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Abstract

Accurate preoperative malignancy grading of glioma is essential for individualized treatment plan-
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ning. Although magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is the preferred modality for non-invasive glioma
diagnosis, manual interpretation is susceptible to subjective bias and inconsistency. To address the
limitations of existing deep learning methods, including constrained receptive fields, insufficient
channel feature modeling, and poor small-sample generalization, this paper proposes an improved
MobileViT-based glioma grading method. An Efficient Spatial Pyramid (ESP) module is introduced
for multi-scale contextual feature extraction, and a Channel Attention (CA) module is incorporated
to reinforce discriminative channel responses. Three training strategies—linear learning rate de-
cay, label smoothing, and medical image-based transfer learning—are further applied. Five-fold
cross-validation on BraTS2019 yields an accuracy (ACC) of 98.87%, with sensitivity (SEN), specific-
ity (SPE), positive predictive value (PPV), and negative predictive value (NPV) of 98.21%, 99.53%,
99.52%, and 98.23%, respectively. With only 7.6 M parameters, the proposed method outperforms
MobileNetV2, ResNet101, and EfficientNetB3, achieving a favorable balance between lightweight
design and classification performance.
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1. 5|8

IO P52 J5 98 e AR A 28 2R 0 e DL PR DR R PPN R, RV T I AL S e R B B A, o s AR
JR R R IRI ) 75% [1]. WA H 5 P AR Z(WHOYR B e brife, R BURH R IRV, HAL, 1T
PRI FIR(LGG), IR F@ 5w T8 R . IVHON & 200 R (HGG), BB R [2]. B
PEIR IR F ARV G G TG AR AT s B ER TUR R 22 e, ARG IT, BTG %2, KA
FHAK[3]. PIRMIELEIRTT SRS S TG L b2 e B3, ARHTHER A B2 i M 1297 7 R E
BIRTHR4].

MEFEAR AR (MR A5 2 7 5 AR« BREA SR LURE iy o SR A S5 i, ORI R A2 5
ARHCVFAS R E IR AR T R[5]. 2R, MRI SR RS = B OB T I PR 2258, D)y 4518 2 52 5 W0 H1 iy
5955 R EL M, 2W—BUEXMEURIE 6], JF IR PURTEAS S E R A, R IE AR BRE
W EAEE—E LS, NTHEMEEER. MERKEEEEENFEEK, JEREN. mRum i ELH
B2 R4 OO ZU A )RR 3R [ 7], BRSO B2 W7 ik DUSUR 25 AR, il F LIl e
TG JUATEES REORERME, 466505 88 58 R BRI [8]. KTk HEMEALF, (A
FRAE TR B AL IR AN, AR B, X 2 PO BIRRZ ALEE ISR [9]. TRFE2E ST I M4 N Ik i)
RREEAE TR IR LR AT, DU X 48 (CNN) AR I 7 v R DU Bk 3 75 3 1 3% 2 2 2 IRFAE
TR, SN TR EUR 7 R SR P R RE[10]. FEEE TR EE 2 ST IR B RS 7 2R i, i85 >
FEBCH AR . Yang 28 A[11]1X6 Fi)IIZ% CNN ZEATHOA, 755 M MRI _EEAS T 90.9% 1) 43 e H A
2 Sajjad G5 N[12]5] NRHUBTHCHE S8 3 S 0E , SCIR DY S0 I Rg 70 2, BEARHERR 221X 90.67%. B LN
[13]7E U-Net ZEkgrh 5| A Z JZUCRAERE S HLH], 2 SORRHE 5 IR B 15 URMEAH S5 S KR 5, 77
KUEMZRIL 91.67%. MG, VRV 2 RERHER G MR ZIERE MM A 5N, BB RHIER
KRS RS e — B4R T AR, A BRI RIR . PR AR B 2B, A DA AL
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BB AL I 2 RUBE B R S5 B s 0T RFAIE 25 0 ) 22 S M DTk Bk = 1B 0 R, TUARRHIE T 40 SR 3R s
FRMESHER, RS, (ERKTEIRZ RIS &R R 82 7 A 75 7E 7SI
PRIRES o B4 R

