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Abstract—Disease name normalization is an important task in
the medical domain. It classifies disease names written in various
formats into standardized names, serving as a fundamental
component in smart healthcare systems for various disease-
related functions. Nevertheless, the most significant obstacle
to existing disease name normalization systems is the severe
shortage of training data. Consequently, we present a novel
data augmentation approach that includes a series of data
augmentation techniques and some supporting modules to help
mitigate the problem. Through extensive experimentation, we
illustrate that our proposed approach exhibits significant perfor-
mance improvements across various baseline models and training
objectives, particularly in scenarios with limited training dataﬂ

Index Terms—Data Augmentation, Disease Name Normaliza-
tion, Medical Natural Language Processing

I. INTRODUCTION

Disease names play a pivotal role in modern intelligent
healthcare systems as it is involved in diverse tasks such
as intelligent consultation [1]], auxiliary diagnosis [2f, [3],
automated International Classification of Diseases (ICD) cod-
ing [4]-[6]], Diagnosis-Related Groups prediction [7]], [8], etc.
However, in clinical settings, doctors often write disease names
according to their own habits and preferences, leading to
numerous variations for the same disease. Therefore, to carry
out additional operations on disease names, it is necessary to
normalize them into standard names. As a result, disease name
normalization, which entails classifying the diagnosis terms in
clinical documents to standard names or classifications, plays
a critical role in the ecosystem.

One of the main challenges in the disease normalization
task is data scarcity. Specifically, a substantial proportion of
disease names and concepts are typically not covered in the
training set, leading to few-shot or zero-shot scenarios in the
normalization process. For example, in CHIP-CDN dataset [9],
only about 25% of all the diseases are provided. In this case,
it is extremely difficult for the models to gain comprehensive
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knowledge about the disease system. Although collecting more
data seems to be a natural solution to address this challenge,
it is more difficult to perform in the medical field due to
privacy concerns and the requirement for expertise. Hence,
in this work, we utilize data augmentation as a workaround to
address the data scarcity problem.

We design a novel data augmentation approach including
a set of data augmentation methods and some supporting
modules for Chinese disease name normalization tasks called
Disease Data Augmentation (DDA). Our data augmentation
methods are designed to provide the models with an extensive
understanding of disease names, particularly those that are ab-
sent in the original training set. Our experiments demonstrate
that our DDA approach outperforms all other data augmen-
tation counterparts and effectively enhances the performance
of various disease name normalization baselines. Furthermore,
our approach can perform much better with smaller datasets
and can achieve nearly 80% of the full performance even when
no data from the training set is provided.

II. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

This section introduces the task definition of disease name
normalization and our proposed data augmentation approach.

Definition 1 (Disease Name Normalization). Let D =
{d1,ds,...,d,} be the set of extracted disease terms from
clinical documents, and S = {s1, 52, ...,8m} be the set of
standard disease names, we define disease name normalization
as N(d;) = argmax,,cs P(s;|d;).

Definition 2 (Axis Word). Axis words are the word compo-
nents within disease names. We define three main axis words
used in our approach. Disease Center: The minimal term that
describes the nature of a disease. Anatomical Region: A part of
the human body that has actual meaning in anatomy. Disease
Characteristic: The characteristic of a disease that indicates
the subtype or the cause of the disease. Take “¥&"EMVEE XK
B[ (Proliferative Trichilemmal Cyst) as an example, F&Jf
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Fig. 1: Illustration of our proposed data augmentation techniques. The upper portion of the figure depicts the Axis-word
Replacement methods, and the lower portion depicts the Multi-Granularity Aggregation methods.

(Cyst), F & (Trichilemmal), and ¥&EVE (Proliferative) are
its Disease Center, Anatomical Region, and Disease Charac-
teristic, respectively.

A. Named Entity Recognition Module

The first module of our approach is a named entity recog-
nition (NER) system to locate and identify the axis words
from all the input disease names. To build the NER system,
we select 5,000 diseases from the International Classification
of Diseases (ICD) systenﬂ [10] and ask doctors to annotate
the labels (i.e., the three axis words) in BIO format [11]].
We use the traditional “BiLSTM + CRF” as the NER model
architecture. Specifically, there are three BiILSTM layers [[12]
with a hidden dimension of 100, a fully connected layer, and
a CRF layer [13]. The model achieves a 0.794 micro F1 score
in our final evaluation.

