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Towards Medical Artificial General Intelligence
via Knowledge-Enhanced Multimodal Pretraining
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Abstract—Medical artificial general intelligence (MAGI) enables one foundation model to solve different medical tasks, which is very
practical in the medical domain. It can significantly reduce the requirement of large amounts of task-specific data by sufficiently sharing
medical knowledge among different tasks. However, due to the challenges of designing strongly generalizable models with limited and
complex medical data, most existing approaches tend to develop task-specific models. To take a step towards MAGI, we propose a new
paradigm called Medical-knOwledge-enhanced mulTimOdal pretRaining (MOTOR). In MOTOR, we combine two kinds of basic medical
knowledge, i.e., general and specific knowledge, in a complementary manner to boost the general pretraining process. As a result, the
foundation model with comprehensive basic knowledge can learn compact representations from pretraining radiographic data for better
cross-modal alignment, i.e., matching the medical data of different modalities with the same semantic meanings. MOTOR unifies the
understanding and generation, which are two kinds of core intelligence of an Al system, into a single medical foundation model, to
flexibly handle more diverse medical tasks. To enable a comprehensive evaluation and facilitate future research, we construct a medical
multimodal benchmark including a wide range of downstream tasks, such as chest x-ray report generation and medical visual question
answering. Extensive experiments on our benchmark show that MOTOR obtains promising results through simple task-oriented
adaptation. The visualization shows that the injected knowledge successfully highlights key information in the medical data,
demonstrating the excellent interpretability of MOTOR. Our MOTOR successfully mimics the human practice of fulfilling a “medical
student” to accelerate the process of becoming a “specialist”. We believe that our work makes a significant stride in realizing MAGI.

INTRODUCTION

Developing medical artificial general intelligence
(MAGI) is a practical and promising way to improve the
efficiency for dealing with plenty of medical tasks. MAGI
correlates medical data of different modalities (e.g., radi-
ology images and reports) and deals with diverse medical
tasks with one single foundation model. It facilitates medical
knowledge sharing among different tasks and therefore
largely reduces the requirement of collecting large-scale
task-specific labelled data, which is usually difficult in the
medical task.

Although MAGI is desired in the medical domain, build-
ing a strongly generalizable foundation model for realizing
MAGI is quite challenging. Firstly, training the foundation
model requires a vast amount of data, while accessing large-
scale, diverse medical datasets is usually difficult. Secondly,
the complexity of the medical data imposes great challenges
on designing effective medical foundation models. Thirdly,
high-performance computing devices are costly and not
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generally available for training a large foundation model.
Therefore, most previous approaches tend to design task-
specific medical Al models [1], [2], [3], [4]. For example,
a chest X-ray interpretation model may be trained on a
dataset in which every image has been explicitly labelled as
positive or negative for pneumonia. As a result, the model
would only detect pneumonia and would not be able to
carry out other diagnostic exercises. Therefore, task-specific
approaches may produce inflexible models. Moreover, the
performance will be largely harmed when only a small
amount of task-specific data is available.

Recently, multimodal pretraining, especially the vision-
language pretraining [5], [6], [7]], [8], [9], [10], [11], has dis-
rupted task-specific paradigms and shown great potential in
realizing artificial general intelligence (AGI) [12]. It greatly
benefits from the availability of large-scale image-text web
data and the development of high-performance computing
devices. In vision-language pretraining, a foundation model
is firstly pretrained on large-scale multimodal data to learn
the general cross-modal alignment, i.e., matching the image-
text pair with the same semantics. Then, it is generalized
to various downstream tasks through task-oriented model
architecture modification and finetuning. Inspired by the
great progress of the multimodal pretraining made towards
AGI, a natural idea is to transfer the multi-modal pretrain-
ing paradigm to realize MAGI. Nevertheless, different from
natural images and captions, there exists severe redundancy
in the medical multi-modal data. For example, descriptions
of abnormality usually account for a small part of a radiol-
ogy report. Therefore, direct transfer of the existing multi-
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Fig. 1. Overview of MOTOR. In a) human practice, a specialist can be easily transferred from a medical student who owns basic medical knowledge
through task-oriented adaptation. In b) our MOTOR, we follow this practice to build a foundation model to be a “medical student”, by injecting both
general knowledge and specific knowledge as the basic medical knowledge into the foundation model during pretraining. The general knowledge
captures the hierarchy of common organs and diseases, and the specific knowledge contains semantic relations of them. Then through simple
task-oriented adaptation, MOTOR shows strong generalization ability on a wide range of downstream medical tasks. Due to the space limit, we only
show part of the general knowledge in the figure. The complete architecture of the injected general knowledge is shown in Figure [3{a).

modal pretraining paradigm developed in the natural image
domain into the medical domain is not an effective way.

Some recent works have attempted to introduce the
multimodal pretraining into the medical domain [13]], [14],
[15] by resorting to existing available large-scale medical
multi-modal data. However, these methods captured a lot
of wrong modality correspondence knowledge, since they
directly learned modality alignment from redundant med-
ical data. Chen et al. [13] proposed multi-modal masked
autoencoders to perform medical vision-and-language pre-
training through reconstructing missing pixels and tokens
from randomly masked medical images and texts. Moon
et al. [14] adopted a BERT-based architecture with a novel
multi-modal attention masking scheme. As a result, these
methods still show limited generalization ability to down-
stream medical tasks.

In this paper, to make a solid step towards MAGI,
we propose a new paradigm, called Medical-knOwledge-
enhanced multTimOdal pretRaining (MOTOR). MOTOR
advances existing works by proposing a new knowledge-
enhancing medical multi-modal pretraining paradigm for
building a medical foundation model which is capable of
both understanding and generation. In MOTOR, we intro-
duce two kinds of basic medical knowledge, i.e., general
and specific knowledge into pretraining in a complementary
way, as shown in Figure[Ip). Specifically, the general knowl-
edge is instance-agnostic and helps the model learn hierar-

chical correlations between common organs and diseases.
Enhanced by the general knowledge, MOTOR is further
injected with instance-related specific knowledge to capture
semantic relations among organs and diseases. We further
develop a text-based multi-label classification pretraining
task in order to bridge the injection of the two kinds of
knowledge and ensure the quality of the injected knowl-
edge. As a result, the foundation model owns sufficient
basic medical knowledge and can learn correct modality
correspondence from medical pretraining data which suffers
from severe redundancy. Then, through simple modification
for the model architecture and finetuning with limited task
data, MOTOR can be quickly adapted to a wide range of
downstream medical tasks. Our MOTOR makes a success-
ful attempt in realizing MAGI by imitating the real-world
experience, that is, MOTOR fulfills a “medical student” who
owns basic medical knowledge to understand general med-
ical data, and therefore accelerates the process of becoming
a “specialist” for solving new medical tasks (see Figure )).

