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Abstract. Recent advancements in generative AI have flourished the development of highly
adept Large Language Models (LLMs) that integrate diverse data types to empower decision-
making. Among these, Multimodal Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) applications are
promising for their capability to combine the strengths of information retrieval and generative
models, enhancing their utility across various domains, including biomedical research. This
paper introduces AlzheimerRAG, a Multimodal RAG pipeline tool for biomedical research
use cases, primarily focusing on Alzheimer’s disease from PubMed articles. Our pipeline in-
corporates multimodal fusion techniques to integrate textual and visual data processing by
efficiently indexing and accessing vast amounts of biomedical literature. Preliminary experi-
mental results against benchmarks, such as BioASQ and PubMedQA, have returned improved
results in information retrieval and synthesis of domain-specific information. We also demon-
strate a case study with our RAG pipeline across different Alzheimer’s clinical scenarios. We
infer that AlzheimerRAG can generate responses with accuracy non-inferior to humans and
with low rates of hallucination. Overall, a reduction in cognitive task load is observed, which
allows researchers to gain multimodal insights, improving understanding and treatment of
Alzheimer’s disease.

Keywords: RAG · medical information retrieval · multimodal · pipeline · context-aware ·
LLMs · Alzheimer · biomedical

1 Introduction

Generative Artificial Intelligence (AI) continues revolutionizing numerous fields by introducing novel
data integration and analysis methods. The vast amount of diverse data in biomedical research
presents opportunities and challenges. Among them, Alzheimer’s disease presents a particularly
compelling case study due to its multi-factorial nature involving genetic, biochemical, and en-
vironmental factors alongside complex clinical presentations. Despite significant advancements in
biomedical research, effective diagnosis, treatment, and preventive strategies for Alzheimer’s disease
are still limited. This challenge is exacerbated by the scientific literature’s overwhelming volume and
fragmentation across multiple modalities, including textual descriptions, clinical trial data, imaging
studies, and molecular data. Traditional approaches to synthesizing this vast body of knowledge
are inadequate as they often focus on single modalities, which may overlook the synergistic insights
gained from integrated data. This gap underscores the need for a robust, unified framework capable
of leveraging multiple modalities to enhance the retrieval process, making it more context-aware
and reducing the retrieval of irrelevant or less pertinent information.

This paper introduces a novel Multimodal Retrieval Augmented Generation (RAG) pipeline
tool, AlzheimerRAG, that integrates textual and visual modalities to improve contextual un-
derstanding and information synthesis from biomedical literature. Our primary research objective
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to implement the pipeline revolves around enhancing the context-aware retrieval capabilities while
seamlessly integrating heterogeneous data types, including textual data, images, and clinical trials
from PubMed articles. We apply our pipeline to Alzheimer’s disease to demonstrate its utility in
synthesizing a comprehensive body of knowledge, leading to actionable insights in diagnosis, treat-
ment, and research. In our case study, we focused on the applicability and efficacy of the pipeline
in the following scenarios -

– Literature Synthesis - Aggregation and processing of textual information from selected PubMed
articles to identify the trends, gaps, and emerging hypotheses in Alzheimer’s research.

– Image analysis - Incorporation of imaging data to correlate with the textual information while
generating coherent context-aware outputs.

– Clinical Scenario Correlation - Comparative evaluation of pipeline across different clinical tasks
to demonstrate the accuracy of retrieved responses with human-generated answers.

This study underscores the pipeline’s potential to transform research paradigms and clinical prac-
tices by demonstrating how multimodal data can be harnessed to draw comprehensive insights into
Alzheimer’s disease.

1.1 Research Contributions

The Multimodal AlzheimerRAG pipeline represents a significant advancement over existing method-
ologies, incorporating several novel features and improvements. Our research contributions can be
summarized as follows -

– Context-Aware Retrieval-Augmented Generation - Enhancing traditional RAG models with
context-aware retrieval mechanisms that prioritize the relevance and specificity of retrieved
information, thereby increasing accuracy and utility in biomedical applications.

