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Deep learning-based electrical 
impedance spectroscopy analysis 
for malignant and potentially 
malignant oral disorder detection
Zhicheng Lin1,2, Zi-Qiang Lang1,5, Lingzhong Guo1,2, Dawn C Walker2,3, Malwina Matella2,3, 
Mengxiao Wang1 & Craig Murdoch2,4

Electrical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) is a powerful tool used to investigate the properties of 
materials and biological tissues. This study presents one of the first applications of EIS for the 
detection and classification of oral potentially malignant disorders (OPMDs) and oral cancer. We aimed 
to apply EIS in conjunction with deep learning to assist the clinical diagnosis of OPMD and oral cancer 
as a non-invasive diagnostic technology. Currently, the diagnosis of OPMD and oral cancer relies on 
clinical examination and histopathological analysis of invasive scalpel tissue biopsies, which is stressful 
for patients, time-consuming for clinicians and subject to histopathological interobserver variation 
in diagnosis, although recent advances in artificial intelligence may circumvent discrepancy. Here we 
developed a novel deep learning convolutional neural network (CNN)-based method to automatically 
differentiate normal, OPMD and malignant oral tissues using EIS measurements. EIS readings were 
initially taken from untreated or glacial acetic acid-treated porcine oral mucosa and analyzed via 
CNN to determine if this method could discriminate between normal and damaged oral epithelium. 
CNN models achieved area under the curve (AUC) values of 0.92 ± 0.03, with specificity 0.95 and 
sensitivity 0.84, showing good discrimination. EIS data from ventral tongue and floor-of-the-mouth 
were collected from 51 healthy humans and 11 patients with OPMD and oral cancer. When a binary 
classification (low or high risk of malignancy) was applied, the best CNN model achieved an AUC 
0.91 ± 0.1, with accuracy 0.91 ± 0.05, specificity 0.97 and sensitivity 0.74. These results demonstrate the 
considerable potential of EIS in combination with CNN models as an adjunctive non-invasive diagnostic 
tool for OPMD and oral cancer.

Keywords Deep learning, Electrical impedance spectroscopy, Oral cancer, Potentially malignant lesions, 

Dysplasia

Head and neck cancer is the seventh most prevalent cancer worldwide. A large proportion of these cancers 
constitute malignancies affecting the lip and oral cavity and are often termed oral squamous cell carcinoma 
(OSCC) or oral cancer. In 2020, there were 377,713 new cases of OSCC diagnosed with 177,757 deaths recorded1 
with incidence increasing2. OSCC significantly impacts the patient’s quality of life and has a poor prognosis, 
where the overall 5-year survival is just 54%. However, early detection improves the chances of survival to 
90%3. Traditionally, diagnosis of oral potentially malignant disorders (OPMD) and OSCC has relied on clinical 
examination followed by an invasive scalpel tissue biopsy, which is subjected to histopathological examination 
by a specialist pathologist4. Histopathological analysis is subjective, with research showing much variability in 
the grading of OPMD between pathologists5. Although recent advances in OPMD and oral cancer diagnosis 
based on machine learning and convolutional neural networks (CNN) applied to histological images have 
shown improved consistency, aiding diagnosis and prognostic prediction6,7, these technologies still require the 
acquisition of a scalpel biopsy. Consequently, there is a need for non-invasive diagnostic tools that can aid in the 
early detection and monitoring of OPMD and oral cancer negating the need for repeat invasive biopsy.
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Electrical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) is a powerful tool to investigate the properties of materials and 
biological samples, and has been used in a variety of applications, including food quality monitoring8, bacterial 
detection9, assessment of preterm birth10, bone healing after fracture11, skin layer assessment12, position 
measurement13 and for some cancers14,15. The electrical properties of a tissue are highly dependent on its 
physiological structure along with its molecular and cellular composition16. EIS spectra have been successfully 
used to distinguish between normal, potentially malignant and cancer in both cervical17,18 and oral mucosal19 
tissue. In fact, use of EIS for the detection of cervical intraepithelial neoplasia as an adjunctive to colposcopy 
is now used in some clinical practices20, whereas progress toward clinical use for oral lesions has been slow. 
Several reasons may explain this, such as the increased structural complexity of the oral compared to cervical 
epithelium and the more varied molecular pathways to carcinogenesis giving rise to heterogeneous tissue 
structures, meaning that OPMD are often difficult to discriminate with EIS readings alone19. To address this, 
application of EIS-based deep learning models such as CNNs, may facilitate a more nuanced approach in the 
early detection of OPMD and therefore cancer risk, moving beyond the conventional use of EIS readings to offer 
a more quantitative characterization, allowing the enhanced discrimination of normal, OPMD and OSCC tissue, 
thereby improving diagnostic capabilities.

EIS is a non-invasive method that measures the impedance of biological tissues at multiple frequencies, 
providing valuable insights into the tissue composition and structural changes of healthy oral mucosa and their 
associated lesions as disease progresses. The impedance values obtained at different frequencies can be used 
as independent inputs for feature extraction through a CNN network. Through convolutional operations, the 
network can automatically learn the relationship between various EIS spectra to enhance the understanding of 
the features of the EIS data. Then, after training, the CNN can be used as a classifier to evaluate the risk of oral 
cancer.

A neural network consists of multiple layers of nodes, including an input layer, one or more hidden layers, 
and an output layer. Each node (neuron) is connected to another node with associated weights and thresholds. 
During the data training process, through back-propagation, the weights of each node are updated until certain 
conditions are met, such as achieving a sufficiently low value of the loss function or convergence to a specific 
value, indicating that the model training has been completed. In this study, one-dimensional convolutional 
layers were introduced before the neural network’s input layer to perform the feature extraction of the EIS 
spectra, with the hope of improving the model’s classification accuracy. Convolutional operations involve the 
summation of multiple convolution kernels applied to the original data, resulting in filtered new data that can 
enhance the relationships between adjacent data. Several studies have discussed the use of deep neural networks 
for analyzing EIS data. In Doonyapisut et al., deep learning networks were employed to extract meaningful 
information from simulated EIS spectra, where the EIS layer was composed of 100-D vectors with six channels 
for each spectrum21. Sun et al., proposed a deep learning-based method to analyse impedance spectra for the 
fully charged and fully discharged states of battery life using a constant-current curve22. The performance of 
CNN algorithms for the classification and detection of OPMD and OSCC using oral photographic images has 
previously been evaluated23. Compared with images, EIS spectra provide information from within tissue where 
tissue structures change as malignancy progresses. However, currently there is little research on using CNN and 
EIS data to aid in the diagnosis of OPMD and oral cancer.

In this study, we initially used normal and acetic acid-treated pig oral mucosa as a proof-of-concept 
experiment to show that EIS in conjunction with CNNs could differentiate between healthy and damaged oral 
epithelium. We next used the EIS-based CNN to differentiate between healthy oral mucosa, different grades 
(mild, moderate, severe) of OPMD and oral cancer. The model was trained and evaluated using 28 impedance 
(14 real parts and 14 imaginary parts) obtained at 14 frequencies (76 Hz to 625 kHz) from EIS data of the ventral 
tongue and floor-of-the-mouth of patients. The best CNN model achieved an AUC 0.907 ± 0.097, accuracy 0.905 
± 0.045, specificity 0.916 and sensitivity 0.743, demonstrating the potential use of EIS-based CNN models as an 
adjunctive non-invasive diagnostic tool for the early detection of OPMD and oral cancer.

Materials and methods
EIS data and measurement
Due to the presence of cellular, stromal, and other constituents, all biological tissues exhibit impedance 
characteristics that depend on frequency. The EIS at a particular frequency ω  is a complex number represented 
by two components8: the real part ZRe and the imaginary part ZIm as follows:

 Z (ω ) = ZRe (ω ) − jZIm (ω )  (1) 

The EIS of oral tissue at different oral locations was measured using an EIS measurement device (Fig. 1a-b) over 
14 frequencies ranging from 76 Hz to 625 kHz as previously described19. Each dataset was composed of 14 real 
and 14 imaginary parts. A commercial electrical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) system, ZedScan (Zilico Ltd., 
UK)19, was used for all experiments in this study. For oral measurements, a modified version of the ZedScan probe 
was utilized to better accommodate the anatomical structure of the oral cavity. This modified probe retained the 
same functional and electrical properties as the original design. The same device and impedance acquisition 
system were employed in both the porcine and human tissue experiments to ensure data comparability.

