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Abstract
Continuous Medical Education (CME) plays a vital role in physi-
cians’ ongoing professional development. Beyond immediate diag-
noses, physicians utilize multimodal diagnostic data for retrospective
learning, engaging in self-directed analysis and collaborative discus-
sions with peers. However, learning from such data effectively poses
challenges for novice physicians, including screening and identify-
ing valuable research cases, achieving fine-grained alignment and
representation of multimodal data at the semantic level, and con-
ducting comprehensive contextual analysis aided by reference data.
To tackle these challenges, we introduce Medillustrator, a visual
analytics system crafted to facilitate novice physicians’ retrospec-
tive learning. Our structured approach enables novice physicians to
explore and review research cases at an overview level and analyze
specific cases with consistent alignment of multimodal and reference
data. Furthermore, physicians can record and review analyzed results
to facilitate further retrospection. The efficacy of Medillustrator in
enhancing physicians’ retrospective learning processes is demon-
strated through a comprehensive case study and a controlled in-lab
between-subject user study.

CCS Concepts
• Human-centered computing → Visual analytics.

*The corresponding author.

Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for personal or
classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed
for profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and the full citation
on the first page. Copyrights for components of this work owned by others than the
author(s) must be honored. Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, or
republish, to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior specific permission
and/or a fee. Request permissions from permissions@acm.org.
Chinese CHI 2024, Nov 22–25, 2024, Shenzhen, China
© 2018 Copyright held by the owner/author(s). Publication rights licensed to ACM.
ACM ISBN 978-1-4503-XXXX-X/18/06
https://doi.org/XXXXXXX.XXXXXXX

Keywords
Retrospective Learning of Physicians, Visual Analytics, Multimodal
Data Alignment, Continuous Medical Education.

ACM Reference Format:
Yuansong Xu, Jiahe Dong, Yijie Fan, Yuheng Shao, Chang Jiang, Lixia Jin,
Yuanwu Cao, and Quan Li. 2018. Medillustrator: Improving Retrospective
Learning in Physicians’ Continuous Medical Education via Multimodal
Diagnostic Data Alignment and Representation. In Proceedings of Chinese
CHI 2024. ACM, New York, NY, USA, 17 pages. https://doi.org/XXXXXXX.
XXXXXXX

1 Introduction
Physicians utilize diagnostic records for continuous self-learning and
skill enhancement beyond immediate patient care [40]. This ongoing
engagement is crucial for refining diagnostic practices and improving
skills [49]. Continuous Medical Education (CME) [6, 33] comple-
ments this effort, encouraging physicians to engage in self-directed
learning through meticulous case studies and collaborative discus-
sions with experienced peers. To support physicians’ CME, espe-
cially novices, existing literature explores pedagogical theories like
Self-Directed Learning (SDL) [26, 30, 57] and Case-Based Learn-
ing (CBL) [35]. These theories stress self-motivated improvement
and the integration of practical, case-based learning in medicine.
Guided by these theories, technical solutions, including learning
platforms and interactive systems [37, 43, 68], have been developed
to enhance novice physicians’ learning experiences. While many
platforms use clinical resources like online materials [20], slides,
and videos [36, 59], interactive systems excel by incorporating di-
verse multimodal diagnostic data [37, 43]. This data encompasses
radiology images (e.g., X-rays, CT scans, MRI), clinical texts (e.g.,
diagnostic reports), and laboratory indicators, significantly improv-
ing physicians’ retrospective learning [13, 68].
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While employing multimodal diagnostic data to enhance the ret-
rospective learning experience of physicians has demonstrated effec-
tiveness, several challenges persist. First, a significant challenge is
the lack of efficient methods for screening and identifying high-
value research cases. Novice physicians, despite theoretical trained,
face difficulties in matching symptom descriptions with real patient
cases [45]. Clinical practice reveals complex and variable patient
conditions, where reliance on “textbook-style” identification is in-
adequate [18, 66]. Patients with similar images and lab results may
receive different diagnoses due to subtle disparities in other diagnos-
tic data [3]. These cases, requiring thorough analysis, are valuable
for retrospective learning. However, effectively screening and dis-
covering them is challenging, akin to finding a needle in a haystack
for novice physicians. Senior physicians rely on experience but face
constraints due to limited exposure to valuable cases. Thus, there’s
a need to identify high-value cases strategically, enabling efficient
learning and continuous improvement in medical practice. Second,
retrospective learning requires precise alignment and effective
representation of data at the semantic level. Novice physicians, par-
ticularly those early in their careers, struggle with interpreting image
data due to its complexity compared to text descriptions and indica-
tors [4]. For instance, identifying subtle lines or changes indicating
fractures on CT images can be challenging, leading to potential
confusion with other bone lesions despite explicit mentions in diag-
nostic reports. This underscores the need for enhanced presentation
of image data to facilitate comprehensive analysis, possibly by inte-
grating other modal data for reference. However, existing research
on multimodal data analysis primarily focuses on prediction and
decision-making [58, 67, 70], or exploring joint effects between
modalities [28, 64], with alignment often limited to specific dimen-
sions like time or individuals for particular segments. While tools for
cross-modal medical data analysis exist, such as automated image
segmentation [60, 63] and medical phrase grounding [12, 27], they
typically analyze images only at the object detection level, lacking
finer semantic alignment. Additionally, current commercial tools of-
ten present different data modalities separately, requiring physicians
to switch between sources like images, diagnostic reports, and indi-
cators during case study discussions. This inconvenience not only
complicates the learning process for presenters but also imposes cog-
nitive load on listeners. Therefore, there’s an urgent need to integrate
relevant multimodal data into a unified and coherent representation
format. Third, ensuring the establishment of contextual references
becomes imperative for interpretation and communication during
the learning process, even when data is appropriately aligned and
represented. Experienced physicians possess an innate ability to in-
corporate comparisons and references into their subjective analysis
of diagnostic data. Drawing on their extensive clinical experience,
they instinctively identify abnormalities by contrasting them with
normal data [41]. This experiential knowledge, although subtle and
implicit, significantly contributes to their diagnostic prowess. How-
ever, current research often focuses on analyzing specific diagnostic
data without incorporating the normal range as a context for compar-
ison [52]. This presents a significant challenge for novice physicians
who lack sufficient experience to discern abnormalities effectively.
Cheng et al. [13] further underscored the importance of reference
values, highlighting that “the reference values are vital in facilitating

prediction interpretations for clinicians” in both static and dynamic
contexts.

In this study, we focus on enhancing physicians’ retrospective
learning through integrating multimodal diagnostic data, targeting
continuous medical education. Through a formative study involving
six physicians, we identified current patterns and concerns in retro-
spective analysis and derived design requirements to address them.
Following Bruner’s discovery learning theory [10], we structured
these requirements into three levels: (1) leveraging prior knowledge
for broad concept understanding (overview), (2) promoting active
engagement and inquiry-based learning (detail), and (3) provid-
ing scaffolding for comprehension through various representations
(retrospection). Our solution, Medillustrator, is a visual analytics
system tailored to aid novice physicians in retrospectively analyzing
multimodal diagnostic data. It offers a structured approach, allowing
users to begin with an overview for screening research cases, delve
into specific cases with multimodal data and references, and record
analyzed results for review and retrospection. To validate its effec-
tiveness and usability, we conducted a comprehensive case study
with a controlled user study. In summary, the main contributions of
this study are as follows:

• We identify current patterns and challenges in physicians’
retrospective analysis through the formative study.

• We develop a visual analytics system with a structured data
processing and modeling pipeline to present consistent multi-
modal diagnostic data alignment and visualization to facilitate
the learning experiences of novice physicians.

• We demonstrate the effectiveness and usability of our ap-
proach through a case study and a controlled user study.