B. Data Augmentation Module

The data augmentation module consists of four data aug-
mentation methods, and they are divided into two main cate-
gories: Axis-word Replacement (AR) and Multi-Granularity
Aggregation (MGA). The main purpose of our data aug-
mentation methods is to provide the model with additional
knowledge, so we focus on exploring the components and re-
lationships within diseases to give the model a comprehensive
understanding of the various components and the hierarchical
classification system of disease names. Figure [T] illustrates the
two categories and four types of data augmentation methodﬂ

1) Axis-word Replacement (AR): Axis-word Replacement
method is designed based on the assumption that disease
names exhibit Structural Invariance property. This means
that replacing an axis word in a disease name with another
word of the same type still results in a meaningful disease

2We use ICD as the standard disease classification system.
3We have open-sourced the augmentation code on GitHub at https://github.
com/dreamtheater123/disease_name_dataset,

name. For example, when the anatomical region “#% (Iliac)” of
the disease “B% 5.5k /2 (Common iliac artery dissection)”
is replaced by another region “#il (Carotid)”, we derive a
name with the same type of disease but locates in another
region “Fi S\ BNk 2" (Common carotid artery dissection)”.
Since there are often matches of axis words between an
unnormalized disease name and a standard disease name in
the disease name normalization task, simultaneously replacing
the same axis word in both the unnormalized name and the
standard name can typically ensure that the newly generated
pair will still match. We leverage both the ICD and task data
(data from the disease name normalization training set) to
perform Axis-word Replacement. The detailed descriptions of
each category of Axis-word Replacements are as follows:

« AR1 (Figure [T} top left corner): First, we select a pair of
diseases (disease A and disease B) that share one or more
axis words (axisl in the figure) but differ in another axis
word (axis2 in the figure). Then, we replace axis2 in disease
A with the same axis2 in disease B.

« AR2 (Figure [T} top right corner): First, we select a pair
of unnormalized-standard diseases from the disease name
normalization training set. Let the unnormalized disease be
disease A, and the standard disease be disease B. Then, find
disease C from the ICD system that shares one or more axis
words (axisl in the figure) but differs in another axis word
(axis2). Finally, we replace axis2 in disease A to be the
same axis2 in disease C, so that the replaced disease A and
disease C can form a new disease name normalization pair.

Remark 1. For both ARI and AR2, we can choose either of
the three axis words to perform replacement.

2) Multi-Granularity — Aggregation  (MGA): Multi-
Granularity Aggregation (MGA) method is designed based on
the hierarchical structure of the ICD system. The granularity
levels of this structure are organized by the length of the
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ICD codes. For example, in ICD-10 Beijing Clinical Version
601, the disease name of the 4-digit code “A18.2” is “#J&
CERZPEMRE 45 R (Peripheral Tuberculous Lymphadenitis)”,
and it has in total 10 child diseases that have a fine-grained
description, with 6-digit codes ranging from “A18.201” to
“A18.210”, such as “A18.201: AR IEI E45451% (Inguinal
lymph node tuberculosis)” and “A18.202: #ll bk B 45 45
#% (Submandibular lymph node tuberculosis)”. This shows
that the ICD system exhibits a tree-like structure, where
a coarse-defined disease can be associated with multiple
fine-grained diseases. We implement MGA augmentation
using the following methods:

e MGA - Code (Figure [T bottom left corner): We assign
the label of a 6-digit disease name to its corresponding 4-
digit disease name. We refer to this method as “aggregation”
because typically a 4-digit disease name can be linked to
several 6-digit disease names, allowing the model to learn
which diseases are similar.

o MGA - Region (Figure [I] bottom right corner): In addition
to the ICD system, anatomical regions also exhibit a tree-like
hierarchical structure, where smaller regions can be grouped
together to form a larger region. We use an expert-annotated
region tree to identify disease names that share the same
center but where the region of one disease is the larger
region of another. We then assign the classification labels
of the smaller-region disease names to their corresponding
larger-region disease names.

C. Semantic Filtering Module

Since the augmented data might contain low-quality data,
we design a filtering module to eliminate disease pairs with
low confidence, based on the assumption that unnormalized
names should closely resemble standard names. To measure
the level of similarity, the first criterion is a normalized n-
gram matching (ngm) score between an unnormalized disease
name (UDN) and a standard disease name (SDN):

min(j,k)
ngm(UDN, SDN) _ D) \n-grarilr(lililg1}3ﬁn-gram(SDN)\7 (1)

where j and k are the lengths of UDN and SDN, respectively.
Specifically, for each pair, we generate n-grams from n
equals 1 to the length of the shorter name in the pair. We
then calculate the number of matched pairs and divide it by
the length of the shorter name. This equation measures the
similarity in the character level. The second criterion is a
cosine similarity score between the contextual embeddings of
UDN and SDN outputted by BERT [14], i.e.,

T __ BERT(UDN)-BERT(SDN)
similarity(UDN, SDN) = mmerropaserrcspn 2

which measures the similarity from the contextual semantic
level. The final dataset is derived by filtering out generated
data pairs below the threshold of the normalized n-gram score
or the cosine similarity score,

Final Dataset = {(GeneratedPairs)ingm(UDN,SDN) > «
A similarity(UDN, SDN) > 8},

3)

where we set « and 3 to be the threshold for the normalized
n-gram score and the cosine similarity score, respectively. In
this work, we set « and 3 to be 0.7 and 0.8, respectively. As
a result, 419,472 pairs of disease names are generated.

