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Abstract

With the recent advancements in vision-
language models (VLMs) driven by large lan-
guage models (LLMs), many researchers have
focused on models that comprised of an im-
age encoder, an image-to-language projection
layer, and a text decoder architectures, lead-
ing to the emergence of works like LLava-Med.
However, these works primarily operate at the
whole-image level, aligning general informa-
tion from 2D medical images without attending
to finer details. As a result, these models of-
ten provide irrelevant or non-clinically valuable
information while missing critical details.

Medical vision-language tasks differ signifi-
cantly from general images, particularly in their
focus on fine-grained details, while excluding
irrelevant content. General domain VLMs tend
to prioritize global information due to their de-
sign, which compresses the entire image into
a multi-token representation that is passed into
the LLM decoder. Therefore, current VLMs all
lack the capability to restrict their attention to
particular areas.

To address this critical issue in the medical do-
main, we introduce MedVP, an visual prompt
generation and fine-tuning framework, which
involves extract medical entities, generate vi-
sual prompts, and adapt datasets for visual
prompt guided fine-tuning. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first work to explicitly in-
troduce visual prompt into medical VLMs, and
we successfully outperform recent state-of-the-
art large models across multiple medical VQA
datasets. Extensive experiments are conducted
to analyze the impact of different visual prompt
forms and how they contribute to performance
improvement. The results demonstrate both the
effectiveness and clinical significance of our
approach.

*Equal Contribution.

Figure 1: The figure illustrates the difference in the rea-
soning process of the Vision-Language Model (VLM)
with and without visual prompts. By emulating how
humans approach vision-language tasks, we use an aux-
iliary visual prompt, akin to pointing at a specific region,
to help the model focus more easily on the relevant de-
tails and generate accurate responses.

1 Introduction

As human beings, we inherently rely on visual cues
or prompts to understand complex visual content in
greater detail. These visual prompts may take vari-
ous forms, yet they serve a fundamentally similar
purpose: to direct our attention toward critical ar-
eas that contain rich information or are of particular
interest.

Current mainstream pre-trained vision-language
models often lack mechanisms to direct their at-
tention to specific areas of interest. Instead, their
attention is typically distributed according to pri-
ors learned during the pre-training stage. How-
ever, these pre-trained attention patterns are not
universally applicable, particularly in specialized
domains such as biomedical images. Medical im-
ages often exhibit large regions that appear visu-
ally similar, with only small, detailed areas—such
as regions of abnormality, small nodules, or le-
sions—providing critical information. Therefore,
inspired by the human recognition process, we pro-
pose a framework to adjust the prior attention dis-
tribution of vision-language models to a posterior
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distribution given the language context by embed-
ding explicit visual prompts within the images. To
comprehensively explain our approach, it is impor-
tant to first provide a brief review of the current de-
sign and mechanisms underlying vision-language
models.

Vision-Language Models (VLMs) are a class
of models designed to process both image and text
inputs for cross-modal tasks. Depending on the spe-
cific task, the architecture and pre-training strate-
gies of these models can vary significantly. For the
purposes of this discussion, we will focus specifi-
cally on Large Vision-Language Models (LVLMs),
a subset of VLMs that are particularly designed
for image-to-language tasks, such as Visual Ques-
tion Answering (VQA) and Image Captioning. In
this line of research, foundation models such as
BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023) and LLaVA (Liu et al.,
2024b) have significantly influenced the design
of current mainstream LVLMs. Taking LLaVA
as an example, these models are typically com-
posed of an image encoder, a projection layer,
and a Large Language Model (LLM)-driven de-
coder. The image inputs are first encoded into
image embeddings using pre-trained models like
ViT (Dosovitskiy, 2020) or CLIP (Radford et al.,
2021), representing the image in a latent space.
The projection layer then maps these image embed-
dings into the language representation space and
concated the M-length visual embedding vectors
with the language embedding vectors to be pro-
cessed by the transformer-based decoder. Due to
the Multi-Head Self-Attention(MHSA) mechanism
in transformer blocks, image embeddings will be
attended by other language tokens to capture the
image-level information. In the majority of Vision-
Language Models (VLMs) (Li et al., 2023; Liu
et al., 2024b), the pre-training task involves gen-
erating descriptions of image content in an evenly
distributed manner. This approach often results in
the attention of language tokens being uniformly
allocated across all visual embedding tokens, with-
out any explicit constraints or guidance. Although
this training method facilitates the VLM’s under-
standing of overall visual information, it prevents
the model from paying special attention to critical
details, and it often leads to the inclusion of irrele-
vant information. As previously mentioned, such
an attention mechanism is not conducive to solv-
ing medical image understanding tasks, as most
medical images maintain consistency in anatomi-
cal structures (e.g., all individuals have the same