A recent work proposed by Chen et al. [15] is closely re-
lated to our MOTOR. In [15]], structured medical knowledge
regarding to the entities in medical texts is also introduced
during pretraining. However, there exist two main differ-
ences between MOTOR and [15]: 1) Rather than adopting
the pure knowledge graph in pretraining, MOTOR develops
a novel knowledge-enhanced pretraining paradigm, where
different kinds of knowledge are combined in a comple-
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level of the aortic arch, in keeping with known left-sided superior
vena cava the tip of the catheter continues to terminate just above
the level of the diaphragm to the left of midline, and could be
withdrawn approximately 8 cm to ensure positioning within the lower
left superior vena cava cardiomediastinal contours are stable in
appearance moderate right pleural effusion with subpulmonic
component has slightly increased

lateral view somewhat limited due to overlying motion artifact the
lungs are in volume there is no focal airspace consolidation to
suggest pneumonia a 1 2-cm calcified granuloma just below the
medial aspect of the right hemidiaphragm is unchanged from prior
study no pleural effusions or pulmonary there is no
pneumothorax the inferior sternotomy wire is fractured but
unchanged surgical clips and vascular markers in the thorax are
related to prior cabg surgery

Rank 2

ap and lateral views of the chest low lung volumes two calcified
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pneumothorax there are small bilateral pleural effusions
cardiomediastinal and hilar contours are stable degenerative changes
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detected lingular opacity as well as multiple additional lung nodules
described in detail on prior ct chest cardiomediastinal sillouhette

frontal and lateral views of the chest were obtained the patient is
status post median sternotomy again, several of the sternal wires
are fractured no definite focal consolidation is seen there is no
pleural effusion or pneumothorax the cardiac and mediastinal
silhouettes are stable
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Fig. 2. A comparison example between MOTOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge) on image-report retrieval (IRR). The top 3 retrieved
reports of both two methods using the given image are presented. The instance-related specific knowledge retrieved is given. The clinical entities
recognized by Stanza [16] in the ground-truth (GT) report are manually highlighted with different color.

mentary manner. This significantly encourages the learning
of correct modality correspondence from redundant med-
ical multi-modal data. 2) MOTOR enables a single medical
foundation model to address both understanding-based and
generation-based medical tasks, while [15] leaves the gener-
ation tasks unresolved.

To enable a comprehensive evaluation of the pretrained
model and facilitate future research, we construct a med-
ical multimodal benchmark including both understanding
and generation tasks: Medical Report Generation, Image-
Report Retrieval, Diagnosis Classification, and Medical Vi-
sual Question Answering. Experimental results show that
MOTOR outperforms (or is comparable to) previous state-
of-the-art approaches on different tasks through simple task-
oriented model modification and finetuning. We compare
MOTOR with its variant which pretrains without inject-
ing the basic knowledge (“w/o knowledge” for short) on
multiple downstream tasks. The significant performance
improvement of MOTOR over its “w/o knowledge” variant
demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed knowledge-
enhancing pretraining paradigm. We conduct extensive vi-
sualization with human evaluation by our expert radi-
ologists. The visualization results show that the injected
general and specific knowledge effectively highlights key
information in the redundant medical multi-modal data to
enhance the modality alignment, demonstrating the excel-
lent interpretability of MOTOR. We believe our work will
be a meaningful reference to encourage future research in
realizing MAGI.

RESULTS

Following [14], we also use the public large-scale medi-
cal multi-modal dataset MIMIC-CXR [17] for pretraining,
which contains plenty of radiology Chest X-ray images
and corresponding free-text reports. We include multiple
popular radiology-based datasets, i.e., MIMIC-CXR [17],
IU-Xray [18], ChestX-ray 14 [19], VQA-RAD [20], and
SLAKE [21], into our constructed multi-modal benchmark.
Among them, VQA-RAD and SLAKE contain the radiology
images regarding the organs of the whole body, which can
effectively verify the generalization ability of the model to
different organs. In the following, we present the experi-
mental results with detailed analyses on the downstream
medical tasks in our benchmark, including image-report
retrieval, medical report generation, diagnosis classification,
and medical visual question answering.

Image-report retrieval. For multi-modal pretraining in the
natural image domain [6], [10], [11], the image-text retrieval
task is a simple and effective way to evaluate the cross-
modal understanding ability of pretrained models. There-
fore, we develop an image-report retrieval (IRR) task in
our benchmark. Two subtasks are included in IRR: report
retrieval (RR), where images and reports are queries and
targets, respectively; and image retrieval (IR), where reports
are queries and images are targets. The R@K (recall with top
k predictions) metric is used for the performance evaluation
for both subtasks. We directly use the pretraining dataset
MIMIC-CXR [17] for evaluating the IRR performance under



TABLE 1
Image-report retrieval (IRR) performance comparison under zero-shot and finetuning settings on MIMIC-CXR |17]. GK and SK mean general
knowledge and specific knowledge, respectively.

Zero-shot Finetuning
Method RR TR RR TR
R@l R@5 R@l0 R@l R@5 R@l0 | Rel R@5 R@l0 R@l R@5 Rel0
MOTOR w/o knowledge | 9.05 26.41 36.78 975 2854 3849 | 1058 31.60 42.61 12.05 32.87 4261
MOTOR w GK 10.26 30.61 41.73 10.65 30.04 4272 | 10.01 3134 4238 1055 31.26 4347
MOTOR w SK 936 29.70 4049 1094 2986 4145 | 1042 31.73 4277 10.89 3048 4243
MOTOR w GK+SK 10.81 3144 4276 11.09 31.89 4290 | 9.67 30.12 4261 11.04 30.84 4191
MOTOR (ours) 10.83 31.00 42.87 11.35 31.99 43.26 | 1096 3193 4290 12.00 33.10 44.32
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Fig. 3. (a) Visualization of the injected general knowledge. The organ nodes are annotated by green boxes. (b)Visualization of image-to-node
attention heatmaps (organ heatmap & disease heatmap) and node-to-image attention heatmaps (image heatmap). The visualized nodes are

extracted from the general knowledge.

both zero-shot and finetuning settings.

Since there are no available reported results of existing
methods on the IRR task on MIMIC-CXR [17], we compare
MOTOR and its variants for analyzing the impact of differ-
ent components in MOTOR deeply. We present the results in
Table |1} Table [1| comprehensively show the effectiveness of
each method component of MOTOR. Moreover, the signifi-
cant performance superiority of MOTOR over other variants
under the zero-shot setting sufficiently demonstrates the
excellent generalization ability of MOTOR. Concretely, un-
der the zero-shot setting, “MOTOR w GK/SK” outperforms
“MOTOR w/o knowledge” by a large margin. This demon-
strates that both the general and specific knowledge can
improve the medical multi-modal pretraining. Moreover,
the performance improvement of “MOTOR w GK/SK” over
“MOTOR w GK+SK” reveals that the general and specific
knowledge can complement each other well. From both
zero-shot and finetuning settings, we can also observe that
our full model (MOTOR (ours)), which introduces the two

kinds of knowledge with the text-based multi-label classifi-
cation pretraining objective, achieves the best performance
among all variants.

