factors can result in overfitting 

and reduced model generalizability. On the other hand, 

leaving out essential elements can also hurt performance 

as key diagnostic information is absent. Therefore, 

feature extraction requires domain knowledge to select 

factors that genuinely point to different types and 

subcategories of leukemia. Well-extracted features let 

machine learning algorithms understand the underlying 

patterns in the data better and make more reliable 

classification [30]. This helps doctors confirm diagnoses 

and determine the most appropriate treatment. Without 

proper feature extraction, the raw data is too complex for 

algorithms to analyze and extract practical knowledge. 

While feature extraction increases the effectiveness of 

machine learning models, it does require significant 

effort and testing to find the optimal set of factors for a 

given problem. Various methods of selecting and 

deriving features should be tested to determine which 

provides the most favorable results. Once identified, the 

selected features must undergo further preprocessing like 

standardization and normalization to become suitable for 

the algorithms. Performing quality feature extraction is a 

crucial data preparation step for building machine 

learning models that can assist in automating leukemia 

diagnosis and enable more accurate categorization of 

different leukemia subtypes compared to human 

examination alone. This helps to improve patient 

outcomes and underscores the importance of the feature 

extraction process. 

Transfer learning enables the utilization of a pre-trained 

model to function as a feature extractor, thereby allowing 

the extraction of valuable features from it. Following this, 

the subsequent phase involves training a classifier using 

these extracted features in conjunction with the original 

dataset. In the scope of this research, distinct deep-

learning architectures, namely VGG19 [31], ResNet50, 

ResNet101, ResNet152 [32], EfficientNetB3 [33], 

DenseNet-121, and DenseNet-201 [34] are employed 

individually to identify the most optimal features. These 

models represent widely recognized deep-learning 

models commonly utilized as feature extraction tools in 

transfer learning. The principal disparities among these 

models primarily pertain to their architectural depths and 

configurations. 

In the methodology employed, pre-trained deep learning 

models, including ResNet-50, ResNet-101, ResNet-152, 

EfficientNetB3, DenseNet-121, DenseNet-201, and 

VGG19, are utilized as feature extractors. These models 

have undergone pre-training on extensive image datasets 

such as ImageNet, acquiring intricate hierarchical 

representations of visual features. This knowledge is 

leveraged by discarding the fully connected layers (top 

layers) of the models, retaining only the convolutional 

layers to serve as fixed feature extractors. For each input 

image, the chosen deep learning model is applied, 

resulting in a high-dimensional feature vector 

representing the image's visual content. The feature 

vectors are extracted from the final pooling layer of each 

model, capturing abstract features of the input image. 

These extracted features act as input to subsequent 

classification models. The diagram of this step is shown 

in FIGURE  2. 

This methodology harnesses the capabilities of deep 

learning models to autonomously learn discriminative 

features from raw image data, thereby enhancing the 

performance of the classification system. 

The DenseNet-201 framework, a well-known 

convolutional neural network (CNN), has been attracting 

significant attention due to its remarkable capacity for 

feature extraction in medical image analysis, particularly 

in identifying ALL. The architecture consists of multiple 

densely connected blocks, which allows for a complex 

interplay between layers by establishing direct 

connections between each layer and its preceding 

counterparts. This unique design facilitates efficient 

gradient propagation, resolving issues with vanishing 

gradients while promoting deep information flow. In the 

context of ALL images, where precise feature extraction 

is crucial, DenseNet-201's dense connectivity enables the 

preservation of fine-grained features, which allows the 

model to identify subtle patterns that indicate leukemia. 

Additionally, its depth and parameter efficiency 

contribute to its ability to learn hierarchical 

representations, which is essential for capturing the 

intricate variations in cell morphology characteristic of 

leukemia cases. The transferability of pre-trained 

DenseNet-201 weights, obtained from various image 

datasets, enhances its applicability as a feature extractor 

for all images. This enables the model to utilize 

knowledge acquired from general image domains. As a 

result, integrating DenseNet-201 as a feature extractor 

exhibits substantial potential to increase the accuracy and 

robustness of ALL's. It is important to note that while 

deep neural network architectures are primarily utilized 

for feature extraction in this methodology, the subsequent 

feature selection and classification steps are conducted 

using traditional machine learning algorithms. This 

integration allows the model to benefit from the learned 
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representations of deep neural networks while leveraging 

the 

interpretability and robustness of classical machine 

learning 

techniques. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FIGURE URE 1. Block diagram of the proposed method. 
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FIGURE 2. The workflow of the feature extraction step 
 

D. FEATURE SELECTION 

The proposed method is designed as a cohesive pipeline 

where each step builds upon the insights gained from the 

previous one. For example, features extracted from deep 

learning models serve as the foundation for subsequent 

feature selection processes, ensuring that only the most 

informative features are retained for classification. 