organs). However, the details, such as tumours,
distinguish one medical image from another. To
mitigate this problem, recent research (Yang et al.,
2023; Rasheed et al., 2024; Cai et al., 2024; Zhang
et al., 2024; Kirillov et al., 2023) has increasingly
recognized the value of visual prompts and their ap-
plication in vision-language tasks. Visual prompts
can be categorized as implicit or explicit concern-
ing the visual inputs. In the case of implicit visual
prompts, no direct markers are applied to the im-
ages; rather, they are introduced at the level of
visual features within hidden layers. In this study,
we will focus on explicit visual prompts directly
added to the input images, allowing for more direct
interaction with the visual model.

Inspired by ViP-LLaVA (Cai et al., 2024) and
SAM (Kirillov et al., 2023), we decide to add vi-
sual markers such as bounding boxes, scribbles,
and circles into the input images to highlight the
Region of Interest (ROI) for the visual-prompt
guided VLMs to focus on important features. How-
ever, current works(Zhang et al., 2024; Cai et al.,
2024; Kirillov et al., 2023) usually assume the vi-
sual markers are provided interactively by human
annotators. Given the high cost of acquiring hu-
man annotations in medical images, we propose a
novel method, MedVP(Medical Visual Prompting)
that will automatically generate visual prompts for
the interested region given the context. Specifi-
cally, our framework first extracts entities or rele-
vant keywords from the queries, as our focus is on
medical Visual Question Answering (VQA) tasks.
Next, we fine-tune an open-set grounding model
that generates coordinates for the target area based
on the identified medical entities. Finally, these
coordinates are used to generate visual prompts
in various formats—such as scribbles, bounding
boxes, or circles—on the input images. Along
with the visual-prompted images, we adapt the
text Question-Answer pairs from SLAKE, VQA-
RAD, and PMC-VQA datasets to ensure that the
language decoder becomes aware of the presence
of our visual prompt markers within the images.
For example, we incorporate text such as "Care-
fully observe the area in the red box..." to guide
the LLM-driven decoder to focus on the visually
prompted area, ensuring that the model pays at-
tention to the regions highlighted by the visual
prompts. The visual-prompted images are fine-
tuned with Vision-Language Models (VLMs) to de-
velop our model, MedVP-LLaVA—the first medi-
cal VLM guided by visual prompts. We find that



our MedVP-LLaVA performs effectively in med-
ical VQA tasks, significantly enhancing perfor-
mance across multiple datasets.

In conclusion, our MedVP method has at least
the following contribution:

1. We are the first to introduce explicit vi-
sual prompts into medical-specialized Vision-
Language Models, and we validate the effec-
tiveness of visual prompts in enhancing per-
formance for medical VQA tasks.

2. We design a whole framework from extracting
keywords from VQA queries to visual ground-
ing given medical entities, generate the visual
prompts to the images and adapt three VQA
datasets to include the information of our vi-
sual prompts.

3. We then fine-tune the MedVP-LLaVA, a
visual-prompt-aware Vision-Language Model
(VLM) tailored for the medical imaging do-
main, and validate its superiority across multi-
ple medical VQA datasets.

4. We will release the model weights for both
MedVP-LLaVA and the medical grounding
model, which has been trained on a large
dataset. Additionally, we will make our modi-
fied VQA datasets publicly available to accel-
erate research in developing medical VLMs.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Medical Vision Language Model
Medical Large Vision-Language Models (Med-
VLMs) combine large language models (LLMs)
with medical-specific visual modules, allowing
them to process medical images alongside clini-
cal queries. When presented with a medical image,
the vision encoder extracts visual features, which
are then transformed by an adapter module into a
format interpretable by the LLM. Utilizing this mul-
timodal input, the model autoregressively predicts
the next token in the sequence. A critical capabil-
ity of these models is Visual Question Answering
(VQA), where the model is tasked with answering
questions accurately based on the content of the
given image.