The EIS device consists of a handheld unit, a base-station that acts as a charging and data transfer point to a 
local computer where the data link to bespoke software. A disposable sheath covers the probe on the front end of 
the handheld unit (Fig. 1). During measurements, the tip with a sheath (diameter of 5.5 mm) was brought into 
contact with oral tissue. The probe’s tip contains four gold electrodes, uniformly spaced at a constant distance, 
allowing for specific current penetration into the tissue. Upon placing the electrodes on oral tissue and activating 
the hand-held device, a small electrical current was passed into the tissue. During this process, a current (12µA 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 2| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


p-p) passes between adjacent pairs of electrodes and the voltage was measured between the remaining pair. The 
applied current covered a frequency range of 76 Hz to 625 kHz, with 14 binary steps, and the minimum time 
required to record the full spectrum was 20 ms. Data were captured in real-time and immediately downloaded 
to a computer via Bluetooth for analysis.

All measurements were carried out in accordance with relevant guidelines and regulations by the ethics 
committee of University of Sheffield. And all experimental protocols were approved by University of Sheffield. 
Informed consent was obtained from all subjects.

Porcine data collection
Porcine mucosa closely resembles that of human oral mucosa24. Therefore, in the proof-of-concept experiments, 
EIS readings were taken from the ventral tongue (VT) and floor of the mouth (FM) of normal porcine mucosa 
(obtained from a local abattoir; n = 15 pig head, 220 EIS readings in total) and from the same tissue following 
treatment with glacial acetic acid for 5 min at room temperature (n = 3 pig heads, 80 EIS readings in total) to 
mimic damaged/diseased oral mucosa. Although no direct histological or molecular validation was performed 
in this study, acetic acid has been well-documented in previous studies25,26 to cause epithelial and mucosal injury 
in porcine models. This approach is commonly used to simulate intestinal damage in experimental settings. In 
our experiments, the application of acetic acid produced measurable changes in EIS signals, indirectly reflecting 
underlying tissue alterations and validating its use as a practical model for assessing the device’s performance.

Human data collection
The human data consist of two parts: data from healthy volunteers with no previous diagnosis of oral mucosal 
disease and data from patients with oral lesions19. As control group, the EIS spectra of healthy volunteers (n = 51) 
were obtained from 12 different anatomical positions inside oral cavity (Fig. 2). The positions marked with the 
same colour correspond to oral sites that share similar histological properties in high-grade dysplasia, including 
epithelial thickness, keratinization pattern, and underlying connective tissue features. The patient data include 47 
study subjects which were recruited in a non-consecutive manner from patients attending the Oral Medicine clinic 
at the Charles Clifford Dental Hospital, Sheffield Teaching Hospitals National Health Service Foundation Trust, 
Sheffield, United Kingdom. Under the WHO classification system27, the patient data were histopathologically 
graded by a pathologist and categorized as: having oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) (n = 10), severe (n = 
7), moderate (n = 10), mild (n = 10) oral epithelial dysplasia (OED), a histopathological feature that may be 
present in oral potentially malignant disorders (OPMDs), but which does not define them exclusively28, and ten 
cases classified as non-dysplastic lesions, based on histopathological evaluation and supported by longitudinal 
clinical follow-up in which no malignant transformation was observed. This categorization reflects retrospective 
outcome data rather than a predictive assumption. The data were also classified using a binary classification 
system28 where the data were split into two groups: low-risk lesion group (n = 24 for low-grade dysplasia and 
non-dysplastic lesions) and a high-risk lesion group (n = 23, that includes high-grade dysplasia and cancer)19.

Since the epithelium of the VT and FM are very similar to each other in terms of epithelial keratinization 
(both are non-keratinised), thickness and structure, data for these two tissue types were combined to increase 
the sample size. Using the WHO classification system27, among 11 patients whose situation related to VT or FM, 

Fig. 1. The electrical impedance spectroscopy measurement device and an illustration of how EIS reading was 
taken from porcine mucosal tissue. (a) EIS Hand-held device and base-station linked to a lap-top computer, 
which receives the EIS measurements via Bluetooth from the device following probing of tissue; (b) Hand-held 
device; (c) EIS probe in contact with the porcine hard palate in the mouth during the acquisition of an EIS 
reading from the tissue.
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there were 1 case of mild dysplasia (with 2 readings), 3 cases of moderate dysplasia (with 4 readings), and 2 cases 
of severe dysplasia (with 5 readings), and 5 cases of cancer (with 10 readings). Using the binary classification 
method28, patients were split into 2 low-risk cases (with 3 readings) and 9 high-risk cases (with 18 readings). A 
summary of the data distribution used in this study under both the WHO27 and Binary classification standard19,28 
is shown in Table 1 and visualized in Fig. 3. Some subjects had different numbers of EIS readings taken from 
their oral lesions; in this study, each reading was treated as an independent variable. Although healthy volunteer 
EIS spectra were collected from 12 anatomical sites, only data from the ventral tongue and floor of the mouth 
(i.e., non-keratinised tissues matching the lesion locations) were included in model training and evaluation. This 
approach ensured anatomical and histological consistency between healthy and lesion cases.

Convolutional neural networks
During the model selection, a basic neural network architecture was initially chosen, consisting of input, hidden, 
and output layers (Fig. 4). Given that each EIS spectrum comprised 28 data points (14 real and 14 imaginary), 
and considering the number of classes, the structures of the input and output layers were fixed. When setting 
the control group, variations were introduced by altering the number of neurons in the hidden layers and the 
number of layers in comparison. Furthermore, this study enhanced the basic CNN architecture by incorporating 
two additional one-dimensional convolutional layers for extracting high-dimensional feature information from 
the raw input data (Supplementary Table S1). This was done to investigate whether the convolutional operations 
could improve the model’s classification accuracy.

During the model training, considering the imbalance of the classes, e.g., between the cancer case (n = 18) 
and the healthy case (n = 100), the weighted Cross Entropy loss function as follows was used.

 

Obj = −

M∑

c=1

Wcyclog (pc) +
λ

2
∗

N∑

i=1

w
2

i  (2)

 

where Wc stands for the weight for the cth class, yc and pc represent the ground truth (true label) and the 
corresponding model predicted probability, respectively; wi represents the ith weight or bias in the model which 
was optimized during back-propagation; λ  denotes the weighting factor in L2 regularization, M denotes the 
number of the classes and N denotes the total number of weights and bias in the CNN.

Standard Type Number of subjects Number of readings

WHO

Cancer 5 10

Mild dysplasia 1 2

Moderate dysplasia 3 4

Severe dysplasia 2 5

Healthy 51 102

Binary

Low-risk 2 3

High-risk 9 18

Healthy 51 102

Table 1. Data statistical information.

 

Fig. 2. Schematic diagram showing the anatomical sites where electrical impedance spectroscopy 
measurements were sampled in subjects. Diagram adapted from19.
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In this loss function, by assigning a higher weight to a minority class, the model was encouraged to give 
more attention to it, to improve its ability to correctly classify instances from that class. To prevent overfitting, 
L2 regularization was also incorporated into the loss function to constrain model parameters. This was achieved 
by adding a penalty term with a weighting factor λ  to the loss function to discourage the model from assigning 
excessively large values to its parameters.

Overall, there were 5 hyper-parameters: number of hidden layers (2/3), number of neurons in hidden layers 
(125/250), with/without convolutional layers, the weight setting for each class in loss function and λ ( 0.1/0.01) 
in L2 regularization. To facilitate clarity, the notation ‘Model_xl_yc_z’ is adopted to represent the structure of the 
applied CNN model where: ‘xl’ denotes the number of hidden layers, ‘yc’ denotes the number of one-dimensional 
convolutional layers with ‘c’ indicating convolution, ‘z’ denotes the number of neurons in each hidden layer. 
Additionally, the notation ‘W1:W2:W3 W’ is also used where Wi, i = 1,2,3, indicates the weights assigned to ith 
class in the weighted cross entropy loss function in Eq. (2) and W is the value of λ used for L2 regularization.

Experimental design
The experiments consisted of 3 tasks. The first task used the pig-derived EIS data under the binary classification 
method (low/high-risk) to investigate the performance of CNNs in distinguishing normal and abnormal porcine 
tissues. The second and third tasks used the EIS data from healthy human and patients graded under the WHO 
and binary classification method (low/high-risk), respectively, to evaluate and investigate the feasibility of EIS 
based deep learning models for oral cancer diagnosis.

Task 1: Binary classification (low-risk/high-risk) applied to pig mucosal data.

Fig. 4. Structure of convolutional neural network (CNN).