2 Related Work
2.1 Continuous Medical Education
Beyond traditional medical education, continuous medical education
(CME) [6, 33] is crucial in the lifelong learning of physicians. This
ongoing educational process is essential for health professionals to
consistently uphold, update, and refine their knowledge, skills, and
attitudes, thereby ensuring proficient practice. CME can be cate-
gorized into three distinct types based on learning formats: active
learning, passive learning, and unstructured learning [1, 53]. Active
learning includes structured training activities like seminars, work-
shops, and conferences, where participants actively engage in the
learning process [38]. Passive learning emphasizes the acquisition
of knowledge from external sources such as medical journals, online
resources, and other self-study materials. Meanwhile, unstructured
learning focuses on self-directed exploration within practical work
settings, such as clinical practice, case studies, and collaborative
discussions [17].

This study concentrates on enhancing the retrospective learning
experience of novice physicians by examining clinical diagnostic
data. This involves engaging in various learning formats, such as
participating in workshop discussions for active learning, analyzing
existing materials for passive learning, and independently exploring
data from diverse sources in unstructured learning.
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2.2 Diagnostic Multimodal Data Analysis
Analyzing clinical diagnostic data from a single patient often yields
information in multiple modalities, such as radiology images, med-
ical texts, and laboratory test results. However, conducting a com-
prehensive analysis during the data analysis and learning process
poses a significant challenge [15]. To address this challenge, deep
learning-based methods have been developed for multimodal data
analysis, employing multimodal fusion to extract and model complex
relationships across different modalities [19, 22, 31, 61].

Existing work in this domain can be categorized based on two
fusion strategies: decision-level fusion and feature-level fusion [23].
Decision-level fusion involves independently obtaining prediction
results for each modality and subsequently fusing these predictions.
This approach allows for fusing different modalities without retrain-
ing the unimodal models, offering flexibility and simplicity. Fusion
strategies employed in existing work include majority vote, weighted
sum, and averaging [44, 48, 71]. Specifically, Wang et al. [61] pro-
posed a joint multimodal fusion algorithm that considers model
uncertainty when estimating correlations among predictions from
different modalities. Holste et al. [22] utilized the output probabil-
ities of unimodal predictions to fuse image-derived features with
tabular non-image features, while Huang et al. [23] introduced a
meta-neural network classifier trained with predicted probabilities
from both medical images and electronic medical records (EMR).
However, decision-level fusion integrates information only at the pre-
diction stage, overlooking interactions between underlying features.
This approach limits information integration for the relationships
across multiple modalities.

On the other hand, feature-level fusion involves combining origi-
nal data and extracted features from different modalities into mul-
timodal hidden representations for final decision-making, offer-
ing advantages in capturing intricate relationships between modali-
ties [15]. For example, Lu et al. [31] concatenated clinical features
with learned pathology image features for classifying primary or
metastatic tumors and determining origin sites. Duanm et al. [19] uti-
lized the learned feature vector of non-image modality along with im-
age features at multiple layers to predict responses to chemotherapy
in breast cancer. The literature also explored connections and joint
effects among different modalities. In a study by Chen et al. [12],
the focus lies on the medical phrase grounding (MPG) task, pre-
senting strategies for contextually aligning text descriptions with
corresponding regions of interest (ROIs) in medical images. An-
other study by Qin et al. [42] employed vision-language models,
focusing on formulating effective prompts for object detection in
medical imagery. Additionally, Chen et al. [13] proposed a visual
analytics system designed for analyzing features in electronic health
records (EHR) through contribution-based post hoc explanations.
While these studies present effectiveness, they primarily targeted
diagnostic prediction and decision-making. Besides, the multimodal
alignments predominantly concentrated on the object detection level
with limited fine-guaranteed analysis.

Our work distinguishes itself from prior research in facilitating
novice physicians’ retrospective learning, with concerns about mul-
timodal data alignment through feature-level fusion at the semantic
level. We also incorporate contextual information for explicit in-
terpretation and reference, aiming to reveal the implicit diagnostic

experience of senior physicians based on a comparison of reference
values.

2.3 Multimodal Medical Data Visualization
Medical data not only holds critical information for treatment deci-
sions but also plays a pivotal role in retrospective learning through
data analysis. While analyzing heterogeneous medical data from
various sources poses challenges, visual analytics systems, integrat-
ing interactive visualization methods with statistical inference and
correlation models, have demonstrated the potential to aid users in
effective analysis, thereby concealing the underlying complexity of
the data [11].

Besides the works that concentrate on individual data modali-
ties [47, 54, 62], existing studies have introduced multimodal data
visualization tools to facilitate comprehensive analysis. For exam-
ple, Raidou et al. [43] presented tools that enable detailed visual
exploration and analysis of how variations in bladder shape impact
the accuracy of dose delivery. Bannach et al. [5] combined medical
image analysis with visual analytics of patient data to analyze patient
cohorts.

While multimodal data visualizations have demonstrated effec-
tiveness, they often align various data modalities based on specific di-
mensions such as patient or timestamp [13, 68], resulting in separate
presentations for each data modality. This segmented presentation
limits the coherent analysis of patient cases, hindering a comprehen-
sive understanding across different modalities. To enhance the co-
herence and unity of presentation in physicians’ multimodal medical
data analysis, our approach centers on image modality, complement-
ing it with overlays of additional modalities (e.g., diagnosis text).
This method emphasizes the pivotal role of image data in diagnostic
analysis, facilitating a deeper and more intuitive understanding by
merging visual and textual data into a unified, cohesive representa-
tion. Additionally, we integrate indicators and supplementary data,
even when not directly tied to the primary information, to serve as
reference points for diagnostic analysis.

3 Formative Study
To address physicians’ challenges in retrospective learning, we con-
ducted a formative study to pinpoint their specific difficulties in
this phase. Analyzing the study results yielded valuable insights,
informing the formulation of design requirements for our approach.

3.1 Participants and Procedure
We engaged with a team of six domain experts (E1-E6) (Table 1)
from a local hospital, consisting of four novice physicians (E1: male,
E2: male, E4: male, E6: male) and two experienced physicians (E3:
female, E5: male). While E1 and E3 are in the same department, the
others are from different departments. Each physician brings clini-
cal experience and actively engages in medical education activities.
With approval from the Institutional Review Board (IRB), we con-
ducted semi-structured interviews to glean insights and ideas from
the physicians. Throughout these interviews, participants addressed
open-ended questions about their typical practices and approaches
in retrospective learning, also sharing the challenges they face in
their practices.
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Table 1: Participant information includes gender (F/M) and expe-
rience levels (A/B), with A denotes years of teaching experience
and B means years of clinical experience.

ID Gender/Age Exp Position Specialty

E1 F/32 1/5 Resident Cardiology
E2 M/36 2/9 Attending Physician Endocrinology
E3 F/51 15/23 Chief Physician Orthopedics
E4 M/32 0/4 Resident General Practice
E5 M/47 10/18 Associate Chief Physician Cardiology
E6 M/28 0/1 Intern Orthopedics

3.2 Analysis and Results
The interviews were recorded with participants’ consent and tran-
scribed into text. Thematic analysis [7] was used to analyze the data
and derive qualitative findings, due to its ability to reveal patterns and
themes in qualitative data, offering insights into participants’ experi-
ences, perspectives, and behaviors [14]. The challenges identified
during physicians’ retrospective learning are summarized below:

C1. Sifting through patient data to find valuable learning
cases is inefficient and time-intensive. Novice physicians often find
themselves tasked with patient diagnoses and retrospective studies
under the guidance of senior physicians. Given the inherent value
of physicians’ time, the crucial aspect of ensuring the quality of
learning lies in the analysis of high-value case data. However, sifting
through tons of patient cases to identify valuable learning cases
proves to be a challenging and time-consuming process. E2 shared
their experience, stating, “I tried going through clinic cases during
my internship, thinking I’d dig up some valuable insights. But, turns
out, sifting [through them] manually was a real-time sink – inefficient
and didn’t give much insight for all the time I put in.” The current
approach relies on senior physicians to select and summarize typical
cases presented in seminars for clinical case teaching and discussion.
However, this method, relying on accumulated years of experience, is
equally inefficient. According to E5, a senior physician, “Even with
all my experience, picking cases to teach new physicians is tricky.
It’s not just about going for the complicated ones; it’s about finding
the ones that pack the most educational punch. Depending too much
on personal judgment and experience might unintentionally miss out
on less obvious but just instructive cases, which ends up narrowing
the learning scope for [new] physicians.”