2.2 Region-Level Image Understanding
In most VLMs, the input typically consists of both
an image and text, with the model generating re-
sponses by integrating the global information from

the image and the accompanying text input. How-
ever, a common issue arises when the model fails
to focus adequately on local regions and fine de-
tails, which often leads to incorrect answers. In the
domain of natural images, there are three primary
approaches to enhancing large models’ attention to
local image information, one is incorporating learn-
able soft tokens into visual inputs for parameter-
efficient finetuning (Bahng et al., 2022; Khattak
et al., 2023). The second approach is concatenating
an image sequence to demonstrate new tasks (Bai
et al., 2024; Bar et al., 2022), or using Region
of Interest (ROI) features [42] to align language
with specific image regions, and (iii) grounding re-
gions by overlaying visual markers (such as masks,
boxes, or circles) onto the visual inputs (Yao et al.,
2024; Zellers et al., 2021). In medical imaging,
the focus on local regions is particularly crucial, as
accurate diagnosis and assessment of abnormalities
typically require a combination of both local and
global information. However, research on incorpo-
rating local region attention in Med-VLMs is still
relatively underexplored.

3 Method

In this section, we outline the proposed method,
detailing the training pipeline and objectives for
Med-VLMs, including the visual prompt extraction
process and fine-tuning downstream medical visual
question answering tasks.

3.1 Region Level Medical Knowledge
Alignment

Med-VLMs primarily perform alignment training
at the image level, as seen in LLaVA-Med (Li et al.,
2024) using visual instruction tuning (Liu et al.,
2024b) to align medical context and vision knowl-
edge. However, in medical imaging, diagnostic
reasoning often hinges on specific details or local-
ized regions, such as lesions or organs. Failing to
adequately focus on these critical areas can lead to
incorrect model predictions. Therefore, our train-
ing approach ensures that while the model captures
global information, it also strengthens the model’s
focus and understanding of key regions. Specif-
ically, during instruction tuning for Med-VLMs,
we incorporate annotations of local regions in the
images, and the corresponding descriptions contain
text that explicitly references these annotated areas.
Therefore, we call these annotations visual prompts
for the VLMs, since they prompt the models to at-



Figure 2: The framework of MedVP-LLaVA: an automated, explicit visual prompt-guided approach for medical
vision-language models. The framework first aligns the model with region-level medical knowledge. Additionally, it
generates explicit visual prompts by leveraging keywords from the question and visual grounding models, integrating
these prompts into medical images to enhance performance on medical VQA tasks.

tend to specific areas. Each training sample thus
consists of three components: the medical image
(I), the coordinates of the visual prompts referring
to the region of interest within the image (P), and
the associated text description (T). The description
includes both whole-image-level information and
specific details about the region of interest. Follow-
ing the setting in ViP-LLaVA (Cai et al., 2024), for
the vision part, we merge the image I and its visual
prompts using alpha blending, generating a com-
posite representation that emphasizes the relevant
local areas.

Î = α ·P+ (1− α) · I, (1)

where α ∈ [0, 1] denotes the transparency level of
the visual prompt.

Using the blended image with the highlighted
regions and the accompanying detailed text de-
scription, we perform autoregressive language mod-
elling to maximize the likelihood of generating the
tokens of the ground-truth answer Tx:

P (Tx | Î,Tinstruct) =

L∏
i=1

Pθ(xi | Î,Tinstruct,Tx,<i)
(2)

where θ represents the trainable parameters,
Xinstruct is the text instruction for generating the
target description, L is the sequence length of the
answer Tx, and Tx,<i denotes all the answer to-
kens before the current prediction token xi, where
i denotes the steps during text token generation.

3.2 Entity Recognition

Since the Med-VLM requires regions of interest
(ROI) to establish region-level cognition and un-
derstanding, it is crucial to obtain effective visual
prompts for medical images. A key challenge we
face is generating accurate region-level annotations
for medical images. We adopted a two-step ap-
proach: first, extracting region-level entities, and
then feeding these entities into a visual prompt ex-
tractor to generate the visual prompt. In the medical
visual question answering task, we start by analyz-
ing the question to identify potential region-level
entities that could aid in answering it. To generate
these entities, we employ an LLM, which offers
greater flexibility and can be easily guided with
prompts to produce helpful entities compared to
other entity recognition models. For each question
Q in the visual question answering task, we prompt



the LLM to identify a set of entities:

E = LLM(Q,Tprompt) (3)

where E represents the set of entities the LLM cap-
tures from question Q, and Tprompt represents the
prompt for entity extraction. The extracted entities
may include specific organs or diseases mentioned
in Q, or more general terms for potential relevant
organs and diseases. They are the preliminary for
generating visual prompts using the visual prompt
extractor.

