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Abstract — We introduce a novel contextual embedding
model med-gte-hybrid that was derived from the gte-large
sentence transformer to extract information from unstruc-
tured clinical narratives. Our model tuning strategy for med-
gte-hybrid combines contrastive learning and a denois-
ing autoencoder. To evaluate the performance of med-gte-
hybrid, we investigate several clinical prediction tasks in
large patient cohorts extracted from the MIMIC-IV dataset,
including Chronic Kidney Disease (CKD) patient prognosis,
estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) prediction, and
patient mortality prediction. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the med-gte-hybrid model improves patient stratifica-
tion, clustering, and text retrieval, thus outperforms current
state-of-the-art models on the Massive Text Embedding
Benchmark (MTEB). While some of our evaluations focus
on CKD, our hybrid tuning of sentence transformers could
be transferred to other medical domains and has the poten+
tial to improve clinical decision-making and personalised
treatment pathways in various healthcare applications.

Index Terms— Chronic kidney disease, sentence trans-
formers, contrastive learning, prognostic modelling, /mor-
tality risk prediction, eGFR prediction, unstructured clinical
data, embedding models, patient stratification, information
retrieval, digital medicine, healthcare Al

|. INTRODUETION

Besides structured data, patient care information in Elec-
tronic Health Records (EHRs) comprises data in unstructured
form (i.e., clinical notes). While EHR information may overlap
between structured and unstructured sections, some crucial
information remains only in the unstructured sections [1]—
[5]. Relevant information for clinical decisions can easily be
overlooked when dealing with large amounts of notes. Previ-
ous investigations have already found that clinical text alone
can often provide sufficient information for decisions [2], [6],
[7]. However, extracting actionable information from clinical
text remains difficult due to language variability, inconsis-
tent use of medical terminology, and lack of standardised
formatting [8]. In addition, the lack of structure introduces
ambiguities and inconsistencies in the text. Thus, it is still
difficult to accurately interpret and analyse clinical notes for
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decision support systems. As a result, the development of
advanced natural language processing (NLP) models that can
extract and represent information from clinical narrative has
become a focal point of research in digital medicine [2], [9],
[10].

Contextual embedding models have emerged as a powerful
tool for transforming ‘unstructured texts into dense vector
representations(to. encode rich semantic information [11],
[12]. Howeyver, existing, models often struggle with lengthy
and complex medical documents. The issue is particularly
pressing given theyincreasing volume of clinical data and the
need for accurate information retrieval [13]. Current domain-
specific embedding models, including ClinicalBERT [14] and
BioBERT. [15], have demonstrated effectiveness in specific
clinical applications, but tend to lag behind generalist models
in handling tasks, including semantic text similarity analy-
sis [16], [17]. Notably, generalist models often outperform
their clinical counterparts because of their broader exposure to
various language contexts, resulting in enhanced understanding
and retrieval capabilities [16]-[18]. However, a limitation of
generalist models is their inability to effectively understand
and process specialised medical terminology [17]. In particu-
lar, the precise meaning of medical text can vary profoundly
depending on its context, which can lead to semantic misrep-
resentations. Consequently, the absence of a domain-specific
model that is explicitly designed to process long-context tasks
is an open challenge in the clinical domain.

Our work introduces a clinically specialised sentence trans-
former, termed med-gte-hybrid, designed for long-context
tasks within the clinical domain (see Fig. 1). The model is
based on gte-large ! sentence transformer, an extension of
the gte model [19]. For the gte-large model, self-supervised
fine-tuning strategies have already been investigated. Here we
combine for the first time, Simple Contrastive Learning (Sim-
CSE) [20] and Transfomer-based Sequential Denoising Auto-
Encoder (TSDAE) [21] to fine-tune the gte-large generalist
model and derive the hybrid model med-gte-hybrid. With med-
gte-hybrid, we aim to overcome the limitations of existing
contextual embedding models, especially for long-context
tasks in the clinical domain. This work makes the following
contributions:

1) We propose a novel, specialised sentence transformer
med-gte-hybrid that combines contrastive learning (Sim-

Ihttps:/huggingface.co/Alibaba-NLP/gte-large-en-v1.5
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Fig. 1. Overview of the med-gte-hybrid model. The hybrid model{combines two model training approaches that were adapted to the medical
domain in this work: (1) Using Simple Contrastive Learning (SimCSE) led to the med-gte-simcse intermediate model, and (2) a Transfomer-based
Sequential Denoising Auto-Encoder (TSDAE) led to the med-gte-tsdae intermediate model. Med-gte-hybrid concatenates embeddings of both
individually trained intermediate models to create rich and robust representations of clinical text.

CSE) with a denoising autoencoder (TSDAE) to inter-
pret clinical notes of EHR and support clinical decisions.
We derive two separatedntermediate models, med-gte-
simcse and med-gte-tsdae and subsequently concatenate
their embeddings to derive an eisemble that includes the
complementary strengths of each intermediate model.
We demonstrate the capabilities of'the med-gte-hybrid
model in clinical prediction tasks that require nar-
rative information, including Chronic Kidney Dis-
ecase (CKD) patient prognosis, estimated glomerular
filtration rate (eGFR) prediction, and patient mortality
prediction. We compare the intermediate models and the
hybrid model to gte-large and Clinical BERT.

We show that med-gte-hybrid can be applied in patient
stratification and clustering tasks to capture and rep-
resent clinical characteristics. In particular, we exam-
ine the new models on the Massive Text Embedding
Benchmark (MTEB) and show that med-gte-hybrid out-
performs state-of-the-art models.

2)

3)

[I. RELATED WORKS

Embedding models can be broadly classified into generalist
models and domain-specific models. Popular generalist models
include Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Trans-
formers (BERT) [12], numerous variations of BERT [22]-

[24], Jina embeddings [25], and Big Bird [26]. Generalist
models are trained on diverse, large-scale datasets and are
capable of handling a wide range of tasks across various do-
mains. In contrast, domain-specific models, including clinical
embedding models, are fine-tuned or trained on specialised
datasets, enabling them to capture the semantic and contextual
intricacies of domain-specific language, for example medical
terminology in healthcare. Popular variations of BERT and
BigBird are ClinicalBERT [14], BioBERT [15], PubMed-
BERT [27], Med-BERT [28], Clinical-Longformer [29], and
Clinical-BigBird [30]. Med-BERT is designed for structured
EHR. One major limitation of existing clinical models is their
insufficient ability to process and understand the nuances of
longer clinical texts (i.e. exceeding 2000 tokens). Many current
models were developed primarily with shorter contexts in
mind, and therefore struggle to maintain context over extended
passages. Understanding patient reports is critical in healthcare
settings, where detailed patient information is essential [31],
[32].