C2. Identifying areas of abnormality and pathology is chal-
lenging. Among the various modalities of diagnostic data, physicians
generally acknowledged the crucial impact of image data during di-
agnostic analysis. As mentioned by E3, “In real-world practice,
images like X-rays or MRIs give us a clear, intuitive understanding
of a patient’s condition. These visuals can uncover issues that are
hard to spot using other methods and play a crucial role in sup-
porting further diagnosis.” When physicians review medical images,
the primary goal is to identify areas of interest for further analysis.
These areas could include lesions or lumps in the case of detecting
lung cancer, a task that remains challenging for novice physicians
during the comprehensive analysis of data from other modalities. As
highlighted by E6, “We often find it challenging to interpret [medi-
cal] images, especially when it comes to spotting subtle issues like
small lesions in lung cancer. Combining these findings with other
[clinical] data adds another layer of complexity to our diagnostic
process.”

C3. Providing comprehensive diagnostic results with contex-
tual referencing and comparison is time-consuming. To deliver
well-informed and unbiased diagnostic results, physicians must con-
duct thorough analyses across various data modalities. This involves
using laboratory test results, such as red blood cells, white blood
cells, and platelet count, as filters for judgment, and exploring other
modalities like image data for further decision-making. However,
this cross-modal analysis is time-consuming and adds an extra layer
of complexity to the analytical process. As E2 mentioned, “We have
to dive into the nitty-gritty details of diagnostic data, and things get
more complicated when we need to combine and analyze [informa-
tion] from multiple sources.” Experienced physicians also acknowl-
edged their reliance on subjective experience for comparison given
data with references mentally during diagnosis. However, almost
all participants agreed that this comparison, without a clear view,
poses challenges, especially for novice physicians’ analysis. E4
emphasized, “As a novice physician, the limited experience makes
comparative diagnostic analysis quite a challenge. It’s tough to make
those subtle comparisons in diagnosis, which comes more naturally
to experienced physicians.”

C4. Reviewing analyzed data with integrated results and in-
sights leads to additional burdens. Participants also highlighted
the importance of a retrospective view for their learning and analysis
during CME. E5, who combines practical teaching with instructing
experiences for novice physicians, emphasized, “Recalling previous
cases helps and draws insights from teaching improves how I diag-
nose and makes me better overall.” However, their current recording
methods often separate diagnostic data from corresponding insights
and findings, adding extra burdens to their review process. E6 further
explained, “Sorting through scattered information when revisiting
cases can be a bit tricky. Extracting meaningful patterns and insights
from the collected data becomes a real challenge.”

3.3 Design Requirements
Based on insights from the interview analysis, we formulated de-
sign requirements tailored to address the identified challenges in
analyzing multimodal medical data for physicians. These require-
ments are structured to align with active, discovery-driven learn-
ing processes, guided by the principles of the discovery learning
theory [10]. The structured design requirements are as follows: 1)
Initiate an overview level analysis of patient data to foster a broad
understanding of concepts built upon prior knowledge (R.1-R.2).
2) Enable users to actively engage in exploration at the detail level
for specified cases (R.3-R.5). 3) Facilitate the recording of findings
for subsequent review and retrospection, providing scaffolding to
consolidate understanding (R.6).

[Overview]R1. Present patient characteristics overview. Physi-
cians expressed challenges in efficiently filtering and identifying
valuable patient cases for retrospective learning. They emphasized
the importance of analyzing cohorts with similar conditions or symp-
toms, crucial for diagnostic decision-making and CME practice
enhancement. Furthermore, physicians stressed the significance of
studying cohorts with specific demographic characteristics like age
and occupation. As articulated by E3, “When you’re looking at
osteoporosis, you’ll find that [different] age groups usually have
specific common conditions. It helps us understand how factors such
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as age play a role in the development and progression of diseases
like osteoporosis. Besides, the same goes for occupational health.
If we check for joint degradation in people with extensive hours of
physical labor, it reveals risk factors and ways to prevent issues
for certain job-related groups.”. To mitigate C1, it is imperative to
provide an overview to enable physicians to seamlessly view and
filter patient cases based on relevant characteristics.

[Overview]R2. Facilitate comparison of multimodal data across
patient cases. Physicians emphasized the importance of being able
to compare multimodal data across patient cases. Such comparisons
often unveil distinctive insights when different modalities are con-
sidered. Specifically, two patient cases might share similarities in
indicator data but show significant differences when involving con-
sideration of image data. As shared by E5, “For example, we had two
patients with blood tests showing a marker called carcinoembryonic
antigen (CEA), which can hint at possible cancer risk. But when we
dug deeper with MRI scans, we saw some big differences between
them. One patient’s MRI showed everything [looking] normal - con-
sistent signal intensities and no signs of abnormalities, indicating
healthy tissue. But in the other patient’s [scan], things were different.
We saw irregular signal levels and masses, which could mean there’s
some abnormal, maybe cancerous tissue there.” The multimodal
comparison brings out variations, highlighting unique patterns and
correlations among different patient cases, thus offering valuable
clinical insights.

[Detail]R3. Uncover connections between image and other
modalities. Recognizing the challenges in interpreting image data
mentioned in C2, physicians considered it highly beneficial to corre-
late image-related information with corresponding diagnostic data.
For instance, linking relevant areas in an image with corresponding
text descriptions could provide valuable insights for novice physi-
cians during the interpretation process. As explained by E4, “When
we’re looking at a spinal MRI, if we can match up the interesting
parts in the images with notes that describe specific spinal issues,
like disc herniation or spinal stenosis, it really helps us get a much
better understanding.”

[Detail]R4. Provide coherent representation of aligned im-
age data with corresponding information. Physicians emphasized
the need for structured presentation of image-enhanced data, rec-
ognizing the benefits of aligning multimodal data for analysis. E5
noted, “Combining textbook-style explanations with illustrative dia-
grams provides a clearer picture for analyzing multimodal data in
patient cases, especially for guiding new physicians.”

[Detail]R5. Display relevant contextual information for di-
agnostic analysis. Patient cases contain diverse data types beyond
images, including structured data and blood test indicators. While
displaying essential context is crucial, analyzing these varied datasets
comprehensively can be complex and time-consuming. To address
C3, different information types should be represented based on their
characteristics. This may involve presenting demographic details
and patient distribution, visualizing changes in time-series data like
medication records, and comparing laboratory results with reference
ranges. Though these data may not directly influence diagnostic
decisions, presenting them alongside analysis serves as valuable
screening references, enhancing efficiency and accuracy.

[Retrospection]R6. Enable recording and reviewing of anal-
ysis results. In response to C4, physicians expressed the need for

a more efficient method to document and revisit analyzed insights.
For instance, E1 highlighted the importance of documenting specific
features observed in joint X-rays, like joint space narrowing in os-
teoarthritis cases, correlating these findings with patient symptoms.
This record of insights enhances retrospective learning, crucial in
discovery learning for consolidating valuable knowledge. Thus, the
ability to record and revisit insightful reflections is essential for im-
proving both the diagnostic process and the physician’s knowledge
base.