– Advanced Cross-Modal Data Fusion - Leveraging cutting-edge models and algorithms to in-
tegrate multimodal data more effectively. This includes using transformer architectures and
attention mechanisms tailored to handle heterogeneous data types.

– Comparable framework with state-of-the-art benchmarks - Evaluating the capability of the Mul-
timodal RAG pipeline with benchmark datasets like BioASQ and PubMedQA, as well as other
LLM RAG models.

2 Related Work

The AlzheimerRAG framework is developed within the rapidly evolving landscape of multimodal
data integration and retrieval-augmented generation techniques, which are becoming increasingly
crucial in biomedical research. Attention mechanisms spanning modalities have shown promise in
synthesizing heterogeneous information sources. Our framework leverages cross-modal attention
fusion techniques to synthesize information from diverse sources like text, images, and tables in-
spired by methods shown to improve diagnostic accuracy, [2]. For instance, the architecture pro-
posed by Wang et al. [1] demonstrates the efficacy of attention layers in enhancing information
flow between textual, visual, and genetic modalities. Similarly, Chen et al. [2] applied cross-modal
transformers to biomedical datasets, highlighting enhanced diagnostic capabilities. Originating with
foundational work by Hinton et al. [29], knowledge distillation further enhances the framework’s
efficiency by simplifying complex models for healthcare applications without losing accuracy. A
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study by Zhao et al. [34] found that integrating imaging and genetic data improves predictive
outputs in Alzheimer’s models. Traditional single-modality approaches are often outperformed by
such comprehensive datasets as ADNI and OASIS, as detailed by Jing et al. [36]. Integrating RAG
methodologies with multimodal inputs is a burgeoning area of research, with works like those by
Peng et al. [41] showcasing advancements in data synthesis across text and image modalities for
enhanced retrieval and generation. The application of AI in Alzheimer’s research is also underscored
by studies such as that by Li et al. [35], which leverage multimodal inputs to improve early diagnosis
and patient stratification.

3 Methodology

The end-to-end methodology of the AlzheimerRAG pipeline is broken into detailed phases, each
encompassing specific tasks and technical aspects with implementation details. This section de-
scribes the pipeline architecture in step-by-step phases in Fig 1.

Fig. 1: AlzheimerRAG Pipeline Architecture

3.1 Data Collection and Preprocessing

The first step of our process involves collecting relevant articles from PubMed. We use search queries
related to Alzheimer’s disease on PubMed repository [] and fetch the top 100 articles related to it.
We parse each document and collect the full texts, abstracts, tables, and figures for textual and
visual retrieval.

After that, we clean and normalize the data for the data preprocessing step to ensure consis-
tency and usability. This involves extracting and cleaning text data to remove irrelevant sections,
references, and footnotes. We also standardize the figures/diagrams format by converting them to
a consistent image format for uniform processing.
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3.2 Textual Data Retrieval

This step aims to retrieve the medical text data related to Alzheimer’s disease for textual data
processing. In our workflow, for generating the textual data embedding, we use the Fine-tuned
"Llama-2-7b-pubmed" [22], trained with the PubMedQA [21] dataset from HuggingFace. The fine-
tuning is employed using parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PeFT) techniques like QLoRA [23]. Table
1 outlines the QLoRA parameters and the training argument parameters used for fine-tuning.