Figure 2| gives a comparison example between MO-
TOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge) on
IRR. The injected instance-related specific knowledge is
also given in Figure 2| From Figure |2, we can observe
that with the help of knowledge, MOTOR owns better
image-report retrieval capability than the “w/o knowledge”
variant. Moreover, according to the evaluation of expert
radiologists, our injected specific knowledge can enable the
model to learn the complicated correspondence between
paired image-report data, and therefore leads to successful
retrieval. Specifically, MOTOR successfully retrieves the GT
report at rank 1 while “w/o knowledge” fails to retrieve it
in its top 3 predictions. We can find from Figure [2| that the
specific knowledge indicates many crucial clinical entities
matching the ground-truth report, such as “consolidation”
and “pneumonia”. Beyond the entities, the specific knowl-
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Fig. 4. Visualization of multi-modal embedding distributions of MOTOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge) on image-report retrieval
(IRR) task. In our injected general knowledge, “edema”, “lung opacity”, “pneumonia”, and “atelectasis” belong to the organ “lung”. “Cardiomegaly”

belongs to the organ “heart”. “Pleural effusion” belongs to the organ “pleural”.
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Fig. 5. Visualization of class ratios in distributions of the pretraining dataset and the general knowledge (GK) attention. For obtaining the GK
attention, we calculate the average value of the image-to-GK attention for each image in the pretraining dataset.

edge also contains rich semantic relations among these enti-
ties, such as “sternotomy suggestive of cabg” and “consol-
idation suggestive of effusion”, which effectively facilitates
the deep alignment between medical image-report data.
Figure[3|gives a visualization example of general knowl-
edge attention. Specifically, we visualize image-to-node
attention heatmaps (organ heatmap & disease heatmap)
where nodes are extracted from the general knowledge
graph, which is shown in Figure a). Moreover, we show
the node-to-image attention heatmaps (image heatmap)
for the nodes “pleural”, “effusion”, and “pneumothorax”,
which are mentioned in the ground-truth (GT) report and
have the highest attention value in the image-to-node atten-
tion heatmaps. From organ/disease heatmaps in Figure
we can find that with the help of general knowledge,
MOTOR can capture the hierarchy of organs and diseases.
Concretely, the entities in the same branch in the general
knowledge graph show consistent attention distributions.
For example, both “pleural” and “effusion” show consis-
tently high attention values. Moreover, we can also observe
that MOTOR performs well in alignment between the medi-
cal image-text data. Firstly, through organ heatmaps, disease
heatmaps and the GT report, we can find that MOTOR
successfully highlights crucial entities in the GT report,
such as “cardiomegaly” and “effusion” through the image.
Moreover, evaluated by expert radiologists for the image
heatmaps, MOTOR can perform well in alignment between
the organ/disease entities and the related image regions.

Figure [ presents the visualization of multi-modal em-
bedding distributions of MOTOR and its non-knowledge
variant (“w/o knowledge”) on image-report retrieval (IRR)
task. The distribution comparison in Figure 4| shows that
MOTOR can perform significantly better cross-modal align-
ment than the “w/o knowledge” variant. The visualization
also reveals that the general knowledge can enable MO-
TOR to learn the relations between organs and diseases.
Concretely, there exists a large difference between the dis-
tributions of image embeddings and the report embed-
dings of the “w/o knowledge” model. In contrast, such
difference is much smaller in MOTOR as we can see in
Figure )Nd). Moreover, we can also find that MOTOR
better captures the relations among disease categories than
the “w/o knowledge” variant. For example, in our in-
jected general knowledge, “edema”, “pneumonia”, “lung
opacity”, and “atelectasis” belong to the organ “lung”. By
comparing the embedding distributions of MOTOR and the
“w /o knowledge” variant, we can find that the embeddings
of these disease categories are much closer in MOTOR than
in the “w/o knowledge” variant.

Figure [5| gives the visualization of category distributions
of the pretraining dataset and the general knowledge atten-
tion. From Figure |5, we can find that the class distributions
of both organ and disease show good consistency in pre-
training dataset and the general knowledge attention. This
shows that with the help of the general knowledge, MOTOR
can capture the basic class distribution of different organs



TABLE 2

Medical report generation performance of different methods on 1U-Xray [18]. * represents the main metric. GK and SK represent general
knowledge and specific knowledge, respectively.

Methods CIDEr* ROUGE_L METEOR BLEU_4
CoAtt[22 0.277 0.369 - 0.154
R2Gen 0.398 0.322 0.165 0.124
Con-Trans [23] 0.257 0.289 0.164 0.111
SentSAT+KG [24] 0.304 0.367 - 0.147
PPKED [2] 0.351 0.376 0.190 0.168
MOTOR w/o knowledge 0.386 0.278 0.164 0.113
MOTOR w GK 0.597 0.311 0.185 0.142
MOTOR w SK 0.583 0.308 0.189 0.146
MOTOR w GK+SK 0.578 0.306 0.194 0.142
MOTOR (ours) 0.699 0.314 0.193 0.156

Ground-Truth

w/o knowledge

MOTOR

seen

the lungs are clear there is no pleural
effusion the heart is no-rmal there are
atherosclerotic changes of the aorta
senescent changes of the spine are

there are no focal areas of
consolidation no suspicious
pulmonary opacities heart size
within normal limits no pleural
effusions there is no evidence of
pneumothorax osseous structures
are intact

the lungs are clear there is no
pleural effusion or
pneumothorax the heart is not
significantly enla-rged there
are atherosc-lerotic changes
of the a-orta the skeletal
struct-ures are normal

the heart, pulmonary xxxx and

there is no pleural effusion or
pneumothorax there is no fo-cal air

of the spine

mediastinum are within normal limits

space opacity to suggest a pneumonia
there are mild de-generative changes

the heart is normal in size the
mediastinum is unre-markable the
lungs are clear

heart size and pulmonary
vascularity appear within normal
limits the lungs are free of focal
airspace dise-ase no pleural
effusion or pneumothorax is seen
deg-enerative changes are pre-
sent in the spine