 

Fig. 3. Visualization of the EIS spectra of the human data including normal (grey), histopathologically 
confirmed dysplasia (blue) and cancer (orange) cases. The grey area represents the distribution of normal 
healthy samples. The grey dashed line indicates the mean value, while the upper and lower boundary of the 
grey area are defined by the mean plus and minus the standard deviation. The blue and red curves represent 
dysplasia and cancer samples, respectively.
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A total of 220 EIS spectra from healthy pig mucosa (VT & FM) data were categorized as low-risk and the 
80 readings obtained from acetic acid-treated mucosa were categorized as high-risk. K-fold cross validation (K 
= 3) was employed to determine the model structure and configure hyperparameters related to class weights and 
L2 regularization. Within each fold of every trial, there were 55 instances of low-risk data and 20 instances of 
high-risk data (Fig. 5a). Overall, 100 trials (where different splits of the training, validation and testing data were 
applied) were conducted from which the means of the 100 validation performance evaluation results (in terms of 
AUC/ACC) were gathered and utilized to select the best model structure parameters. Subsequently, the chosen 
models would be trained using both the training and validation datasets and tested on the test fold.

Task 2: Three group classification (Normal/Low/High-risk) applied to human data.
The dataset comprised 96 normal, 3 low-risk, and 18 high-risk EIS spectra from human subjects. K-fold cross 

validation (K = 3) was utilized to determine the optimal combination of the 5 hyperparameters for the model. As a 
data augmentation technique during data separation, SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique)29 
was employed to increase the quantity of low-risk and high-risk instances in the training dataset. Each trial 
records 3 validation outcomes (trained on 2-folds and validated on 1-fold) as shown in Fig. 5b. Overall, the 
training was conducted 100 times across 100 trials, and the average of the 100 validation performance evaluation 
results (in terms of AUC/ACC) were collected to determine the best model configuration using multi-class 
AUC30. Subsequently, the selected models underwent training using both the training and validation datasets, 
followed by testing on the test data.

Task 3: Binary classification (Low/High-risk) applied to human data.
In Task 2, there were only 3 low-risk cases, which were insufficient for CNN models to learn meaningful 

features. To address this issue and create a more balanced dataset, in Task 3, the low-risk cases were combined 
with the 97 normal cases to form a new composite low-risk class. This approach balanced the class distribution 
and provided the CNN model with a more substantial number of samples in the low-risk class. Like Task 2, 
SMOTE was used to augment the size of the training and validation dataset as shown in Fig. 5c. The data 
separation was again repeated 100 times to ensure a comprehensive utilization of the entire dataset.

In all experiments, data were split such that no data from the same subject appeared in both training and 
testing sets. This was enforced during each of the 100 repeated random splits in Task 2 and Task 3. However, 
due to the small number of high-risk cases, we could not strictly enforce subject-level separation within cross-
validation folds (training/validation splits). SMOTE was applied only within the training folds to address class 
imbalance.

Model training and model performance analysis
During the phase of model training for these tasks, different models with distinct structures were trained 
using the training and validation data. The performances of different models were compared using the receiver 
operating characteristic (ROC) curves area under the curve (AUC). The difference between the performances 
was evaluated statistically using Wilcoxon signed-rank test31,32 with the significance level α = 0.05. The structures 
of the top 2–4 best-performing models according to the criterion of cross-validation were selected. Subsequently, 
the training and validation data are merged for training the models with the best structures and the performances 
of the trained models were evaluated on the test data using the metrics of AUC or accuracy (ACC) defined as 
follows:

 ACC =
T P +T N

T P +F P +F N+T N
 (3) 

where TP: Number of true positive cases; TN: Number of true negative cases; FP: Number of false positive cases; 
FN: Number of false negative cases.

Threshold adjustment algorithms
General Principle: Yudens’ rule

When a machine learning model is applied to perform a classification task on testing data, an optimal 
threshold derived from the training data Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve is normally used, 

Fig. 5. Data separation and augmentation pipeline of each trial for Task 1/2/3.
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which is crucial for the classification performance of the machine learning model. The determination of the 
threshold using the training data ROC is often based on the so-called Yudens’ rule33, which was derived using 
the concepts of sensitivity and specificity defined by

 Specificity =
T N

F P +T N
 (4) 

 Sensitivity =
T P

T P +F N
 (5) 

and can be described as follows:
Yudens’ rule is a measure used to assess the effectiveness of a binary classification system. It calculates the 

optimal balance between sensitivity (true positive rate) and specificity (true negative rate) by the formula:

 J = Sensitivity + Specificity − 1  (6) 

A higher score of J indicates a better classifier performance, with a range from 0 (no better than random) to 1 
(perfect classification). It helps in choosing the best threshold and comparing different classifiers effectively. 
However, in many medical diagnoses, the Yudens’ rule may not be always followed for the threshold determination. 
Instead, the threshold is determined according to the specificity or sensitivity required for individual medical 
diagnosis problems. For example, epidemic screenings often need a higher specificity while in cancer diagnoses a 
higher sensitivity is often required34. Consequently, a threshold most appropriate for the diagnosis problem to be 
addressed should be used. Following this principle, in the present study, the Yudens’ rule is applied to determine 
the threshold for Task 1 while the following threshold adjustment algorithms are proposed to determine the 
threshold for Tasks 2 and 3, respectively.

Threshold adjustment algorithm for Task 2.
To perform the diagnostic Task 2, given the scores produced by the classification model trained for Task 2 are 

z
1
, z

2
, and z

3
 representing the probabilities of normal (Category 1), low risk (Category 2), and high risk (Category 

3), respectively, the conventional approach to making the diagnosis decision is to choose Category i* such that

 
i∗

= arg
i∈ {1,2,3}

max {z1, z2, z3}  (7)
 

.
In the present study, however, the requirement for a reasonably high sensitivity is considered as this is a 

cancer diagnosis problem. For this purpose, the following algorithm is proposed to make the diagnostic decision:
If z

3
 ≥ T* then the classification outcome is “high risk”, otherwise if z

1
 ≥ z

2
, the classification outcome is 

“normal” but if z
2
 > 

Z1
, the classification is “low risk”.

Here, T* is the threshold to be determined for Task 2. To determine T*, the sensitivity and specificity of the 
finally trained classifier for Task 2 under threshold T* are evaluated with T* decreasing from 0.5 to 0.15 until the 
trained classifier with threshold T* can achieve a balanced performance in terms of sensitivities of classification 
over different classes.

Finally, threshold T* thus determined is applied to the test set to assess the model’s predictive capability in 
practical scenarios, ensuring it aligns with clinical needs.

Threshold adjustment algorithm for Task 3.
To perform the diagnostic Task 3, the requirement for a reasonably high sensitivity is also considered. 

Because this is a two-class classification problem, the Yudens’ rule based optimal threshold is determined first 
and denoted as T

Y
. Then, the sensitivity and specificity of the finally trained classifier for Task 3 under threshold 

α T
Y
 are evaluated with α decreasing from 1 to 0.1 until α = α* such that the trained classifier with threshold α* 

T
Y
 can achieve both a satisfactory sensitivity and an acceptable specificity. Finally, the threshold α*T

Y
 is applied 

to the test set to assess the model’s predictive capability in practical scenarios, ensuring it aligns with clinical 
needs.

Results
Deep learning-based analysis of Porcine mucosal EIS data for abnormal diagnosis
The differences between the spectra derived from pig heads treated with acetic acid and the normal data shown 
in Fig. 6 were similar to the differences between the data collected from the normal human mouth and the data 
from high-risk patients, which can be found in19.

Table 2 shows the results of model validation of Task 1. It can be observed that the models utilizing CNN 
with convolutional layers have secured a top-4 position and are marked in bold in Table 2, having a mean of 
AUC from 0.963 ± 0.016 to 0.964 ± 0.021. These models outperformed those lacking convolutional layers but 
employing the same training strategy ( p < 0.001). The class weight parameter did not significantly affect the 
results, indicating the independence of the results from class imbalance.

When employing different hyper-parameter settings, CNN models demonstrated a 3–4% enhancement 
in AUC compared to basic neural models lacking convolutional operations ( p < 0.001). In NN without 
convolution, the difference between two-layer and three-layer models was not prominent. Regarding CNN 
models, an increase in λ from 0.01 to 0.1 resulted in a gain of approximately 4–7% in AUC ( p < 0.05).