Random Forest, a well-liked technique in the domain of 

machine learning and statistics, hinges on the concept of 

generating numerous decision trees during the training 

process and merging their results to enhance the accuracy 

of predictions [35]. 

The application of tree-based methods, such as the 

Random Forest algorithm, as feature selectors in ALL 

image analysis, presents a sophisticated approach to 

enhance the identification of discriminative features for 

accurate diagnosis. Leveraging its ensemble of decision 

trees, Random Forest effectively assesses the relevance 

and relevance of individual image features in 

distinguishing between healthy and leukemic cells. This 

method not only aids in mitigating the curse of 

dimensionality by identifying the most informative 

features but also offers robustness against noise and 

redundant information prevalent in complex ALL’s 

image dataset. By employing techniques like the Gini 

impurity [36] or information gain, Random Forest 

quantifies the significance of attributes, allowing for a 

data-driven and context-sensitive selection process. 

Furthermore, the algorithm's capacity to capture non-

linear relationships and intricate interactions among 

features resonates well with the nuanced characteristics 

of leukemia cells. In the context of ALL images, where 

subtle variations in cell morphology indicate disease 

presence, Random Forest's ability to highlight such 

features can significantly enhance diagnostic accuracy. 

Consequently, the integration of Random Forest as a 

feature selector in ALL image analysis is a valuable 

technique for enhancing the interpretability, efficiency, 

and clinical utility of machine learning models, 

ultimately contributing to more effective leukemia 

detection and treatment. A genetic algorithm (GA) is an 

evolutionary algorithm that draws inspiration from 

natural selection and genetics, serving as a method for 

exploring and optimizing complex problems to discover 

approximate solutions [37]. The application of GAs in 

feature selection is a method utilized within machine 
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learning and data analysis to pick out the most valuable 

attributes from a provided dataset.  

Ant Colony Optimization (ACO) is a metaheuristic 

algorithm inspired by the exploring behavior of ants. It 

was developed to solve combinatorial optimization 

problems, where the goal is to find the best solution from 

a finite set of possibilities. Binary Ant Colony 

Optimization (BACO) is a specialized version of the 

conventional Ant Colony Optimization algorithm, 

appropriate for addressing combinatorial optimization 

challenges in which solutions are characterized by binary 

strings or collections of binary choices. Utilizing BACO 

for feature selection provides several benefits, including 

the capacity to efficiently navigate extensive search 

spaces and tailor solutions to match the specific demands 

of the problem. The suggested approach is especially 

valuable in datasets with a high number of dimensions, 

where selecting pertinent features is vital for enhancing 

model precision. 

Changdar [38] and Lee [39] showcased a hybrid approach 

that combines ant colony optimization and genetic 

algorithms, denoted as GA-ACO. In this scheme, genetic 

algorithms are employed for generating feature subsets, 

and ant colony optimization enhances the overall 

performance of genetic algorithms. Kong and Tian [40] 

proposed a binary-coded ant colony optimization method, 

known as BACO, to address continuous optimization 

challenges. Kashef and Nezamabadi-pour [41] 

introduced an advanced feature selection algorithm based 

on BACO, affirming its suitability for feature subset 

selection. The primary reason for the limited adoption of 

BACO is its lack of robustness. To tackle this issue, 

genetic algorithms are utilized to update pheromone 

levels based on the feature quality [42]. Once the best 

features are identified, the nominated algorithm aids in 

their evaluation. 

Due to the high dimensionality inherent in features 

derived from DenseNet-201, it becomes imperative to 

apply effective techniques for selecting pertinent 

features. A secondary feature selection step employed to 

further refine the feature space, selecting a subset of 

features that are most relevant to the classification task. 

This step helps to mitigate the potential impact of noise 

and irrelevant features on model performance.  In this 

context, the combination of Random Forest and GA 

alongside BACO [38], [39], [42], collectively referred to 

as GA-BACO, emerges as a promising avenue for 

addressing this challenge. Finally, the selected features 

are fed into a classification model to perform the actual 

classification task. These models learn the relationship 

between the extracted features and the target labels, 

enabling accurate prediction of class labels for unseen 

data samples. 