XXXX XXxX right-sided chest tube tip
now projects outside the thoracic
cavity no definite residual
pneumothorax stable cardiomedia-
stinal silhouette there are low lung

the cardiac contours are normal
the lungs are clear thoracic
spondylosis

there are low lung volumes with
associated bronchovascular
crowding and basilar
subsegmental atelectasis stable
cardiomegaly there is no focal
airspace opacity to suggest

volumes no large pleural effusion no
focal airspace consolidation small
amount of subdiaphragmatic free air

pneumonia there is no
pneumothorax or large pleural
effusion there are degenerative

changes of the spine

the heart is normal in size and
contour the lungs are clear, without
evidence of infiltrate there is no
pneu-mothorax or effusion

heart size within normal limits no
focal alveolar consolidation, no
definite pleural effusion se-en no
typical findings of pulmo-nary edema
mediastinal calci-fication and dense
right upper lung nodule suggest a
previous granulomatous process

the heart is normal in size and
contour the lungs are clear,
without evidence of infiltrate
there is no pneumothorax or
effusion

Fig. 6. Visualization examples of generated reports of MOTOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge). Correct details matching the
ground-truth reports are highlighted in blue. Wrong ones are highlighted in red.

and diseases from the general medical dataset. For example,
in Figure Bp), “pleural” and “heart” have relatively large
class ratios while “airspace” and “bone” have relative small
class ratios in both dataset distribution and GK attention
distribution. In Figure ), “effusion” and “pneumotho-
rax” have relative large class ratios while “opacity” and
“pneumonia” have relative small class ratios in both dataset
distribution and GK attention distribution. By sufficiently
understanding general medical data, MOTOR can be able to
generalize better to downstream medical tasks.

Medical report generation. Medical report generation
(MRG) is a medical cross-modal generation task, which
requires the system to automatically generate a free-text
report given a medical image. Our benchmark contains the
chest x-ray report generation task, which is one of the most

popular MRG tasks. Following existing MRG works [1], [2],
[22], [24], [25], we use the IU-Xray dataset to verify the
report generation performance of our model. Note that since
MIMIC-CXR is used for pretraining using the same
objective with the MRG task, we do not compare MOTOR
with existing methods on MIMIC-CXR for fairness. The
widely-used BLEU [26], METEOR [27], ROUGE-L [28], and
CIDEr for MRG are adopted as the evaluation metrics.
The performance comparison results of different meth-
ods are presented in Table P} From Table [} we can find
that MOTOR significantly outperforms state-of-the-art task-
specific approaches in CIDEr [29], which is an important
metric in evaluating text generation systems. The excellent
performance of CIDEr reveals that MOTOR tends to gener-
ate accurate topics rather than repeating the sentence in the



TABLE 3
Diagnosis classification performance (AUROC scores) of different methods on ChestX-ray14 dataset. ¢ and ¢ represents using ResNet50 [30]
and DenseNet-121 [31] as the backbone, respectively. Atel, Card, Effu, Infi, Mass, Nodu, Pne1, Pne2, Cons, Edem, Emph, Fibr, P.T., and Hern
represent Atelectasis, Cardiomegaly, Effusion, Infiltration, Mass, Nodule, Pneumonia, Pneumothorax, Consolidation, Edema, Emphysema,
Fibrosis, Pleural Thickening, and Hernia, respectively.

Methods | Atel Card Effu  Infi Mass Nodu Pnel Pne2 Cons Edem Emph Fibr PT Hern | Mean
Wang et al.¥ [19] 0.700 0.810 0.759 0.661 0.693 0.669 0.658 0.799 0.703 0.805 0.833 0.786 0.684 0.872 | 0.745
Guan et al.® [32] 0779 0879 0824 0.694 0831 0.766 0.726  0.858 0.758 0.850 0.909 0.832 0.778 0.906 | 0.814
Guan et al.”V [32] 0781 0883 0.831 0.697 0.830 0764 0.725 0.866 0.758 0.853 0.911 0.826 0.780 0.918 | 0.816
Kim et al.¥ [33] 0780 0.887 0.835 0.710 0.831 0.804 0.734 0.871 0.747 0.840 0.941 0.815 0.799 0.909 | 0.822
MOTOR w/o knowledge | 0.722 0.859 0.761 0.659 0.749 0.681 0.631 0.821 0.660 0.775 0.862 0782 0.741 0911 | 0.756
MOTOR (ours) 0.790 0944 0.882 0.715 0.846 0.768 0.714 0850 0.728 0.893 0.883 0798 0.762 0.908 | 0.820
TABLE 4

Diagnosis classification performance of different methods on MIMIC-CXR dataset. * represents the re-implementation.

Methods Macro-F1 (%) | Micro-F1 (%) | F1 (%) | AUROC (%)
ResNet101 [30]* 23.1 40.8 37.1 75.2
DenseNet12T [31]* 25.0 40.5 36.8 76.4
MOTOR w/o knowledge 25.6 42.5 39.4 76.6
MOTOR (ours) 28.78 44.01 41.49 77.19

training set simply. For other metrics, MOTOR also achieves
comparable performance with existing task-specific meth-
ods. Moreover, the superiority of MOTOR over its vari-
ants shows the effectiveness of the proposed knowledge-
enhanced pretraining paradigm. Specifically, we can find
that consistent with Table “MOTOR w GK/SK” also
outperforms “MOTOR w/o knowledge” by a large margin.
Note that MOTOR and its knowledge-based variants, such
as “MOTOR w GK” and “MOTOR w SK”, significantly
improve CIDEr [29]. These results show the effectiveness
of two kinds of injected knowledge in highlighting key
information in the multi-modal medical data. Moreover,
our full model is superior over “MOTOR w GK/SK” and
“MOTOR w GK+SK”. This demonstrates that general and
specific knowledge effectively complement each other with
the help of the text-based multi-label classification pretrain-
ing objective.

We give some generated reports of MOTOR and the
“w/o knowledge” variant in Figure 6 for analyzing the im-
pact of knowledge deeply. Figure [[a)-(c) are disease cases,
and Figure [[d) is a normal case. According to the human
evaluation by expert radiologists, the generated reports by
MOTOR contain more accurate details about diseases than
the “w/o knowledge” variant. For example, in Figure [6(a)
and (b), the generated reports of MOTOR accurately indicate
the “atherosclerotic changes of the aorta” and “degenerative
changes of the spine”, respectively. The “w/o knowledge”
variant, however, misses these important disease details.
Moreover, from the normal case shown in Figure Ekd), we
can observe that the generated reports of “w/o knowledge”
variant contains many incorrect disease details which are
unexpected. This shows that without the help of knowledge,
the model may learn wrong modality correspondence from
the complex and redundant image-report data.

Diagnosis classification. Our benchmark contains the di-
agnosis classification task, which is formulated as a multi-
label image classification task including 14 common ra-
diographic observations. We adopt MIMIC-CXR [17] and
ChestX-ray14 [19] for diagnosis classification. For MIMIC-
CXR, the 14 categories are consistent with those in [34]. The

evaluation metrics are F1, macro-F1, micro-F1, and AUROC.