During the testing phase, as shown in Supplementary Table S2, model_2 l_2c_2 (with 0.1:1 0.1, test AUC: 
0.977 ± 0.015, p = 0.007–0.015) and model_3 l_2c_2 (with 1:1 0.1, test AUC: 0.979 ± 0.015, p = 0.043–0.045) 
secured the top 2 positions.
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In a binary classification, the AUC of ROC shows the overall performance of the classifier, but a specific 
classification result needs to be determined using a threshold that is determined from ROC using either Yuden’s 
rule or other algorithms to achieve a balanced performance in terms of sensitivity and specificity. In principle, 
the threshold is determined from the ROC of the training data and then applied to testing data to perform the 
classification for unseen scenarios. In Task 1, this principle was followed with Yuden’s rule being applied to 
determine the optimal threshold from the ROC of the training data for each of the 100 trials.

Figure 7 shows the ROC from both the training and testing data of model_2 l_2c_2 under 0.1:1,0.1 and 
model_3 l_2c_2 under 1:1,0.1, respectively, which were obtained from one of the 100 trials (Trial 66). It can be 
observed from Fig. 7 that the training and testing data ROC are not the same but similar. When applying the 
optimal threshold from training data to the testing data, the classifier does not perform optimally because there 
is a difference between the optimal threshold with training data ROC and the optimal threshold with testing 
data ROC.

Considering this and to more comprehensively evaluate the performance of the two top models, for each 
trial, the optimal threshold is first determined from the ROC of the training data. Then, the performance indices 
(ACC, sensitivity, and specificity) of the models when applied to the testing data using the training data produced 
threshold is evaluated. After that, the average of these performance indices over the 100 trials were evaluated and 
are shown in Supplementary Table S3 and S4.

It can be observed for the results in Supplementary Table S3 and S4 that although there exists a difference 
between the optimal thresholds with training and testing data, the direct application of the optimal threshold 
with training data to the analysis of testing data as can literally be implemented in practice can still achieve 
a satisfactory diagnosis accuracy (Accuracy: 91.2–92.2%, ± 0.035 ( p < 0.05); Specificity: around 0,95; and 

Valid_AUC

Mean ±SD [%]

1:1 0.01 1:1 0.1 0.1:1 0.01 0.1:1 0.1

Model_2 l_0c_1 0.931 ±0.018 0.929 ±0.014 0.932 ±0.012 0.931 ±0.018

Model_2 l_0c_2 0.926 ±0.019 0.924 ±0.017 0.928 ±0.015 0.934 ±0.013

Model_2 l_2c_1 0.956 ±0.021 0.963 ±0.016 0.958 ±0.021 0.962 ±0.017

Model_2 l_2c_2 0.956 ±0.021 0.964 ±0.017 0.958 ±0.016 0.963 ±0.016

Model_3 l_0c_1 0.928 ±0.022 0.930 ±0.016 0.929 ±0.019 0.933 ±0.015

Model_3 l_0c_2 0.920 ±0.023 0.928 ±0.014 0.928 ±0.014 0.931 ±0.014

Model_3 l_2c_1 0.959 ±0.021 0.958 ±0.021 0.958 ±0.018 0.958 ±0.018

Model_3 l_2c_2 0.958 ±0.025 0.964 ±0.021 0.958 ±0.021 0.957 ±0.018

Table 2. Validation AUC performance of task 1. Each row denotes a model structure using the notation 

model_xl_yc_z (x = number of hidden layers, y = number of convolutional layers, z = neurons per hidden 

layer). Each column heading (e.g., 1:1 0.01) represents a training condition, where 1:1 indicates class weights 

used in the loss function, and 0.01 is the value of the L2 regularization parameter λ.

 

Fig. 6. Comparison of the EIS spectra of the pig heads without/with chemical treatment. The grey area 
represents the distribution of normal pig samples, with the dashed line indicating the mean and its bounds set 
by the standard deviation. The orange line represents samples damaged by acetic acid.
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Sensitivity: 0.81–0.84 ( p < 0.05)). This demonstrates that CNNs can effectively and robustly be used to 
discriminate between healthy and damaged pig mucosa. The same principle was next applied to investigate the 
performance of CNN when applied to human clinical data for oral cancer diagnosis.

Application of the CNN models to human oral EIS data for classification of three clinical 
conditions
The multi-class AUC is usually calculated by converting the problem into multiple binary classification problems. 
A common approach is to use the ‘single category versus other categories’ approach, where each category against 
a combination of all other categories forms a binary classification problem. Then, for each binary classification 
problem, an ROC curve can be calculated, and the corresponding AUC can be calculated. Finally, the average 
of the AUCs over all categories produces the multi-class AUC. Therefore, there are K classes, the calculation for 
the multi-class AUC is as follows:

For each class i, the remaining K-1 classes are combined to form a binary classification problem. Thus, there 
are K binary classification problems. For the ith of these binary classification problems, the ROC curve and the 
corresponding AUC is calculated, producing AUC

i
. The AUCs of all these binary classification problems is then 

averaged to determine an overall AUC as

 MultiClassAUC =
1

K

∑
K

i=1AUCi  (8) 

.
Based on the multi-class classification AUC defined above, the validation AUC for each candidate NN 

structure was evaluated and the results are as shown in Table 3. Under the same training strategy, the models with 
a convolutional layer show higher validation AUC ( p < 0.05). The two-layer CNN model with convolutional 
layers achieved a top-4 position among all the models during validation (AUC around 0.96 ± 0.02). Additionally, 
during training, the ‘normal’ class with the top ranked models had a lower weight (weight=0.1 in the loss 
function, p < 0.05). When trained with different values of λ for L2 regularization, the models showed non-
significant impact of L2 regularization ( p > 0.05).

Under different training strategies involving variations in class weights in the loss function and λ values, the 
two-layer models with convolutional layers exhibited a significant improvement of 1–3% in AUC compared to 
models without convolutional layers ( p < 0.05). For three-layer models, this improvement ranged from 1 to 2% 
( p < 0.05). When there were no convolutional layers, increasing the number of neurons in the hidden layers 
from 125 to 250 led to a significant decrease of 0.5–1% in AUC for all models ( p < 0.01, except 3-layers model 
without convolutional layer under 0.1:1:1 0.1, p = 0.056). After adding convolutional layers, if class weights 
were kept consistent (1:1:1) and λ = 0.1, the three-layer models experienced a significant decrease in AUC of 
approximately 0.5–1% compared with two-layer models ( p < 0.05). After adjusting the class weights, with the 
weight of the normal class decreasing from 1 to 0.1, each model’s AUC showed an improvement of approximately 
0.5–1.1% ( p < 0.05; except model_2 l_0c_1 under λ = 0.01, p = 0.066 or under λ = 0.1, p = 0.096; model_2 
l_0c_2 under λ = 0.01, p = 0.283).

In terms of testing results, as shown in Table 4, Model_2 l_2c_2 achieved the best accuracy (0.877 ± 0.051, 
p < 0.05). Under the training strategy with λ = 0.01, the models achieved higher test AUC scores than under 
the strategy of λ = 0.1.

Since there was only one low-risk case in the test data set of each trial, the test data results of all 100 trials of 
each model were pooled for further analysis. The results are shown in Table 5.

From the results in Table 5, it is known that, for the normal sample, the cases of misclassification are less 
concentrated on the high-risk side. For low-risk samples, the results of misclassification are almost always 

Fig. 7. The ROC curves of model_2 l_2c_2 under 0.1:1 0.1(left) and model_3 l_2c_2 under 1:1,0.1 (right) from 
66 th of the 100 trials in total.
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concentrated on normal cases. These results are all acceptable because normal and low risk samples are not 
clinically contentious with the corresponding mucosal tissues being likely healthy and not in danger of progressing 
to cancer. However, for high-risk samples, nearly 30% of the samples were misclassified as normal, meaning a 
sensitivity of high-risk = 0.7. Clinically, this scenario is not appropriate because a significant percentage of high-
risk OPMD lesion or even OSCC cases could be mis-diagnosed as normal. The fundamental reason with this 
issue is that the NN models use the inherent highest probability principle to perform the classification tasks.

To resolve this problem, in the present study, the threshold adjustment method for Task 2 as described in 
Sect. "Threshold adjustment algorithms" is proposed and applied in here. The basic idea is to classify a test 
case into high-risk category provided the NN model produced score/probability of high risk is larger than a 
predefined threshold T*. Otherwise, the result class will belong to the class with the highest probability. In 

Normal Low-risk High-risk

Classification distribution for 
normal cases in all trails

m1 0.902 0.034 0.064

m2 0.929 0.024 0.048

m3 0.888 0.036 0.076

m4 0.880 0.034 0.087

Classification distribution for 
low-risk cases in all trails

m1 0.170 0.830 0.000

m2 0.100 0.870 0.030

m3 0.130 0.850 0.020

m4 0.120 0.880 0.000

Classification distribution for 
high-risk cases in all trails

m1 0.285 0.013 0.702

m2 0.305 0.020 0.673

m3 0.272 0.005 0.723

m4 0.277 0.027 0.697

Table 5. Distribution of classification results with four top NN models under conventional threshold selection. 