Parameter Value
QLoRA Parameters

LoRA attention dimension 64
Alpha parameter for LoRA scaling 16
Dropout probability for LoRA layers 0.1

Training Arguments Parameters
Number of training epochs 1
FP16/BF16 training False (True for A100 GPU)
Training batch size per GPU 4
Evaluation batch size per GPU 4
Gradient accumulation steps 1
Enable gradient checkpointing True
Max gradient norm (clipping) 0.3
Initial learning rate 2e-4
Weight decay 0.001
Optimizer paged_adamw_32bit
Learning rate scheduler cosine
Number of training steps -1
Warmup ratio 0.03

Table 1: QLoRA Hyperparameter: LlaMA

Parameter Value
lora_enable True
lora_r 128
lora_alpha 256
mm_projector_lr 2e-5
bits 4
learning_rate 2e-4
weight_decay 0.001
warmup_ratio 0.03

Table 2: LlaVA Hyperparameter

During QLoRA fine-tuning experiments, we employ LoRA attention dimension rank 64, a mod-
erate size that balances performance and computational efficiency, capturing essential interactions
without excessive complexity. We apply the scaling parameter 16 for low-rank adaptation and a
dropout rate of 0.1 that reduces the risk of overfitting by regularization. The training arguments
demonstrated in Table 1 are established after multiple rounds of experiments with the parameter
values. As observed, using QLoRA reduces the training epochs and batch sizes, thus stabilizing
training and ensuring model updates are more frequent, improving convergence. Along with other
hyperparameters, we found these settings helped configure the textual retrieval model training to
be memory efficient, speeding up training time and effectively balancing performance with resource
constraints during fine-tuning.

3.3 Image Retrieval

For the generation of feature embeddings that capture image details from the PubMed articles, we
use a fine-tuned "LlaVA" (Language and Vision Assistant Model, version 2) [17] model. LLaVA
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combines pre-trained language models (like Vicuna or LLaMA) with visual models (such as CLIP’s
visual encoder) by converting visual features into embeddings compatible with the language model.

We finetune the LlaVA on a custom dataset OK-VQA [38] using the official LLaVA repo with
the Llama-2 7B backbone language model [20]. The dataset contains image text pairs that involve
reasoning to answer questions about images. We wrote a Python script to convert the dataset into
a format presented in the Box 3.1 to make it suitable for use with the official LlaVA repository.

Box 3.1: LlaVA Training Format

[
{

"id": "unique_id",
"image": "image_file.jpg",
"conversations": [

{
"from": "human",
"value": "What is shown in

the image?"
},
{

"from": "gpt",
"value":

"formatted_answers"
}

]
}

]

Algorithm 1 Progressive Distillation
1: function TrainStudent(T , S, D, lr, e, τ , α)
2: Set T to eval mode
3: Set S to train mode
4: optimizer ← AdamW(S.parameters, lr)
5: for i← 1 to e do
6: for each x in D do
7: P̂t ← GetSoftTargets(T, x, τ)
8: ẑs ← S(x)
9: loss← DistillationLoss(ẑs, P̂t, α, τ)

10: loss.backward()
11: optimizer.step()
12: optimizer.zero_grad()
13: end for
14: end for
15: return S
16: end function

The script processes images and questions from a dataset, saving each image with a unique
identifier and formatting questions and answers into a JSON file. In the JSON, ’human’ represents
the questioner, and ’gpt’ represents LLaVA’s response. This format aligns with LLaVA’s input
requirements, supporting effective training and fine-tuning. The fine-tuning is implemented with
QLoRA(Quantized LoRA) that adds new, easily trainable layers to a pre-trained model without
altering its original backbone, allowing for fast adaptation to new tasks without retraining the
entire model. Using this approach preserves the strengths of the large model while lowering compu-
tational requirements, making it ideal for resource-limited environments or quick adaptation to new
data. The hyperparameters are presented in Table 2. QLoRA uses the 4-bit NormalFloat, designed
specifically for normally distributed weights that further reduce memory usage.

3.4 Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge distillation is a method used to transfer knowledge from a large, complex model (teacher)
to a smaller, more efficient model (student). The objective is to retain the performance of the teacher
model while reducing computational costs and memory requirements. This process involves guiding
the student model to mimic the outputs of the teacher model, typically using softened predictions
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as targets during training. In the context of AlzheimerRAG, the knowledge distillation approach
combines the following aspects for seamless integration and alignment of our multimodal data.