4 Medillustrator

Figure 1: Medillustrator is composed of a data process module, a
modeling engine, and a visualization interface designed to align
with the discovery-driven learning workflow.

After gathering discussions and design requirements from the
formative study, we developed Medillustrator, an interactive visu-
alization system tailored to assist physicians in efficient and effec-
tive learning and retrospection using diagnostic data. The system’s
approach and methods include three core components: (a) a data
processing module, (b) a modeling engine, and (c) a visualization
interface.

4.1 Data Processing
To illustrate our approach, we curated a dataset containing diagnosis
and treatment records for cervical spine diseases obtained from a rep-
utable local hospital. This dataset consists of data from 720 patients
treated between 2021 and 2022, including MRI images, diagnostic
texts, patient demographics, structured data, and more. The data
is categorized into three modalities: image, text, and indicator. To
protect privacy, we anonymized the data irreversibly. We detailed
the processing steps for each modality as follows.

Image Data Processing: To model and align the relationship
between image data and other modalities, particularly text, a training
dataset is essential. We collaborated with physicians to manually
annotate MRI images using the labelme annotation tool [46]. Senior
physicians identified regions of interest on MRI images during di-
agnosis, marking them with bounding boxes. They then annotated
textual information associated with these areas, specifying the name
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of the region in the diagnostic text (e.g., specific cervical vertebrae
regions and areas of cerebrospinal fluid). This process documented
regions of interest alongside corresponding diagnostic text in a json
format file, facilitating the establishment of connections.

Text Data Processing: Each MRI image is paired with a diag-
nostic text description, including both the "medical description" and
"medical diagnosis" sections. In the preprocessing phase, we com-
bined the imaging description and diagnosis, followed by manual
cleaning of the text to ensure consistent formatting, aiding alignment
modeling.

Indicator Data Processing: We began by filtering and catego-
rizing the indicator data into two groups: imaging indicators and
laboratory indicators, based on their characteristics and role in the
diagnostic analysis. Imaging indicators comprise data from MRI
imaging, representing areas like cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) and spe-
cific cervical intervertebral disc regions (e.g., C1-C2), with metrics
such as maximum, minimum, and average signal intensity values.
After consultations with experts, we calculated signal intensity divi-
sions for cervical intervertebral disc regions and the mean of CSF to
assess MRI signal intensity. Laboratory indicators serve as diagnos-
tic reference points, including measurements related to metabolic
processes, organ function (e.g., blood glucose, proteins, enzymes),
and immune and health evaluations (e.g., platelets, red blood cells,
white blood cell types). These indicators are categorized accord-
ingly. Imaging indicators are aligned with other modalities for rep-
resentation and interactive analysis, while laboratory indicators are
presented independently for reference.

4.2 Modeling Engine
4.2.1 Multimodal Data Alignment. Effectively aligning diagnostic
text descriptions with regions of medical images is crucial for con-
veying information, especially to novice physicians. To accomplish
this, we refined the grounding dino model [29] within the robust
training framework of mmdetection. Chosen for its capability as
an open-set object detector, the grounding dino model excels at
recognizing diverse objects based on human inputs like category
names or descriptive expressions. Capitalizing on its adaptability,
we customized the model to our requirements, enhancing its ability
to precisely identify and correlate textual descriptions with corre-
sponding regions in medical images. During training, we curated
pairs of image-text data, effectively matching diagnostic descrip-
tions with corresponding image regions. By exposing the model to
this annotated dataset, the intricate relationships between textual
descriptions and visual features in medical images were learned. The
dataset was divided into a training set and a test set with an 8:2 split
ratio, resulting in approximately 600 pairs for training and 150 for
testing. The training lasted for 50 epochs, achieving a Mean Average
Precision (MAP) of 0.53. After training, the model accurately gener-
ates bounding box predictions for categorized regions, outlining the
areas of interest in the images.

To enhance alignment precision and achieve pixel-level corre-
spondence between text and image, we utilized the segment anything
model [25]. Using the bounding boxes from the grounding dino
model as inputs, the model performs semantic analysis, generating
pixel-level segmentation predictions for relevant regions in the im-
ages. This pixel-level alignment improves the visual representation

of diagnostic information and aids clearer interpretation, empower-
ing physicians, especially those with less experience, to effectively
understand and analyze complex medical data.

4.2.2 Modality Embedding and Discrepancy Assessment. To pro-
vide physicians with a comprehensive overview of patient condition
distributions, we integrated information from various modalities,
including images, diagnosis text, and imaging indicators. For the
imaging modality, we utilized the resnet50 architecture to extract
image features, generating 2048-dimensional embeddings. For di-
agnostic text, we used the bert-base-uncased model to obtain 768-
dimensional embeddings that capture semantic nuances. For the
indicators, we conducted direct dimensionality reduction to synthe-
size essential quantitative data. These modalities—image, text, and
indicators—were then fused by concatenation to form a unified rep-
resentation, combining rich information from diverse sources. We
used UMAP [34] to reduce each individual modality and the fused
embeddings to two-dimensional coordinates, which equips physi-
cians with enhanced diagnostic capabilities and facilitates informed
decision-making.

To gain a comprehensive understanding of patient conditions, we
explored the interaction between different modalities. Calculating the
k nearest neighbors (knn) within each patient’s modality data coor-
dinates allowed us to understand their profile within each modality’s
scope. By identifying the intersection of nearest neighbors across
modalities, we uncovered areas of agreement and disagreement in
patient-level distributions (see subsubsection 4.3.2). This detailed
analysis helped identify subtle variations and inconsistencies across
modalities, offering valuable insights for clinical decision-making
and treatment planning.

4.3 Visualization Interface
Following the visualization mantra of “overview first, zoom and
filter, then details on demand” [50], we prioritized usability and
effectiveness in our design process. Collaborating with physicians,
we refined the Medillustrator interface based on formative study
findings. The interface comprises five interconnected views: Men-
tions View, Embedding View, Information Exploration View, Detail
View, and Record View. Aligned with the discovery learning the-
ory [10], the interaction workflow is structured into three levels:
users begin with a general overview to identify high-value research
cases at the Mentions View and Embedding View (R1-R2). They then
delve into comprehensive information exploration about specific
patient case patterns at the Information Exploration View and Detail
View (R3-R5). Finally, users record and review analyzed insights for
organization and retrospection at the Record View (R6).

4.3.1 Mentions View. The Mentions View (Figure 4 a ) offers a com-
prehensive textual overview of patient data. Users can select their
specialty and specify time periods using an intuitive range slider. A
search bar allows filtering of patient cases by specific diseases or
symptoms. When the search bar is empty, keywords from patient
cases are displayed, sorted by frequency, with the most mentioned
keyword at the top. Clicking on a keyword reveals related diagnosis
texts. Entering specific information in the search bar updates the
rows below to show relevant diagnosis texts. Clicking the search icon
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filters patient cases to only display those containing the en-
tered text in their diagnostic text. This method significantly reduces
the number of cases requiring review, enhancing analysis efficiency
(R1).

4.3.2 Embedding View. The Embedding View (Figure 4 b ) illus-
trates the distribution of patient cases across modalities’ features
(R2). Each patient is depicted as a node, showcasing their distri-
bution based on image, text, and indicator features. Additionally, a
custom glyph represents the similarity between pairs of these three
modalities and their distribution across patients in the fusion modal
(Figure 2 A1 ). Selecting a patient by clicking on the glyphs or lasso-
ing for a patient group in the fusion modality connects each glyph to
corresponding nodes in other modalities (Figure 2 5 ). This design
allows users to observe patient distribution within the same modality
and track patient groups across different modal embeddings. Click-
ing on a patient’s glyph reveals the range and corresponding nodes
of the k nearest neighbors (knn) in the three unimodal embedding
views below. The knn nodes are marked in red within this area, with
a circle centered on the current patient’s node extending to the far-
thest knn node based on distance (Figure 2 6 ). Additionally, knn
nodes corresponding to the same patients across different modali-
ties are interconnected (Figure 2 7 ). This presentation effectively
captures variance information about the surrounding crowds of the
same patient across various modalities, facilitating the identification
of significant feature differences at different modal levels.