In addition to the scope of training data used, embedding
models can be further distinguished into word-embedding
models and sentence transformers. Word embeddings cap-
ture the meaning of individual tokens by encoding them
as dense vectors in a continuous space [10], [33]. In con-
trast, sentence transformers can handle multiple sentences at
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once (usually exceeding 2000 tokens), thus capture broader
context. As a result, sentence transformers understand the
complex relationships between words than word-embedding
models. Sentence transformers facilitate more sophisticated
downstream tasks, including sentence-level classification and
semantic similarity [34]. Some models, including the Clinical-
Longformer [29], can handle contexts up to 4096 tokens,
but are not sentence transformers. Clinical-Longformer is a
fine-tuned Longformer model, corresponding to a token-level
encoder that produces one vector per token, albeit with an
extended context window. Conversely, sentence transformers
often employ a Siamese or dual-encoder setup that generates
a single fixed-dimensional vector for an entire sentence or
paragraph [34].

Current clinical embedding models lack contextual text
embedding that is specifically designed for context tasks
related to clinical notes. Excoffier et al. [17] compared word-
embedding models in clinical short-context tasks, including
sematic search, and found that generalist models outperform
clinical models. While current clinical models rely primar-
ily on token-level representations, Excoffier et al. further
discussed the unexplored potential of clinically specialised
%ec tesré%?etr{gg_s eo\}'en?%rr% éléﬁhlar{gs?xplicitly designed to produce

Sentence transformers (e.g., gte-large-en-v1.5 with up to
8192 tokens) are designed to produce semantically meaningful
embeddings at the sentence level [34]. With self-supervised
learning, sentence transformers can adapt easily to clinical
text, generalise across multiple clinical tasks [35], [36], and
acquire meaningful representations without constraints'of task-
specific training [37].

Contrastive learning [38] and denoising autoencoder [39]
are two notable self-supervised learning techniques that, have
been used to capture contextually richiand meaningful embed-
dings. Contrastive learning approaches have been used in ap-
plications, including multi-view medicaldeport generation [40]
and medical image analysis of knée X-ray images [41].
Denoising autoencoder approaches approaches have been used
to achieve superior results in specific tasks, including semantic
text similarity [42].

I1l. METHODS
A. Base model selection

We attempt to balance computational efficiency, general-
ization, and performance, by focusing on models with 250-
500 million parameters and an embedding dimension of 1024.
Models in the above size range have sufficient complexity to
capture relevant clinical features, while avoiding the computa-
tional overhead associated with larger models [43]. We focused
on top-ranked state-of-the-art generalist models of the Massive
Text Embedding Benchmark (MTEB) leaderboard on Hugging
Face?. MTEB [44] provides a standardised comparison for
embedding models across various tasks. We examined the top
four public models as of June 2024: bge-large, uae-large-vl,
mxbai-large-v1, and gte-large, all of which had demonstrated

Zhttps://huggingface.co/spaces/mteb/leaderboard

to scale across a range of tasks, including classification,
clustering, retrieval, and semantic textual similarity. The gte-
large model performed best and hence was selected as base
model for fine-tuning on clinical texts.

B. Model fine-tuning

Traditional supervised learning methods are often not prac-
tical for fine-tuning due to a lack of labels and the amount
of data needed. While supervised learning is used for specific
classification tasks, the resulting fine-tuned model may not
generalise across the text domain [45]. Domain adaptation
using supervised fine-tuning is typically done for datasets with
well-defined semantic structures [46]. In the present work,
we employed two self-supervised approaches for fine-tuning,
namely SimCSE and TSDAE.

a) SimCSE: SImCSE is an effective framework for self-
supervised contrastive learning from unlabelled text corpora.
The key idea is to ereate positive and negative pairs from
the input sentences and use contrastive learning to train
the model. Given a set of sentences S = {s1, 52, . . ., Sa},
for each sentence s, positive pairs are created by applying
drofpout during the encoding process twice, generating ‘WO
d1£1 erent embeddings for the same sentence, denoted as z _)
and (2 i

zi( ,) which form a positive pair. The intuition is that
despite the slight variation due to dropout, the model should
learn that the two embeddings represent the same semantic
meaning. For negative pairs, other sentences s; from the
dataset (i ~ j) are randomly sampled, and their embeddings
z; are paired with zE.”. Here, the intuition is that random
sampling yields sentences of different meaning, thus repre-
senting meaningful examples of negative pairs. The model then

uses In,foN%])E I%S [47], to maximise the similarity of positive
pairs sim(z'", ') and minimise similarity of negative pairs
sim (1 ¢ i

(z; ,z), where j ~i. The loss for a single sentence s;
is expressed as:

exp(sim(,z<1 ), ;(2))/1:)
L;i=—logC

sexp(sim(z, 7 )/r)

where 7 is a parameter controlling the sharpness of the
distribution. The model is trained by minimising the total con-
trastive loss across all sentences L = L;, where it learns
to pull the embeddings of positive pairs closer together while
pushing the embeddings of negative pairs further apart. The
process enhances the quality of sentence representations, thus
allowing the model to better capture semantic similarities and
differences. In summary, SImCSE adapts pre-trained models to
the specific characteristics of the text in the training data and
enables them to generate versatile embeddings for different
tasks.

b) TSDAE: TSDAE is a sentence transformer training
method for domain adaptation. The approach is to treat the
embedding model like a denoising auto-encoder, training it to
reconstruct corrupted sentences. The process starts with a set
of sentences S = {s1, 52, . . ., s»!. For each sentence s;, a
corruption function is applied, typically removing or masking
a certain percentage of the words, resulting in a corrupted
sentence slf"’”“P’. The model’s task is to reconstruct the



original sentence s; from this corrupted version. The encoder
processes the corrupted sentence sf"#' and produces a
dense embedding vector z;, which captures the contextual
information from the corrupted input. The embedding is then
passed through a decoder that attempts to reconstruct the
original sentence s; by predicting the missing or masked
tokens. The reconstruction loss L is minimised during training,
typically using a crosp-entropy loss function, as follows:
L= CrossEntropy(s, s™)
1 1
i

where s; is the original sentence, and s”; is the reconstructed
sentence. By minimising cross-entropy loss, the model learns
to generate embeddings that capture both local and global
dependencies in the input and lead to better generalisation
across linguistic patterns and domains. As the model learns
to reconstruct corrupted sentences during training, it could
generate more robust and meaningful sentence representations,
which are useful for handling noisy or incomplete data as they
are often encountered in clinical notes.

Given the noise, inconsistent terminology, and typos present
in clinical notes, TSDAE is well-suited to adapt a model that
should deal with clinical notes and also guide the model to
enhance the robustness of the feature representations. Here,
we follow the optimal configuration recommended by Wang
et el. in the TSDAE paper, where sentences are corrupted by
deleting words at a ratio of 0.6.