 
E. CLASSIFICATION 

The application of advanced machine learning 

methodologies such as MLP, XGB, RF, and NB to 

medical diagnostics has ushered in transformative 

approaches to disease detection, notably in ALL’s 

identification.  

XGBoost [43] is a highly efficient machine learning 

algorithm, particularly valued for its effectiveness in 

classification tasks. It is from the work of Tianqi Chen, 

this method employs a gradient-boosting framework to 

iteratively refine decision trees, optimizing a predefined 

objective function for better predictive accuracy. 

Emphasizing the significance of feature importance, 

XGBoost creates resilient classifiers suitable for 

managing different datasets with different tasks. Its 

scalability, efficiency, and superior performance render it 

a favored option among practitioners when tackling 

classification challenges.  

The Decision Tree (DT) algorithm is a widely-used 

method in machine learning known for its simplicity and 

interpretability. It constructs a tree-like structure where 

each internal node represents a decision based on a 

feature, leading to a leaf node that corresponds to a class 

label. DT is particularly effective for classification tasks, 

where new data instances traverse the tree to assign class 

labels. Despite being prone to overfitting, ensemble 

techniques like Random Forests are often employed to 

improve its performance. DT remains a fundamental tool 

valued for its transparency and effectiveness in 

classification tasks. 

The Naive Bayes (NB) algorithm is a simple yet powerful 

probabilistic technique commonly employed in 

classification tasks. Despite assuming feature 

independence, NB often yields strong performance. In 

classification, it computes the probability of each class 

given the input features and selects the class with the 

highest probability as the prediction. Despite its 

simplicity, NB classifiers compete favorably with more 

intricate algorithms in practical scenarios, making them a 

favored choice among machine learning practitioners. 

In this research, the mentioned algorithms are 

investigated, and among these methodologies, the 

utilization of Multi-layer Perceptron (MLP) [44]  as a 

classifier stands out as a significant and promising 

avenue. MLP, a type of artificial neural network, exhibits 

a capacity to capture complex non-linear relationships 

within data, rendering it a potent tool for discerning 

intricate patterns in medical images indicative of ALL. 

This is particularly pertinent given the nuanced and subtle 

morphological variations of leukemia cells. By 

employing multiple layers of interconnected neurons, 

MLP excels at extracting hierarchically structured 

features, enabling the classifier to discriminate between 

ALL and non-ALL cases with heightened accuracy. 

Furthermore, the flexibility of MLP's architecture 

facilitates its adaptability to varying degrees of data 

complexity and diversity. In the context of leukemia 

detection, where accurate classification from diverse 

image sources is imperative, the capacity of MLP to learn 

and generalize from a broad spectrum of data 

distributions is of paramount importance. However, it is 
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essential to underscore the significance of a well-

constructed training dataset, as the effectiveness of MLP 

is intrinsically linked to the quality and diversity of the 

data it learns from. 

 
IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

This section elucidates the performance outcomes of 

various pre-trained transfer learning models in 

combination with diverse classifiers, employing an 

ensemble of feature extractors. The proposed approach 

uses the Python open-source environment on a MacBook 

Pro equipped with 16 GB of RAM, M1 Pro CPU, and M1 

Pro GPU.  

This research utilizes accuracy, precision, recall, and the 

F1-score as evaluative measures to gauge the efficacy of 

the suggested method. The computation of all 

performance metrics is detailed in Tables 2-5, the used 

parameters are described. 

 

 
TABLE 2 The performance metrics. 

Parameter Value 

Accuracy 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒

𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒
 

Precision 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒

𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒
 

Recall 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒

𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 𝑃𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 + 𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒
 

F1-Score 
2 ·  

𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 ×  𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 

𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 +  𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 
 

 
TABLE 3 The confusion metrics. 

 Positive Negative 

Positive 2121 180 

Negative 120 778 

 

TABLE 4 The confusion metrics. 
Parameter Value 

XGB Classifier Number of estimators (trees) = 200 

Random state = 5 

Decision Tree 

Classifier 

Maximum depth = 5 

Random Forest 

Classifier 

Number of estimators (trees) = 100 

Random state = 42 

Gaussian NB 

Classifier 

No specific hyperparameters were 

explicitly set 

Ant 50 

Alpha 1 

Beta 0 

Iteration number 10 

Generation 20 

Size of input 

images 

224 × 224 

 

In machine learning and computer vision, the 

preprocessing and feature extraction phases play a pivotal 

role in enhancing the performance of algorithms and 

models. This paper delves into a comprehensive study 

that extracts features from images through carefully 

orchestrated steps. The aim is to achieve improved data 

representation and classification outcomes while 

addressing the challenge of high-dimensional data. The 

initial step in this process involves using and loading the 

images. Subsequently, a preprocessing phase is executed 

to prepare the images for feature extraction. The images 

are segmented into smaller sections, allowing for a more 

focused analysis. An example of the photo obtained from 

these steps is shown in FIGURE  3. 