The results on ChestX-rayl4 [19] and MIMIC-CXR [17]
are given in Table [3| and Table |4} respectively. From Ta-
ble [3} we can find that MOTOR outperforms “MOTOR w/o
knowledge” by a significant margin on the average clas-
sification performance and the classification performance
regarding different disease categories, showing the effec-
tiveness of the proposed knowledge-enhancing strategy.
Moreover, MOTOR is comparable to the state-of-the-art
method [33] with a simple ViT architecture followed by
a multi-label classification head. Since there exists a gap
between the task goals of pretraining and diagnosis clas-
sification, where the former aims at image-text alignment
and the latter aims at multi-label classification, the cross-
modal alignment ability of the pretrained model cannot be
sufficiently utilized in this downstream task. In future work,
it is promising to modify the training goal of the diagnosis
classification task to image-text alignment like [35], [36],
[37] developed in the natural image domain, to better adapt
the pretrained medical multi-modal model to the diagnosis
classification task.

Table[dshows consistent results with Table[} that is, MO-
TOR is superior over “MOTOR w/o0 knowledge” in all used
metrics. Moreover, we can find that MOTOR outperforms
ResNet101 [30] and DenseNet121 [38] at a large margin
in most metrics, such as Macro-F1 and Micro-F1, showing
that with the help of the proposed knowledge-enhanced
pretraining strategy, the pure ViT backbone can generate
better encodings of the medical images.

Medical visual question answering. Medical visual ques-
tion answering (Med-VQA) task takes a medical image and
a clinical question about the image as input and asks the
model to output an answer in natural language. We in-
clude two publicly available Med-VQA datasets, i.e., VQA-
RAD [20] and SLAKE [21], in our benchmark. Both VQA-
RAD and SLAKE contain images of different organs. Ac-
cording to the answer form, the questions in both VQA-RAD
and SLAKE can be categorized into two types. The answers
to closed-ended questions are “yes/no” or other limited
choices and the answers to open-ended questions are free-



TABLE 5
Medical visual question answering accuracy (%) of different methods on VQA-RAD and SLAKE datasets.

Method VQA-RAD SLAKE
Open-ended Closed-ended Overall Open-ended Closed-ended Overall

SAN [39] 31.30 69.50 54.30 74.00 79.10 76.00
BAN [40] 37.40 72.10 58.30 74.60 79.10 76.30
MEVEF-SAN [3] 49.20 73.90 64.10 75.30 78.40 76.50
MEVE-BAN |[3] 49.20 77.20 66.10 77.80 79.80 78.60
QCR+TCR [4] 60.00 79.30 71.60 - - -
MOTOR w/o knowledge 62.57 73.90 69.41 78.14 83.65 80.30
MOTOR (ours) 64.80 74.63 70.73 81.09 84.13 82.28

a)

Organ: abdomen

Organ: chest

Question:
The hyperattenuating ovoid mass
is lateral to what structure?

Question:
Describe the lung abnormalities?

Answer:
w/o knowledge: left kidney
MOTOR (GT): ascending colon

Answer:
w/o knowledge: bilateral
MOTOR (GT): pulmonary nodules

Organ: abdomen Organ: head

Question:
Where are the acute infarcts?

Question:
What is the dark structure
underneath the skin?

Answer:
w/o knowledge: bilateral
MOTOR (GT): r frontal lobe

Answer:
w/o knowledge: psoas muscles
MOTOR (GT): fat

Fig. 7. Visualization examples of MOTOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge) on VQA-RAD [20] dataset. The examples include different
body parts with open-ended questions. For each example, MOTOR’s answer is the same as the ground-truth (GT) answer.

form texts. Therefore, answering open-ended questions is
much harder than answering closed-ended ones since it re-
quires more challenging cross-modal alignment. Following
existing Med-VQA works [4], [21], we use Accuracy as the
evaluation metric.

The results on VQA-RAD and SLAKE are presented in
Table [5} From Table [5| we can find that MOTOR outper-
forms “MOTOR w/o knowledge” in both VQA-RAD and
SLAKE, demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed
knowledge-enhanced pretraining paradigm. Moreover, the
performance gap between “MOTOR w/o0 knowledge” and
MOTOR on open-ended questions is obviously larger than
that on closed-ended questions, showing that MOTOR can
capture more complicated correspondence between medical
multi-modal image-text data with the help of the knowl-
edge. Although there exists a big domain gap between
the pretraining dataset (i.e., MIMIC-CXR) and the VQA
dataset, we can find that MOTOR is still superior over (or
comparable to) the state-of-the-art Med-VQA models. This
shows the strong generalization ability of MOTOR.

Figure [7] presents some visualization examples of MO-
TOR and its non-knowledge variant (w/o knowledge) on
VQA-RAD [20] dataset. From Figure [7/] we can find that
MOTOR has better multi-modal understanding and cross-
modal alignment ability than the “w/o knowledge” vari-
ant, and shows superior performance on challenging open-
ended questions. For example, in Figure [7p), for the ques-
tion “describe the lung abnormalities”, MOTOR successfully
chooses the correct answer “pulmonary nodules”. The “w/o

knowledge” variant, however, cannot well understand the
meaning of the question based on the given image. More-
over, we can also observe from the visualization results that
MOTOR shows strong generalization abilities to different
body parts, demonstrating that it is promising to transfer
MOTOR to deal with diverse downstream medical tasks.

DiscussIiON

Medical artificial general intelligence (MAGI) can enable
varying combinations of multiple medical modalities, learn
new medical tasks on the fly, and share medical knowl-
edge sufficiently. To take a step towards MAGI, we have
developed a new pretraining paradigm, called Medical-
knOwledge-enhanced mulTimOdal pretRaining (MOTOR).
In MOTOR, we inject the comprehensive basic medical
knowledge during pretraining to build the foundation pre-
trained model. Then, through simple model modification
and finetuning, MOTOR can easily adapt to various down-
stream medical tasks. MOTOR unifies the understanding
and generation capability in a single medical foundation
model, thus can handle diverse medical tasks such as med-
ical report generation, medical visual question answering,
diagnosis classification, etc. To enable a sufficient evaluation
of the developed model as well as provide a helpful testbed
for facilitating further research, we have constructed a med-
ical multimodal benchmark containing both understanding
and generation tasks. Extensive experiments on various
downstream tasks in our benchmark show the superior-
ity of MOTOR over task-specific state-of-the-art models.
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(an image-report encoder, a GK-image encoder, and a SK-image encoder), and a report decoder. Three basic pretraining objectives, i.e.,

Image-

Text Contrastive (ITC), Image-Text Matching (ITM), and Language Modeling (LM) are adopted for MOTOR. Both general knowledge and specific
knowledge are injected into MOTOR in a complementary way with an additional text-based multi-label classification (MLC) pretraining objective.

Moreover, we compare MOTOR with its “w/o knowledge”
variant on a wide range of downstream medical tasks.
The comparison results show that MOTOR significantly
outperforms this variant on all downstream tasks. Our
visualization further reveals the excellent interpretability of
MOTOR, that is, the introduced medical knowledge can
highlight crucial information in the redundant medical data.