¢) Hybrid model: Both training approaches, SimCSE and
TSDAE, have some key differences, leading to intermediate
models that learn different features and have distinct strengths.
The intermediate model trained according to thé SimCSE
approach (med-gte-simcse) could recognise fine-grained dif-
ferences in meaning across sentences, making it sensitive 4o
subtle semantic variations. In contrast, the intermediate model
trained using the TSDAE approach (med-gte-tsdae) could
produce embeddings that arefrobust and rich in“contextual
information.

In med-gte-hybrid, the embeddings, generated by both in-
termediate models med-gte-simcse andymed-gte-tsdae were
concatenated to form a unified representation. Thus med-gte-
hybrid effectively leverages an ensemble approach to combine
complementary strengths of each intermediate model. By
concatenating the embeddings, we capture a wider range of
features, as both, med-gte-simcse and med-gte-tsdae, learnt
different feature subsets. Additionally, the combination of
embeddings serves as a form of regularization, thus mitigates
potential overfitting of the intermediate models.

V. EVALUATION AND CLINICAL PREDICTION TASKS
A. Dataset and pre-processing

We utilised the MIMIC-IV v2.2 dataset [48] for both fine-
tuning and evaluation purposes. For model fine-tuning, the
MIMIC-IV-Note subset [49], comprising over 2 million un-
structured and unlabeled clinical notes, was utilised. Each note
is associated with a unique patient and admission identifier to
precisely link to an individual patient and a specific hospital
visit. Clinical notes were recorded during standard patient care.

In a pre-processing step, we removed line breaks and special
characters, including ”=="and ”__”, which were used to mask
personal information. To segment texts into sentences, we
used the sentence tokeniser of the nltk library 3. The sentence
tokeniser identified abbreviations and other contextual clues
to decide whether a period ends a sentence or not. Since
clinical notes often do not follow rigid grammar rules, sentence
fragments with less than five words were removed. The afore-
mentioned pre-processing preserves the structure of clinical
notes and allows the sentence transformer models to generate
robust embeddings.

B. Evaluation data subset

We extracted two further data subsets from the MIMIC-
IV database for evaluation: the CKD cohort and the mortality
cohort. We labelled the patients, e.g., with eGFR values in the
CKD subset. For CKD, prognosis, a cohort of 3932 patients
diagnosed with CKD, amounting to 10,000 admission cases
was extracted. An example of the extracted data is shown in
Fig. 2. For moftality, prediction, a separate cohort of 10,000
patients wasseXtracted.

Furthermore, we employed non-MIMIC datasets to further
evaluate performance across a variety of tasks. In particular,
scientific medical and biomedical datasets from MTEB were
used, which are similar to clinical notes in their use of medical
terminology, but have a more rigid grammatical structure.
In patticular, we used BIOSSES, MedrxivS2S, MedrxivP2P,
PubHealthQA, and MedQA datasets. Additionally, the Mayo
dataset [50], which is not part of MTEB, was used to provide
an additional evaluation benchmark in the clinical domain.

C. Clinical prediction tasks

The capabilities of the med-gte-hybrid were explored across
three distinct clinical prediction tasks: CKD prognosis, eGFR
prediction, and mortality prediction. CKD prognosis and eGFR
are closely related, as eGFR serves as a key prognostic
indicator of CKD progression. The first two tasks demonstrate
the dual capability of the med-gte-hybrid model in handling
both, classification (CKD prognosis) and regression (eGFR
prediction) tasks. In the eGFR prediction task, we analysed
whether the model can infer eGFR values from clinical texts
that do not explicitly mention eGFR, i.e., testing the ability of
the model to capture contextual information. For the mortality
prediction task, we included patients without CKD, to high-
light the model’s robustness and versatility in handling diverse
healthcare prediction tasks. Furthermore, we investigated the
capability of med-gte-hybrid model to cluster relevant features
and support patient stratification by grouping similar patient
profiles.

All clinical prediction tasks were evaluated using a 5-fold
cross-validation with a stratified 80/20 train-test data split to
maintain consistent class imbalance across all folds. Besides
average performance, we report the standard deviation across
folds to interpret model stability. Furthermore, we compared

3https://www.nltk.org
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ACUTE ISSUES

#E coli Bacteremia

#Complicated Diverticulitis of sigmoid colon
(contained

perforations) vs c/f colovesicular vs colovaginal fistula

Patient presented with abdominal pain, leukocytosis to
21.7, CT abdomen pelvis without contrast from __
initially concerning for colovesicular vs colovaginal
fistula, although not definities. ___ BCx ___ additionally
growing pan-sensitive E coli. CT with IV contrast for
further evaluation of possible fistula was delayed due
to significant ___on CKD, and then when ___improved
CT was unable to be obtained due to patient refusal
and agitation when imaging was attempted. ACS
followed closely. She was treated with cefepime/Flagyl

Subject ID 12972370 ; y—
Name: ___ UnitNo: ___
Admission Date: ___ Discharge Date:
Admission ID 23595349 DREGRE. . &EBF
Allergies: Penicillins
Admission date 2146-03-10 Major Surgical or Invasive Procedure:
None
Discharge date 2146-03-25 IMAGING:
Texts count 6
CXR Study Date of ___
eGFR 33 Suboptimal due to respiratory motion and
underpenetration related to patient body
habitus. Given this, there are relatively low
ICD-10 code N1 83 lung volumes. Possible pulmonary vascular
congestion. No definite focal consolidation,
Label O although this would be difficult to exclude.
Enlargement of the cardiac silhouette.
CKD condition not resolved
by next admission
4 other texts ...

Fig. 2. Example of the clinical admission data, derived from one of the 3932 CKD patients of the MIMIC-IV database. A total of 10,000 admission
cases were extracted for our analysis, including eGFR value, ICD-10 code;»and prognosis label. For privacy reasons, MIMIC-IV admission and

discharge dates were shifted into the future by a random offset.

performance with ClinicalBERT and four state-of-the-art gen-
eralist models: bge-large, uae-large-v1l, mxbai-large-vl; and
gte-large.

a) CKD prognosis task: We identified patients with CKD
by filtering the MIMIC-IV database for admissions with ICD-
10 [51] codes N181-N189 (see Tab. I for the ICD-10 code
details). For each admission, weyassighed a binary label: 0,
if the CKD condition was not cured or resolved by the next
admission of that patient, and 1, if ‘the. CKD condition was
resolved.

TABLE |
ICD-10 CODES FOR CKD STAGES THAT INDICATE CHRONIC KIDNEY
DISEASE SEVERITY. CKD PATIENT COUNT PER STAGE CONSIDERED IN
OUR ANALYSIS IS SHOWN.