– Multimodal Alignment - Incorporating multimodal data (textual and visual) into the distillation
process. This ensures that the student model learns to facilitate cross-modal interactions like
the teacher.

– Cross-Modal Attention Fusion - Implementing cross-modal attention mechanisms during distil-
lation to maintain information flow between text and image data.

– Progressive Distillation - Gradually transferring knowledge from large teacher models (fine-
tuned LLaMA and LLaVA) to progressively smaller student models to ensure stability and
performance retention.

The process steps of Knowledge Distillation are detailed in Figure 2 as a sequence diagram.

Fig. 2: AlzheimerRAG: Knowledge Distillation Sequence Diagram

3.4.1 Multimodal Alignment - The first step of the knowledge distillation process involves
assimilating the fine-tuned text and image modalities generated as described in Section 3.2 and 3.3,
respectively. The text and image embeddings are aligned for cross-modal attention fusion in the
following stage.

3.4.2 Cross-Modal Attention Fusion - Cross-modal attention is a mechanism that facilitates
the interaction between different modalities, in our experiments it comprises of text and images.
It allows a model to selectively focus on relevant parts of both modalities by computing attention
weights. These weights are used to modulate the embeddings from each modality, enabling a richer
and more comprehensive representation. In our context, the cross-modal attention fusion ensures
that the integrated textual and visual data contribute meaningfully to the medical information
retrieval. The three steps associated with this process are described below -
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– Generate query, key, and value vectors from the text and image embeddings from 3.4.1
– Compute the attention scores using the dot-product attention mechanism shown below:

scores =
queries · keys⊤√

dk
(1)

Where:
• queries and keys are matrices of size (n × dk), with n being the number of tokens and dk

the dimension of each key.
• dk is the dimensionality of the keys used for scaling.
•
√
dk scales the dot-product, helping to stabilize gradients in deeper networks.

– Aggregate contributions from both modalities based on attention weights:

aggregated_embeddings = attention_weights · values (2)

Where:
• attention_weights is a matrix representing the attention scores, with dimensions (n ×m),

where n is the number of tokens and m is the dimensionality of each value.
• values is a matrix of values corresponding to tokens, typically with dimensions (m × d),

where d is the embedding size.
The resulting aggregated_embeddings is a combination of the values, weighted by attention.

combined_features = aggregate_attention(values, attention_weights) (3)

3.4.3 Progressive Distillation - This step involves gradually transferring knowledge from large
teacher models to progressively smaller student models to ensure stability and performance reten-
tion. The steps involved in the process are as follows -
– Teacher Model Predictions - The teacher models generate softened outputs using temperature

scaling, which makes the probability distributions smoother and highlights the uncertainty in
predictions. Mathematically, say we are given a teacher model T , inputs x, and temperature τ ,
the soft-target Pt can be derived as in Equation 5:

zt = T (x) (4)

Pt = softmax
(zt
τ

)
(5)

– Loss Function Derivation - The distillation loss function combines the standard Cross-Entropy
(CE) loss with the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between the softened predictions of the
teacher and student models. The Kullback-Leibler (KL) Divergence metrics measure how one
probability distribution diverges from a true distribution. In contrast, Cross-Entropy Loss mea-
sures the "distance" between a true and predicted distribution. For student outputs zs, the loss
can be formulated as in Equation 8:

CE Loss = CrossEntropy(zs, argmax(Pt)) (6)

D. Loss = KL
(
log_softmax

(zs
τ

)
, softmax

(zt
τ

))
(7)

Total Loss = α× CE Loss + (1− α)× Distillation Loss × τ2 (8)
– Training Student Model - The final step involves training the student model to minimize the

distillation loss using the teacher model’s predicted soft target from Equation 5. The implemen-
tation steps of the training process can be summarized in Algorithm 1.
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4 AlzheimerRAG Pipeline - Technical Implementation