To visually represent variations in patient cases with notable
differences across modalities, we devised a glyph (Figure 2 A1 )
for each patient case in the fusion modality, depicting the consis-
tency of patient distribution across modalities. The outer ring of
the glyph is divided into three equal segments, each occupying 120
degrees (Figure 2 1 ). These segments denote the similarity among
the surrounding crowd between image-text, image-indicator, and
text-sentence pairs, respectively. We computed the knn set of the
current glyph’s corresponding patient in the three modalities and
utilized the Jaccard similarity[24] calculation method to capture the
similarity of the surrounding crowd between these modal pairs. For
each segment, we employed a donut chart, where the size of the
angle represents the magnitude of the Jaccard similarity value under
the comparison of the current two modalities (Figure 2 2 ). Draw-
ing inspiration from existing designs[69], we introduced a refined
box plot within each glyph (Figure 2 3 ), illustrating the distribution
of similarity values between the two current modalities among all
patients in each segment. This aids in assessing the distribution of
modal difference values for the selected patient within the overall
patient cohort. In the inner circle area of the glyph, we comprehen-
sively calculated the Jaccard similarity of the surrounding patients
set across the three modalities (JA,B,C =

|A∩B∩C|
|A∪B∪C| ) and employed a

pie chart-based design to depict the overall similarity status of the
current glyph’s corresponding patient with the surrounding patients
in each modality, represented by the size of the fan-shaped angle
(Figure 2 4 ).

Design Alternatives. During our design iterations, we explored
three glyph designs for the fusion modal. For the first alternative
(Figure 2 A2 ), we adapted the rose chart to represent modal sim-
ilarity. However, we encountered issues with sectors occupying
disproportionate spaces and being closely connected, hindering user

Figure 2: A Glyph design in fusion modal and connections
across fusion modal and unimodal. A1 Current glyph design.
A2 - A3 Alternatives based on the rose chart and box plot.

comprehension. For the second alternative (Figure 2 A3 ), we ad-
justed the angle each pie chart area occupied to better highlight
differences in information. Additionally, we incorporated box plots
within each sector to depict the distribution across patients. However,
user feedback revealed this design could not effectively convey dif-
ferences in similarity values. Our final design (Figure 2 A1 ) utilized
a donut chart, with angle size indicating similarity values, providing
clearer representation. Moreover, we transformed the box plot into
an arc curve, aligned with the donut chart. The arc’s length indicates
similarity distribution across the patient population, with vertical
lines denoting minimum and maximum values, and a central box
highlighting quartiles. After evaluating all options, we settled on the
third design.

4.3.3 Information Exploration View. We segmented the Information
Exploration View into three sections, each displaying the Indicator,
Medical History, and Physical Examination of the selected patient
case. We also simultaneously provided information about the nor-
mal reference ranges and the distribution across the general patient
population for these indicators (R3, R5).

Indicator. In the indicator subview (Figure 4 C1 ), we presented
patients’ demographic information and laboratory indicator. After
consulting domain experts, we selected height, weight, and age as the
displayed demographic information, ensuring relevance for disease
analysis while safeguarding privacy. Using a stripe plot design, color
intensity reflects the count of patients corresponding to different
indicator values, with a highlighting the current patient’s value.

We categorized laboratory indicators into: Renal Function (RF)
and Liver Function (LF) Tests and Complete Blood Count (CBC).
Below the demographic information, a radar chart displays detailed
subcategories and values of laboratory indicators for each category.
Users can select the specific categories through the menu above
the radar chart. The radar chart’s outer and inner circles delineate
the normal reference range, while red points illustrate the current
patient’s indicator values. This design effectively communicates
the overall status of indicator values within each major category
while also addressing the need to scrutinize individual indicators of
interest.

In response to expert feedback emphasizing the importance of
certain indicators for disease screening, we introduced stacked bar
charts beneath the radar chart. Dark-colored stripes represent the
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normal reference range, with upward arrows indicating the cur-
rent patient’s values. Following experts’ advice, we chose blood
sugar and cholesterol as fixed indicators, enabling users to add new
indicators for further analysis by clicking on corresponding nodes

in the radar chart.
Design Alternatives. During the design iteration, we explored

various alternatives for presenting laboratory indicators. Initially,
we tested box plots, beeswarm plots, and violin plots to show current
patient values alongside population distribution. However, users
prioritize assessing if indicators fall within the normal range for
disease analysis, rather than comparing distributions across groups.
In the second alternative, we used parallel coordinate axes with
normal ranges marked on each axis, but found cluttered lines due
to numerous indicators. Our final design employed radar charts,
indicating normal ranges in inner and outer circular areas for intuitive
assessment and outlier detection. Additionally, we added stacked
bar charts based on user feedback to provide detailed insights into
specific indicators.

Medical History. We organized the medical history subview to
present the structured text of the current patient. Initially, we high-
lighted the patient’s Chief Complaint, offering physicians immediate
insights into the primary concern. Subsequently, we presented the
patient’s medical history information chronologically, starting from
the most recent to the oldest, which includes the History of Present
Illness (HPI). This chronological sequence aids users in understand-
ing the patient’s condition progressively, from the most relevant to
the least, thereby streamlining information retrieval efficiency.

Physical Examination. In the Physical Examination subview
(Figure 4 c3 ), we presented the patient’s physical examination re-
sults. After consulting with domain experts, we selected 42 physical
examination indicators covering four areas: neck, upper limbs, lower
limbs, and nervous system. These indicators can be categorized into
three main types: general condition, range of motion, and fine move-
ments and reflex testing results. We found that the qualitative values
of these indicators often manifest as binary oppositions, such as
normal/abnormal, negative/positive, and presence/absence. To pre-
vent complexity and visual overload in the raw data, we arranged
these indicators horizontally in line charts based on different body
parts. We utilized "normal" and "abnormal" to represent positive
and negative outcomes for each indicator, respectively. Hovering
over a specific indicator node on the line chart reveals its name and
related information. Additionally, we included a stacked bar chart
below the line chart, using differently colored bars to indicate the
types of examination. This design allows users to easily differentiate
between abnormal and normal indicators within a cluster of various
indicators, facilitating the exploration of related information, major
categories, and specific examination items.

4.3.4 Detail View. The Detail View (Figure 4 d ) illustrates multi-
modal medical data alignment and representation based on patient
cases selected in the Embedding View (R3-R4). Acknowledging
the human learning process, especially the forgetting curve [2] and
cognitive load [39, 55, 56], underscores the challenges of flexible
knowledge application. To address these challenges, we divided the
Detail View into two phases: the Practice Phase and the Learning
Phase.

In the Practice Phase, the raw image of the selected patient case
is displayed. Thumbnails of the selected cases appear below, with
the currently selected image outlined in red. Users can switch be-
tween cases by clicking on the respective thumbnails. Additionally,
imaging indicators are presented on the right side of the image.
These indicators include the minimum, maximum, and average sig-
nal intensity during MRI imaging process of cervical intervertebral
discs (e.g., C2-C3 = [C2-C3 min, C2-C3 mean, C2-C3 max]). Using
parallel coordinate axes design, the horizontal axis represents the
minimum and maximum values of the disc signal indicators among
all patients, while a polyline connects the current patient’s values
across different indicator values within each cervical intervertebral
disc region. Density information is incorporated to show the overall
distribution on each axis, and indicator data is normalized to reduce
biases.