X PAEAN R, ASCEEH — T Sus Mobile VIT IR R RBME 8077, FESGHTT: (1)
W 23 T 25 AR 4 7 BE A H (Efficient Spatial Pyramid module, ESP #Ht)3| A MobileViT &M%, %
K2R WY B, RO R TR A 2 ROBE R SCRFIE RIS AE 775 (2) S NI TE 1 = /i3 (Channel
Attention module, CA #5H), FH3E R G405 M@ ERFAEm R (3) $& AT/ IMEA MRI 202835 5 E
HINGNACTERE, ST SRS e M Sz e . IR TRz B 570 KL, B E AR5
Je AT IC B R 43 G S Ak v 28T S () RR Al 2 W S

2. ESP-CA-MobileViT 4%
2.1. PLEREEIRHESS

TEXHRRAESS B A% B 45 15 e R e 9 MIRT UG HEAT RSB 40 ), AR B R 40 2 R
JERRAEARFAE ISR INEE /7, 38 75 MUY () 2 BB S HE LR . MobileViT K% # 2% MobileNetV2 (MV2)
{5R ZE B[ 14]55 Transformer 4 JRy @BHLHI A LG &, TECRFFEAR S H0E (1 [ I e = SR SR 4
J B RS, SEATEE S EA SR EEN . Ak, ASGEA MobileVIT 1 NE T/, 4wt
R 9 B A 43 AT 55 1R R T it

BARBUE BB AT . E26, R T ME R ZRHESR I B 5] N ESP i, Jiid iy i £ K 2 5F
1703 S B i, AR — 2k RIS R RUBE 0 b S SURFIE,  SE3LR 38 SO AIE S5 TG
EE B E R K, TERFERA Y BEII N CA B, 350 ) 2 6H s kb U PR REAE 1 I, B
RICARIBIERHERN 73 BRI TH: B5, RAZ IR AR T JOTH 2 o) =i 5 g 1)
YL, RIVERIGB R G52R8 1. B 1 NASTHE A X 4 3k g 4y
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Figure 1. The structure of proposed model
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2.1.1. ERER

P B E IR 2 B B U R B e, 35 29 R JBZ Y W 253 K A AR BRI 45 2 4L
R REWINSHGE, Ja& Wk @t S IR ST A KK SBR[ 1SEEES R TR L
(e AN BB, EA S NBAPSE AT N A 28 K28, N2 R RFESR B AL T — Pl R se i ig
o WHBBIEKRNNK, WKRE T, W25 RN S 80852 B A (D) PR :

R,=K+(K-1)(d-1) (1)

K 2 AR RIS THE . LLK =3 861, 2d =108 T%i 3 x 3 68, BZEN3 < 3;
Md =2 B EZBY RE 55 Hd=3 BEZEHE—Y KET7x7. ZMEL T SEERFFS 3 %3
BRI, O 9 NI RUE,

w H  m .
J;*_:j_

|

|| H N B

Figure 2. Dilated convolutions with different dilation rates

B 2. R RN SR

TR F o, KRN d 102 TR RN ARQ):
v(p)=2 w(k) F(p+d-k) )

kel

Horb P AR E L EIOALE AR, k BRI N IIREE R 5], o(k) X R MEFEE, d AEKE.
M d =11, RQ)BLNFRHEETH .