AlzheimerRAG pipeline workflow described in the architecture in Figure 1 is implemented as a
Python Application utilizing FastAPI and Jinja2 Templates with LangChain integration. It provides
a seamless user interface 1 for leveraging efficient multimodal RAG capabilities related to the
biomedical field. The application 2 is deployed in Heroku, a cloud-based Platform-as-a-Service
(PaaS) solution that helps manage seamless continuous integration and deployment. A sample
output from the AlzheimerRAG pipeline user interface can be observed in Fig 3.

Fig. 3: AlzheimerRAG: Pipeline User Interface

4.1 Key Components

– FastAPI for API development: FastAPI is a high-performance web framework for API
development that provides an intuitive interface for API development and integrates seamlessly
with Python’s async capabilities.

– Jinja2 for Template Rendering: Jinja2 is a templating engine for Python that offers dy-
namic template rendering. It serves HTML content from backend data, enabling a seamless and
interactive user experience.

1 https://pubmed-multimodal-rag-ae786f93140b.herokuapp.com/
2 https://tinyurl.com/AlzheimerRAG
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– LangChain for Multimodal RAG:We utilize the Langchain [18], along with LlamaIndex [20]
because of its significant advantages in i) Preservation of table data integrity, ii) Streamlining the
handling of Multimodal data, iii) Enhanced Semantic Embedding. Together, LlamaIndex and
LangChain improve the context-awareness of extracted content, allowing for efficient retrieval
and synthesis of information and producing nuanced outputs.

– FaissDB for embedding Multimodal data: FaissDB [24], a vector DB, is widely used for
embedding multimodal data. The text and image embeddings are encoded into uniform, high-
dimensional vectors and indexed for efficient similarity searches. When a query is made, the
reasoning and retrieval component searches the vector space to extract relevant information. The
benefit is that it uses an approximate nearest neighbor (ANN) search to quickly find embeddings
in high-dimensional space, essential for large-scale applications. The generation component uses
the retrieved Multimodal representations to produce outputs in various formats, such as text
or images.

5 Experimental Study

5.1 Results

We compare our AlzheimerRAG workflow against state-of-the-art techniques in the biomedical
domain and evaluate the performance of our methods. In our experiments, we select BioBERT [4],
a transformer model fine-tuned on the biomedical text, and MedPix [39], which utilizes deep learning
for medical image classification. To compare the cross-modal attention fusion, we introduce a naive
fusion of text and image modalities among two models, primarily by concatenating the embeddings
without significant interaction between the modalities. Along with the standard evaluation metrics
like Recall, Precision, and F1-score, we also include Clinical Relevance (CR), a scale rated by
biomedical domain experts on a scale of 1-5. Table 3 represents the performance where it is observed
that the clinical relevance of AlzheimerRAG is significantly higher.

Model Recall Precision F1 CR
BioBERT 0.72 0.69 0.71 3.8/5
MedPix 0.65 0.62 0.63 3.5/5
BioBERT + MedPix 0.78 0.75 0.76 4.2/5
AlzheimerRAG 0.88 0.85 0.86 4.8/5
Table 3: Model evaluation with
Clinical Relevance (CR) Scores

