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Abstract

Medical Vision-Language Pre-training (VLP) learns
representations jointly from medical images and paired ra-
diology reports. It typically requires large-scale paired
image-text datasets to achieve effective pre-training for both
the image encoder and text encoder. The advent of text-
guided generative models raises a compelling question:
Can VLP be implemented solely with synthetic images gen-
erated from genuine radiology reports, thereby mitigating
the need for extensively pairing and curating image-text
datasets? In this work, we scrutinize this very question
by examining the feasibility and effectiveness of employing
synthetic images for medical VLP. We replace real medi-
cal images with their synthetic equivalents, generated from
authentic medical reports. Utilizing three state-of-the-art
VLP algorithms, we exclusively train on these synthetic
samples. Our empirical evaluation across three subsequent
tasks, namely image classification, semantic segmentation
and object detection, reveals that the performance achieved
through synthetic data is on par with or even exceeds that
obtained with real images. As a pioneering contribution to
this domain, we introduce a large-scale synthetic medical
image dataset, paired with anonymized real radiology re-
ports. This alleviates the need of sharing medical images,
which are not easy to curate and share in practice. The code
and the dataset can be found in https://github.com/cheliu-
computation/MedSyn-RepLearn/tree/main.

1. Introduction

Significant advancements have been made in the field of
medical vision-language pre-training (VLP), particularly in
learning visual knowledge from pairs of medical images and
reports [7, 15, 26, 27, 29]. These methods have shown re-

markable outcomes on a variety of downstream medical vi-
sion tasks, leveraging large-scale paired datasets of medical
images and reports. However, the acquisition of such large-
scale paired image-text datasets involves substantial costs
related to data collection and anonymization of both images
and text [3, 5, 12]. This is necessary as all medical data
must be de-identified before publishing to comply with pri-
vacy and confidentiality regulations [11].

Several research has employed various data augmenta-
tion techniques at the image and text levels to increase the
number of paired image-text samples [1, 4]. However, inap-
propriate data augmentation can lead to the creation of false
positive image-text pairs, as these techniques can alter the
semantic meaning of medical data [14, 25]. For instance,
a medical report might describe ‘left lung shows opacity’,
but the corresponding image, after undergoing random ro-
tation/cropping or random grayscale conversion, might not
depict the left lung or might display different intensity lev-
els. Furthermore, these methods still necessitate the use of
real image-text pair samples, which can limit the generaliz-
ability of medical VLP.

Recent advancements in diffusion generative models,
such as Stable Diffusion [17, 19, 21], have facilitated the
generation of photorealistic images based solely on text
or a combination of text and image inputs. RoentGen [2]
recently demonstrated that diffusion models can generate
medical-style chest X-ray (CXR) images based on medical
texts. In this study, we extensively investigate the effects
of synthetic images generated by the general domain gen-
erative model, SD, and the medical domain-specific model,
RoentGen [2], on medical VLP. Interestingly, methods pre-
trained on synthetic images from RoentGen exhibit perfor-
mance that is comparable to, or even surpasses, those pre-
trained on real images for downstream tasks. However, vari-
ants pre-trained on synthetic images from SD show a signif-
icant decline in performance across all visual tasks.
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2. Methodology

2.1. Text-guided Medical Image Generation

We employ two diffusion-based models in our methodology
to generate realistic medical images from actual radiology
reports, as depicted in the pipeline illustrated in Fig 1.

• Stable Diffusion 2.1 (SD) 1 is a model proficient in gener-
ating images conditioned on text, exhibiting considerable
success in intricate tasks of text-guided image generation.
However, it is pre-trained on natural image-text datasets
and does not specifically target the generation of images
in the medical domain.

• RoentGen [2] is a model that adapts a pre-trained la-
tent diffusion model to overcome the distributional shift
between natural and medical images, generating high-
fidelity, diverse synthetic CXR images conditioned on
text prompts, including radiology-specific language.