ICD-10 code | Description Case count

N181 CKD, Stage 1 38

N182 CKD, Stage 2 329

N183 CKD, Stage 3 2824
N184 CKD, Stage 4 846

N185 CKD, Stage 5 213

N186 End stage renal disease | 2120
N189 Unspecified CKD 3630

We used the MIMIC-IV preprocessing pipeline developed
by Gupta et al. [52] to create the CKD cohort and assign
the corresponding labels. For the CKD prognosis task, all
available notes for each admission were extracted and encoded
by the proposed med-gte-hybrid model to generate one em-
bedding per note (i.e. note-level embeddings). The note-level

embeddings were then averaged into a feature vector for each
admission. A feed-forward neural network with one hidden
layer was trained to predict O or 1 based on the feature vector.

b) eGFR prediction: The eGFR value is not explicitly
mentioned in the clinical notes, which requires the regression
model to infer the value from other embedded linguistic
features. For patients in the CKD cohort, we extracted eGFR
values from their EHR to serve as ground truth. Similar to the
CKD prognosis, a feed-forward neural network was trained to
output a continuous eGFR value from a feature vector provided
by med-gte-hybrid.

¢) Mortality prediction: The mortality prediction analysis
cohort was randomly selected 10,000 patients in the MIMIC-
IV dataset. The resulting dataset was more diverse than the
CKD prognosis dataset and therefore can offer complementary
insight into the med-gte-hybrid performance. Patients were
labelled as died (labelled as 1), if they died within 30 days
after hospital discharge (1095 patients in the selected cohort).
Mortality prediction was performed in the same way as the
CKD prognosis.

D. MTEB evaluation

Two sentence similarity tasks were selected, which used
Mayo and BIOSSES datasets to evaluate the models’ ability
to measure semantic textual similarity between clinical sen-
tence pairs. The performance for the aforementioned tasks
are reported using Spearman’s correlation between annotated
and model-derived cosine similarities. Spearman’s correlation



coefficient p measures the rank correlation between annotated
semantic similarities y; and cosine similarities of the model’s
embeddings )" L
p=1—_6 i d?
n(n? —1)
where d; is the difference between ranks of y; and y";, and n
is the number of sentence pairs.

Additionally, we evaluated two clustering tasks (using
Medrxiv S2S and Medrxiv P2P datasets) for clustering quality
using the V-measure [53]. The V-measure is the harmonic
mean of completeness C and homogeneity H, given by:

C-H

C+H
where completeness measures the extent to which all instances
of the same class are assigned to the same cluster, and
homogeneity measures how pure the clusters are (i.e. how
many instances in each cluster belong to the same class).

Finally, we analysed the models’ ability to retrieve relevant
paragraphs in two retrieval tasks that used PublicHealthQA
and MedicalQARetrieval datasets. We used the normalised
discounted cumulative gain (nDCG@]10) [54] to rank accu-
racy. nDCG@10 calculates the ranking quality of the first ten
retrieved documents. nDCG is given by:

10 .
apcc@io- L5 2 -1
Z =1 logo(i+ 1)
where rel; is the relevance of the i-th document, and Z is a
normalisation factor to keep the score between 0 and 1. For
top-ranked documents, nDCG values increase with relevance
scores.

V=2

E. Model inspection

To better understand the nature of the embeddings produced
by our fine-tuned models, we examined the embedding space.
We applied UMAP to reduce the high-dimensional embedding
vectors of each admission in the €KD cohort into a two-
dimensional space for visualisation. Ouraim was to investigate
whether the embedding space clusters relevant clinical features
and exhibits discernible patterns. Additionally, we employed
SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP) to analyse classifier
predictions. With SHAP we could identify features (i.e. tokens
and phrases) that influenced the classifier’s output.

V. RESULTS
A. Clinical prediction tasks

a) CKD prognosis task: Results of the CKD prognosis
task are shown in Fig. 3 (a,b). ClinicalBERT showed the
lowest performance and was outperformed by the general
embedding model gte-large with an Area Under the Receiver
Operating Characteristic (AUROC) of 0.70 and an Area Under
the Precision Recall Curve (AUPRC) of 0.52. Med-gte-tsdae
yielded a larger AUROC of 0.75 and AUPRC of 0.58. The
SimCSE fine-tuned model further enhanced performance to
0.81 and 0.67. Finally, med-gte-hybrid yielded the highest
performance with 0.84 and 0.74 for AUROC and AUPRC
respectively.

The general embeddings of gte-large capture more relevant
features for CKD prognosis than ClinicalBERT, which was
trained on clinical notes from MIMIC-III using standard BERT
training tasks (Masked Language Modeling and Next Sentence
Prediction). All of our fine-tuned models further refined the
embeddings. In contrast to gte-large, the med-gte-hybrid model
yielded 20.4% and 44.4% improvements in AUROC and
AUPRC, respectively.

b) eGFR prediction: The results the eGFR prediction task
are shown in Fig. 3 (c,d). Here, gte-large achieved a MAE of
11.6. Med-gte-tsdae reduces the error further to 11.4, while
med-gte-simcse demonstrates a substantial improvement, with
an MAE of 11.0. The med-gte-hybrid model again provides
the best performance, with the lowest MAE of 10.5.

As a benchmark, an average eGFR value predictor with
the average value derived across the entire patient cohort was
defined. The average predictor yielded a MAE of 18.4. In
particular, the med-gte-hybrid model provided more accurate
predictions, indicating that the feature representations encode
relevant information for €GFR, including, e.g., demographics,
description of symptoms, and-information about medication.

¢) Mortality prediction: Fig. 3 (e,f) shows the performance
for mortality prediction."'We observe the same trend as for the
other tasks:Clinical BERT performed worst with an AUROC of
0.77'and an AUPRC of 0.30 and was outperformed by the gte-
large model. The'med-gte-tsdae model enhanced performance
over gte-large with an AUROC of 0.85 and an AUPRC of 0.43.
Med-gte-simcse exhibited an increase over med-gte-tsdae with
AUROC of 0.87 and AUPRC of 0.47. The med-gte-hybrid
model achieved the best performance scores with AUROC of
0.88 and AUPRC of 0.49.

The improvements seen with the fine-tuned models over the
base model in mortality prediction are smaller compared to
those observed in CKD prognosis. In particular, the AUPRC
values for mortality prediction are lower compared to both the
CKD prognosis task and the AUROC for mortality prediction.

B. MTEB evaluation

Tab. II presents the results of the MTEB evaluation. Scores
of the four state-of-the-art embedding models (bge-large, uae-
large, mxbai-large, and gte-large) were close to each other,
with gte-large often scoring highest. Both of our single fine-
tuned models outperformed state-of-the-art models across all
tasks. Med-gte-tsdae performed the best in both retrieval tasks,
while our med-gte-hybrid scores were highest in all other
tasks.