Benchmark Metrics AlzheimerRAG GPT-4

BioASQ

Precision@10 0.71 0.70
Recall 0.80 0.78
MAP 0.78 0.74

QA Accuracy 0.72 0.76
F1 Score 0.75 0.77

PubMedQA
Accuracy 0.74 0.78

Exact Match 0.71 0.73
F1 Score 0.76 0.79

Table 4: Benchmark Dataset Evaluation:
AlzheimerRAG vs GPT-4

Against benchmark datasets like BioASQ [40], a large-scale biomedical semantic indexing and
question-answering dataset, and PubMedQA [21], developed for QA tasks using a PubMed corpus,
we assess the capability of our multimodal RAG by evaluating the document retrieval from given
queries and generating accurate answers to Alzheimer related questions from the data. The results
are highlighted in Table 4.
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Based on these experimental results, we also conducted a comparative evaluation with other
models adaptable for the biomedical domain regarding retrieval and question-answering capabili-
ties as depicted in Table 5. It can be observed that BioBERT [4] stands out in biomedical appli-
cations due to its PubMed pre-training, achieving high precision in retrieval. SciBERT [8], with
its broader scientific text pre-training, is more versatile but may need fine-tuning for top biomed-
ical QA tasks. BM25 [12], as a traditional keyword-based model, sets a baseline but lacks deep
semantic understanding. ColBERT [5] combines efficient retrieval with semantic depth, though it
performs moderately without specific domain adjustments. The BERT+TF-IDF [7] hybrid model
balances deep learning and traditional retrieval, offering reasonable results but limited contextual
depth. Lastly, T5 [6] excels in QA, especially when fine-tuned for biomedical contexts, leveraging its
generative capabilities to achieve high accuracy. In comparison to these, AlzheimerRAG combines
fast, accurate retrieval via FaissDb with specialized language models, making it a powerful tool for
biomedical retrieval and QA. Its ability to handle text and images offers a significant advantage in
contexts where visual data is essential.

Model BioASQ (Retrieval) PubMedQA (QA) Domain Multimodal
AlzheimerRAG High Precision & Recall High Accuracy & F1 Biomedical Yes

BioBERT High for Text Good Accuracy Biomedical No
SciBERT High for Scientific Texts Moderate, versatile Scientific No

BM25 (Baseline) Fair, keyword-based Basic QA N/A No
ColBERT Strong, efficient Moderate General-purpose No

BERT+TF-IDF (for QA) Fair Moderate General-purpose No
T5 (fine-tuned) Good, versatile High in QA when fine-tuned General-purpose Emerging

Table 5: Benchmark Models Comparison Across Various Metrics

5.2 Ablation Evaluation

The main objective of our ablation studies is to evaluate the importance of critical components in
our mechanism. We conducted multiple combinations for our experiments by removing the cross-
modal attention mechanism, knowledge distillation process, QLoRA fine-tuning techniques, and
Multimodal integration. Each of these simulations was designed to isolate and evaluate the impact
of the specific component.

By removing Cross-Modal Attention, we assess that the model’s ability to integrate and
leverage text and image data effectively will degrade. We replaced the cross-modal attention mech-
anism with a simple text and image embedding concatenation. Omitting Knowledge Distillation,
we hypothesize that it will result in larger student models that are less efficient and potentially cause
overfitting. To ablate, we directly fine-tuned smaller student models without the distillation process.
Similarly, we fine-tuned without QLoRA techniques to observe the computation costs and perfor-
mance. Lastly, we removed the Multimodal Integration to check whether the model’s overall
performance was downgraded.

Each variation’s performance metrics were recorded and consolidated in Table 6. As observed,
Cross-Modal Attention enables effective interaction between text and image data, with its re-
moval leading to considerable metric degradation. Knowledge Distillation is vital for creating
efficient student models that maintain high teacher-model performance, where its absence causes a
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Experiment Recall Precision F1 Score Clinical Relevance
Baseline (AlzheimerRAG) 0.88 0.85 0.86 4.8/5

Without Cross-Modal Attention 0.75 0.72 0.74 4.0/5
Without Knowledge Distillation 0.82 0.78 0.80 4.4/5

Without QLora Fine-Tuning 0.80 0.77 0.78 4.3/5
Without Multimodal Integration 0.70 0.68 0.69 3.5/5

Table 6: Ablation Studies across Multiple Components

marked performance decline. QLoRA Fine-Tuning improves precision and clinical relevance with
lower computational costs than traditional methods. Lastly, Multimodal Integration is essential
to the framework’s overall effectiveness, as isolating text and image processing substantially reduces
recall, precision, and practical application.