In each stage of image generation, we utilize the ‘im-
pression’ section of the radiology report from the MIMIC-
CXR [9] dataset as the text condition, with Gaussian noise
serving as the initial input for the generative model. We es-
tablish the sampling step at 50, the image size at 512×512,
and maintain a consistent random seed for all synthetic im-
ages. To preserve the one-to-one correspondence between
image-text samples, we generate only one synthetic image
for each medical report. We select 3 samples from the syn-
thetic dataset produced by both SD and RoentGen for visu-
alization in Fig 2, where we also display the corresponding
medical prompt and the paired real medical image.

2.2. Vision-Language Contrastive Pre-training

The goal of the VLP framework is to derive cross-lingual
medical representation from CXR images and their associ-
ated radiology reports. We have a training set of M cross-
lingual dataset D ∈ I × T , which includes pairs (im, tm).
In this case, I and T represent the visual and text set, re-
spectively. im is a raw image and tm is a text report. m is
the index of sample and belongs to M .

A common VLP architecture primarily consists of an im-
age encoder Ei : I 7→ RDi that encodes the raw image
into embeddings of dimension Di, and a cross-lingual text
encoder Et : T 7→ RDt that encodes the text report into
embeddings of dimension Dt. Therefore, we have D =
{(i1, t1) , (i2, t2) , . . . , (iM , tM )}, where im = Ei(im) and
tm = Et(tm).

In alignment with the CLIP framework [16], we use a
contrastive learning objective to predict the matched pair
(im, tm) from M ×M possible image-text pairs, while dis-
tancing M2 − M negative pairs. Specifically, two non-
linear visual and linguistic projectors Pt and Pi are used

1https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-1

to transform im and tm into the same dimension d, where
îm = Pi(im), t̂m = Pt(tm), and îm, t̂m ∈ Rd.

After obtaining image feature vectors [̂im]Mm=1 and text
feature vectors [̂tm]Mm=1 from a training batch, we compute
cosine similarities si2tm,m = î⊤mt̂m and st2im,m = t̂⊤m îm, repre-
senting image-text and text-image similarities, respectively.
The contrastive vision-language loss LVLP is then formu-
lated as follows:

Li2t
i = − log

exp(si2tm,m/σ)∑B
n=1 exp(s

i2t
m,n/σ)

, (1)

Lt2i
m = − log

exp(st2im,m/σ)∑B
n=1 exp(s

t2i
m,n/σ)

(2)

LVLP =
1

2B

M∑
m=1

(
Li2t
i + Lt2i

t

)
, (3)

In the above equations, Li2t
i and Lt2i

t are image-text and
text-image InforNCE [24] contrastive loss, respectively. σ
is the temperature hyper-parameter set to 0.07 in our ex-
periments, B is the batch size for each step and B ∈ M .
Through the overall loss LVLP, the model learns maximal
mutual information between the matched image-text pairs
containing cross-lingual attributes within a batch.

3. Experiments

3.1. Pre-training Details

Dataset In this work, we pre-train all baselines on 213, 384
synthetic CXR images with their real medical reports. All
medical reports is from MIMIC-CXR dataset. We pre-
process MIMIC-CXR following the approach described
in [7, 27, 29], including image resizing, pixel value nor-
malization, and text tokenization. Additionally, the dataset
is filtered by excluding lateral views and reports with less
than three tokens. This results in 213, 384 image-text pairs
without disease annotation for MIMIC-CXR [10].

Implementation In our endeavor to investigate the in-
fluence of synthetic images on current SOTA methodolo-
gies, we have chosen to solely re-implement baseline meth-
ods using our synthetic datasets. The implementation and
configuration of all pre-training procedures adhere strictly
to the official code of the baseline methods, which can be
accessed at the following repositories: ConVIRT 2, GLo-
RIA 3, and MGCA 4. This approach ensures that our explo-
ration remains focused and provides a clear understanding
of the impact of synthetic images on these established meth-
ods.



Figure 1. A) Conventional VLP pipeline with real image-text pair. B) Our VLP framework with synthetic image and real medical text. We
select SD 2.1 and RoentGen [2] as the generator in this work.