 

 

 

 
TABLE 5 The parameters used in the selected classifier. 

Parameter Value 

MLP Classifier 

Hidden layer sizes = 100 

Activation = relu 

Solver = adam 

Alpha = 0.0001 

Batch size = auto 

Learning rate = constant 

initialization = 0.001 

Max iterations = 200 

Random state = None 

 
FIGURE 3. The samples before and after preprocessing. 

 

Following this, a selection of well-established pre-trained 

models is utilized for feature extraction. The selected 

models encompass a range of architectures, including 

VGG19, ResNet50, ResNet101, ResNet152, 

EfficientNetB3, DenseNet-121, and DenseNet-201.  

These models have been trained on large datasets [45], 

enabling them to capture complex and abstract features 

present within the images. To identify the most effective 

feature extractor among the pre-trained models, machine-

learning algorithms are employed in this research. By 
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bearing the best accuracy in mind, it was figured out that 

DenseNet is more suitable for extracting features with 

this dataset, as shown in FIGURE  4. 

The discerning examination of FIGURE 4 reveals that 

DenseNet-201 has exhibited superior performance across 

various metrics, thereby establishing its dominance in the 

overall results.  

Also, among the different DenseNet models, as shown in 

FIGURE  5, DenseNet-201 provided better performance 

than DenseNet-121

 
FIGURE 4. Overview of the comparative analysis among the employed pre-trained models. 

 
FIGURE 5. Comparison of different DenseNet architectures. 

 

As mentioned in FIGURE  5, DenseNet-201, on average, 

has been able to show a better combination in the output of 

the evaluation metrics along with the feature selector 

reviewed in this article, that is, RF and different classifiers. 

 

 

The algorithm performs feature selection, which aims to 

select the most relevant features while discarding 

irrelevant or redundant ones. This reduces the complexity 

of the model and helps prevent overfitting by focusing on 

the most informative features. 
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The code splits the dataset into training and testing subsets 

using a specified percentage (t_percent). This allows for 

the evaluation of the model's performance on unseen data, 

helping to detect overfitting. However, the code could 

benefit from incorporating more sophisticated cross-

validation techniques such as k-fold cross-validation to 

better estimate model performance.  

The hyperparameters of the feature selection algorithm 

(e.g., alpha, beta, Q, q, etc.) can be tuned to balance 

exploration and exploitation, which indirectly controls the 

complexity of the selected features. Adjusting these 

hyperparameters can help prevent the algorithm from 

overfitting to the training data. 

The methodology involves employing various feature 

selection techniques to optimize classification model 

performance. Each method serves a distinct purpose and 

undergoes evaluation to determine its effectiveness in 

selecting informative features. These techniques include 

univariate feature selection (ANOVA), which assesses the 

relationship between individual features and the target 

variable using statistical tests such as ANOVA F-value. 

Recursive feature elimination (RFE) iteratively removes 

features based on their importance, as determined by 

training the model on the full feature set and identifying 

the least significant features. Random Forest feature 

selection ranks features based on their contribution to 

model performance, selecting the most important ones for 

further analysis. Mutual information measures the 

dependency between features and the target variable using 

mutual information scores, retaining features with the 

highest scores. Lasso regression applies L1 regularization 

to shrink less important features' coefficients to zero, 

considering features with non-zero coefficients as 

significant. XGBoost assesses feature importance using 

the information gain metric, selecting features contributing 

the most to predictive performance. Variance thresholding 

removes features with low variance, assuming they are less 

informative, thereby eliminating constant or near-constant 

features from the dataset. By employing these techniques, 

the aim is to identify the most effective feature selection 

method for the specific dataset and classification task. 

Comparison of the performance of each method enables 

the determination of the optimal feature selection 

approach. 

