
FactCheXcker: Mitigating Measurement Hallucinations
in Chest X-ray Report Generation Models

Alice Heiman1 Xiaoman Zhang, PhD2 Emma Chen, MS2

Sung Eun Kim, MD2 Pranav Rajpurkar, PhD2

1Stanford University 2 Harvard University
aheiman@stanford.edu

Abstract

Medical vision-language model models often struggle with
generating accurate quantitative measurements in radi-
ology reports, leading to hallucinations that undermine
clinical reliability. We introduce FactCheXcker, a modu-
lar framework that de-hallucinates radiology report mea-
surements by leveraging an improved query-code-update
paradigm. Specifically, FactCheXcker employs special-
ized modules and the code generation capabilities of large
language models to solve measurement queries generated
based on the original report. After extracting measur-
able findings, the results are incorporated into an updated
report. We evaluate FactCheXcker on endotracheal tube
placement, which accounts for an average of 78% of re-
port measurements, using the MIMIC-CXR dataset and
11 medical report-generation models. Our results show
that FactCheXcker significantly reduces hallucinations, im-
proves measurement precision, and maintains the quality of
the original reports. Specifically, FactCheXcker improves
the performance of all 11 models and achieves an average
improvement of 94.0% in reducing measurement hallucina-
tions measured by mean absolute error.

1. Introduction

Medical vision-language models have shown significant
potential in assisting with everyday clinical tasks, such
as interpreting chest X-rays for radiology report genera-
tion [2, 15, 36, 48]. Recent surveys of radiologists’ expec-
tations regarding AI systems in clinical practice have re-
vealed a preference for medical models on more functional,
tedious tasks such as calculating medical scores and assess-
ing organ sizes, volumes, or density over general-purpose
interpreters [46]. However, current medical report genera-
tion models often struggle with such quantitative measure-
ments, including determining the size of a lung nodule or
measuring the distance from an endotracheal tube (ETT) to

Figure 1. An illustration of FactCheXcker pipeline, which uses a
query-code-update approach to alleviate measurement hallucina-
tions in chest X-ray report generation models.

the carina [47]. Incorrect or missing measurements can lead
to adverse clinical outcomes since many reporting guide-
lines rely on precise thresholds. This phenomenon, usually
referred to as “hallucination” in the context of AI models,
limits their reliability and potential for clinical deployment.

These hallucinations primarily stem from the inherent
complexity of tasks that require precise measurements. Ef-
fective measurement requires a model to excel at multiple
subtasks simultaneously: identifying measurable findings,
confirming their presence in images, localizing these find-
ings, pinpointing crucial anatomical landmarks, and per-
forming accurate dimensional calculations. Without ex-
plicit instruction or specialized architectures for quantitative
reasoning, most current report generation models struggle
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Figure 2. Distribution of measurable findings across different
models. The radial axis shows the percentage of each finding type
relative to the total measurable findings for each model. Notably,
endotracheal tubes (shown in red) represent, on average, 78% of
the measurements across all models. The remaining categories
account for an average of 12.1%, 8.4%, 0.7%, and 0.5% of mea-
surements, respectively.

to achieve the precision required for clinical measurements.
However, enhancing these capabilities becomes more fea-
sible by integrating existing specialized vision models for
each specific task, thus leveraging their expertise to improve
overall measurement accuracy.

Motivated by this, we present FactCheXcker. This ex-
tensible tool-based pipeline reevaluates and updates mea-
surements in model-generated radiology reports without re-
training or modifying the original model. FactCheXcker
follows a query-code-update paradigm. Specifically, the
framework automatically generates measurement queries
based on the original radiology report, such as “measure
[XYZ]”. It generates executable code based on a domain-
specific API that solves the measurement query and returns
a result. Furthermore, we extend the pipeline to incorpo-
rate the results into an updated report automatically. Thus,
the FactCheXcker pipeline can iteratively improve upon any
radiology report without retraining the original model. The
flexible format allows FactCheXcker to solve a wide range
of measurement queries by combining modular methods to
perform more complex tasks, such as finding the distance

Table 1. Examples of specific measurements of various objects in
medical reports.

Measurement Example

Endotracheal Tube Endotracheal tube tip measures approx-
imately 4.3 cm above the carina.

Lesion The lesion is larger since the prior ex-
amination where it measured 11 mm.

Other tubes/catheters A right PICC has its tip terminating in
the proximal right atrium, which should
be retracted 2 cm.

Pneumothorax Moderate right apical pneumothorax
measuring 2.3 cm at the apex.