Figure 2. The synthetic samples images generated from real radiology report from SD 2.1 and RoentGen.

3.2. Downstream Tasks

To thoroughly assess the influence of synthetic images on
VLP, we employ three distinct downstream tasks across five

2https://github.com/edreisMD/ConVIRT-pytorch/tree/master
3https://github.com/marshuang80/gloria
4https://github.com/HKU-MedAI/MGCA

diverse CXR image datasets. The image encoder is frozen
while the classifier, detector, and decoder are updated for
classification, detection, and segmentation tasks, respec-
tively. Except for zero-shot classification, fine-tuning is per-
formed with 1%, 10%, and 100% of the training data, fol-
lowing the data split of MGCA [27].



CheXpert (AUC) RSNA (AUC) COVIDx (ACC)
Method 1% 10% 100% 1% 10% 100% 1% 10% 100%

Random Init 56.1 62.6 65.7 58.9 69.4 74.1 50.5 60.3 70.0
ImageNet Init 74.4 79.7 81.4 74.9 74.5 76.3 64.8 78.8 86.3

ConVIRT [29] 85.9 86.8 87.3 77.4 80.1 81.3 72.5 82.5 92.0
ConVIRT(SD) 74.6 (↓11.3) 79.7 (↓7.1) 82.3 (↓5.0) 70.1 (↓7.3) 75.3 (↓4.8) 77.7 (↓3.6) 66.5 (↓6.0) 74.2 (↓8.3) 84.6 (↓7.4)
ConVIRT(RoentGen) 84.6 (↓1.3) 86.4 (↓0.4) 87.2 (↓0.1) 78.4 (↑1.0) 81.9 (↑1.8) 84.7 (↑3.4) 70.1 (↓2.4) 83.6 (↑1.1) 92.1 (↑0.1)

GLoRIA [7] 87.1 88.7 88.0 87.0 89.4 90.2 66.5 80.5 88.8
GLoRIA(SD) 78.0 (↓9.1) 82.7 (↓6.0) 84.5 (↓3.5) 79.5 (↓7.5) 83.8 (↓5.6) 87.5 (↓2.7) 62.7 (↓3.8) 76.5 (↓4.0) 85.7 (↓3.1)
GLoRIA(RoentGen) 88.3 (↑1.2) 89.6 (↑0.9) 89.9 (↑0.9) 87.5 (↑0.5) 89.8 (↑0.4) 90.4 (↑0.2) 66.7 (↑0.2) 81.0 (↑1.0) 89.0 (↑0.2)

MGCA [27] 87.6 88.0 88.2 88.6 89.1 89.9 72.0 83.5 90.5
MGCA(SD) 80.1 (↓7.5) 83.5 (↓4.5) 85.0 (↓3.2) 82.5 (↓6.1) 86.5 (↓2.6) 88.0 (↓1.9) 68.0 (↓4.0) 79.5 (↓4.0) 87.5 (↓3.0)
MGCA(RoentGen) 88.0 (↑0.4) 87.5 (↓0.5) 87.9 (↓0.3) 88.7 (↑0.1) 89.3 (↑0.2) 90.1 (↑0.2) 72.5 (↑0.5) 83.2 (↓0.3) 90.3 (↓0.2)

Table 1. Image classification performance on CheXpert, RSNA, and COVIDx datasets with 1%, 10%, and 100% training data. The blue
and red colors denote an increase and a decrease in the values respectively compared to the upper bound which uses real images for pre-
training.