We believe that the solid step we take towards MAGI
would have a broad impact on the Al-aided medical do-
main. First, MOTOR can be used to explore new modalities
and novel medical tasks through simple model modification
and task-oriented finetuning, due to its strong generaliza-
tion ability, rich basic medical knowledge, and powerful
multi-modal understanding ability. Second, MOTOR pro-
vides a meaningful reference for developing more effective
and efficient knowledge-enhanced pretraining paradigms
in the medical domain. The complementary characteristics
of different kinds of medical knowledge for assisting pre-
training have been deeply investigated in MOTOR. Third,
MOTOR is powerful in solving diverse medical tasks, which
is validated by our constructed medical multi-modal bench-
mark. Our benchmark can also serve as a comprehensive
evaluation testbed for verifying the generalization ability of
other pretrained medical models.

Despite the above advantages, MOTOR still faces poten-
tial limitations and challenges: 1) The gap between pretrain-
ing and downstream medical tasks: Due to different task ob-
jectives between pretraining and downstream medical tasks,
simple finetuning and model architecture modification for
the pretrained model might lead to limited generalization
ability on the downstream tasks. 2) Limited scale of existing
paired image-report data: The pretraining of MOTOR relies
on paired medical image-text data, which are orders of
magnitude below available single-modality medical data.
The limited scale of the pretraining dataset would largely
hinder the capability of the foundation medical model.

3) Complex medical imagining modalities: In the medical
domain, there exist many kinds of imaging modalities, such
as CT, MRI, ultrasound, etc. A general Al-aided medical
system is desired to be capable of dealing with the medical
images of different imaging modalities. However, it is diffi-
cult to build a comprehensive testbed containing all kinds
of medical imagining modalities. Therefore, MOTOR is only
evaluated on part of medical imagining modalities in the
current work.

In summary, our MOTOR makes a successful attempt
in realizing MAGI by imitating human experience and pro-
vides a valuable reference for further research in developing
general Al-aided medical systems. There is still much room
to design more powerful medical foundation models for
solving various complicated medical tasks. For example, to
better activate the generalization ability of the foundation
model, it is effective to mitigate the gap between pretraining
and downstream tasks. A feasible way is to modify the
training objective of downstream medical tasks to be con-
sistent with that of pretraining, which has been shown to
be effective in both the natural language processing domain
and the natural image domain [35], [41], [42], [43]. Moreover,
as suggested in [44], to scale the usable pretraining data
with low cost, it is promising to generate the paired medical
image-text data from large amounts of single medical im-
ages and texts. Lastly, it is important to improve the visual
information addressing capability of the foundation model
for supporting multiple imagining modalities.

METHODS

Method overview. We build MOTOR upon a recently pro-
posed multi-modal pretraining model in the natural image
domain, called BLIP [11]. The overview of the model ar-
chitecture, the knowledge injection pipeline, and the pre-
training objectives of MOTOR is presented in Figure



Specifically, MOTOR contains four unimodal encoders, i.e.,
an image encoder E,, a report encoder E;, a general knowl-
edge encoder Egy;, and a specific knowledge encoder Fy.
We utilize F,, E;, Fqi, and Egj, to obtain the image feature
f,, the report feature f;, the general knowledge feature
s, and the specific knowledge feature f,;, respectively.
Three cross-modal encoders, i.e., an image-report encoder
E,_, a GK-image encoder Ey_,,, and a SK-image encoder
FEi_s,, are constructed in MOTOR to enable the interactions
between different modalities. “GK” and “SK” means general
knowledge and specific knowledge, respectively. A report
decoder D is employed for the report generation.

To inject both general and specific knowledge in a com-
plementary manner, we first use the general knowledge
feature f;; to enhance the image feature f, and obtain the
enhanced image feature f9%. Then, f¢* is used to retrieve
similar reports from a report queue () and obtain the
specific knowledge feature f;; from the retrieved reports.
The specific knowledge feature fy; further enhances the
image feature £9* to obtain the final image feature fJ*—=**.
Enhanced by the general knowledge feature f;, and the
specific knowledge feature f,y, the image feature £7¥~** can
learn both hierarchy correspondence and semantic relation-
ships among different organs and diseases. And f7*~¥ is
used for calculating the pretraining objectives.

We utilize the Image-Text Contrastive (ITC), Image-Text
Matching (ITM), and Language Modeling (LM) as the basic
pretraining objectives following BLIP [11]. Based on the dis-
ease label provided in the pretraining image-report data, we
introduce an additional pretraining objective, i.e., text-based
Multi-Label Classification (MLC), to bridge the injection be-
tween the general knowledge and the specific knowledge, as
well as improve the quality of the injected knowledge. After
pretraining with ITC, ITM, LM as well as our introduced
text-based MLC, we use the foundation model to solve
the downstream medical tasks in our benchmark through
simple task-oriented adaptation.

In the following, we first describe the model architec-
tures of unimodal encoders, cross-modal encoders, and the
report decoder. Then we present the knowledge encoding
and injection pipeline with the introduced text-based MLC
pretraing objective. Thirdly, we give the basic pretrain-
ing objectives and the total objective function of MOTOR.
Fourthly, we describe the task-oriented adaptation scheme
for different downstream medical tasks. Finally, we present
the dataset details and implementation details.

Unimodal encoders. MOTOR contains two kinds of uni-
modal encoders, ie., the image encoder E,, which is a
ViT [45] model, and the text encoder (including the re-
port encoder E, the general knowledge encoder Fy;, and
the specific knowledge encoder Ejj), which has the same
architecture as BERT [46]. In MOTOR, both the general
and specific knowledge are represented in the form of text
like the report to facilitate the image-text alignment. The
concrete encoding way of knowledge are described in the
“knowledge encoding” part of this section.

Cross-modal encoders. MOTOR includes three cross-modal
encoders, i.e., an image-report encoder F,_,;, a GK-image
encoder Fg_.,, and a SK-image encoder E,j_,,. Fy_,
Egr—v, and Esp_,, enables the interaction between images
and reports, general knowledge and images, and specific
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knowledge and images, respectively. The cross-modal en-
coder contains multiple transformer blocks which are com-
posed of the self-attention layer, the cross-attention layer,
and the feed forward network. When the report is fed to the
image-report encoder E,_,;, a [Encode] token is appended
in the beginning. And the output embedding of [Encode]
is viewed as the multimodal representation of the image-
report pair.

Report decoder. The report decoder D shares the similar
architecture to the cross-modal encoders. Different from the
cross-modal encoder that use bi-directional masks in the
self-attention layers, the report decoder D adopts causal
masks in its self-attention layers.