D. Training Paradigm

We train the models in two steps: first, we use augmented
data for pre-training, followed by original task data for fine-
tuning. The reason is that although the semantic filtering
module helps eliminate low-quality disease pairs from the
augmented data, it can’t guarantee that all remaining names
are genuine, which could negatively affect performance. Since
our goal is to use a large volume of data to provide the model
with extensive knowledge, we leverage generated disease pairs
during pre-training.

III. EXPERIMENTS

This section contains the experimental results to show the
effectiveness of our proposed DDA approach. We evaluate our
DDA approach on CHIP-CDN, which is a Chinese disease
name normalization dataset [9]] containing 6,000, 2,000, and
1,000 unnormalized-standard disease pairs in training, val-
idation, and test set, respectively. We assess our approach
using four baseline models: BiLSTM [12]], BERT-base [14],
CDN-Baseline (from CBLUE) [9]], and BI-HARDNCE [[1]]. For
BiLSTM, we use two BiLSTM layers with a hidden dimension
of 256 followed by an MLP layer for classification. For BERT-
base, we employ the CLS vector [14] for classification. The
CDN-Baseline is based on the BERT-base model and fol-
lows a recall-decide” approach, recalling all relevant disease
names before making the final decision. BI-HARDNCE is a
contrastive learning-based method also based on BERT-base.
We report all metrics on the validation set.
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Fig. 2: Performance comparison on smaller datasets for Bil.-
STM and BERT-base. The smaller datasets are derived by
randomly sampling a portion of the CHIP-CDN training set.
The validation set of CHIP-CDN stays the same.



TABLE I: Top: comparison for the choice of different data augmentation approaches across multiple baseline models using the
CHIP-CDN dataset. Middle: Ablation study for the DDA approach. Bottom: Comparison between the performance of zero-shot

inference and full fine-tuning over various baseline models.

DA Approaches BiLSTM  BERT-base

CDN-Baseline

BI-HARDNCE  BI-HARDNCE

(Metric) (Acc) (Acc) (F1) (RECALL@5) (NDCG@5)
None 0.455 0.558 0.554 0.857 0.816
EDA 0.451 0.519 0.561 0.795 0.798
BT 0.466 0.556 0.578 0.845 0.828
DDA (ours) 0.518 0.579 0.592 0.866 0.840
DDA - AR 0.487 0.568 0.588 0.861 0.833
DDA - MGA 0.455 0.558 0.554 0.857 0.816
DDA - ngm 0.505 0.572 0.581 0.858 0.830
DDA - similarity 0.485 0.560 0.574 0.857 0.826
Zero-Shot 0.034 0.073 0.113 0.672 0.670
We first evaluate the effectiveness of our DDA approach REFERENCES

by comparing it to two baseline approaches: EDA [15]] and
Back Translation (BT). As shown in the top part of Table[I]
both EDA and back-translation have a detrimental impact on
performance in certain scenarios (especially EDA), but DDA
enhances performance across all scenarios. We then conduct
an ablation study to illustrate the effectiveness of each category
of data augmentation method in DDA. As shown in the middle
part of Table [Il when removing either type of method or the
semantic filtering rules one by one, we observe a decline in
performance. This shows that all the data augmentation and
filtering methods are effective.

We aim to evaluate performance improvements on smaller
datasets from CHIP-CDN, as data scarcity is more pronounced
in smaller datasets. We conduct experiments with training set
sizes ranging from 5% to 100% of the original. As shown
in Figure [2] the performance gap between whether to use
our data augmentation or not is significantly larger when
fewer training data is used. We further perform a zero-shot
evaluation for all four pre-trained baseline models (without
fine-tuning). BI-HARDNCE is able to recover nearly 80%
of the full performance for RECALL@5 and NDCG@5, as
depicted in the bottom part of Table

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigate disease name normalization in
Chinese, highlighting the challenge of limited labeled data
for model training. To address the challenge, we propose a
novel data augmentation approach with two methods: Axis-
word Replacement (AR) and Multi-Granularity Aggregation
(MGA). These methods create new training pairs by manip-
ulating disease name elements and aggregating based on the
hierarchical structure of the ICD classification system. Our
experiments show that this approach significantly improves
performance across various baseline models compared to
general text augmentation methods.
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