2.1.2. ESP &t

0 J52 5 988 i Ak AE. MIRT SEAG o HAT B S RUBE 22 /e . IR AZ O X380 BN T M, SR B SO ARRAE
&, MR K XG5 IR R AL A E R 5 o A G B RO 25 AR D[] e e oot Je) 3508 40 75
SRS AR EFE . fR BRI, A SCAEM LGN ESP B[ 16]3ET 2 REEFFIESE I 28
MR 2 53 3B BREEY RIRZE, JHE G2 RFER GG, ARG 8E S5 HRENEL, AR
B8 T ARG A [ RUBE o Jb XIS R AERE ) . ESP AR &5 i i) 3 s

WHINFHEEA F, ESP L E et 1| x 1 sl AR N AT T8 R4, RrmEHE%i 2 C/4 DA%
RS2 3RS HEE, ZIERRNAKB):

F'=Conv,, (F) 3)

BEAE )G MR AE R F BOE NDVUBRIFAT 20 30, ASSCRVYER 70 SOAK R W E AL, 2, 4, 8}, SRR
B3 x 3. 5 x5, 7 x T M9 x9, MKE A% RHRECE I 1t I X 48 A0 A K i KV
ERSC SEBUN B FUR k 2 RS (M S5 A ) se B A, 28 0 ) SC e R o A (4

E =DConvy; (F'), i=12,3,4 “4)
Hpr=Lr=2,,=4,7,=8, DCOHVZ:;i ) TR R r 1 3 x 3 G RERAE.

AN BRI R R S ISR AR R XA RS, R UERRE E 2 (RE S, ASCR A Z RHERL A
SR (Hierarchical Feature Fusion, HFF)X} U 4 s i tH #E 4718 % B, W AR B P, 2R e — R0
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i R PR T — S R A B I 1T 2 SRR, T AR RO BB A 70 SEH i o v By B /N2 B 1
TXAEE, RHFMERELR N (G):

E, i=1
K, = . (%)
K, +E =234

Horb KRR | RIS RERE, DU RIndat K, K, K,, K, TEIIE4E S FdHTPiez, & 1x 1 BH
SHEA— 58 SRR A 5B TE SO 55, AR R S E R SRONRHE R F AR, ORER R AR RHIE(E B
GRARPA L R I, 2 R RN A A (6):

F,, =BN(Conv,, (Concat[K,,K,, Ky, K,]))+ F (6)

out

Herb Concat [ | F/RTRIEIE 4T DA, JRZZTF BRI BEERESE 5 RS R ELHAR N, B DR S\ Jy
HIEH 2.

Efficient Spatial Pyramid Module

Residual Connection

7

_.E|_.

1X1 Conv
bn

Figure 3. Architecture of the ESP module
B 3. ESP {RIREEE
2.1.3. CA &3
CA B[ 1712 T He e - Wah M 48 i iE v ) BAR, i 4 )= 3t Ab 5 4 R e oKt 23 ) A ks
BHHIRST, KSHICENZ R ERES FEHOEE A2 RIS &, A Sigmoid pR#A A — 1)
A VE R IBGE, XPRAE BT B ETE AR, DA SR A E M B ] TURRFE TP, CA B
ZERINE 4 s . CA B ARV SRR I T . X NRHEI F e R, 43 T 2 (A 4 L AT 42 JeyoF

Bpitdl 5 4 Ry e R, K A0 A5 R R 4 Dy il it 75 n A (7)) A A R8s :
avg _; SR . . IxI1xC
E =7 LA F (i) R ™
F;max — lgsl'gilsxjng(i,j) c R1><1><C (8)

P B R 4 R AIE 2 A N S50 10 22 2 BN 2 (Multi-Layer Perceptron, MLP), MLP A4 %42
IR, HIRIPA ReLU WU, FE4ERECN r, H T8 R4 10 T8 25 52 1) [5] I 4 O 18] (R R 2 O G 2, d
TE BB O R A (9 BT R :

M (F)=o {1 (, (£) ) (i, () ©)

Hehw, e RI™C 5 W, e RV NW R4 E BN SLSRUEIERE, r NBUE R (AU - =16), o(+) 4 Sigmoid
Wom R, K A — (0, 1) X TRIME A & 3 1 = I RCE
I 2R EIE T B A E SR R ZETE AR, SRR E AR E, WA (10)FR:
F'=M(F)®F (10)
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Horh @ FoRiZ il M) B IEBRAE, F'e R Ny HARE 5 1 H AR
CA BB G NS 2 B e O MLP BB, A DFR:

2
AF,, =2x£><C= 2€
r

(11

r

LA C =96,r =16 1B, WHNSEELIN 1152 4>, BT RAKMESHE B AT, THEITHIIL.