C. Model inspection

The UMAP visualization for med-gte-hybrid are shown in
Fig. 4 (c). The illustration revealed distinct clusters associated
with specific ICD-10 codes within the CKD cohort. Notably,
ICD-10 code N186 (end stage renal disease) formed a well-
separated cluster, signalling a clear differentiation in the em-
bedding space. In contrast, ICD-10 codes N183 (CKD stage
3) and N184 (CKD stage 4) exhibited visible, but less distinct
clusters. Other ICD-10 codes showed more dispersed patterns,
likely due to smaller sample sizes. Our findings indicate
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Fig. 3. Results of exemplary clinical prediction tasks (CKD prognosis, eGFR prediction and mortality prediction) for med-gte-hybrid and other
benchmark models. (a) AUROC for CKD prognosis. (b) AUPRC for CKD prognosis. (c) MAE for eGFR prediction. (d) Sample of 50 eGFR predictions
with med-gte-hybrid in comparison to real eGFRs, sorted by real eGFRs. (e) AUROC for mortality prediction. (f) AUPRC prediction for mortality
prediction. Med-gte-hybrid yielded superior results for CKD prognosis with an AUROC of 0.85 and an AUPRC of 0.75 as well as in the eGFR
prediction with a MAE of 10.50. In the mortality prediction task, med-gte-hybrid achieves the best performance with an AUROC of 0.88 and an
AUPRC of 0.49.



TABLE Il
RESULTS OF MTEB EVALUATION. SEMANTIC TEXTUAL SIMILARITY TASKS MAYO AND BIOSSES REPORTED BY SPEARMAN R. CLUSTERING TASKS
MEDRXIV S2S/P2P REPORTED BY V-MEASURE. RETRIEVAL TASKS PUBLICHEALTHQA AND MEDICALQARETRIEVAL REPORTED BY NDCG@10.
ALL METRICS ARE REPORTED IN A 0-100 SCALE. THE med-gte-hybrid MODEL ACHIEVED THE HIGHEST PERFORMANCE IN SEMANTIC TEXTUAL
SIMILARITY AND CLUSTERING TASKS, WHILE med-gte-tsdae OUTPERFORMED OTHER MODELS IN RETRIEVAL TASKS. NOTABLY, THE INDIVIDUAL
FINE-TUNED MODELS ALREADY SURPASSED PERFORMANCE OF THE STATE-OF-THE-ART EMBEDDING MODELS.

Mayo BIOSSES MedrxivS2S  MedrxivP2P  PubHealthQA  MedQA
ClinicalBERT 252 59.8 29.0 29.8 40.0 15.5
State-of-the-art embedding models
bge-large 65.1 88.4 314 325 77.6 70.1
uae-large-v1 68.4 88.5 31.1 332 78.0 70.1
mxbai-large-vl  69.7 88.2 31.6 334 79.1 71.1
gte-large 69.6 88.5 329 35.0 86.2 72.6
Fine-tuned models
med-gte-tsdae 71.4 89.4 35.1 372 88.0 73.8
med-gte-simcse  73.8 90.4 36.2 38.0 87.5 73.0
med-gte-hybrid ~ 73.9 90.5 36.7 38.8 87.3 72.5

that the med-gte-hybrid model captures underlying clinical
narratives within the embeddings and that there is a clear
separation between specific ICD-10 codes in the embedding
space, which indicates the model’s proficiency in tasks related
to patient stratification.

The SHAP analysis of a low-confidence prediction (p=0.49)
revealed specific clinical features that played a role in the
decision-making process of the model as shown in Fig. 4 (a, b)s
Key phrases, including “obstructing renal stone” and multiple
hypoattenuating lesions” were linked to a negative prognosis,
while terms, including “stable” and “no appreciable pleural
effusion” were associated with a more favourable outcome:
The attributions align with clinical expectations, and.dndicate
that the embeddings capture meaningful clinical features-for
clinical prediction tasks.

VI. DisCUSSION

We investigated the med-gte-hybrid model and two inter-
mediate models, med-gte-simcse and med-gte-tsdae, and com-
pared them against state-of-the-art models and Clinical BERT.
Although prior work on Clinical-Longformer [29] reported
superior performance relative to Clinical BERT, we excluded it
from our evaluation, because the released model lacks crucial
pooling and layer selection details. Without clear instructions
on deriving embeddings at sentence or document level, mean-
ingful comparisons to our models were not feasible. The
superior performance of med-gte-hybrid across our analyses
indicates that our approach has the potential to leverage
clinical texts to improve patient stratification and predictive
outcomes. In particular, med-gte-hybrid showed excellent per-
formance for CKD care. In CKD, clinical narratives frequently
include a substantial amount of unstructured data, including
prescriptions, physician notes, medical histories, discharge
summaries, and treatment plans [55].

Med-gte-hybrid effectively captured the underlying clinical
narratives, in particular for well-defined clinical conditions,
including end-stage renal disease. CKD Stages 3 and 4 showed
less clear clustering, which can be attributed to more varied

and subtle clinical characteristics. Nevertheless, the clear sep-
aration of conditions, in therembedding space demonstrates
the proficiency of med-gte-hybrid in tasks that require patient
stratification. ‘Additionally, SHAP analysis of model predic-
tions provided insights into the decision-making process, with
keyclinical features, including terms related to renal function
and stability thatalign with expected outcomes.

For CKD prognosis, our results revealed that the generalist
embedding model gte-large captured more relevant features
than /Clinical BERT, where the latter was trained using tra-
ditional BERT techniques. Fine-tuning of gte-large further
enhanced the feature representation. Our findings highlight the
importance of adapting embedding models to specific clinical
contexts, where context-specific nuances play a crucial role
in model effectiveness. In particular, for CKD prognosis, the
fine-tuned models better capture narrative information from
detailed clinical notes, resulting in improved prediction of
patient outcomes.

In the eGFR prediction task, med-gte-hybrid, once again,
delivered the best performance, demonstrating the ability to
encode clinically relevant features, including patient demo-
graphics, symptoms, and medication information. eGFR values
were not present in the clinical notes, thus the model inferred
key clinical metrics from text only. The strong predictive per-
formance of med-gte-hybrid highlights the potential to enhance
healthcare analytics, particularly in long-context narratives.
The model’s capability to capture hidden patterns between
medical conditions, treatments, and patient outcomes, further
supports its utility in clinical decision-making when explicit
data may be limited or unavailable.