Others The balloon pump lies 2.3 cm from the
apex of the aortic arch.

between two anatomies or counting the number of nodules.
Our investigation begins with analyzing the most com-

mon measurable findings mentioned in radiology reports
across 11 report generation models and real-world data.
Figure 2 shows that endotracheal tubes (ETT) comprise
most concrete measurements. ETTs assist patients with me-
chanical ventilation but require regular monitoring through
chest X-rays to ensure proper positioning, thereby min-
imizing the risk of faulty intubations. Accurate place-
ment is critical, as an improperly positioned ETT can result
in complications such as hypoxia, pneumothorax, or even
death [12]. Radiologists typically measure the distance be-
tween the carina and the tip of the ETT in centimeters, rec-
ommending repositioning if the distance is outside the op-
timal range. Precise measurement is, therefore, crucial to
ensuring proper patient care. See Table 1 for examples of
measurements in radiology reports.

To evaluate the effectiveness of FactCheXcker, we ap-
ply it to the task of assessing ETT placement. We eval-
uated FactCheXcker on the MIMIC-CXR dataset [17] for
the ETT placement task using 11 different report-generation
models. Our results demonstrate that FactCheXcker signif-
icantly reduces measurement hallucinations and improves
ETT detection and placement precision, all while preserv-
ing the overall quality of the original reports. In summary,
our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose FactCheXcker, an extensible and modular

framework to mitigate measurement hallucinations in
chest X-ray reports.

• We evaluate FactCheXcker on the task of endotracheal
tube placement, a crucial part of chest X-ray interpreta-
tion in intensive care units, demonstrating its ability to re-
duce false positives and improve measurement accuracy.

• We show that applying FactCheXcker improves the per-
formance of all models and significantly reduces halluci-
nated ETT placement measurements, achieving an aver-
age improvement of 94% in mean absolute error.
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2. Related Work

Medical Report Generation Models. Medical report gen-
eration has seen significant advances with the emergence
of large language models. Early approaches utilized CNN-
RNN architectures to generate reports from medical im-
ages [35, 44]. At the same time, more recent works have
adopted transformer-based architectures for improved per-
formance [4, 19, 39, 40]. These models typically combine
vision encoders, such as Vision Transformer [9] and Swin
Transformer [24], with text decoders to generate detailed
clinical descriptions. For instance, CheXpertPlus base-
line models [3] integrates Swinv2 [25] architecture with a
two-layer BERT decoder [18] for medical report genera-
tion. In addition, more versatile foundation models have
emerged, such as MedVersa [48] which coordinates mul-
timodal inputs and outputs for varying tasks, RadFM [42]
which supports both 2D and 3D scans with visual-language
interleaving, and CheXagent [5] which takes an instruction-
tuned approach with a specialized vision encoder bridged
with language modalities. Recently, MAIRA-2 [2] com-
bines radiology-specific image encoders with LLMs for
grounded report generation. Despite these architectural ad-
vancements, a critical limitation remains: these models of-
ten struggle with accurately interpreting fine-grained quan-
titative information and spatial relationships within medical
images, leading to inaccuracies in critical measurements,
such as endotracheal tube placement. This highlights the
need for specialized approaches to handle quantitative mea-
surements in medical imaging.

Enhancing LLM Capabilities with External APIs. In re-
cent years, integrating large language models with exter-
nal APIs has become a popular approach for expanding ac-
tion spaces and tackling complex tasks [20, 22, 33]. For
instance, HuggingGPT [34] utilizes models from the Hug-
gingFace platform to dynamically call specialized models
and address diverse user needs. Similarly, ViperGPT [38]
uses Codex, an LLM designed to convert text descriptions
into executable Python code, allowing the model to com-
plete tasks by directly running the generated code. Inspired
by these works, we propose leveraging LLMs and APIs to
mitigate measurement hallucination.

Fact-Checking and Mitigating Hallucination in LLMs.
Hallucinations represent a significant challenge in LLMs,
where the models generate content that is not grounded in
the input signal but instead relies on their internal knowl-
edge [16]. This issue has increased focus on fact-checking
and mitigating hallucinations across multiple modalities [1,
11, 23]. One line of research to address this problem has
focused on hallucination detection frameworks and fact-
checking mechanisms for LLM outputs. FacTool [6] pro-
poses a task- and domain-agnostic framework that leverages
GPT for extracting and verifying claims. ProgramFC [30]

and FActScore [28] both approached complex fact-checking
by breaking down statements into simpler subtasks or
atomic statements that could be individually verified against
a knowledge source. In multimodal LLMs, approaches [21,
27, 41] have been proposed that include using binary ques-
tions to assess object presence in visual inputs or leverag-
ing Visual Question Answering (VQA) methods to generate
negative statements indicating the absence of particular ob-
jects in visual scenes. Despite progress, a significant gap
remains in the medical domain for real-life clinical usage.
The precise measurement requirements of medical imaging,
such as identifying the size of lesions, or the exact posi-
tioning of medical devices, necessitate specific methods to
mitigate the hallucination of such quantitative aspects.