After evaluating and carefully checking different 

classifiers using different mentioned feature selectors, RF 

is finally nominated as the most suitable method for feature 

selection in this research. After applying the feature 

selection, the number of informative features decreased to 

532. These selected features are then employed in the 

proposed algorithm, which seeks to further enhance 

classification accuracy and mitigate the challenges posed 

by high-dimensional data. To achieve this, a two-step 

process is employed. In the first stage, to achieve the best 

result, different classifiers were examined, as illustrated in 

FIGURE  6, and finally, MLP was selected as the final 

classifier to classify the data. 

 

 
FIGURE 6. Comparison of applied algorithms with DenseNet-201.

To find the best result after applying DenseNet-201 and 

choosing RF as the feature selector afterward, a series of 

the most commonly used algorithms, as represented in 

FIGURE  6, were employed to select the final classifier in 

which MLP was chosen because of its results. 

After finding the best classifier, to enhance the accuracy 

and have better results, metaheuristic algorithms are  

employed. They are prepared to ensemble with RF. The 

genetic algorithm and binary ant colony optimization are 

utilized to further curate the subset of features. This step 

ensures that the most discriminative and relevant features 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
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are retained, thereby minimizing the impact of redundant 

and noisy information. Finally, the reduced and optimized 

set of features is fed into the Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) 

classifier. The choice of MLP is driven by its ability to 

handle complex data relationships and capture intricate 

patterns effectively.  

The amalgamation of well-extracted features, 

dimensionality reduction techniques, and a powerful 

classifier, as illustrated in FIGURE  7, results in a robust 

and accurate classification model. It is important to 

mention that ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic) 

curve and AUC (Area Under the Curve) are fundamental 

tools in machine learning for evaluating classification 

models. The ROC curve graphically illustrates the trade-

off between the true positive rate (TPR) and false positive 

rate (FPR) across different classification thresholds, 

providing insights into the model's discrimination ability. 

To provide this insight in FIGURE  8 the achieved ROC is 

illustrated. 

 
FIGURE 7. Achieved metrics with the proposed method 

 
The findings indicate that among the various methods 

tested, DenseNet201-RF-GA-BACO-MLP outperformed 

the others across different metrics, as depicted in FIGURE  

7, especially in the recall metric.  

The ROC curve provides valuable insights into the model’s 

ability to distinguish between different classes and it is 

depicted in FIGURE  8, making it particularly useful in 

scenarios where the balance between sensitivity and 

specificity is critical, such as medical diagnostics, fraud 

detection, and anomaly detection. Additionally, the area 

under the ROC curve (AUC) serves as a single scalar 

metric that summarizes the overall performance of the 

classifier, irrespective of the threshold chosen which was 

obtained by 87.92%. A higher AUC value indicates better 

discrimination ability, making ROC analysis indispensable 

for comparing and selecting the most suitable 

classification models for a given task.  

The outcomes of this study showcase the significance of 

thoughtful preprocessing, feature extraction, and 

dimensionality reduction in the context of machine 

learning and computer vision tasks. By integrating pre-

trained models, feature selection algorithms, and 

evolutionary optimization techniques, the suggested 

approach demonstrates a comprehensive strategy to tackle 

challenges associated with high-dimensional data and to 

harness the full potential of complex image datasets. The 

proposed methodology opens avenues for further research 

in optimizing feature extraction and selection techniques, 

thereby advancing the capabilities of machine learning 

models in various domains. 

 
FIGURE 8. Achieved ROC with the proposed method. 

 

 
A. COPARISON WITH CUTTING-EDGE MODELS. 

 

Table 6 presents a comparison of diverse studies employing 

different methods to classify leukemia along with their 

respective outcomes.  

Inbarani et al. [46] introduced a hybrid approach for 

segmenting leukemia nucleus images, effective but less 

efficient with multi-color images. Boldú et al. [47] presented 

ALNet, a self-collected data-driven deep learning system for 

acute leukemia diagnosis using blood cell images. Selvaraj 

and Kanakaraj et al. [48] developed a method using K-

means clustering and Naïve Bayesian classifier achieving 

75% accuracy in automating leukemia detection. Khandekar 

et al. [49] proposed AI and YOLOv4 for blast cell detection, 

aiding early leukemia identification during initial 

screenings. Rawat et al. [50] introduced a system for ALL 

detection based on WBC shape and texture features, 

achieving up to 89.8% accuracy. Ding et al. [51] employed 

various CNN architectures and stacking ensemble 

techniques to enhance leukemia detection accuracy. Ahmed 

et al. [52] proposed a novel CNN strategy for diverse 

leukemia subtype diagnosis, evaluating established machine 

learning algorithms. Pansombut et al. [53] explored CNNs' 

superiority in classifying ALL subtypes, especially normal 

lymphocytes and pre-B cells. Shah et al. [54] presented a 

framework combining Alexnet, RNN, and spectral cell 

attributes for improved leukemia detection. Mathur et al. 
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[55] introduced MMA-MTL, showcasing competitive 

performance in biomedical imaging analysis and providing 

design guidelines. 