Users can visually examine the variation between minimum, aver-
age, and maximum values within a specified cervical intervertebral
disc region by observing slope change within the group of signal
values (e.g., C2-C3). For example, a significant variance between
minimum and average values suggests possible disc protrusion. To
align imaging indicators with the corresponding image areas, we
extracted the indicator name as text information to construct connec-
tions. Given that our target users are novice physicians with medical
backgrounds, we found that their challenge lies in making accurate
descriptions and diagnoses rather than matching region names with
image areas. Therefore, in the Practice Phase, we directly marked
the cervical intervertebral disc area on the image with a borderline.

Hovering over the relevant area highlights the corresponding
indicator, while reducing the opacity of indicators for other parts to
minimize disruptions. Users can customize drawing on the image to
highlight their area of interest by clicking the button, then input
labels, diagnostic content, and insights as notes for the selected area.
Clicking the button marks the selected area on the current
image. Users can view added content by hovering over the area or
clicking to display it for further editing. After analyzing the current
case, users can click the button to save the patient case and
analysis as a card in Record View (Figure 4 3 ) for subsequent review
(R6).

Upon completing exploration and analysis in the Practice Phase,
users can transition to the Learning Phase by clicking the . In the
Learning Phase, we established links between relevant areas of the
image and corresponding diagnostic text, highlighting these areas by
adding a mask to the original image. To facilitate text annotations
on the image, we constructed a force-directed model inspired by
text layout designs [16, 65]. In particular, we proposed the follow-
ing design principles of the model: DP1. Text area should avoid
overlapping with each other or with the image. DP2. Text should be
evenly distributed around the image, preventing clustering in some
areas while leaving others blank. Each diagnostic text and image
is treated as a single object in the force simulation and calculation
process. Two types of forces are applied to these objects: textual
repulsion forces and text-image spring forces. Textual repulsion
forces between text area i and j, with mass mi and m j are propor-
tional to their distance (Fi, j =

mi·m j

r2
i, j

). This ensures that closer texts

experience stronger repulsion, thereby preventing overlaps during
position adjustments (DP1). Conversely, text-image spring forces
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(Fi = M ·mi · r2
i ) between text i and image, with mass mi and M, are

inversely proportional to their distance. This maintains a balance,
preventing text from straying too far from the image during position
adjustments, thus fulfilling DP2. The combined effect of these two
forces ensures that text areas, subject to balanced forces, are evenly
distributed around the image’s core. Furthermore, the strength of
both forces is proportional to the word count (treated as mass) in the
text, considering that texts with more words generally require more
display space. To minimize oscillations resulting from the force
updates during positional adjustments, we implemented a damping
function throughout the iteration process.

4.3.5 Record View. In the Record View (Figure 4 e ), users access
previously saved patient cases (R6). Each case is displayed as a card
with comprehensive details and analyzed information. Users can
input a summary and add descriptive comments on the title area and
text area, respectively. Click the can switch to previous records
and related information in the Detail and Information Exploration
View. They also have the option to export records for further analysis
using the export feature ( ).

5 Evaluation
In this section, we performed both a case study and a controlled
in-lab between-subject user study to assess the efficacy of the Medil-
lustrator.

5.1 Case Study: Retrospective Learning and
Discussion

E1, an intern physician with six months of clinical experience,
adopted a meticulous and cautious learning approach while nav-
igating the interaction workflow of Medillustrator.

I: Exploring high-value patient cases and acknowledging in-
terpretation challenges. Beginning by selecting “spine” as the spe-
cialty of interest and filtering data from the most recent six months
(Figure 3 1 ), E1 scrutinized various mentions presented in the Men-
tions View (Figure 3 2 ). Notably, “retreat” emerged as one of the
top three frequently occurring words, piquing E1’s curiosity. Con-
sequently, E1 filtered all diagnostic texts containing this term to
investigate associated patient cases (Figure 3 3 ).

In Embedding View, E1 noticed one patient glyph conspicuously
distant from the others. Upon zooming in, E1 observed that while the
overall similarity of this case was relatively low, the donut chart in
the outer ring depicted a high similarity between the image-indicator,
surpassing the three quartiles of patients (Figure 3 4 ). Intrigued by
this, E1 delved deeper by examining the current case’s consistency
in distribution among neighboring populations in each unimodal.
With k = 5, E1 discovered three identical nearest neighbors in both
the image and indicator modalities: c1 (the patient itself), c2, and c3,
but no corresponding matches in the text modality (Figure 3 5 ). This
discrepancy highlighted a crucial observation: cases with similar
images and indicators might ultimately receive disparate diagnostic
outcomes. This revelation prompted E1 to conduct a comprehensive
analysis of the current case and its neighbors. Beginning with a
closer examination of the current case’s image in the Detail View,
E1 identified and marked retreat at the C6 position. Subsequently,
clicking on the relevant medical diagnosis revealed confirmation of
E1’s initial judgment: “C6 vertebrae slight retreat.” (Figure 3 6 )

Figure 3: Case Study Part I: Exploring high-value patient cases
and addressing interpretation challenges. 1 Choose the specialty
and data time span. 2 Identify "retreat" as one of the most fre-
quent mentions. 3 Enter "retreat" in the input box and initiate
the search. 4 Select the relevant glyph in the Embedding View.
5 Notice the simultaneous appearance of three identical k-NNs
in both the image and indicator modalities. 6 Analyze the case
in the Detail View, annotate findings with , and review the
analysis using . 7 Navigate to the neighboring case in the
image modality and inspect it in the Detail View. 8 Annotate
findings with and review the diagnosis using , discov-
ering an incorrect diagnosis. 9 Save the results in the Record
View by clicking .

Turning attention to patient case c2 in the image modal and click-
ing for switching (Figure 3 7 ), E1 meticulously analyzed the raw
image and identified a similar protrusion in the Detail View. Marking
the relevant area during the Practice Phase and referring diagnosis
at Learning Phase, E1 was surprised to find a different diagnosis
for c2, with the corresponding parts marked as disc herniation and
slight instability (Figure 3 8 ). Reminded by the diagnostic results, E1
recalled the characteristics of disc herniation and instability: while
they involve retreat, they denote a more severe degree. This realiza-
tion led E1 to acknowledge a misjudgment regarding the severity of
the condition at the initial diagnosis. Reflecting on the analysis, E1
recognized the importance of considering “consistency in some indi-
cators but clear differences in others”, a factor previously overlooked.
This insight proved invaluable for accumulating clinical experience
and facilitating learning. After completing these analyses, he clicked

to note insights in Record View for future review (Figure 3 9 ).
In conclusion, E1 appreciated how the system facilitated the effi-
cient identification of valuable learning cases, thereby enhancing
retrospective learning.