Knowledge encoding. Expert medical knowledge has
shown great potential in improving the performance and
enhancing the explainability in many medical cross-modal
tasks [47], [48], [49], [501, [51], [52], [53]. Moreover, some
recent works have shown that injecting the knowledge into
multimodal pretraining can enable the foundation model to
learn better cross-modal alignment and therefore benefits
downstream tasks [54], [55], [56], [57]. In MOTOR, we
introduce two kinds of medical knowledge, which we call
general knowledge and specific knowledge, to boost the
medical multi-modal pretraining. As a result, the foundation
model can learn more accurate cross-modal alignment from
medical multi-modal data which has severe redundancy.

Concretely, the general knowledge G is formed by a
symbolic knowledge graph. Since our pretraining dataset
MIMIC-CXR consists of chest x-ray images and reports,
we construct G' based on the chest knowledge graph pro-
posed in [2], [24]. G contains one root node, 7 organ/tissue
nodes, and 20 finding (normal or disease keywords) nodes.
The root node connects to all other nodes and different
organ/tissue nodes are connected together. Finding nodes
linked to the same organ/tissue are connected to each other.
We use an adjacency matrix A = {e;;} to represent the
connection relationship above. When the source node n;
connects to the target node n;, e;; is set to 1.

To obtain the general knowledge feature f;,, we first
calculate the initialized node embedding e, for the nodes in
G using the category word embedding e, and the structure
embedding e;:

e, = e, +e. D

The structure embedding indicates that a node is the root,
an organ, or a finding. Then we use the general knowledge
encoder Eg; to obtain f,;, based on the adjacency matrix A:

fgk = Egk (ena A)7 (2)
where A serves as the visible mask [49], [58] in the self-
attention calculation in Ey.

The form of the specific knowledge is a triplet con-
taining the source entity, target entity, and their semantic
relation. For image I, we first retrieve top k similar reports
{T;}k_, from a report queue ) based on the similarity
between I and {7;}.%,, where ng is the size of Q. Then
we extract the named entities E; = {e},...,el""} (n; is
the number of the named entities) using a named entity
recognizer provided by [16] from each retrieved text T;.
We query specific knowledge using the extracted entities



a) General Knowledge Injection

b) Text-based Multi-label Classification
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i is extracted from RadGraph [59] based on fgk and

fed to the specific knowledge encoder E to obtain the specific knowledge feature f,j. The image feature £9% is further enhanced by f,; through

the SK-image encoder E,,_,, to generate £7¥~5F
{E;}%_, from the public available knowledge graph Rad-
Graph [59], which contains plenty of clinic radiology enti-
ties with their semantic relations, such as <consolidation,
suggestive of, pneumothorax> and <effusion, located at,
pleural>. Denote the specific knowledge set of image I as
K; = {K7}}X,, where K7 is the j-th triplet and ny is the
size of K.

The specific knowledge feature f; is obtained by the
specific knowledge encoder E,;. Concretely, we concatenate
the triplets { K7}7X, in K7 into one single sentence and feed
the sentence to F,j to obtain f:

fsk :Esk([k}aak?K]) (3)

Knowledge injection. Before the knowledge injection, we
use the image encoder E), to obtain the image feature f, of
image I:

f’U = EU (I) (4)

Then we inject the knowledge to enhance f, for improving
the cross-modal alignment. The pipeline of the knowledge
injection is given in Figure O] Specifically, we first inject
the general knowledge f,;. for f, to generate the enhanced
image feature f9*, as shown in Figure E}i). Then we in-
troduce an additional text-based multi-label classification
(MLC) pretraining task for % to improve the quality of
the subsequent specific knowledge injection, as shown in
Figure Op). Finally, we inject the specific knowledge f;y,
for 7 to generate the enhanced image feature f7*~%, as
shown in Figure Ek). The enhanced feature £ is finally
utilized for calculating basic pretraining objectives.

The general knowledge injection is performed through
the GK-image encoder Eg;_,,. Specifically, the general
knowledge feature f ;, enhances the image feature f, by:

fﬁk = Egiso(fo, for, fo1), ®)

where f,, 1, f 1. serve as the query, the key, and the value,
respectively, in the cross attention calculation in Fgp_,,.
Enhanced by f,, the updated image feature f7* can capture
the global relations among different organs and diseases.

, which are used for calculating basic pretraining objectives.

To inject the specific knowledge, we first construct a
first-in-first-out report queue () using the reports in the
pretraining dataset. Denote the report features in () as
{£i}19), where ng is the size of Q). We calculate the simi-
larity between the image feature f7* and the report features
{£i}79), and retrieve top k similar reports {T;}% ;. After
extracting the specific knowledge K from {Ti}le, we get
the specific knowledge feature f;; by feeding K into the
text encoder Ej (Eq.[3). Then we utilize f,j, to enhance 7%
through the SK-image encoder Ej_,,:
fgk%sk - Esk—w (fgka fsk; fsk)a (6)

v v

where f,gk, fs1, £s1 serve as the query, the key, and the value,
respectively, in the cross attention calculation in Egj_,. The
enhanced image feature f9* is finally used for calcu-
lating the pretraining objectives of ITC, ITM, and LM. As
shown in Figure [9] the general knowledge and the specific
knowledge help the model learn the hierarchy and semantic
relations among organs and diseases, respectively, which
effectively enhances the image feature in a complementary
manner for facilitating the modality alignment.

To better bridge the injection between the general knowl-
edge and the specific knowledge, we introduce an addi-
tional text-based MLC pretraining task for the image feature
f9%. The text-based MLC pretraining task aligns f¢* to
the corresponding disease labels represented in the textual
form. As a result, the image feature f9* is capable of cap-
turing instance-related entities in the report. Therefore, the
report retrieval accuracy in the specific knowledge injection
process based on f9* can be largely improved to ensure
the quality of the injected specific knowledge. Concretely,
we first extract the disease labels [34] in the pretraining
dataset MIMIC-CXR [17] to build the label set {C}'<,
where nc = 14. Then we represent each disease label C;
as the textual label feature fo, using the report encoder E;:

fo, = E:(Cy). @)

A [CLS] token is added to C; when obtaining fo,. We
calculate the similarity pc, between the updated image



feature f7* and each label feature fc, by:
pe, = 3% - fo,. ®)

Then pc = {pc, } 1.5, is used to calculate the MLC loss L.
based on the ground-truth disease label y; of the image I:

Lmic = —Erwpyrlog(pc). ©)

Lnic is a binary cross-entropy loss. Note that by capturing
the global relations among different organs and diseases
through the general knowledge G, the multi-label classifica-
tion performance based on the updated feature f¢* can also
be effective enhanced. Consequently, the image feature f7*
can be better aligned to correct clinical entities to improve
the quality of the specific knowledge injection.