In the mortality prediction task, med-gte-hybrid demon-
strated performance improvements, however, the gains were
less profound compared to those achieved in CKD prognosis
and eGFR prediction tasks. The mortality prediction task
is highly heterogeneous and depends on a broad range of
clinical features. Reduced AUPRC compared to AUROC may
be related to class imbalance in the data [56], [S7]. The dataset
contained notably fewer positive cases (i.e., patients, who
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Fig. 4. Empirical evaluation of med-gte-hybrid embeddings. (a, b) SHAP analysis for a CKD prognosis sample: (a) Top five phrases increasing
the probability of predicting 0, thus indicating negative influence. (b) Top five phrases increasing the probability of predicting 1, thus indicating positive
influence. For instance, “obstructing renal stone” suggests unresolved CKD, while “no appreciable pleural effusion” indicates positive progression.

(c) UMAP-reduced embedding vectors for CKD cohort admissions show distinct clusters that align with clinical expectations. SHAP analysis and

clustering verify the meaningfulness of med-gte-hybrid embeddings.

died within 30 days after discharge), which may affect the
model’s ability to accurately predict mortality. The distribution
of positive to negative cases was 1,095 to 8,905.

In retrieval tasks, the intermediate med-gte-tsdae model
slightly outperformed the hybrid model with 88.0 vs. 87.3 in
PubHealthQA and 73.8 vs. 72.5 in MedQA, indicating that
specific fine-tuning may be advantageous for certain tasks.
Still, med-gte-hybrid consistently showed top performance,
thus confirming that it is robust and applicable in diverses
complex tasks.

Interpretability and explainability remain core challenges
when deploying advanced deep learning models inhealth-
care [58], [59], where sentence transformer models aré no
exception. Although our SHAP analysis providedinsights
into the most relevant features, overall moedel explainability
remains limited. Future work should aim to)improve the
model’s transparency, which may help to make predictions
more assessable for clinicians.

Quality and content variability-ofclinical notes can intro-
duce challenges in model training, as, documentation prac-
tices vary between healthcare providers and institutions [60].
Moreover, differences between regional healthcare regulations,
languages, and documentation standards [61] introduce chal-
lenges in medical terminology and phrasing. Clinical notes,
including those found in the MIMIC-1V dataset, exhibit vari-
ability in writing habits, reflecting differences in institutional
practices and EHRs [62]. While there is a shared foundation of
medical terminology globally, substantial differences in phras-
ing, idiomatic expressions, and abbreviations persist between
languages. For example, German notes are comparatively
more formal and standardised than those used in the United
States [61], [63]. Going forward, scalable models will need
to integrate clinical texts from various healthcare providers
and countries. Moreover, while sentence transformers offer
superior performance in handling unstructured text, there are
opportunities to further integrate structured and unstructured
data sources to achieve a more holistic view of patient health.
Our model could be combined with models that incorporate
structured clinical data, e.g., lab results and medication codes.

VII. CONCLUSION

We propose med-gte-hybrid, a specialised sentence trans-
former model/ tailored\for the clinical domain. The med-gte-
hybridiis designed to effectively handle long-context tasks and
extract detailed narrative insights from clinical texts. Med-gte-
hybrid consistently Joutperformed state-of-the-art embedding
models and achieved the best overall performance in clinical
prediction tasks, including CKD prognosis, eGFR prediction,
and mortality prediction. Furthermore, our transformer fine-
tuning approach enhanced patient stratification and facilitated
the clustering of similar clinical profiles. Clustering and SHAP
analyses confirmed the med-gte-hybrid model’s ability to cap-
ture meaningful clinical narratives. Our findings highlight the
potential of our clinical text fine-tuning approach to advance
clinical decision support systems by integrating narrative-
based insights and long-context clinical data.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

MIMIC-IV version 2.2 is available under restricted access
due to privacy and ethical considerations. Access to the dataset
can be requested via the PhysioNet platform [64], where
applicants must complete a data use agreement and fulfil
necessary requirements for access approval, including training
on human subjects research. For more information, or to
request access, please visit: https://physionet.org/
content/mimiciv/2.2/.

DECLARATIONS
Ethics

For MIMIC-1V, the collection of patient information and
creation of the research resource was reviewed by the Insti-
tutional Review Board at the Beth Israel Deaconess Medical
Center, who granted a waiver of informed consent and ap-
proved the data sharing initiative.


https://physionet.org/content/mimiciv/2.2/
https://physionet.org/content/mimiciv/2.2/

Competing interests

The authors declare no competing interests.

(1]

(2]

[10]

(1]

[12]

REFERENCES

A. S. Tang, S. R. Woldemariam, S. Miramontes, B. Norgeot, T. T.
Oskotsky, and M. Sirota, “Harnessing ehr data for health research,”
Nature Medicine, pp. 1-9, 2024.

H. Wu, M. Wang, J. Wu, F. Francis, Y.-H. Chang, A. Shavick, H. Dong,

M. T. Poon, N. Fitzpatrick, A. P. Levine et al., “A survey on clinical
natural language processing in the united kingdom from 2007 to 2022,”
NPJ digital medicine, vol. 5, no. 1, p. 186, 2022.

D. Zhang, C. Yin, J. Zeng, X. Yuan, and P. Zhang, “Combining
structured and unstructured data for predictive models: a deep learning
approach,” BMC medical informatics and decision making, vol. 20, pp.
1-11, 2020.

J.R. Vest, S. J. Grannis, D. P. Haut, P. K. Halverson, and N. Menachemi,
“Using structured and unstructured data to identify patients’ need for
services that address the social determinants of health,” International
Jjournal of medical informatics, vol. 107, pp. 101-106, 2017.

T. B. Murdoch and A. S. Detsky, “Thednevitable application of big data
to health care,” Jama, vol. 309, no. 43, pp. 1351-1352;2013.

H. Wu, G. Toti, K. I. Morley, Z&¢ M. Ibrahim, A. Folarin,'R. Jackson,

I. Kartoglu, A. Agrawal, C. Stringer; D. Galefef al., “Semehr: A general-
purpose semantic search system to surface semantic data from clinical
notes for tailored care, trial recruitment, and clinical research,” Journal
of the American Medical Informatics Association, vol. 25, no. 5, pp.
530-537, 2018.

H. Kharrazi, L. J. Anzaldi, L. Hernandez, A. Davison, C. M. Boyd,

B. Leff, J. Kimura, and J. P. Weiner, “The value of unstructured
electronic health record data in geriatric syndrome case identification,”
Journal of the American Geriatrics Society, vol. 66, no. 8, pp. 1499—
1507, 2018.

T. M. Seinen, E. A. Fridgeirsson, S. Ioannou, D. Jeannetot, L. H.
John, J. A. Kors, A. F. Markus, V. Pera, A. Rekkas, R. D. Williams
et al., “Use of unstructured text in prognostic clinical prediction models:
a systematic review,” Journal of the American Medical Informatics
Association, vol. 29, no. 7, pp. 1292-1302, 2022.