II: Gaining valuable understandings through the systematic
and thorough examination of correlated multimodal patient data.
After completing a previous exploration, E1 discussed his learning
experience with instructor E2 in their weekly meeting. E2 recog-
nized the findings and stressed that clinical practice often deviates
from textbook scenarios, necessitating thorough and critical analysis.
Continuing his learning journey, E1 decided to use the system to
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Figure 4: In Case Study Part II, the physicians’ interaction workflow comprises: 1 Filter for cases containing "herniation". 2 Zoom in
to view and discover two close cases (p1, p2) in Embedding View. 3 Lasso the cases as a group to examine their distribution across
modalities, finding the two cases are close in the image modality but distant in the other two modalities. 4 Click on glyph of case p1
to examine it in Detail View. 5 Examine and annotate analysis on the image. 6 Check the aligned diagnosis on the image. 7 Record
the analysis of p1 in Record View. 8 Click on glyph of case p2 to examine it in Detail View. 9 Examine the image and annotate partial
analysis in Detail View. 10 Switch to check the contextual information between p1 and p2 in Information Exploration View. 11 Observe
Indicator subview and find that the lymphocyte percent of p2 exceed normal range. 12 Review Medical History subview and find that p2
has a longer duration of illnesses than p1. 13 Observe that p2 is examined abnormal in "sensation of right upper limb". 14 Notice
unusual signal values of C6-C7 area in Detail View, indicating potential lesions. 15 Complete the analysis of p2 and verify its accuracy
by checking the aligned diagnosis on the image. 16 Record the analysis of p2 in Record View.

delve deeper into cases of “herniated discs”, recalling a previous
misdiagnosis. Filtering relevant cases by searching for “herniated
discs” in the Mentions View (Figure 4 1 ), E1 identified two cases
(p1 and p2) exhibiting close proximity in the fusion modal at the
Detail View (Figure 4 2 ). Opting to scrutinize the similarities and
differences between these cases, E1 zoomed in on the glyphs and se-
lected them as a patient group using lasso. Examining the connected
lines between the fusion modal and each unimodal, E1 observed that
while p1 and p2 shared similarities in the image modality, they were
notably distinct in the text and indicator modalities (Figure 4 3 ). Re-
alizing the significance of studying this pair of cases, E1 first clicked
on the glyph of p1 (Figure 4 4 ) and examined it in the Detail View,
identifying varying degrees of disc herniation at C4 and C5. After
confirming and reviewing the right-sided corresponding imaging
indicator information, E1 diagnosed “c4, c5 disc herniation” and
labeled the relevant area on the image (Figure 4 5 ). Clicking to view
the diagnosis results further validated his judgment (Figure 4 6 ).

After adding this cases in the Record View (Figure 4 7 ), E1 clicked
to view glyph p2 (Figure 4 8 ). Consistent with the results presented
on the Embedding View, p1 and p2 have similarities in images as

they both show the characteristics of disc herniation in certain areas.
E1 immediately identified that C3 demonstrated the characteristics
of a herniated disc (Figure 4 9 ). Learning from the last lesson, E1
placed greater emphasis on examining the case comprehensively.
Thus, E1 toggled between the thumbnails of p1 and p2 in the Record
View (Figure 4 10 ) to gather more information before finalizing the
diagnostic analysis. E1 delved into the contextual reference infor-
mation within the Information Exploration View. In the Indicator
subview, E1 observed that while most of p1’s laboratory indicators
fell within the reference range, the lymphocyte percentage, linked
to inflammation in p2, exceeded the reference values (Figure 4 11 ).
This prompted E1 to consider possible inflammation in p2’s body.
Moving to the Medical History subview, E1 noted that both patients
complained of finger numbness. However, p1 experienced symp-
toms for only a month, whereas p2 endured them for over ten years,
suggesting a longer duration and greater complexity in p2’s case
(Figure 4 12 ). In the Physical Examination subview, E1 found that
c2 also be examined as abnormal in "Sensation Right Upper Limb"
(Figure 4 13 ), indicating a much more severity of C2.
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Upon re-examining p2’s corresponding areas in the image at the
Detail View, E1 then noticed that imaging indicators contains a rela-
tively low minimum and mean signal value in C6-C7 area, with a
significant difference from maximum signal value (Figure 4 14 ), hint-
ing at a possible lesion. Inspired by this, E1 identified an additional
abnormality at C7, resembling end plate inflammation. Including
the analysis of “C7 superior margin end plate inflammation” in his
diagnosis, E1 proceeded to validate the diagnoses during the Learn-
ing Phase (Figure 4 15 ). To his delight, E1 confirmed the accuracy
of his diagnosis of herniated discs for both p1 and p2. Furthermore,
he successfully identified the inflammation of the endplate in p2,
boosting his confidence. Finally E1 added the analysis and insights
in the Record View (Figure 4 16 ). In this analysis, E1 highlighted
the significance of conducting thorough contextual analyses in di-
agnosis, confirming the system’s value in aiding physicians with
efficient analysis. This approach was particularly advantageous for
learning and improvement “within limited time frames compared to
traditional accumulation over extended periods.”

5.2 User Study
Baseline System. We chose the Healthcare Information System
(HIS) currently used by physicians for diagnosis as the baseline for
comparison. This system enables straightforward reading of struc-
tured patient cases, viewing MRI images and reports. We selected
it because it mirrors the tool commonly employed by physicians in
their daily work for data browsing, analysis, and learning. Its user
familiarity and lack of learning curve enable a clear comparison
to highlight the enhancements offered by Medillustrator over the
existing system.

Participants. We recruited 13 participants (5 male, 8 female)
via snowball sampling, facilitated by our collaborator E3, a senior
physician with over 20 years of experience at a reputable local
hospital. To ensure unbiased assessment of user effectiveness and
efficiency in using the system for retrospective learning and analysis,
we recruited individuals from the same specialty (orthopedics) with
similar qualifications. Most participants were interns undergoing
standardized training, with one exception—P6, a resident physician
with two years of experience. Participants were randomly assigned
to two groups: 7 to the Medillustrator condition and 6 to the baseline
system.

Procedure. We held discussions with domain experts to identify
concerns and challenges regarding CME case analysis. Participants
were tasked with screening and analyzing a total of 50 patient cases
curated by two senior physicians, including 10 cases known for devi-
ations from typical symptom-description patterns found in common
“textbook descriptions”. These 10 cases served as benchmarks for
assessing user selection quality, with participants required to identify
the 10 most valuable cases for retrospective learning. The experiment
received IRB approval, and users’ feedback was recorded with their
consent. Before the experiment, participants underwent a 10-minute
tutorial session led by senior physicians, explaining the tasks and
providing examples, with opportunities for questions. Participants
in the Medillustrator condition received a 5-minute system tuto-
rial followed by 10 minutes of exploration. Screening and analysis
lasted one hour in both conditions. Participants compiled reports
using a given template, outlining their rationale for each selection

and insights gained. An in-task questionnaire assessed overall user
experience, and participants in the Medillustrator condition under-
went post-task interviews. The related questions can be found in
Appendix. Analysis reports were evaluated by two senior physicians
with a multi-observer assessment for consistency [51]. Participants
received 20 compensation upon completion.

Measurement. We utilized a 7-point Likert scale (from 1: strongly
disagree to 7: strongly agree) in a post-task questionnaire to evaluate
usability and effectiveness. Usability assessment included factors
like ease of use, support for case analysis, system-related distrac-
tions, user satisfaction, likelihood of recommendation, intent for
future use, and perceptions at different analysis stages, inspired by
the System Usability Scale (SUS) [9]. Effectiveness was analyzed
based on criteria such as screened case accessibility, efficiency in
identifying valuable cases, perceived analysis confidence, recording
and reviewing accessibility, and analysis report quality [21]. Analy-
sis reports were evaluated for completeness (based on the number of
identified cases matching the ground truth) and accuracy (focused
on the precision of the provided rationale for case selection), with
detail criterion shown in Table 4.

Table 2: Comparison of average scores of analysis reports in
Completeness and Accuracy of between Control and Experiment
Groups.