(m1: Model_2 l_2c_1 0.1:1:1 0.01; m2: Model_2 l_2c_2 0.1:1:1 0.01; m3: Model_2 l_2c_1 0.1:1:1 0.1; m4: 

Model_2 l_2c_2 0.1:1:1 0.1).

 

Mean ± SD [%]

0.1:1:1 0.01 0.1:1:1 0.1

Test_AUC Test_ACC Test_AUC Test_ACC

Model_2 l_2c_1 0.921 ±0.068 0.861 ±0.060 0.915 ±0.071 0.855 ±0.066

Model_2 l_2c_2 0.918 ±0.068 0.877 ±0.051 0.911 ±0.067 0.844 ±0.071

Table 4. Testing AUC and ACC results of task 2.

 

Mean ± SD [%]

1:1:1 0.01 1:1:1 0.1 0.1:1:1 0.01 0.1:1:1 0.1

Model_2 l_0c_1 0.922 ±0.044 0.930 ±0.030 0.941 ±0.030 0.935 ±0.029

Model_2 l_0c_2 0.924 ±0.034 0.921 ±0.029 0.929 ±0.030 0.930 ±0.029

Model_2 l_2c_1 0.953 ±0.020 0.953 ±0.020 0.958 ±0.020 0.961 ±0.018

Model_2 l_2c_2 0.953 ±0.025 0.953 ±0.024 0.957 ±0.022 0.960 ±0.019

Model_3 l_0c_1 0.940 ±0.030 0.935 ±0.029 0.948 ±0.025 0.944 ±0.023

Model_3 l_0c_2 0.930 ±0.029 0.921 ±0.031 0.940 ±0.027 0.933 ±0.022

Model_3 l_2c_1 0.949 ±0.024 0.944 ±0.027 0.956 ±0.021 0.954 ±0.019

Model_3 l_2c_2 0.949 ±0.029 0.944 ±0.029 0.956 ±0.024 0.955 ±0.022

Table 3. Validation AUC performance of task 2. Each row denotes a model structure using the notation 

model_xl_yc_z (x = number of hidden layers, y = number of convolutional layers, z = neurons per hidden 

layer). Each column heading (e.g., 1:1 0.01) represents a training condition, where 1:1 indicates class weights 

used in the loss function, and 0.01 is the value of the L2 regularization parameter λ.

 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 10| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


addition, the training data were used to determine T* to achieve a balanced performance in terms of sensitivities 
of classification over different classes.

It can be found that the reduction of threshold from 0.5 to 0.15 results in a decline in sensitivity for normal 
and low-risk cases but an increase in sensitivity for high-risk case. It can also be observed from Fig. 8 that, with 
the threshold ranging between 0.2 and 0.25, the sensitivity for high-risk case becomes much better than before 
(when using highest probability principle) while the sensitivities for other two cases (specificity for non-high-
risk case) can still maintain an acceptable range. Consequently, T*=0.2 is used as the threshold for the case of 
high-risk for Task 2. Table 6 shows the sensitivity results for each case when T*=0.2 is used as the high-risk 
threshold while Table 7 provides a summary of the distribution of classification results with the four top NN 
models under this threshold. A comparison of the results in Table 7 with that in Table 5 show that, after the 
high-risk threshold was selected as T*=0.2, each model can achieve an increased sensitivity of 5.5–8.5 more 
percentage points for high-risk case and a 5–8.5% point decrease in misassigning high-risk cases to normal. This 
demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed threshold adjustment algorithm for Task 2.

Normal Low-risk High-risk

Classification distribution for 
normal cases in all trails

m1 0.864 0.031 0.105

m2 0.897 0.022 0.081

m3 0.830 0.033 0.137

m4 0.823 0.032 0.145

Classification distribution for 
low-risk cases in all trails

m1 0.170 0.780 0.050

m2 0.100 0.850 0.050

m3 0.130 0.810 0.060

m4 0.120 0.850 0.030

Classification distribution for 
high-risk cases in all trails

m1 0.235 0.008 0.757

m2 0.267 0.020 0.713

m3 0.187 0.005 0.808

m4 0.217 0.023 0.760

Table 7. Distribution of classification results with four top NN models under the threshold selection proposed 

for task 2.

 

Model Sensitivity_Normal Sensitivity_Low-risk Sensitivity_High-risk

m1 0.864 0.760 0.780

m2 0.898 0.850 0.713

m3 0.830 0.810 0.808

m4 0.823 0.850 0.760

Table 6. Sensitivity analysis for different cases when high-risk case threshold = 0.2.

 

Fig. 8. The classification sensitivity for normal (left), low risk (middle) and high risk (right) classes under 
different thresholds. Figure 8 shows the variations of classification sensitivities for normal, low risk, and high 
risk classes achieved by the four top models (m1-m4) on training data with the decrease of the high-risk 
threshold T* from 0.5 to 0.15.
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Application of the CNN models to human oral EIS data for classification of two clinical 
conditions
For the two-class classification task, the validation AUC for each candidate NN structure was evaluated and the 
results are as shown in Table 8. The CNN models outperformed the models without a convolutional layer with 
significance ( p < 0.05; except 3-layers model with 125 neurons in each hidden layer, p = 0.05–0.08), leading to 
a rise in AUC by 1–4%. Not all 2-layer CNN models show significant improvement over 3-layer CNN models in 
the same training mode, e.g., Model_2 l_2c_1 under 1:1 0.1, p = 0.005; Model_2 l_2c_2 under 1:1 0.1, p = 0.061; 
Model_2 l_2c_2 under 0.1:1 0.01, p = 0.017; Model_2 l_2c_2 under 0.1:1 0.1, p = 0.102. Among all CNN models 
utilizing different class weight pairs and λ values, four 2-layer CNN models marked in red text in Supplementary 
Table S5 with the top 4 AUC were selected in the next testing period.

In terms of testing results, as shown in Supplementary Table S5 and S6, Model_2 l_2c_2 achieved the top 
2 places ( p < 0.05), test AUC: 0.907±0.091 under 1:1 0.1; 0.903 ± 0.092 under 0.1:1 0.1. The top 2 models 
achieved a testing accuracy of approximately 90.4 ± 0.04% when the Yuden method based threshold obtained 
from the training data is applied, indicating robust results.

Due to few high-risk data (n = 6) in the test data in one trial, the testing results from all trials of one model 
are pooled for the prediction analysis as shown in Supplementary Table S7. For both models, around 97–98% of 
the low-risk cases are classified correctly, meaning that trained models are sensitive to normal data. Conversely, 
both models exhibited poorer performance in sensitivity, misclassifying around 36–41% of the high-risk test 
data as normal. The results exhibit a similar trend as in Task 2 when the conventional thresholding approach is 
applied, suggesting the potential for this approach to serve as a broad screening method for oral cancer diagnosis 
when directly employing the optimal threshold determined using the Yuden method from training ROC curves.

However, it is crucial to acknowledge that oral cancer, as a high-risk disease, could lead to significant 
psychological, physiological, and economic implications for patients who might be missed during screening. 
Therefore, it is essential to achieve higher sensitivity for this diagnosis problem. For this purpose, instead of 
Yuden’s method, the threshold determination algorithm for Task 3 as introduced in Sect. 2.7 is applied.

Figure 9 shows the variation of sensitivity and specificity of the two top models under threshold α 
*
T

Y
 with 

the decrease of α from 1 to 0.1 where it can be observed that when α = 0.3, the sensitivity of Model_2 l_2c_2 
under 0.1:1.0:0.1 reaches a value over 0.998, and the specificity is around 0.93–0.95, which is also very good.

In testing results, when choosing different thresholds, the overall sensitivity is approximately 0.76 (0.743 
under 1:1 0.1, 0.778 under 0.1:1 0.1) when ratio = 0.3 as shown in Fig. 10. In high-risk data, with an optimal 
threshold ratio of 0.3, the sensitivity for cancer cases could reach 0.94 (0.934 under 1:1 0.1, and 0.949 under 0.1:1 
0.1). Furthermore, a noticeable improvement is observed in moderate dysplasia data, increasing from 0.146 
(ratio = 1.0) to 0.592 (ratio = 0.3). The best ratio (= 0.3) is selected based on the training ROC results, and 
subsequently, the ratio is adjusted from 0.2 to 0.4 to determine if it remains optimal in the testing results.