SIIM (Dice) RSNA (Dice)
Method 1% 10% 100% 1% 10% 100%

Random 9.0 28.6 54.3 6.9 10.6 18.5
ImageNet 10.2 35.5 63.5 34.8 39.9 64.0

ConVIRT 25.0 43.2 59.9 55.0 67.4 67.5
ConVIRT(SD) 19.6 (↓-5.4) 38.4 (↓-4.8) 47.3 (↓-12.6) 40.1 (↓-14.9) 52.8 (↓-14.6) 59.2 (↓-8.3)
ConVIRT(RoentGen) 26.2 (↑+1.2) 43.1 (↓-0.1) 61.2 (↑+1.3) 55.5 (↑+0.5) 68.7 (↑+1.3) 69.8 (↑+2.3)

GLoRIA 37.4 57.1 64.0 60.3 68.7 68.3
GLoRIA(SD) 31.6 (↓-5.8) 50.9 (↓-6.2) 57.0 (↓-7.0) 53.0 (↓-7.3) 60.8 (↓-7.9) 61.5 (↓-6.8)
GLoRIA(RoentGen) 39.1 (↑+1.7) 58.4 (↑+1.3) 65.5 (↑+1.5) 61.5 (↑+1.2) 68.5 (↓-0.2) 69.3 (↑+1.0)

MGCA 49.7 59.3 64.2 63.0 68.3 69.8
MGCA(SD) 44.2 (↓-5.5) 54.0 (↓-5.3) 60.0 (↓-4.2) 58.0 (↓-5.0) 63.0 (↓-5.3) 64.5 (↓-5.3)
MGCA(RoentGen) 50.5 (↑+0.8) 60.3 (↑+1.0) 64.5 (↑+0.3) 63.3 (↑+0.3) 68.7 (↑+0.4) 69.9 (↑+0.1)

Table 2. Segmentation performance on SIIM and RSNA datasets. The blue and red colors denote an increase and a decrease in the values
respectively compared to the no ‘SD’ and no ‘RoentGen’ rows.

RSNA (mAP) Object CXR (mAP)
Method 1% 10% 100% 1% 10% 100%

Random 1.0 4.0 8.9 - 0.5 4.4
ImageNet 3.6 8.0 15.7 - 2.9 8.3

ConVIRT 8.2 15.6 17.9 - 8.6 15.9
ConVIRT(SD) 4.2 (↓-4.0) 9.5 (↓-6.1) 12.4 (↓-5.5) - 7.2 (↓-1.4) 12.8 (↓-3.1)
ConVIRT(RoentGen) 8.9 (↑+0.7) 16.4 (↑+0.8) 18.4 (↑+0.5) - 9.2 (↑+0.6) 16.4 (↑+0.5)

GLoRIA 11.6 16.1 24.8 - 8.9 16.6
GLoRIA(SD) 5.8 (↓-4.8) 11.1 (↓-5.0) 20.2 (↓-4.6) - 6.9 (↓-2.0) 15.3 (↓-1.3)
GLoRIA(RoentGen) 11.8 (↑+0.2) 16.9 (↑+0.8) 25.2 (↑+0.4) - 9.2 (↑+0.3) 16.8 (↑+0.2)

MGCA 12.9 16.8 24.9 - 12.1 19.2
MGCA(SD) 9.0 (↓-5.0) 14.0 (↓-2.8) 22.3 (↓-2.6) - 8.0 (↓-2.1) 16.5 (↓-2.7)
MGCA(RoentGen) 13.2 (↑+0.3) 17.5 (↑+0.7) 25.3 (↑+0.4) - 12.3 (↑+0.2) 19.6 (↑+0.4)

Table 3. Object detection performance on RSNA and Object-CXR datasets. The ’-’ denotes mAP values smaller than 1%. The blue and
red colors denote an increase and a decrease in the values respectively compared to the no ‘SD’ and no ‘RoentGen’ rows.

Medical Image Classification In the classification task, our
objective is to categorize various diseases present in chest
X-ray (CXR) images. This task is carried out on three
datasets: CheXpert [8], RSNA [22], and COVIDx [28].
The CheXpert dataset [8] encompasses five diseases: at-
electasis, cardiomegaly, consolidation, edema, and pleural
effusion. The RSNA dataset [22] contains two categories:

normal and pneumonia. The COVIDx dataset [28] com-
prises three classifications: COVID-19, non-COVID pneu-
monia, and normal. For classification, we update only the
parameters of a linear layer that has been randomly initial-
ized. The evaluation metrics employed include AUC scores
for the CheXpert and RSNA datasets, and accuracy for the
COVIDx dataset.