Channel Attention Module

Global Avg Pooling

Ave Descriptor
Input Feature Map F
(HxWxC) >

Figure 4. Architecture of the CA module
4. CA BIREEAG[E

MLP(Avg)

/ 4

Output Feature Map F’
HxWxC)

~ - ~<§'z>~.

Sigmoid

Global Max Pooling

2.2. EF ESP-CA-MobileViT PZZ 9Lk FmE

W 265 25 K R T IS RRFAE SRR 77, AR 2R R0 [RIRE XS A WS ST S Sz A Tk R A B R
¥ ESP-CA-MobileViT M85 2 e T, AR 5 ) B A S DR RIS [ 18] AR5 18 SR [19] LA &
T 2 B T A% 2 ST HEmE [20] =R A S AU 20 5 5 I AT N Rl Ab, 3% 5 3 B A BB AL 252
N EHEE(SGDMWEAMALES o 2% 2] Za 2 M S IR IS (B Y AE I 25 5 JA DUSE /N B KAl 240, A R THIR
it e, BEREIARRY . AR T SR AR bR A A bR %S, (EIR B R BB 5 IR AL 5]
NIEFEANE LR, ZifidilG. T8 J7m, KA ImageNet EFRIZRT] MobileViT BLEH IR
WL, AE RS AE SR AR BB L A& JE R v RRAE SR ENRR ), ARG AINFEA 264 R Bz AP fE

3. SCIt
3.1. IBMERSHEE

ARG HET PyTorch BREZSIHESL, UL Python N4mFEIE S, JFARMEL N PyCharm, fE/FACE N 2
x NVIDIA Tesla P100 GPU (8-~ 217 16 GB). fift.#5i%H SGDM, #hfE £ 0.9, HI4h=IH KA 0.01,
T 20 IR IREMETRE 0.001, BINZIK 50, HLKKN 16, WZFHE 2% 0.01. & TR L
ImageNet TiYIZRH MobileViT FLEYAL, HRBHAERH Kaiming A& MBENIILGE, B 5 1E
BraTS2019 ##E % Fd T S8 . APRAREE BN, FrA LI035k H AL &8 IR UESRRG, LL 5 IR
S5 R EAE N B AR RE PP FE AT -

3.2. BraTS2019 #iERE

IR IS0 SR 2 RS i iR 43 1] Bk 5K 3% (Brain Tumor Segmentation Challenge, BraTS)FT A JF 1]
BraTS2019 ¥iffife. ZEdade th 2019 SFEEPREE 7 BT H ST EAH B A S (MICCADH A, 2
06 J2 5988 43 e it g b i BARR M BRI SR e —, ORI TR EE S S TR ORI S X .
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BraTS2019 HlE4EILA 5 259 4= 205 i B8 (HGG) AT 76 B S BB R (LGG) I 2 A4S MRI FH#5%L
W, FEBPREEISERME TI. TIC (T1 XFELIEER). T2 & FLAIR PUFHEZS ) MRI 751, 4550405 155 5K
R, BB PR A 240 x 240 5K, 5. K 6 A 4 MEE TR HGG A LGG i % . DUREE
ERILE BRI LA ME: TIC BRI X IE GG, HGG M X s 5 B0, Mg
T I, A BT X 2 RSB A T2 5 FLAIR AR U683 7K i X 4 B iRk . 4 BB RS
R AIPEE B, A SO T1C RS UG AE AR RN