For the case of each model as shown in Table 9, the result obtained with ratio = 0.3 outperforms the others, 
indicating that the method of modifying the threshold using training results and applying the modified threshold 
in practice is a feasible approach in future applications.

Discussion
Advancements in non-invasive tissue monitoring devices are required to meet some of the limitations of 
the current ‘gold standard’ surgical biopsy and histopathological assessment of OMPD, where concerns over 
consistency in pathological diagnosis still exist35,36. Such non-invasive devices could be deployed as clinical 
assessment aids for the early detection of precancerous lesions and longitudinal monitoring of suspicious OPMD. 
Visualisation of suspicious oral lesions using either dyes or auto-fluorescence upon blue light illumination is an 
option, but there is significant debate about the clinical effectiveness of these techniques37. Electrical impedance 
spectroscopy (EIS) has previously been applied in cervical18, breast15, and skin cancer14 diagnostics due to its 
ability to detect changes in the structure and composition of normal compared to diseased tissue in a non-invasive 
manner. Its low cost, real-time feedback and portability make it an appealing adjunctive tool for early screening. 

Mean ±SD [%]

1:1 0.01 1:1 0.1 0.1:1 0.01 0.1:1 0.1

Model_2 l_0c_1 0.922 ±0.044 0.918 ±0.044 0.919 ±0.046 0.905 ±0.051

Model_2 l_0c_2 0.919 ±0.035 0.917 ±0.040 0.911 ±0.049 0.898 ±0.048

Model_2 l_2c_1 0.937 ±0.039 0.942 ±0.034 0.934 ±0.044 0.937 ±0.037

Model_2 l_2c_2 0.934 ±0.033 0.940 ±0.033 0.937 ±0.032 0.939 ±0.034

Model_3 l_0c_1 0.921 ±0.039 0.923 ±0.039 0.926 ±0.038 0.924 ±0.038

Model_3 l_0c_2 0.916 ±0.043 0.906 ±0.045 0.920 ±0.037 0.910 ±0.045

Model_3 l_2c_1 0.929 ±0.034 0.932 ±0.037 0.934 ±0.034 0.935 ±0.037

Model_3 l_2c_2 0.925 ±0.044 0.930 ±0.045 0.930 ±0.039 0.934 ±0.040

Table 8. Validation AUC performance of task 3. Each row denotes a model structure using the notation 

model_xl_yc_z (x = number of hidden layers, y = number of convolutional layers, z = neurons per hidden 

layer). Each column heading (e.g., 1:1 0.01) represents a training condition, where 1:1 indicates class weights 

used in the loss function, and 0.01 is the value of the L2 regularization parameter λ.
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However, EIS is sensitive to contact pressure, probe positioning and tissue hydration, which can introduce signal 
variability and require careful protocol standardization. Moreover, although EIS may significantly aid in the 
early detection and screening of suspicious oral lesions, it cannot replace surgical biopsy and histopathological 
examination for a definitive diagnosis.

In comparison to technologies such as optical coherence tomography (OCT) and in vivo confocal microscopy, 
which offer higher spatial resolution, EIS provides greater depth of field and is less dependent on optical 

Fig. 10. The specificity and sensitivity of testing results under different thresholds (top) and individual 
sensitivity analysis (bottom) for specific cases (cancer/severe dysplasia/moderate dysplasia) among high-risk 
cases. The sensitivity analysis (bottom) is based on the results of combining all high-risk data from 100 trials 
(600 cases in total). The figure is drawn by calculating the classification accuracy of each class under different 
thresholds.

 

Fig. 9. Specificity and sensitivity performance with different ratio of optimal threshold in training dataset.

 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 13| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


contrast. OCT and confocal systems require more sophisticated hardware and trained operators, whereas EIS 
could be deployed more easily in low-resource settings. There is also the possibility that these technologies could 
be combined to provide enhanced non-invasive diagnostics. This highlights its practicality in wide screening 
contexts and may further confirm the need of the application of machine learning which can systematically 
combine the results of different screening techniques, providing a better informed diagnosis.

This study explores the potential of the application of CNN-based deep learning in conjunction with EIS as 
a non-invasive method for the early detection of oral lesions that are either at high-risk of progressing to cancer 
or are already cancerous.

The use of both WHO grading and binary risk stratification reflects real-world diagnostic uncertainty and 
clinical needs. While the WHO system offers detailed histopathological granularity (e.g., mild, moderate, 
severe dysplasia), its application in this study was limited by the relatively small dataset, which would result in 
insufficient sample sizes for each subclass in DL model training. Therefore, the primary analysis focused on the 
binary classification system, which simplified the model training process and better supported the development 
of a clinically relevant screening tool. Binary stratification also aligns more closely with real-world decision 
pathways (e.g., surveillance vs. biopsy), making it a practical choice for early-stage lesion identification. We also 
acknowledge that with the limited number of lesion cases, further subdivision beyond binary categories, such 
as finer grading of dysplasia, may lack statistical power and robustness. Future studies with larger and more 
balanced datasets will be needed to explore meaningful subclassifications.

Overall, three tasks were completed. In Task 1, we explored the use of pig mucosal tissue that is histologically 
similar to human oral mucosa24 to test the feasibility of the proposed EIS/CNN approach. Given the moderate 
balance between the two classes (normal and high-risk) in pig head samples, the results showed no significant 
deviation in the model’s specificity (0.949–0.952) and sensitivity (0.812–0.840), both higher than 80%. Table 2 
showed that in the validation set, the neural network with additional convolutional layers exhibited a roughly 
3% increase in AUC compared to the standard neural network ( p < 0.05). This implies that the convolutional 
layers utilized in this study were capable of extracting additional non-linear features from the data, which may 
improve feature representation and support learning in this context. In Task 2 (three classes’ classification task 
on human oral mucosa), when conventional Yuden technique was used to determine the optimal threshold, 
around 30% of samples that should have been categorized as high-risk were misclassified as normal. This can be 
due to a significant imbalance of data in normal and high-risk cases. To address the misclassification problem, 
a threshold adjustment method was proposed to satisfy the need of cancer diagnosis, which increases the 
sensitivity from around 0.7 (0.673–0.723) to around 0.76 (0.713–0.808). Using the same threshold adjustment 
approach in Taks 3 (two classes’ classification task on human oral mucosa), the sensitivity of both top-2 models 
was increased from 0.592 (0.643) to 0.778 (0.743). Therefore, the proposed threshold adjustment could, to 
some extent, compensate for the issue of low sensitivity caused by an insufficient and imbalanced dataset. It is 
worth emphasizing that because of the implication of the outcome of cancer diagnosis, clinicians may opt to 
prioritize relatively higher sensitivity in the screening process. This proposed adjustment of the threshold may 
help address this practical need and could contribute to the development of models tailored to specific screening 
requirements, maintaining a balance between sensitivity, cost efficiency, and the nature of the disease being 
addressed.

From these tasks, it was also observed that models with one-dimensional convolutional layers exhibited 
significantly better classification accuracy under the same training hyperparameter settings ( p < 0.05). This 
improvement can be attributed to one-dimensional convolutional layers acting as filters. Through convolutional 
operations, they enable interactions between impedance values of adjacent data points, allowing for the extraction 
of deeper-level or high-dimensional information38. However, augmenting the quantity of hidden layers did not 
notably enhance model accuracy, with the most optimal models predominantly featuring two hidden layers. While 
deeper architectures theoretically possess a greater potential for function approximation, they may introduce 
overfitting concerns and elevate training complexity, leading to more challenging convergence39. Consequently, 
for the comparatively simple dataset in the present study, augmenting the number of hidden layers did not yield 
significant advantages. Similarly, the quantity of neurons in the hidden layers should be tailored to the dataset’s 
complexity. Overall, the integration of CNNs with EIS allows for automated feature extraction and classification, 

Model Specificity Sensitivity

Testing prediction results (Threshold 
Ratio = 0.3)

0.1:1.0 0.1 0.892 0.778

1.0:1.0 0.1 0.916 0.743

Testing prediction results (Threshold 
Ratio = 0.2)

0.1:1.0 0.1 0.853 0.813

1.0:1.0 0.1 0.876 0.770

Testing prediction results (Threshold 
Ratio = 0.4)

0.1:1.0 0.1 0.908 0.763

1.0:1.0 0.1 0.940 0.728

Table 9. Performance comparison under different thresholds.
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reducing reliance on subjective interpretation. CNNs can identify non-linear patterns within high-dimensional 
data, improving diagnostic consistency. However, these models are often seen as ‘black boxes’ which may limit 
clinical adoption unless interpretability methods or risk-based decision thresholds are incorporated. Our study 
addresses part of that challenge through the proposed threshold adjustment strategies for clinical relevance.