Medical Image Semantic Segmentation In this task, our
goal is to segment regions associated with pneumonia and
pneumothorax within CXR images. The task employs two
datasets, RSNA [22] for pneumonia and SIIM [23] for pneu-
mothorax, and utilizes fine-tuned U-Net [20] settings for the
segmentation process. The pre-trained vision backbones are
frozen encoders, with only the U-Net decoders updated dur-
ing fine-tuning. Performance is evaluated using Dice scores.
Medical Image Object Detection In this task, our objec-
tive is to identify the bounding boxes around abnormal tis-
sues related to pneumonia as well as any foreign objects
in CXR images. We accomplish this using the RSNA [22]
and Object-CXR [6] datasets for pneumonia and foreign ob-
jects, respectively, and employ YOLOv3 [18] as the detec-
tion architecture. The pre-trained vision encoder is used as
the backbone, with only the detection head updated during
fine-tuning. Evaluation is based on Mean Average Precision
(mAP) with IOU thresholds 0.4 to 0.75.

3.3. Baseline Methods

In order to examine the influence of synthetic images on
VLP, we have chosen three SOTA medical VLP methods as
our benchmark models:
• ConVIRT [29] employs bidirectional contrastive learn-

ing to jointly train the vision and text encoders using
paired medical images and reports.

• GLoRIA [7] captures the interactions between medical
images and reports through both global and regional con-
trastive learning.

• MGCA [27] integrates prototypical contrastive learn-
ing [13] with global and local VLP on paired image-
report data.

3.4. Experimental Results

Tables 1, 2, 3 delineate the performance of diverse meth-
ods on a variety of medical image datasets, spanning three
tasks: linear classification, semantic segmentation, and ob-
ject detection.

Notably, across almost all cases, the use of ‘Roent-
Gen’ [2] consistently improved performance compared to
the baseline methods pre-trained on genuine image-text
pairs, while a marked decline in performance was observed
with the ’SD’ approach in comparison to the aforemen-
tioned baselines. This observation underscores the potential
of synthetic images, generated from actual medical reports
via a domain-specific generative model, to enhance the effi-
cacy of an array of medical VLP techniques.

Moreover, a more granular vision-language alignment
(e.g., GLoRIA [7], MGCA [27]) resulted in improved per-
formance on the synthetic dataset. This suggests that syn-
thetic medical images not only encapsulate global informa-
tion, but are also endowed with a wealth of localized infor-
mation that can be specifically aligned with real reports.

3.5. Impact of Domain-specific Generative Model

As depicted in Tables 1, 2, 3, the baseline methods pre-
trained on synthetic medical images from RoentGen [2] ex-
hibit comparable or superior performance relative to those
pre-trained on real images. This finding suggests that a
domain-specific generative model can yield synthetic im-
age datasets rich in information, enabling VLP models to
effectively learn visual representations.

However, it is apparent that the generic generative
model, SD 2.1, adversely impacts performance across all
tasks and baselines. As shown in Fig 2 where synthetic sam-
ples are displayed, that indicates the difficulty of generic
generative models in producing high-fidelity medical im-
ages based on medical text prompts, hence restricting their
practical applicability in medical contexts.

4. Conclusion
In this work, we have conducted the first comprehensive ex-
ploration of medical VLP using entirely synthetic medical
image datasets paired with real medical reports across mul-
tiple vision tasks and five different medical image datasets.
Our results demonstrate that domain-specific generative
models possess significant potential in generating realistic
data for medical VLP. This ability could significantly ad-
dress the issue of data scarcity in medical VLP and may pro-
vide a new way for sharing multi-modal medical datasets,
while balancing the risk and benefit in data release. Finally,
we are introducing the first large-scale synthetic CXR im-
age dataset that can benefit the research community. Look-
ing ahead, we plan to investigate further applications of
text-guided generative models, including data augmenta-
tion, zero-shot learning and domain adaptation.
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