5.3 Clinical Case Study Analysis

We designed a case study to evaluate the AlzheimerRAG pipeline tailored for biomedical research.
The study focused specifically on clinical scenarios related to Alzheimer’s disease. We curated 50
primary articles from PubMed related to Alzheimer’s disease. The RAG process involved converting
clinical documents into text using Python-based frameworks like LangChain and Llamaindex and
processing these texts into chunks for embedding and retrieval. Vector storage techniques and
selected embedding models were used to optimize data retrieval, using FaissDB for vector storage.
LLMs were evaluated, including GPT4.0, Llama2-7B, Mistral, and their LLM-RAG counterparts.

Clinical Scenarios

1. Early Diagnosis and Monitoring: Assess the system’s ability to recommend diagnostic
tools and interpret results for early detection.

2. Medication Management: Determine the ability to guide current medications, potential
side effects, and interactions specific to Alzheimer’s treatments.

3. Non-Pharmacological Interventions: Evaluate recommendations for cognitive thera-
pies, physical activities, and lifestyle modifications to slow disease progression.

4. Caregiver Support and Education: Assess the capability to generate materials for
educating caregivers about disease progression and management strategies.

5. Behavioral Symptom Management: Evaluate the effectiveness of offering strategies
to manage common symptoms like agitation, depression, and anxiety.

The system is evaluated using five primary clinical scenarios: Diagnosis and Monitoring, Medica-
tion Management, Non-Pharmacological Interventions, Caregiver Support, and Behavioral Manage-
ment described in Box 5.3. These aspects are identified from medical literature [44], [45] from their
recognized importance in Alzheimer’s disease treatment. 350 responses were evaluated, comprising
50 human-generated, 150 LLM-generated, and 150 LLM-RAG-generated responses. The correct-
ness of the responses was determined based on established guidelines and expert reviews. Human-
generated answers provided by domain experts from Amazon Mechanical Turk, a crowdsourcing
platform, were used as a comparison. Figure 4 visually represents the LLM-RAG performances in
terms of correct answer percentages.
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Fig. 4: Percentage of Correct Answers: LLM and LLM-RAG groups

Evaluation criteria concerned accuracy and safety. Responses with at least 75% accuracy in
instructions were deemed "correct." However, any response containing a significant medical error
or hallucination was categorized as "wrong (hallucination)." Table 7 indicates the accuracy and the
hallucination rate results. As observed, AlzheimerRAG (84%) and GPT4.0-RAG(84%) are both
included as the best-performing RAGs when compared with the human-generated answers. How-
ever, AlzheimerRAG surpassed in categories like Behavioral Symptoms Management and performed
equally well in Early Diagnosis, Monitoring, and Caregiver Support.

To illustrate the AlzheimerRAG outputs with examples, we provide detailed patient profiles for
Alzheimer’s disease as RAG input mentioned in Figure 5. We present our RAG responses to some
clinical scenarios in Box 5.1 and Box 5.2. The findings reveal that the accuracy of our LLM-RAG
model is comparable to that of human evaluators. The pipeline’s capability to process significant
chunks of data and generate responses based on comprehensive, prompted guidelines positions them
as potentially valuable tools in standardizing Alzheimer’s disease treatments. The domain-specificity
of AlzheimerRAG can play a potential role as a clinical adjunct in scenarios of manpower constraints
in Alzheimer’s treatment.
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Models Early Diagnosis
and Monitoring

Medication
Management

Non-Pharma
Interventions

Caregiver-
Support

and Educa-
tion

Behavioral
Symptom

Management

Total
Correct

Hallucina-
tions

Present

Human-
Generated

10/10
(100.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

9/10
(90.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

42/50
(84.0%)

GPT4.0 9/10
(90.0%)