3.3 Visual Prompt Position Extraction

In the previous step, we identified region-level en-
tities that could potentially assist in answering the
question. The next step involves using a visual
prompt extractor to obtain the visual prompt coordi-
nates, utilizing these entities and the corresponding
image. Specifically, we employed the Grounding
DINO model (Liu et al., 2023), which is a detection
model that supports (image, text) input for open-
vocabulary detection of entities described by the
provided text within the image. Grounding DINO
has shown strong performance in open-vocabulary
detection on natural images. However, due to the
extensive use of specialized terminology for or-
gans and lesions in the medical field, the existing
Grounding DINO model struggles to accurately
detect region-level entities in the medical images
domain. To address this, we first fine-tune Ground-
ing DINO for the medical imaging domain.

Using a medical dataset consisting of images,
texts, and coordinates, we adapt Grounding DINO
to the specific requirements of medical image de-
tection. Fine-tuning involves applying contrastive
loss (Radford et al., 2021) between predicted ob-
jects and language tokens for classification, along-
side L1 loss and GIoU loss (Rezatofighi et al.,
2019) for bounding box regression.

Following fine-tuning, we obtain a Grounding
DINO model capable of accurately detecting med-
ical entities. By inputting the region-level entity
names into the model, we extract the visual prompt
coordinates corresponding to the relevant regions
in the medical images:

P = DINO(I, E) (4)

3.4 Visual Prompt Generation

We incorporate the visual prompts detected by
Grounding DINO into medical images through the

alpha blending technique outlined in Equation 1.
Since manual annotation of medical images is a
common practice in clinical settings, it is essential
for our model to be capable of recognizing and
interpreting the diverse types of visual prompts
frequently employed in these contexts. To address
this, we introduce a set of clinically prevalent visual
prompts (scribble, rectangle, ellipse) during
training to enhance the model’s capability in rec-
ognizing different annotation types. For each set
of coordinates, one of these shapes is randomly
selected and applied through alpha blending, result-
ing in images that contain diverse forms of visual
prompt annotations.

By integrating these region-specific visual
prompts into the image, we steer the model’s atten-
tion towards the relevant areas indicated in question
Q. To facilitate this, we extract two key attributes
(colour, category) of the visual prompt to de-
scribe the visual annotation and guide the model’s
focus to the appropriate region.

4 Experiment

4.1 Experiment Setup

Base Model. We utilize ViP-LLaVA 7B (Cai et al.,
2024) as our base model. ViP-LLaVA (Cai et al.,
2024) was initially pre-trained on natural image
datasets and allows for user interaction by incorpo-
rating visual prompts into the images, enhancing
the model’s ability to interpret and respond to in-
puts. We use it as our base model because it has a
better capability of identifying regions in marked
regions
Knowledge Pre-training of Med-VLM. To inject
medical knowledge into our model, we pre-train
ViP-LLaVA 7B using a subset of the MedTrinity-
20M dataset (Xie et al., 2024), which consists of
triplets in the format image, ROI, description. Each
ROI (region of interest) corresponds to an abnor-
mality annotated with a bounding box. The descrip-
tions provide a multi-granular textual explanation,
covering disease or lesion type, imaging modality,
region-specific details, and inter-regional relation-
ships. This pre-training on medical images equips
ViP-LLaVA with domain-specific knowledge, en-
abling the model to focus on region-specific infor-
mation in medical contexts.
Finetuning of Visual Prompts Extractor. We
use Grounding DINO (Liu et al., 2023) as our vi-
sual prompt extractor, which takes text input and
identifies the corresponding regions in images. To



Table 1: Performance of MedVP-LLaVA on three medical visual question answering datasets. Following the routing
in LLaVA-Med (Li et al., 2024), we report the recall value in column Open for open-set questions. For closed-set
questions, we report the accuracy in the Closed column. The best results are bold.