A. Wen, S. Fu, S. Moon, M. El Wazir, A. Rosenbaum, V. C. Kaggal,

S. Liu, S. Sohn, H. Liu, and J. Fan, “Desiderata for delivering nlp to
accelerate healthcare ai advancement and a mayo clinic nlp-as-a-service
implementation,” NP.J digital medicine, vol. 2, no. 1, p. 130, 2019.

F. K. Khattak, S. Jeblee, C. Pou-Prom, M. Abdalla, C. Meaney, and

F. Rudzicz, “A survey of word embeddings for clinical text,” Journal of
Biomedical Informatics, vol. 100, p. 100057, 2019.

Q. Liu, M. J. Kusner, and P. Blunsom, “A survey on contextual
embeddings,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.07278, 2020.

J. D. M.-W. C. Kenton and L. K. Toutanova, “Bert: Pre-training of deep
bidirectional transformers for language understanding,” in Proceedings
of naacL-HLT, vol. 1, 2019, p. 2.

D. Zhu, L. Wang, N. Yang, Y. Song, W. Wu, F. Wei, and S. Li,
“Longembed: Extending embedding models for long context retrieval,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.12096, 2024.

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

(23]

(241

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

K. Huang, J. Altosaar, and R. Ranganath, “Clinicalbert: Modeling
clinical notes and predicting hospital readmission,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1904.05342, 2019.

J. Lee, W. Yoon, S. Kim, D. Kim, S. Kim, C. H. So, and J. Kang,
“Biobert: a pre-trained biomedical language representation model for
biomedical text mining,” Bioinformatics, vol. 36, no. 4, pp. 1234-1240,
2020.

Z. Nie, Z. Feng, M. Li, C. Zhang, Y. Zhang, D. Long, and R. Zhang,
“When text embedding meets large language model: A comprehensive
survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.09165, 2024.

J.-B. Excoffier, T. Roehr, A. Figueroa, M. Papaaioannou, K. Bressem,
and M. Ortala, “Generalist embedding models are better at short-context
clinical semantic search than specialized embedding models,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2401.01943, 2024.

C. Wang, P. Nulty, and D. Lillis, “A comparative study on word
embeddings in deep learning for text classification,” in Proceedings of
the 4th international conference on natural language processing and
information retrieval, 2020, pp. 37-46.

Z. Li, X. Zhang, Y. Zhang, D. Long, P. Xie, and M. Zhang, “Towards
general text embeddings with multi-stage contrastive learning,” 2023.
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.03281

T. Gao, X. Yao, and D. Chen, “Simcse: Simple contrastive
learning of sentence embeddings,” 2022. [Online]. Available: https:
//arxiv.org/abs/2104.08821

K. Wang, N. Reimers, and I. Gurevych, “Tsdae: Using transformer-based
sequential denoising auto-encoder for unsupervised sentence embedding
learning,” 2024". [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06979
Z. Zhang, X. Han, Z.\Liu, X."Jiang, M. Sun, and Q. Liu, “Ernie: En-
hanced language representation with informative entities,” arXiv preprint
arXivi1905:07429, 2019.

Z._Lan,)“Albert, A lite bert for self-supervised learning of language
tepresentations,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1909.11942,2019.

T. Pires, “How multilingual is multilingual bert,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1906.01502, 2019.

M. Gu nther, J. Ong, 1. Mohr, A. Abdessalem, T. Abel, M. K. Akram,
S. Guzman, G. Mastrapas, S. Sturua, B. Wang et al., “Jina embeddings
2:.8192-token general-purpose text embeddings for long documents,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.19923,2023.

M. Zaheer, G. Guruganesh, K. A. Dubey, J. Ainslie, C. Alberti,
S. Ontanon, P. Pham, A. Ravula, Q. Wang, L. Yang et al., “Big bird:
Transformers for longer sequences,” Advances in neural information
processing systems, vol. 33, pp. 17 283-17 297, 2020.

Y. Gu, R. Tinn, H. Cheng, M. Lucas, N. Usuyama, X. Liu, T. Naumann,
J. Gao, and H. Poon, “Domain-specific language model pretraining
for biomedical natural language processing,” ACM Transactions on
Computing for Healthcare (HEALTH), vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1-23, 2021.

L. Rasmy, Y. Xiang, Z. Xie, C. Tao, and D. Zhi, “Med-bert: pretrained
contextualized embeddings on large-scale structured electronic health
records for disease prediction,” NPJ digital medicine, vol. 4, no. 1, p. 86,
2021.

Y. Li,R. M. Wehbe, F. S. Ahmad, H. Wang, and Y. Luo, “A comparative
study of pretrained language models for long clinical text,” Journal of
the American Medical Informatics Association, vol. 30, no. 2, pp. 340—
347,2023.

——, “Clinical-longformer and clinical-bigbird: Transformers for long
clinical sequences,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.11838,2022.

L. Adams, F. Busch, T. Han, J.-B. Excoffier, M. Ortala, A. Lo"ser, H. J.
Aerts, J. N. Kather, D. Truhn, and K. Bressem, “Longhealth: A question
answering benchmark with long clinical documents,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2401.14490, 2024.

M. J. Hasan, S. Noor, and M. A. Khan, “Preserving the knowledge
of long clinical texts using aggregated ensembles of large language
models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.01571,2023.

T. Mikolov, K. Chen, G. Corrado, and J. Dean, “Efficient estimation of
word representations in vector space,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1301.3781,
2013.

N. Reimers and I. Gurevych, “Sentence-BERT: Sentence Embeddings
using Siamese BERT-Networks,” in Proceedings of the 2019 Conference
on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing and the 9th
International Joint Conference on Natural Language Processing
(EMNLP-IJCNLP), 2019, pp. 3982-3992. [Online]. Available: https:
/lwww.aclweb.org/anthology/D19-1410

——, “Making monolingual sentence embeddings multilingual using
knowledge distillation,” in Proceedings of the 2020 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), 2020,
pp. 4512-4525.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.03281
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.08821
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06979
https://www.aclweb.org/anthology/D19-1410
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.08821
https://www.aclweb.org/anthology/D19-1410

KUMAR et al.: MED-GTE-HYBRID: A CONTEXTUAL EMBEDDING TRANSFORMER MODEL FOR EXTRACTING ACTIONABLE INFORMATION FROM CLINICAL

TEXTS 1

[36] D. Erhan, A. Courville, Y. Bengio, and P. Vincent, “Why does unsuper- ~ [58] R. J. Ellis, R. M. Sander, and A. Limon, “Twelve key challenges in
vised pre-training help deep learning?” in Proceedings of the thirteenth medical machine learning and solutions,” p. 100068, 2022.
international conference on artificial intelligence and statistics. JMLR ~ [59] H. S. Yang, D. D. Rhoads, J. Sepulveda, C. Zang, A. Chadburn, and
Workshop and Conference Proceedings, 2010, pp. 201-208. F. Wang, “Building the model: challenges and considerations of devel-

[37] A. Radford, J. Wu, R. Child, D. Luan, D. Amodei, I. Sutskever et al., oping and implementing machine learning tools for clinical laboratory
“Language models are unsupervised multitask learners,” OpenAl blog, medicine practice,” Archives of pathology & laboratory medicine, vol.
vol. 1, no. 8,p. 9,2019. 147, no. 7, pp. 826-836, 2023.