This study has several limitations. First, the relatively small number of lesion cases restricts the generalizability 
of the findings and may limit the model’s performance in wide populations. Second, the imbalance in class 
distribution poses a risk of model bias, although strategies such as weighted loss functions were employed. 
Additionally, although care was taken to prevent subject overlap and data leakage between training and testing 
sets, subject-level separation could not be guaranteed within the cross-validation folds during training due to 
the limited number of high-risk cases. This may have introduced some degree of data leakage. However, we 
addressed this issue by repeating the entire process 100 times per model with new random splits to improve 
robustness and reduce bias. The evaluation of the final best model is also based on the testing set to ensure 
that no data leakage problem has been received. Lastly, the current model was trained and validated on data 
from a limited clinical record, and further external validation across multiple groups is essential to confirm its 
robustness.

Future work will focus on expanding the dataset size to improve the representativeness and statistical analysis. 
Additionally, incorporating interpretability methods such as attention mechanisms or using prior knowledge may 
enhance clinical trust and transparency. Efforts will also be made to evaluate the integration of EIS-CNN systems 
into real-time diagnostic workflows and to compare performance with existing standard-of-care screening 
modalities. Furthermore, the use of tissue-engineered (TE) models and finite element simulations may offer 
a promising route for generating well-controlled in vitro and synthetic EIS data. These approaches could help 
overcome current challenges such as data imbalance and limited lesion diversity and support the development 
of more physically informed machine learning frameworks. However, we acknowledge that translating findings 
from in vitro and simulated environments to in vivo clinical settings remains a challenge. Nonetheless, these 
strategies may complement in vivo studies and represent an important direction for future work.

Conclusions
In conclusion, this study demonstrates the potential feasibility of employing CNN-based models with EIS for 
the diagnosis of oral cancer. The results show that CNNs show promising ability to differentiate between normal, 
high-risk, and cancerous oral tissues. Moreover, the proposed threshold adjustment method significantly 
enhances diagnostic sensitivity, achieving a clinically requisite balance between sensitivity and specificity. These 
findings imply that, with further data augmentation and clinical validation, CNN-based EIS holds promise as 
a potential non-invasive tool for early detection of oral cancer, thereby contributing to future advancements in 
oral lesion screening, pending further validation. The limitation of this study lies in the insufficient amount of 
human data, therefore, in future research, more data will be collected and used for model training to validate the 
robustness of the proposed method.
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contact the corresponding author to request access to the data. Requests for data may be granted to eligible par-
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Received: 19 March 2025; Accepted: 30 May 2025

References
 1. Sung, H. & ‘Global Cancer Statistics. : GLOBOCAN Estimates of Incidence and Mortality Worldwide for 36 Cancers in 185 

Countries’, CA. Cancer J. Clin., vol. 71, no. 3, pp. 209–249, May 2021, (2020). https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21660
 2. Bray, F. et al. ‘Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 

countries’, CA. Cancer J. Clin., vol. 68, no. 6, pp. 394–424, Nov. (2018). https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
 3. Muller, P., Belot, A., Morris, M., Rachet, B. & ‘Oral Health Foundation. July, : The State of Mouth Cancer UK Report 2020/21.’, 

Cancer Research UK Cancer Survival Group, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, 2022. [Online]. Available: (2016). 
Available from http://csg.lshtm.ac.uk/rare-cancers/.Accessed www.mouthcancer.org.

 4. Shahul Hameed, K. A., Shaheer Abubacker, K. A., Banumathi, A. & Ulaganathan, G. ‘Immunohistochemical analysis of oral cancer 
tissue images using support vector machine’, Measurement, vol. 173, no. 108476, (2021).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 0 1 6 / j . m e a s u r e m e n t . 2 0 
2 0 . 1 0 8 4 7 6       

 5. Speight, P. M. et al. Interobserver agreement in dysplasia grading: toward an enhanced gold standard for clinical pathology trials. 
Oral Surg. Oral Med. Oral Pathol. Oral Radiol. 120 (4), 474–482e2. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oooo.2015.05.023 (Oct. 2015).

 6. Camalan, S. et al. Mar., ‘Convolutional Neural Network-Based Clinical Predictors of Oral Dysplasia: Class Activation Map Analysis 
of Deep Learning Results’, Cancers, vol. 13, no. 6, p. 1291, (2021). https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers13061291

 7. Araújo, A. L. D. et al. Feb., ‘Machine learning concepts applied to oral pathology and oral medicine: A convolutional neural 
networks’ approach’, J. Oral Pathol. Med., vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 109–118, (2023). https://doi.org/10.1111/jop.13397

 8. Grossi, M. & Riccò, B. Electrical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) for biological analysis and food characterization: a review. J. Sens. 
Sens. Syst. 6 (2), 303–325. https://doi.org/10.5194/jsss-6-303-2017 (Aug. 2017).

 9. Yang, L. ‘Electrical impedance spectroscopy for detection of bacterial cells in suspensions using interdigitated microelectrodes’, 
Talanta, vol. 74, no. 5, pp. 1621–1629, Feb. (2008). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2007.10.018

 10. Tian, D., Lang, Z. Q., Zhang, D. & Anumba, D. O. A filter-predictor polynomial feature based machine learning approach to 
predicting preterm birth from cervical electrical impedance spectroscopy. Biomed. Signal. Process. Control. 80, 104345.  h t t p s : / / d o i 
. o r g / 1 0 . 1 0 1 6 / j . b s p c . 2 0 2 2 . 1 0 4 3 4 5     (Feb. 2023).

 11. Fukase, N. et al. Aug., ‘Wireless Measurements Using Electrical Impedance Spectroscopy to Monitor Fracture Healing’, Sensors, vol. 
22, no. 16, p. 6233, (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/s22166233

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 15| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21660
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
http://csg.lshtm.ac.uk/rare-cancers/.Accessed
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oooo.2015.05.023
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers13061291
https://doi.org/10.1111/jop.13397
https://doi.org/10.5194/jsss-6-303-2017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2007.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bspc.2022.104345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bspc.2022.104345
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22166233
http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


 12. Baidillah, M. R. et al. Feb., ‘Electrical impedance spectroscopy for skin layer assessment: A scoping review of electrode design, 
measurement methods, and post-processing techniques’, Measurement, vol. 226, (2024).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 0 1 6 / j . m e a s u r e m e n t . 2 
0 2 3 . 1 1 4 1 1 1       

 13. Lu et al. An accurate position measurement approach for a single particle in a channel using electrical impedance spectroscopy. 
Measurement 170 (108701). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108701 (2021).

 14. Braun, R. P. et al. Electrical impedance spectroscopy in skin Cancer diagnosis. Dermatol. Clin. 35 (4), 489–493.  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 
. 1 0 1 6 / j . d e t . 2 0 1 7 . 0 6 . 0 0 9     (Oct. 2017).

 15. Meani, F. et al. Jul., ‘Electrical Impedance Spectroscopy for Ex-Vivo Breast Cancer Tissues Analysis’, Ann. Biomed. Eng., vol. 51, no. 
7, pp. 1535–1546, (2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-023-03159-4

 16. Abasi, S., Aggas, J. R., Garayar-Leyva, G. G., Walther, B. K. & Guiseppi-Elie, A. ‘Bioelectrical Impedance Spectroscopy for 
Monitoring Mammalian Cells and Tissues under Different Frequency Domains: A Review’, ACS Meas. Sci. Au, vol. 2, no. 6, pp. 
495–516, Dec. (2022). https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00033

 17. Abdul, S., Brown, B. H., Milnes, P. & Tidy, J. A. ‘The use of electrical impedance spectroscopy in the detection of cervical 
intraepithelial neoplasia’, Int. J. Gynecol. Cancer, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 1823–1832, Sep. (2006).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 1 1 1 / j . 1 5 2 5 - 1 4 3 8 . 2 0 
0 6 . 0 0 6 5 1 . x       

 18. Li, P., Highfield, P. E., Lang, Z. Q. & Kell, D. ‘Cervical cancer prognosis and diagnosis using electrical impedance spectroscopy’, J. 
Electr. Bioimpedance, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 153–162, Dec. (2021). https://doi.org/10.2478/joeb-2021-0018

 19. Murdoch, C. et al. Use of electrical impedance spectroscopy to detect malignant and potentially malignant oral lesions. Int. J. 
Nanomed. p. 4521 https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S64087 (Sep. 2014).