Models VQA-RAD SLAKE PMC-VQA
Open Closed Open Closed Closed

Zero Shot

BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023) 17.5 67.7 26.9 52.4 24.3
Qwen-VL-Chat (Bai et al., 2023) - 47.0 - 56.0 36.6
Open-Flamingo (Awadalla et al., 2023) 15.4 61.4 13.8 29.5 26.4
LLaVA (Liu et al., 2024a) 20.7 59.1 26.8 50.2 29.7
RadFM (Wu et al., 2023) - 50.6 - 34.6 25.9
Med-Flamingos (Moor et al., 2023) 20.4 71.9 16.9 49.5 27.2
LLaVA-Med (Li et al., 2024) 28.2 61.4 39.2 52.2 32.9

Finetuned on the Respective Dataset

PMC-CLIP (Lin et al., 2023) 52.0 75.4 72.7 80.0 37.1
MedVInT-TE (Zhang et al., 2023) 69.3 84.2 88.2 87.7 39.2
MedVInT-TD (Zhang et al., 2023) 73.7 86.8 84.5 86.3 40.3
LLaVA-Med (Li et al., 2024) 72.2 84.2 70.9 86.8 35.7
LLaVA-Med++ (Xie et al., 2024) 77.1 86.0 86.2 89.3 46.8
MedVP-LLaVA (ours) 89.3 97.3 91.6 92.9 58.3

adapt Grounding DINO for annotation tasks in the
medical domain, we fine-tune it using the combina-
tion of the SLAKE training dataset and SAMed-2D
dataset (Ye et al., 2023). The SLAKE (Liu et al.,
2021) dataset has region-level annotations of dif-
ferent organs and diseases on the x-ray image. The
SAMed-2D dataset (Ye et al., 2023) includes over
20,000 images from various modalities, such as
MRI, CT, ultrasound, PET, X-ray, fundus, and en-
doscopy. The annotated masks are converted into
bounding box coordinates, covering a wide range
of organs and disease types.
Choice of Visual Prompts. We utilize three types
of visual prompts for image annotation: scribble,
rectangle, and ellipse, chosen for their frequent ap-
plication in medical imaging. During fine-tuning,
different visual prompt shapes are randomly ap-
plied to the images, allowing the model to learn
how to interpret and respond to a variety of prompt
shapes, thereby improving its robustness and flex-
ibility. The examples of different types of visual
prompts are shown in the appendix.

4.2 Results

In this section, we assess the performance of
MedVP-LLaVA across three distinct medical VQA
datasets, comparing our approach against several
state-of-the-art methods in the field.

4.2.1 Evaluation of the Benchmarks
We evaluated our method on three medical VQA
datasets: SLAKE (Liu et al., 2021), VQA-
RAD (Lau et al., 2018), and PMC-VQA (Zhang

et al., 2023). Both SLAKE and VQA-RAD con-
tain two types of questions: Open and Closed.
PMC-VQA is a multi-modal, multiple-choice VQA
dataset. As shown in Table 1, our approach consis-
tently outperforms the current state-of-the-art meth-
ods. On the SLAKE and VQA-RAD datasets, our
method achieves significant improvements. Specif-
ically, on the VQA-RAD dataset, our method
demonstrates an improvement of over 10% on
both the open and closed metrics. On the SLAKE
dataset, our approach also achieves a significant
average improvement of approximately 4% com-
pared to the best-performing models. The fine-
tuned MedVP-LLaVA shows particularly strong
gains on the closed-set questions in the VQA-RAD
dataset. For the PMC-VQA dataset, where each
question requires selecting the correct answer from
four options, our method also achieves the best per-
formance, surpassing a range of advanced models
in the medical VQA setting.

4.3 Analysis

In this section, we primarily analyze the role of vi-
sual prompts in the medical VQA task and evaluate
the performance of MedVP-LLaVA under differ-
ent visual prompt shape settings. We also analyze
why the inclusion of visual prompts leads to perfor-
mance improvements in the medical VQA task. We
will also examine the clinical value of our approach,
discuss its applicability, and provide examples of
specific cases.



4.3.1 Ablation Studies on Visual Prompts
During the fine-tuning phase, the visual prompt
plays a crucial role in improving the performance
on Medical VQA tasks. As shown in Table 2, incor-

Table 2: Ablation study on the impact of using vi-
sual prompts during fine-tuning on downstream medical
VQA datasets. ‘VP’ in the first column refers to visual
prompts. Both the open and close set accuracy are re-
ported.

MedVP-LLaVA VQA-RAD SLAKE PMC-VQA
Open Closed Open Closed Closed

w/o VP 79.81 92.92 72.56 87.23 54.14
w VP 80.41 97.27 79.22 92.88 58.30

porating visual prompts during fine-tuning signifi-
cantly enhances the model’s test results compared
to the absence of visual prompts. This highlights
the importance of Med-VLM’s ability to observe
and analyze local information in medical VQA
tasks.