[38] F. Schroff, D. Kalenichenko, and J. Philbin, “Facenet: A unified embed-  [60] Y. Li, S. Wu, C. Smith, T. Lo, and B. Liu, “Improving clinical note
ding for face recognition and clustering,” in Proceedings of the IEEE generation from complex doctor-patient conversation,” arXiv preprint
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2015, pp. 815— arXiv:2408.14568, 2024.

823. [61] A.Ne’'ve’ol, H. Dalianis, S. Velupillai, G. Savova, and P. Zweigenbaum,

[39] P. Vincent, H. Larochelle, Y. Bengio, and P.-A. Manzagol, “Extract- “Clinical natural language processing in languages other than english:
ing and composing robust features with denoising autoencoders,” in opportunities and challenges,” Journal of biomedical semantics, vol. 9,
Proceedings of the 25th international conference on Machine learning, pp. 1-13, 2018.

2008, pp. 1096-1103. [62] K. Miller, S. Moon, S. Fu, and H. Liu, “Contextual variation of

[40] R. Wang, X. Wang, Z. Xu, W. Xu, J. Chen, and T. Lukasiewicz, “Mvco- clinical notes induced by ehr migration,” in AMIA Annual Symposium
dot: Multi-view contrastive domain transfer network for medical report Proceedings. American Medical Informatics Association, 2023, p.
generation,” in /CASSP 2023-2023 IEEE International Conference on 1155.

Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). 1EEE, 2023, pp.  [63] M. Kreuzthaler and S. Schulz, “Detection of sentence boundaries and
1-5. abbreviations in clinical narratives,” BMC Medical Informatics and

[41] S. Wang, Z. Zhao, L. Zhang, D. Shen, and Q. Wang, “Crafting good Decision Making, vol. 15, pp. 1-13, 2015.
views of medical images for contrastive learning via expert-level visual ~ [64] A. L. Goldberger, L. A. Amaral, L. Glass, J. M. Hausdorff, P. C.
attention,” in Gaze Meets Machine Learning Workshop. PMLR, 2024, Ivanov, R. G. Martk, J. E. Mietus, G. B. Moody, C.-K. Peng, and H. E.
pp. 266-279. Stanley, ‘“Physiobank, physiotoolkit, and physionet: components of a

[42] Y. Zhu, X. Zhang, and Q. Zhao, “An optimization method tsdae-based new research resource for complex physiologic signals,” circulation, vol.

[43]

[47]

(48]

[52]

(53]

[54]

[55]

for unsupervised sentence embedding learning,” in Proceedings of the
2024 7th International Conference on Signal Processing and Machine
Learning, 2024, pp. 7-14.
J. Hoffmann, S. Borgeaud, A. Mensch, E. Buchatskaya, T. Cai,
E. Rutherford, D. d. L. Casas, L. A. Hendricks, J. Welbl, A. Clark
et al., “Training compute-optimal large language models,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.15556, 2022.
N. Muennighoff, N. Tazi, L. Magne, and N. Reimers, “Mteb: Massive
text embedding benchmark,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.07316, 2022.
L. Tunstall, N. Reimers, U. E. S. Jo, L. Bates, D. Korat, M. Wasserblat,
and O. Pereg, “Efficient few-shot learning without prompts,” 2022¢
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11055
W. Lu, R. K. Luu, and M. J. Buehler, “Fine-tuning large language
models for domain adaptation: Exploration of training strategies,
scaling, model merging and synergistic capabilities,” 2024¢ [Online].
Auvailable: https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.03444
A. v. d. Oord, Y. Li, and O. Vinyals, “Representation|learning with
contrastive predictive coding,” arXiv preprint arXiy:1807.03748, 2018.
A. Johnson, L. Bulgarelli, L. Shen, A. Gayles, A¢Shammout, S:Herng,
T. Pollard, S. Hao, B. Moody, B. Gew, Li=w. Lehman, L. Celi, and
R. Mark, “Mimic-iv, a freely accessible electronic healthrecord dataset,”
Scientific Data, vol. 10, p. 1, 01.2023.
A. Johnson, T. Pollard, S. Horng, L»Celi, and R. Mark, “Mimic-iv-note:
Deidentified free-text clinical notes (version 2.2). physionet,” 2023.
Y. Wang, N. Afzal, S. Fu, L. Wang, F. Shen, M. Rastegar-Mojarad, and
H. Liu, “Medsts: A resource for clinical semantic textual similarity,”
2018. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.09397
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, “Icd-10 codes,”
2024, accessed: 2024-09-25. [Online]. Available: https://www.cms.
gov/medicare/coding-billing/icd-10-codes
M. Gupta, B. Gallamoza, N. Cutrona, P. Dhakal, R. Poulain, and
R. Beheshti, “An extensive data processing pipeline for mimic-iv,”
2022. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13841
A. Rosenberg and J. Hirschberg, “V-measure: A conditional entropy-
based external cluster evaluation measure,” in Proceedings of the 2007
Jjoint conference on empirical methods in natural language processing
and computational natural language learning (EMNLP-CoNLL), 2007,
pp. 410-420.
Y. Wang, L. Wang, Y. Li, D. He, W. Chen, and T.-Y. Liu, “A theoret-
ical analysis of normalized discounted cumulative gain (ndcg) ranking
measures,” in Proceedings of the 26th Annual Conference on Learning
Theory (COLT 2013). Citeseer, 2013.
S. Kumar, M. Arnold, G. James, and R. Padman, “Developing a common
data model approach for discover ckd: A retrospective, global cohort of
real-world patients with chronic kidney disease,” Plos one, vol. 17,n0. 9,
p. 0274131, 2022.
J. Davis and M. Goadrich, “The relationship between precision-recall
and roc curves,” in Proceedings of the 23rd international conference on
Machine learning, 2006, pp. 233-240.
M. McDermott, L. H. Hansen, H. Zhang, G. Angelotti, and J. Gallifant,
“A closer look at auroc and auprc under class imbalance,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2401.06091, 2024.

101, no. 23, pp. e215-e220, 2000.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.03444
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.09397
https://www.cms.gov/medicare/coding-billing/icd-10-codes
https://www.cms.gov/medicare/coding-billing/icd-10-codes
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13841