 20. Tidy, J. A. & Brown, B. H. ‘Increased detection of high grade CIN, when using electrical impedance spectroscopy as an adjunct 
to routine colposcopy, is maintained when used across international boundaries: Prospective data from nine European countries’, 
Eur. J. Obstet. Gynecol. Reprod. Biol., vol. 275, pp. 41–45, Aug. (2022). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2022.05.025

 21. Doonyapisut, D. et al. Analysis of electrochemical impedance data: use of deep neural networks. Adv. Intell. Syst. 5 (8), 2300085. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/aisy.202300085 (Aug. 2023).

 22. Sun, Y., Xiong, R., Wang, C., Tian, J. & Li, H. Deep neural network based battery impedance spectrum prediction using only 
impedance at characteristic frequencies. J. Power Sources. 580, 233414. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2023.233414 (Oct. 
2023).

 23. Warin, K. et al. AI-based analysis of oral lesions using novel deep convolutional neural networks for early detection of oral cancer. 
PLOS ONE. 17 (8), e0273508. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0273508 (Aug. 2022).

 24. Sa, G. et al. Histological features of oral epithelium in seven animal species: as a reference for selecting animal models. Eur. J. 
Pharm. Sci. 81, 10–17. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2015.09.019 (Jan. 2016).

 25. Wang, L. et al. N-Acetylcysteine supplementation alleviates intestinal injury in piglets infected by Porcine epidemic diarrhea virus’, 
Amino acids. Dec 49 (12), 1931–1943. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00726-017-2397-2 (2017).

 26. Hou, Y. et al. Dietary supplementation with tributyrin alleviates intestinal injury in piglets challenged with intrarectal administration 
of acetic acid. Br. J. Nutr. 111 (10), 1748–1758. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114514000038 (May 2014).

 27. Barnes, L. E. J., Reichart, P. & Sidransky, D. ‘World health organisation classification of tumours’, in Pathology and Genetics of 
Tumours of the Head and Neck., IARC, (2005).

 28. Kujan, O. et al. ‘Evaluation of a new binary system of grading oral epithelial dysplasia for prediction of malignant transformation’, 
Oral Oncol., vol. 42, no. 10, pp. 987–993, Nov. (2006). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2005.12.014

 29. Chawla, N. V., Bowyer, K. W., Hall, L. O. & Kegelmeyer, W. P. ‘SMOTE: Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique’, J. Artif. Intell. 
Res., vol. 16, pp. 321–357, Jun. (2002). https://doi.org/10.1613/jair.953

 30. Van Calster, B. et al. ‘Multi-class AUC metrics and weighted alternatives’, in IEEE International Joint Conference on Neural Networks 
(IEEE World Congress on Computational Intelligence), Hong Kong, China: IEEE, Jun. 2008, pp. 1390–1396., Hong Kong, China: 
IEEE, Jun. 2008, pp. 1390–1396. (2008). https://doi.org/10.1109/IJCNN.2008.4633979

 31. Henson, W. H., Mazzá, C. & Dall’Ara, E. ‘Deformable image registration based on single or multi-atlas methods for automatic 
muscle segmentation and the generation of augmented imaging datasets’, PLOS ONE, vol. 18, no. 3, p. e0273446, Mar. (2023). 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0273446

 32. Lin, Z. et al. Automatic segmentation of skeletal muscles from MR images using modified U-Net and a novel data augmentation 
approach. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 12, 1355735. https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2024.1355735 (Feb. 2024).

 33. Shan, G. ‘Improved Confidence Intervals for the Youden Index’, PLOS ONE, vol. 10, no. 7, p. e0127272, Jul. (2015).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g 
/ 1 0 . 1 3 7 1 / j o u r n a l . p o n e . 0 1 2 7 2 7 2       

 34. Chubak, J. & ‘Estimating Cancer Screening Sensitivity and Specificity Using Healthcare Utilization Data. Aug., : Defining the 
Accuracy Assessment Interval’, Cancer Epidemiol. Biomarkers Prev., vol. 31, no. 8, pp. 1517–1520, (2022).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 1 5 8 / 
1 0 5 5 - 9 9 6 5 . E P I - 2 2 - 0 2 3 2       

 35. Pierfelice, T. V. et al. ‘The Diagnostic Potential of Non-Invasive Tools for Oral Cancer and Precancer: A Systematic Review’, 
Diagnostics, vol. 14, no. 18, p. Sep. 2024, (2033). https://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics14182033

 36. Lau, J. et al. ‘Adjunctive aids for the detection of oral squamous cell carcinoma and oral potentially malignant disorders: A systematic 
review of systematic reviews’, Jpn. Dent. Sci. Rev., vol. 60, pp. 53–72, Dec. (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdsr.2023.12.004

 37. Tatehara, S. & Satomura, K. ‘Non-Invasive Diagnostic System Based on Light for Detecting Early-Stage Oral Cancer and High-Risk 
Precancerous Lesions—Potential for Dentistry’, Cancers, vol. 12, no. 11, p. 3185, Oct. (2020).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 3 3 9 0 / c a n c e r s 1 2 1 1 
3 1 8 5       

 38. Rai, K., Hojatpanah, F., Badrkhani, F., Ajaei & Grolinger, K. ‘Deep Learning for High-Impedance Fault Detection: Convolutional 
Autoencoders’, Energies, vol. 14, no. 12, p. 3623, Jun. (2021). https://doi.org/10.3390/en14123623

 39. Shorten, C. & Khoshgoftaar, T. M. A survey on image data augmentation for deep learning. J. Big Data. 6 (1, p. 60, ).  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r 
g / 1 0 . 1 1 8 6 / s 4 0 5 3 7 - 0 1 9 - 0 1 9 7 - 0     (Dec. 2019).

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to acknowledge Zilico Limited for the use of the oral electrical impedance device used 
in this study.

Author contributions
Zhicheng Lin: Conceptualization, Methodology, Software, Data curation, Investigation, Validation, Writing – 
original draft, Reviewing and editing. Zi-Qiang Lang: Supervision, Funding acquisition, Conceptualization, 
Methodology, Validation, Writing – original draft, Reviewing and editing. Craig Murdoch: Supervision, Funding 
acquisition, Conceptualization, Methodology, Validation, Writing – original draft, Reviewing and editing. Ling-
zhong Guo: Methodology, Formal Analysis, Validation, Writing – original draft, Reviewing and editing. Dawn 
C Walker: Data curation, Writing – Reviewing and editing. Mengxiao Wang: Methodology, Software, Writing 
– Reviewing and editing. Malwina Matella: Data curation, Writing – Reviewing and editing.

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 16| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2023.114111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2023.114111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108701
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.det.2017.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.det.2017.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-023-03159-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00033
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-1438.2006.00651.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-1438.2006.00651.x
https://doi.org/10.2478/joeb-2021-0018
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S64087
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2022.05.025
https://doi.org/10.1002/aisy.202300085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2023.233414
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0273508
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2015.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00726-017-2397-2
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114514000038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2005.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1613/jair.953
https://doi.org/10.1109/IJCNN.2008.4633979
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0273446
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2024.1355735
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0127272
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0127272
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-22-0232
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-22-0232
https://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics14182033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdsr.2023.12.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers12113185
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers12113185
https://doi.org/10.3390/en14123623
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40537-019-0197-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40537-019-0197-0
http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


Funding
This work was funded by an Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council Impact Acceleration Award 
(EP/R018480/1) to ZQL and CM. ZQL, CM and DCW are also recipients of a Yorkshire Cancer Research Shef-
field Pioneer Award (YCRSPF/2023/172) for the translation of EIS-based machine learning.

Declarations

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at  h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 
0 . 1 0 3 8 / s 4 1 5 9 8 - 0 2 5 - 0 5 1 1 6 - 8     .  

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Z.-Q.L.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give 
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and 
indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s 
Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included 
in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or 
exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy 
of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2025 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19458 17| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-05116-8
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.nature.com/scientificreports

	﻿Deep learning-based electrical impedance spectroscopy analysis for malignant and potentially malignant oral disorder detection
	﻿Materials and methods
	﻿EIS data and measurement
	﻿Porcine data collection
	﻿Human data collection
	﻿Convolutional neural networks
	﻿Experimental design
	﻿Model training and model performance analysis
	﻿Threshold adjustment algorithms

	﻿Results
	﻿Deep learning-based analysis of Porcine mucosal EIS data for abnormal diagnosis
	﻿Application of the CNN models to human oral EIS data for classification of three clinical conditions
	﻿Application of the CNN models to human oral EIS data for classification of two clinical conditions

	﻿Discussion
	﻿Conclusions
	﻿References