Control Group Experiment Group U p

Completeness 5.57 5.71 3 0.009
Accuracy 3.5 4.16 3.5 0.011

Results. We used the Mann-Whitney U test [32] to compare scores
between the Medillustrator and baseline systems in both the in-task
questionnaire and senior physicians’ assessment of analysis reports
(Figure 6). Users consistently rated the usability and effectiveness
of the Medillustrator significantly higher than the baseline. Positive
feedback was observed for ease of use (U=1, p < 0.01), likelihood of
future recommendations (U=3.5, p < 0.05), helpfulness for screening
(U=1, p < 0.01) and analysis of cases (U=3.5, p < 0.01), and satisfac-
tion (U=3.5, p < 0.05). Both systems received relatively low scores
for distractions (U=15, p=0.37), indicating no significant differences.
Additionally, users acknowledged the Medillustrator for its assis-
tance in filtering cases (U=2.5, p < 0.01), identifying inconsistencies
(U=2, p < 0.01), and analysis (U=3, p < 0.01). The Medillustra-
tor condition showed statistically significant positive feedback in
perceived analysis confidence (U=6.5, p < 0.05), efficiency (U=1,
p < 0.01), and satisfaction (U=1.5, p < 0.01) in identifying valu-
able cases. Table 2 shows detailed analysis report ratings, where
the Medillustrator condition demonstrated superior performance in
both completeness (U=3, p < 0.01) and accuracy (U=3.5, p < 0.05).
The ICC scores [51] for each report are above 0.75, indicating good
consistency of ratings between reviewers. In post-task interviews,
we collected feedback on Medillustrator’s features through audio
recordings, transcribed, and analyzed them using thematic analy-
sis methods [8]. Users appreciated the system’s assistance in case
screening and analysis with an accessible display. They remarked
that “Medillustrator is made to fit our’ real needs, giving organized
and consistent data displays that make analyzing cases easier and
more straightforward.” Some users (P3, P5, P10) mentioned that
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Figure 5: Participants were randomly assigned to two groups: one using Medillustrator and the other using a baseline condition for
case screening and analysis. The Medillustrator group received a tutorial and exploration session to become familiar with the system.
Throughout the study, participants completed in-task surveys to evaluate system usability and effectiveness, followed by post-task
interviews to gather their perceptions.

(a) Usability

(b) Effectiveness

Figure 6: In-task survey results from usability and effectiveness aspects in Medillustrator and Baseline conditions. (*: p<.05; **: p<.01;
***: p<.001)
grasping the connections and individuals’ depiction across different
modalities in the Embedding View took some getting used to. P5
shared, “At first, I was a bit confused by the lines and circles in
different views, but after a few minutes of explanation and guidance,
I started to get the hang of it.” However, they also confirmed its
effectiveness in case screening, noting, “Checking out the glyphs

and clicking for details really helps me spot differences between
different aspects of cases, making it easier to find those unusual and
valuable ones.” P7 highlighted the usefulness of aligning imaging
indicators with images in the Detail View, saying, “When reviewing
intervertebral disc signal values, I focus on deviations from the aver-
age to the minimum and maximum. The display highlights areas with
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significant differences, indicating a higher likelihood of protrusion.”
Users appreciated the option to manually add annotations and make
notes during the Practice Phase, stating that “Real learning often
means getting your hands dirty, not just watching from the sidelines.”
Additionally, P8 suggested adding a “mistake notebook” feature for
timely recording after correcting errors.

6 Discussion and Limitation
Lessons from Retrospective Case Learning. In clinical diagnosis,
retrospective learning often targets identifying challenging cases
that offer insights for learning and research. These cases involve
discrepancies between diagnostic data and actual medical conditions,
requiring thorough information collection, analysis, and discussion.
However, this assumes that physicians have basic knowledge and
recognize typical clinical presentations. Alongside difficult cases,
retrospective activities may include “teaching cases” for medical
students early in their clinical diagnosis training. The presence of
textbook-style symptoms in these cases and diagnostic data can
aid in basic medical education. While Medillustrator aids learning
from cases, its focus is primarily on analyzing challenging cases with
inconsistencies. Future versions can improve case analysis by adding
teaching scenarios for interactive learning and offering summarized
analyses of similar cases.

Generalizability and Scalability. In this work, we primarily fo-
cus on cervical spine diagnosis in the orthopedic specialty, a key
focus of future work will be exploring the adaptability of this ap-
proach to other specialties. By following the same process of image
annotation, model fine-tuning, and training, Medillustrator could be
extended to present aligned displays of images in areas like neurol-
ogy and pulmonology, further enhancing the learning experience.
Regarding visualization capabilities, our system’s features extend
beyond aiding novice physicians in case analysis learning. For exam-
ple, the Embedding View can identify consistency across modalities,
aiding in time-series data analysis, while the Detail View’s mul-
timodal data alignment is useful for educational demonstrations.
Algorithmically, our methods for aligning images and text seman-
tically facilitate tasks such as medical phrase grounding and visual
question answering. To address scalability, hierarchical displays in
the Embedding View reduce visual clutter, and edge bundling can
clarify cross-modal connections.

Limitations. Our work has limitations. First, in data acquisition
and processing, modality alignment involves manual annotations
and large model fine-tuning. Manual annotations could lead to po-
tential risks of limited data diversity due to the restricted specialty
of data sources and annotators. One potential solution is to estab-
lish a long-term mechanism for interactive annotation and iterative
updates. Recording senior physicians’ annotations as ongoing data
supplements can enhance model training, increase data diversity,
and improve novice physicians’ learning experience. Additionally,
the lack of standardized format in text data can introduce analytical
bias into the model due to varying physician descriptive granularity,
necessitating a uniform descriptive granularity to mitigate this issue.
Second, in our evaluation, while we minimized experimental bias by
selecting participants with similar seniority from the same specialty,
diverse system perceptions among physicians of different specialties

and experience levels are overlooked. Therefore, we plan to con-
duct continuous studies across various specialties and personnel to
evaluate and enhance the system.

7 Conclusion and Future work
This study identifies challenges and expectations of novice physi-
cians in retrospective learning and introduces Medillustrator, an
interactive visualization analysis system addressing these needs.
Medillustrator aids users in identifying valuable cases by illustrating
distribution differences across modalities and aligning diagnostic
texts with corresponding image regions. Case studies and user evalu-
ations demonstrate Medillustrator’s effectiveness in aiding novice
physicians to efficiently identify and analyze research cases. Future
work involves meeting retrospective learning needs across experi-
ence levels and enhancing collaborative analysis.
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A Usability and Effectiveness Questions

Category Question

Usability

1. The system is easy to use.
2. I would like to recommend this system to others and use it in the future.
3. The system is helpful for screening valuable patient cases for learning.
4. The system is helpful for performing patient case analysis.
5. I am satisfied when using the system.
6. I feel distracted when using the system.

Effectiveness

1. I can search and filter my concerned patient cases conveniently.
2. I can compare and identify consistencies in cases across modalities efficiently.
3. I can view multimodal diagnostic data and contextual information of case accessibly.
4. I can record my analysis insights for further reviews and revisions conveniently.
5. I am satisfied with the quality of the selected cases and related analyses in my report.
6. I am confident with my analysis.
7. My entire analysis process is efficient.

Table 3: In-task survey for participants in 7-point Likert scale(1: Strongly Disagree, 7: Strongly Agree).
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B Criterion of Analysis Report

Criterion Description Scoring Criteria

Completeness
Measures the number of
identified cases matching the
ground truth.

9-10: Identifies 95-100% of cases.
7-8: Identifies 85-94% of cases.
5-6: Identifies 70-84% of cases.
3-4: Identifies 50-69% of cases.
1-2: Identifies less than 50% of cases.

Accuracy
Assesses the precision of the
rationale provided for each
selected case.

9-10: Rationale is precise, relevant, and aligns perfectly with
each case.
7-8: Rationale is mostly precise with minor inconsistencies.
5-6: Rationale is somewhat precise but lacks clarity or relevance
in some cases
3-4: Rationale is generally imprecise with limited relevance.
1-2: Rationale is inaccurate or missing for most cases.

Table 4: Scoring Criteria for Completeness and Accuracy.
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