(a) Flair (b) T1

() TIC (d) T2

Figure 5. HGG tumor images across four modalities

5. UFMHEATE HGG Bl

(a) Flair (b) T1

(9 TIC (d) T2

Figure 6. LGG tumor images across four modalities

6. UFMHEATE LGG Bl

3.3. BIETALE

BT BraTS2019 ##i4: HGG 5 LGG FEAE & L1240 3.4:1, oA LA S, 4 B 25
W o SERE AR M 240 ik, X LGG FEARSL SR ERAE, SRR . BEYLIER 2 BEHL
PERR, ¥ LGG BEAKEY 7825 HGG M4 HI/K . AR, X I ZhaE i 4 SR A it in Bt e i 5 B AL
BRIGSRIEAE, KA B R LR R 22 e, ST AU SRR AR o B A 5 1 o
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BN TIN5, DNRARA AT RAT 4 7805 3 — A AL B, DLORIEPPAN 45 B 2 UL o

EVI R BRI By, 5 R3] MRIARFR P i 1) Fr @ G & B/ g 2L 2R 5., AOR B A A9 49 2 ) 1)
S H R R] 60% X (B N I Y) v 2 5255 VFAl - vtk — 28 BRARAR U F 8] A4 v BEAH DG4 kb TUARAEAR,
KRB KN 3 WA ARG RAE SRS, RIEERG 3 sk U1 flii 1 9k, FECRUEREAS 22 1 1R 3] I A 20582 o) 2500 A0
B Ay S B R I R, AR SCR R B 2 AT A8 IR R SR, RIR]— B8 0 B U A BAE U 258
HMREP R —NMEEN, ASE5ZRE. TrARBETEEES 460 E 224 x 224 5, DUdER
MobileViT P 2% 1 A AL o
3.4. TN 4R

A MHER 2 (Accuracy, ACC). R #J¥ (Sensitivity, SEN). 4¥ 5 J& (Specificity, SPE). FH 14 7l {&
(Positive Predictive Value, PPV) & $4: i {E (Negative Predictive Value, NPV)F./ME & %f 43 2 45 Rk 47 4
VP FIRFRPRIE TIRIE RIS & TP B IERIAIE N HGG MAEALL, TN N#:IERH 2 N LGG
MIFEAKL, FP N LGG ### HGG MFEAKL, FN N HGG #i%H4 LGG IFEARL, & fabr e Lt
(12)Z X1 6) R

ACC = TP+TN (12)
TP+TN + FP+FN
SEN = P (13)
TP+ FN
pE-_ N (14)
TN + FP
PPV = i (15)
TP+ FP
NPV =N (16)
TN + FN

3.5. LWERS A

3.5.1. JHRASCIS

NS UE ESP #EH CA B AL B & H A 2P, B MobileVIT A2E4L, 43 7l #4i& ESP-MobileViT
(1Y 4 ESP FiH). CA-MobileViT ({5 CA BB) & MobileViT + Opt ({{ & LAt SIS BEAT X IR, FFit—2
BB A IS 1) ESP-CA-MobileVIT 1 2 45 14 58 BEAH K 2 I 24 Ak 1 o R AR 44, i 5 B AR 7E
BraTS2019 a4 bR AH [FIAC B AT 438 XBHIE, 53R 3% 1,

Table 1. Ablation study
1. JHRKEE

Y ACC% SENY% SPE% PPV% NPV%
MobileViT 89.09 83.17 95.00 94.56 83.45
ESP-MobileViT 94.66 91.87 97.44 97.30 92.32
CA-MobileViT 93.85 92.16 95.55 95.42 92.44
MobileViT + Opt 92.08 90.47 93.70 93.60 90.86
ESP-CA-MobileViT 96.01 93.80 98.21 98.14 94.07
ESP-CA-MobileViT + Opt 98.87 98.21 99.53 99.52 98.23
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B 1 AT, OS] AR SRS J5 528 ACC $2TT 2 92.08%, HE T & A I ER SR IE X /INE A S5
EAECE SR BT N ESP BB S SEN R FE T, UBH 2 RS 2SI FA B T4 3R R iy FURRAE s B2
MBI CA S ACC 5 SEN BE#ETF, RULEIE R J168E SANH T RFHET P, 75 58 B 451 Il
BB IR N fE , AT & IR ARSI AR, ACC DN 98.87%, BRIE T 45K LU I ZRARAL S (1 1 R A
Rtk