Table 3: Performance of different visual prompt cate-
gories on three medical VQA datasets during inference.
The ‘Mix’ row represents the use of a combination of
the three visual prompt types. We report both the accu-
racy of the open-set and closed-set questions.

Category
VQA-RAD SLAKE PMC-VQA

Open Closed Open Closed Closed

Scribble 79.38 96.10 80.62 91.82 58.19
Rectangle 81.90 96.40 78.29 91.35 58.24
Ellipse 82.47 96.80 79.06 92.54 58.12

Mix 80.41 97.27 79.22 92.88 58.30

4.3.2 Performance on Various Visual Prompts
We compared the performance of our model on
medical VQA under different visual prompt cate-
gories, as shown in Table 3. The results indicate
that the ellipse visual prompt slightly outperforms
the Rectangle prompt, which in turn performs bet-
ter than the scribble prompt. This outcome can be
attributed to the varying visual saliency and cov-
erage of different prompts—rectangle and ellipse
prompts generally cover a broader area and are
more visually prominent compared to the scribble
prompt. As observed in the table, using a mix of all
three prompt types enhances overall performance.
Incorporating various prompts during both training
and testing improves the model’s robustness. As a
result, even when tested with a single type of visual
prompt, the model’s performance does not exhibit

significant degradation, remaining relatively con-
sistent across different prompt types.

4.3.3 Analysis of Model’s Reliance on the
Visual Prompt.

In this section, we design an experiment to eval-
uate the impact of reducing the annotation level
of Grounding DINO during inference, specifically
analyzing the effect of different visual prompt ra-
tios when the annotation quantity is decreased to
80%, 60%, 40%, and 20% of the original dataset.
As shown in table 4, reducing the labelling ratio
results in a noticeable performance degradation
compared to full annotation. For instance, in the
VQA-RAD dataset, when the labelling ratio is re-
duced to 20%, Open accuracy drops by approx-
imately 1.5%, while Close accuracy declines by
about 0.5%. This highlights the model’s depen-
dence on visual prompts to assist in answering
questions. Moreover, we observe that as the visual

Table 4: Performance comparison across three medical
VQA datasets with varying visual prompt annotation
ratios in the test set images. We report both the accuracy
of the open-set and closed-set questions.

Ratio
SLAKE VQA-RAD PMC-VQA

Open Close Open Close Ratio

20% 78.22 89.45 78.86 96.88 57.94
40% 78.37 90.35 78.35 96.88 58.01
60% 78.69 89.84 78.86 97.27 58.13
80% 78.69 91.73 78.35 96.10 58.10
100% 79.22 92.88 80.41 97.27 58.30

prompt labelling ratio decreases, the model’s per-
formance during inference remains relatively stable.
This suggests that the use of visual prompts dur-
ing training has significantly enhanced the model’s
decision-making capabilities. Visual prompts ap-
pear to guide the model in attending to the relevant
areas of the image, allowing it to learn more effec-
tively which details and regions to prioritize. As a
result, even when visual prompts are limited dur-
ing inference, the model is still able to generate
accurate responses by focusing on the key areas.

4.3.4 Visualization of Model’s Attention with
Visual Prompts

To further investigate whether the model has cor-
rectly established region-level attention and under-
standing, we visualized MedVP-LLaVA’s attention
on the medical images, as shown in Fig 6. Fol-
lowing the setting in this work (Yu et al., 2024),



Figure 3: Visualization results of our cross-attention map. The red boxes are the visual prompts generated by
our grounding model. As illustrated, the yellow area indicates high attention values and largely overlaps with the
visually prompted area.

we visualize the cross-attention map between the
generated tokens and the visual embedding tokens.
The regions coloured yellow show the regions that
affect more on the model’s response. In the first
example, the heatmap shows that our model accu-
rately focuses on the region of interest. Addition-
ally, in the rightmost figure, we can see that the
model correctly attends to the liver. This attention
map illustrates the regions of the image that the
model focuses on while generating responses to
the queries. As illustrated in the figure, we can
conclude that after our visual-prompt-guiding fine-
tuning, our model can constrain its attention to our
visual prompts area.