Pretraining objectives. Besides the text-based MLC task de-
scribed above, we use three basic pretext tasks similar to [11]
during pretraining. Specifically, the Image-Text Contrastive
(ITC) task is adopted for improving the image encoder E,
and the report encoder E; by enforcing the alignment of
positive image-report pairs in the feature space. The Image-
Text Matching (ITM) task is designed for the image-report
encoder F,_,; by requiring the model to predict whether an
image-report pair is positive or negative given the related
multi-modal features. The Language Modeling (LM) task is
conducted for activating the report decoder D by asking
the model to generate reports given an image through
optimizing a cross-entropy loss.

Similar to [60], we keep two queues to store the most
recent M image-report features from the momentum im-
age and text encoders. For ITC, we first calculate the
softmax-normalized image-to-report similarity f12*(I) and
the report-to-image similarity f.%(T) for the image I and
its paired report T by:

eXp( (L, Tm)/7

i2t )
I =
Im ( ) Z 1 exp(s(Z, Tm)/T) (10)
ftQi(T) _ eXP( ( 7Im)/T)

Zm 1 exp( (T Im)/T)

where 7 is the temperature parameter and s(,T") denotes
the similarity between the unimodal features of I and T
The unimodal feature of I is the enhanced image feature
f9 k=sk and the unimodal feature of I,, is also the enhanced
image feature obtained in a similar way to £7*~**. Then the
ground-truth similarities g'?*(I) and g'?!(T ) are utilized to
calculate the ITC loss L;s.:

1

Live =5 m)~p [~ (8" (Dlog(f*(I))

+ g (T)log(£(T)))]-
ITM is a binary classification task. Concretely, the image-

report encoder FE,_,, first receives the enhanced image

feature £9¥=** of the image I and the report feature fr to

produce the multi-modal feature fr:

?T — E’U*)t (fT7 fgk%sk’ fgk—)@k),

k—sk k—sk
f9 , £9

(11)

12)

where fr, serve as the query, the key, and
the value, respectively, in the cross attention calculation
in E, ;. Then the feature of [Encode] (See the “Cross-
modal encoder” part) is extracted from fr and fed into a
linear layer to produce a two-class prediction probability
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p'*™(I,T). The probability p'*™(I, T') indicates whether the
current image and text match (or not). Based on p''™ (I, T')
and the 2-dimensional ground-truth label ¢'*™, the ITM loss
Litm is calculated by:

Litm = —E(1 7)~pg" ™ log(p"™ (1, T)).

In LM, the report is generated in an auto-regressive
manner, and the LM loss L, is calculated based on the

enhanced image feature £9%7** and the ground-truth report

T = {y17y27 "'7ynT}:

=—Zlog (Yilyri—1, £257°%)),

(13)

(14)

where p(y;|y1.i—1, £2¥74F) is generated via the report de-

coder D and nr is the number of words. With the MLC loss
L1, the final objective £ of MOTOR is calculated by:

L= Eitc + /\1£itm + /\2£1m + /\3£mlc7 (15)

where A{, A2, and A3 are the balance factors.

Downstream Task Adaptation. After pretraining, we use
the pretrained foundation model for conducting down-
stream medical tasks through task-oriented adaptation. For
the image-report retrieval task, we directly finetune the
image encoder E,, and report encoder E; in the foundation
model with the image-text contrastive (ITC) loss Lt and the
image-text matching (ITM) loss Lit,. For the medical report
generation task, we finetune the image encoder £, and re-
port decoder D in the foundation model using the language
modeling (LM) loss L. For the diagnosis classification
task, we simply add 14 linear classifier heads on top of the
image encoder E, in the foundation model. We train the
whole classification model using the binary cross-entropy
loss to perform multi-label classification based on the dis-
ease labels provided in the diagnosis classification datasets.
For the medical visual question answering (VQA) task, we
finetune the image encoder E, and image-report encoder
E,_,+ with the cross-entropy loss [4] using the ground-truth
answer labels in the medical VQA task datasets.

Dataset details. MIMIC-CXR [17] is a publicly available
chest radiograph dataset, containing 77,110 chest X-ray im-
ages and 227,835 reports. The dataset is split into 368,960
images/222,758 reports for training, 2,991 images/1,808
reports for validation, and 5,159 images/3,269 reports for
testing.

IU-Xray [18] is a publicly available X-ray chest dataset
published by Indiana University. IU-Xray contains 7,470
chest X-ray images and 3,955 medical reports, among which
the training set contains 6,470 images, the validation set
contains 500 images, and the test set contains 500 images.

ChestX-rayl14 [19] is a medical imaging dataset con-
taining 112,120 front-view X-ray images of 30,805 unique
patients with 14 common diseases labelled.

VQA-RAD [20] is a manually constructed dataset. Re-
searchers collect radiographic images and their correspond-
ing question-answer pairs provided by clinicians to build
the dataset. VQA-RAD contains 315 images and 3,515 ques-
tions, of which 1,515 are open-ended and 2,000 are closed-
ended. On average, there are 10 corresponding questions
per image.



SLAKE [21] is a semantically annotated, and knowledge-
enhanced bilingual dataset. SLAKE contains 642 radio-
graphic images, covering 12 diseases and 39 organs. Di-
viding into 10 types (e.g., color, position), 14,028 questions
are split into the training set, validation set and test set
accounting for 70%, 15%, 15% respectively.
Implementation details. The MIMIC-CXR [17] dataset con-
tains both the frontal and the lateral view images, and we
use the same image encoder for different views follow-
ing [1]. Considering the large gap between medical texts
and general texts, we use SciBERT [61] instead of BERT [46]
to serve as the text encoder. We pretrain MOTOR on 8
NVIDIA V100 GPUs with the batch size 32 and 30 epochs.
The learning rate is set as le-4 and the optimizer is AdamW.
During the specific knowledge injection, we retrieve the top
3 similar texts from the report queue @, i.e., k is set to 3. And
ng is set to 656536. The max length of the specific knowledge
sentence is set to 90. The loss weights A;, Ao, and A3 are set
to 1 empirically.

In the image-report retrieval task, we finetune the image
encoder and the report encoder using the AdamW opti-
mizer. The batch size, the total training epochs, and the
learning rate are set to 32, 30, and 5e-5, respectively. In
the medical report generation task, we finetune the image
encoder and the report decoder for 50 epochs with the
AdamW optimizer following [1]. The batch size is 32 and
the learning rate is 1e-5. For the diagnosis classification task,
the learning rate, the batch size, and the training epochs
on both MIMIC-CXR [17] and ChestX-rayl4 [19] are set
as le-5, 32, and 50, respectively. For the medical visual
question answering task, we first use the pretrained task
type classifier for distinguishing the answers of different
types, i.e., open-ended or closed-ended following [4]. Then
we use two image-report encoders whose architectures are
the same for separately addressing the questions whose
answers are open-ended and closed-ended. We train the
model with 200 epochs and 300 epochs on VQA-RAD [20]
and SLAKE [21], respectively. The learning rate is set as 5e-3
and the optimizer is AdamW.
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