3.5.2. ARICEEKMRESHR

V7 AR AE BraTS2019 $ds 28 1o 28 XA uEH I SORVERE . &l 7 wgn, HIAYLIE
BRI LGG FEAS 7991 i, 2#1y HGG 1Y 38 #il; 1E#HIRM HGG #EA< 7885 #il, Isi2 144 15, LGG 1)
PTER R ST HGG, X S5MEFEARLE T1C B N RIARRHEZRE 7 A K ——LGG B = W] i 14 51 X 42 |
FREARX B —, T8 HGG Wikbil AR, 5IEWASFEE SR, FIAMERETE R, 33 HGG Ji
IRIZ 208 & o SRS, BAE N RFE AR B BB A T BURKF, 552 2 SEN #il SPE [#5E
A RANEENIE, KA TR R BT SR RSB R

Confusion Matrix (5-Fold Combined)

7000

7991
LGG 6000
0,
_ R 5000
(0]
Ke)
2 -
- L 4000
(0]
2
= L 3000
144 7885
HGG - L 2000

(0.9%) (49.1%)
I 1000

LGG HGG
Predicted Label

Figure 7. Confusion matrix

B 7. RiEEM

3.5.3. SHAREREEE

Table 2. Comparison of classification results with other methods

2. SHAMRRS HKERIEL

it ACC% SEN% SPE% PPV% NPV% Params
MobileNetV2 86.88 84.33 95.57 98.48 64.16 12,233,920
Resnet101 87.32 86.65 89.61 96.60 66.32 68,204,610
Resnet50d 92.95 92.73 93.70 98.04 79.08 49,231,714
Efficientnetb3 93.86 93.07 96.54 98.92 80.35 25,070,378
MobileViT 89.09 83.17 95.00 94.56 83.45 7,399,714

Rubio V S eral. [21] 97.00 95.71 98.15 98.53 94.64

AL 98.87 98.21 99.53 99.52 98.23 7,614,242
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R DV BT T IR AR YR e, WA SO S MobileNetV2. ResNetl01. Resnet50d. Ef-
ficientNetB3 5522 #LIM 4% 2 Rubio V S et al. Frfe Jr i EM R EE S L ATX b, B 7538 R A AR R T
P8 IR SRS G, 2504 2. W3 2 AT WL, ASCT7HE(E ACC. SEN. SPE. PPV. NPV
T br EEIE BRI, 05N 98.87% 98.21%- 99.53%. 99.52%F11 98.23%. ‘51EAEVALIK Rubio V'S
et al fLL, ARICAEXTFEbS LIEARRERT, BSEENCN 7,614,242, KT ResNet101 2 H A
4, SRR, ARCTIEERFFR AR 5 A R SEIL 7 BB 20 28R RE, A RO I S FH 3 8
VP

4. &g

ARSCHR - EE T e MobileVIT iR B8 RSB43 287775 7E MobileViT & -T2 56al F, 3l
N ESP 8y e 2 RUZ B2 B, Rle CA BEHOHI I MBS RHIE AT B IE NG 58, IFEs &2 ) R4 MR
W RAETUE J e TR 22 BUR B R8 2 o) =ML e ms , SR FHBERIIE /INREAR 264 NI 5 ) R 1 S5z Atk
A8 o 75 BraTS2019 4 45 _F 1 47 58 XIRAIE 45 R B, A7 15 A0 MobileViT F££k & ResNet. EfficientNet
SRR ML 2R TE Ay SRR R A E M R BT, ACC ik 98.87%, B S E 7.6 M, H&BIT MR
BERHE. BRI, WIHRE GNP R R S EUR RS, Seff/MFEAS A s [R]fR
& MRI Z [FIBA(E B(W1 T1. T2, FLAIR 75 RLE SG, DASR Ut ST A I s B e, 1 — 242
TR 3 R Be 5z AL RE

SE
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