4.3.5 Clinical Significance of Applying Visual
Prompts

Our approach incorporates visual prompts to assist
in the medical VQA task, which not only enhances
the model’s performance but also holds clinical
significance for medical image analysis. During
training, visual prompts guide the model to focus
on the most pertinent regions, improving both the
efficiency and effectiveness of the learning process.
In the inference stage, visual prompts provide valu-
able reference points for the model when answering
questions, thereby improving the interpretability of
its responses and increasing its safety. These fac-
tors are critical in the context of medical imaging

applications.

5 Limitations

Also, during knowledge pre-training stage, the
dataset we utilize contains AI-generated Question-
Answering contents. These contents might not be
factually accurate, considering the LLMs are suffer-
ing Hallucination problems for challenging tasks,
especially in the medical domain. However, consid-
ering the high cost of acquiring human annotated
data for medical images, we have to choose such
data to augment our training corpus. In our future
work, we will dedicate to more rigorous data clean-
ing methods and implement RAG algorithms in our
model to avoid factual errors.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we propose the MedVP method,
which introduces explicit visual prompts into med-
ical images to guide Med-VLMs in focusing on
specific Regions of Interest (ROIs) for medical
VQA tasks. Our approach includes a medical visual
prompt extraction process. First, we use LLM to
identify medical entities from the questions. Next,
we train a grounding model to locate the ROIs in
the images based on the extracted entity names. Fi-
nally, we blend the visual prompts with the medical
images. Our MedVP-LLaVA method significantly



outperforms recent state-of-the-art large models
across three medical VQA datasets by a substantial
margin, demonstrating the effectiveness of utiliz-
ing visual prompts to guide medical VLMs in the
medical VQA task.
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A Data

A.1 Data Statistics

The quantities of all the data sets are shown in Ta-
ble 5. During the knowledge pre-training stage,
we extract a subset of Med-Trinity datasets to fin-
tune our model. This subset includes images from
SLAKE, VQA-RAD, and PATH-VQA.

During fine-tuning, we only use the training set
data from the SLAKE, VQA-RAD, and PMC-VQA
datasets.

A.2 Involved Datasets

We leveraged three publicly available medical VQA
datasets: VQA-RAD, SLAKE, and PMC-VQA.

• SLAKE: SLAKE is a bilingual dataset in En-
glish and Chinese, comprising 642 images and
14,028 question-answer pairs, designed for
training and evaluating Med-VQA systems.

• VQA-RAD: A radiology-focused VQA
dataset that includes radiological images and
corresponding questions, aimed at assess-
ing the model’s performance in answering
domain-specific questions about various types
of radiological findings.

• PMC-VQA: A large-scale dataset constructed
from PubMed Central (PMC) articles, focus-
ing on medical visual question answering with
figures and charts extracted from research pa-
pers, testing models on understanding com-
plex visual and textual medical data.

B Visualization of Visual Prompts

We present the visualization results of the inte-
grated visual prompts in the images, demonstrating
three types of visual prompts with varying sizes
and levels of transparency.

C Implementation Details

All experiments were conducted on RTX 4090 and
H100 GPUs. For region-level medical domain
alignment, we used a learning rate of 2e-5 and
a batch size of 64. When detecting bounding boxes
with Grounding DINO, we set the prediction score
threshold to 0.2 and the batch size to 24.

For downstream fine-tuning, we applied a learn-
ing rate of 2e-5, a batch size of 128, and a warm-
up ratio of 0.03. The fine-tuning process on 4
RTX 4090 GPUs took approximately 6 hours for

SLAKE, 2 hours for VQA-RAD, and 20 hours for
PMC-VQA. Grounding DINO fine-tuning, also on
4 RTX 4090 GPUs, took around 9 hours.

D Instructions and Prompts

We show the prompt used for the entity recogni-
tion task and the instruction to Med-VLM when
performing downstream fine-tuning and inference
in Fig 4 and Fig 5.

Figure 4: Instructions for inference with the intergrated
visual prompts.

Figure 5: Instructions for generating entities in the entity
recognition task.



Table 5: Data statistics for various datasets in different training stages

Dataset
SLAKE VQA-RAD PMC-VQA Path-VQA

QA-pair Image QA-pair Image QA-pair Image QA-pair Image

Pre-train (Med-Trinity) 642 642 1754 1754 ✗ ✗ 13371 13371
Fine-tuning 9834 642 1793 313 91.35 ✗ ✗

Test 2094 642 451 203 33430 164360 ✗ ✗

Figure 6: Visualization of the visual prompts blended into medical images.
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