Comparatively, the findings from this study present 

promising advancements in leukemia detection. With an 

achieved accuracy of 90.55% and sensitivity of 95.94%, 

these results surpass many of the previously mentioned 

methodologies, signifying a notable enhancement in the 

accuracy and sensitivity of leukemia identification based on 

the employed techniques. 
TABLE 6 Comparison with other studies. 

References Dataset Method and Methods Used Accuracy(%) Sensitivity(%) 

Inbarani H. et al. [46] ALL-IDB KNN 80-90 - 

Boldú et al. [47] Self-collected 

from clinics 

ALNet - 100 

Selvaraj et al. [48] ALL-IDB2 Naive Bayesian 75 77.78 

Khandekar et al. [49] ALL-IDB/ C-

NMC 

Object Detection - 96 

Rawat et al. [50] ALL-IDB1 GLCM-SVM 89.8 - 

Ding et al. [51] C-NMC Ensemble method 73 86.53 

Ahmed et al. [52] ALL-IDB/ ASH 

Image Bank 

Deep learning +Machine 

Learning 

88 - 

Pansombut et al. [53] ALL-IDB/ ASH 

Image Bank 

CNN <80 - 

Shah et al. [54] B-ALL diagnostic Alexnet + LSTM Dense 86.6 - 

Mathur et al. [55] C-NMC MMA-MTL - 93.85 

Proposed Method C-NMC 2019 DenseNet-201+ RF-GA-BACO 90.62 94.64 

V. CONCLUSION 

Leukemia, an aggressive cancer affecting the white blood 

cells and bone marrow, poses significant challenges in 

medical diagnosis and treatment. Accurate and efficient 

diagnosis of ALL is crucial for timely intervention. In this 

study, a novel method that combines the power of deep 

learning, machine learning, and a specialized meta-heuristic 

algorithm to enhance the accuracy of ALL diagnosis are 

presented. The central aim of this investigation is to develop 

a robust prediction method for ALL diagnoses by harnessing 

the capabilities of the RF-GA-BACO algorithm. By fusing 

these techniques, the aim is to achieve superior accuracy and 

sensitivity in identifying ALL cases from medical images. 

To accomplish the objective, the DenseNet-201 architecture 

as the cornerstone of the model is employed. The challenge 

is the attainment of accurate evaluation metrics for ALL 

diagnoses. To overcome this, a two-fold strategy is adopted. 

Firstly, a pre-trained model, specifically DenseNet-201, acts 

as the feature extractor. The suggested approach allows for 

capturing intricate features and patterns inherent in medical 

images. Secondly, in pursuit of accurate feature selection, 

the Random Forest-Genetic Algorithm-Binary Ant Colony 

Optimization (RF-GA-BACO) algorithm is employed. In 

the end, the proposed model uses MLP to classify images. 

This multifaceted approach aids in identifying the most 

discriminative features, enhancing the model's diagnostic 

prowess. The proposed method proves to be effective in 

addressing the challenges of ALL diagnosis. It showcases 

remarkable performance, surpassing alternative machine 

learning algorithms' accuracy and sensitivity. The 

innovation of this technique stems from the combination of 

these methods to discern between normal and abnormal 

cells. The results are as follows: an accuracy of 90.62%, a 

sensitivity of 94.64%, a precision of 92.17%, and a F1-Score 

of 93.39% for classification. Another measurement criterion 

was AUC, which was obtained by 87.92%. 

 
VI. FUTURE WORKS 

Looking ahead, the research avenue extends toward 

exploring a hybrid deep-learning approach and using 

ensemble methods to increase evaluation metrics. This 

involves delving deeper into the integration of various deep 

learning architectures and transformer-based learning to 

leverage their respective strengths in feature extraction and 

temporal modelling. Additionally, the incorporation of 

ensemble methods can further enhance model performance 

by combining the predictions of multiple base learners. By 

exploring these avenues, the aim is to push the boundaries 

of accuracy, sensitivity, and precision in ALL diagnosis, 

ultimately contributing to improved patient outcomes and 

advancing the field of medical image analysis.  
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