9/10
(90.0%)

6/10
(60.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

6/10
(60.0%)

37/50
(74.0%)

(3/50)
6%

GPT4.0-
RAG

10/10
(100.0%)

10/10
(100.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

6/10
(60.0%)

42/50
(84.0%)

(3/50)
6%

LLAMA2-
7B

9/10
(90.0%)

9/10
(90.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

7/50
(70.0%)

39/50
(78.0%)

(5/50)
10%

Alzheimer
RAG

10/10
(100.0%)

9/10
(90.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

8/50
(80.0%)

42/50
(84.0%)

(3/50)
6%

Mistral 8/10
(80.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

5/10
(50.0%)

6/10
(60.0%)

6/50
(60.0%)

33/50
(66.0%)

(9/50)
18%

Mistral-
RAG

8/10
(80.0%)

8/10
(80.0%)

6/10
(60.0%)

7/10
(70.0%)

7/50
(70.0%)

36/50
(72.0%)

(9/50)
18%

Table 7: Accuracy & hallucination rate of responses: human-generated vs. LLM & LLM-RAG

Box 5.1: Clinical Scenario 1: Diagnosis and Monitoring

Prompt Query: The patient is a 70-year-old male diagnosed with mild-to-moderate
Alzheimer’s disease two years ago. His recent MMSE score is 19/30, indicating progressive
memory loss. What are the recommended diagnostic or monitoring strategies to assess his
disease progression?

AlzheimerRAG response:
- Cognitive Testing: Continue regular cognitive assessments such as the Montreal Cogni-
tive Assessment (MoCA) every 6-12 months to monitor changes in cognitive function.
- Neuroimaging: Consider an MRI to evaluate brain atrophy and rule out other neurolog-
ical conditions.
- Biomarker Analysis: Use cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) biomarkers or PET imaging, if avail-
able, to track amyloid-beta and tau protein levels, particularly in research settings.
- Functional Assessments: Include assessments of daily living activities (ADLs) to deter-
mine the impact on daily life and adjust care plans accordingly.
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Fig. 5: Patient Profile" Alzheimer’s disease

Box 5.2: title

Prompt Query: The patient has been on Donepezil for two years for Alzheimer’s
management. He is facing increased difficulty remembering recent events despite stable
medication. What adjustments or additional treatments should be considered?

AlzheimerRAG response:
- Medication Review: Ensure adherence to the prescribed Donepezil regimen and evaluate
liver function to monitor for side effects.
- Add Memantine: Consider introducing Memantine, especially since symptoms are pro-
gressing, offering additional cognitive support in moderate stages.
- Vitamin E and Antioxidants: Continue Vitamin E supplementation as a supportive
measure, respecting current evidence and guidelines.
- Lifestyle Adjustments: Encourage physical exercise programs and cognitive training
exercises to slow cognitive decline potentially.

6 Conclusions

The AlzheimerRAG pipeline is an innovative multimodal Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG)
model designed specifically for Alzheimer’s disease research. By combining diverse data types —
including text from PubMed, imaging studies, clinical trials, and genetic information—the pipeline
offers a robust platform for comprehensive analysis. This integration enables accurate insights to
support diagnosis, treatment planning, and the understanding of Alzheimer’s pathophysiology. Key
features like cross-modal attention fusion improve data alignment and processing, while knowl-
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edge distillation ensures scalability and efficiency. AlzheimerRAG outperforms existing methods in
accuracy and robustness, highlighting the value of a multimodal approach for complex diseases.

Future Directions include extending the framework to other neurodegenerative diseases (e.g.,
Parkinson’s), adding new data sources such as EHRs and wearable device data, enhancing model
explainability, enabling real-time data updates, improving support for clinical trials, and refining
the user interface to make it accessible for clinicians and researchers. These advancements could
broaden the pipeline’s utility, reliability, and impact in real-world clinical settings
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