3. Method
In this section, we introduce FactCheXcker, an extensi-
ble and modularized pipeline designed to eliminate hallu-
cinated measurements in radiology reports. As illustrated
in Figure 1, FactCheXcker consists of three main compo-
nents: Query Generator, Code Generator, and Report Up-
dater. When provided with a medical image and its cor-
responding AI-generated report that may contain halluci-
nated measurements, the Query Generator identifies poten-
tial measurement discrepancies in the report, the Code Gen-
erator creates and executes specialized code to obtain pre-
cise measurements from the image, and the Report Updater
integrates these verified measurements into the report.

3.1. Task Definition
We categorize hallucinations in medical report generation
models into two types: object hallucination and measure-
ment hallucination. Object hallucination occurs when the
model erroneously predicts the presence of specific diseases
in particular anatomical structures, such as incorrectly iden-
tifying pneumonia in the right lung lobe. On the other hand,
measurement hallucination refers to inaccurate predictions
of numerical values related to quantifiable findings, such as
the size of lesions or distances between devices and anatom-
ical structures. The extensible design of FactCheXcker al-
lows it to address both categories of hallucinations. How-
ever, in this paper, we primarily focus on detecting and cor-
recting measurement hallucinations in AI-generated radiol-
ogy reports, as this issue is more prevalent and critically
requires our approach.

3.2. FactCheXcker Framework

Query Generator. This module (mquery) receives the orig-
inal report and infers what information needs to be re-
measured and verified. It then generates a list of measure-
ment queries that guide subsequent steps. For instance, if
the original report was “The endotracheal tube terminates
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2.3 cm above the carina. There is a new dense right cen-
tral opacity measuring about 6 cm x 3 cm”; the framework
would produce the queries ”measure the distance between
the endotracheal tube and the carina” and ”measure the di-
mensions of the right central opacity”. For this purpose, we
utilize GPT-4o mini [14] as the query generator, and details
on the prompt used can be found in the Appendix. These
queries are then passed on to the next module, the Code
Generator.

Code Generator. This module (mcode) receives the mea-
surement query and a high-level API description. It dynam-
ically generates Python code to answer the query based on
the methods provided by the API. We have designed a com-
prehensive toolbox for identifying and correcting measure-
ment hallucinations in radiology reports, as detailed in the
following:
• exists(object): Returns True if the object is found in the

image, and False otherwise.
• find(object): Returns a list of the bounding box or seg-

mentation map of the matched objects in the image.
• distance(object a, object b): Returns the distance (in

cm) between the center of two objects in the image.
• width(object): Returns the largest width (in cm) of the

object.
• height(object): Returns the largest height (in cm) of the

object.
• diameter(object): Returns the largest diameter (in cm)

of the object, namely MAX(WIDTH, HEIGHT).
• dimensions(object): Returns the dimensions (in cm) of

the object according to major axis x minor axis.
• within(object a, object b): Returns True if the object a

(typically a specific finding)’s center is within the ob-
ject b (typically an anatomical structure)’s bounding box
or segmentation map, False otherwise.

Each method is implemented using specialized tool mod-
ules that can be swapped out without changing the API in-
terface. We use a mixture of plug-and-play open-source and
fine-tuned models. See Experiments for the specific tools
used for the results in this paper.

Report Updater. This module (mupdate) takes the origi-
nal report together with all the results of the measurement
queries to update the report. Specifically, it updates a sen-
tence if a new value is presented, or removes a phrase en-
tirely if the object was hallucinated. Moreover, since the old
interpretation may be outdated in light of new evidence, the
module references measurement guidelines for each result
to determine if the ETT placement should be updated. The
pipeline concludes with returning the updated report. For
instance, in the case of ETT placement, where the ideal po-
sition is 5 ± 2 cm above the carina [10], if the updated mea-
surement falls outside this range, the Report Updater will
flag this discrepancy and update the report to indicate the

need for repositioning. We notice that the numeric reason-
ing of GPT-4o mini [14] is currently insufficient to reliably
extract the inference. For instance, the language model fails
to identify if a measurement is below or above a threshold
value. Therefore, in this version of the pipeline, we im-
plement a strict rule-based approach to infer the placement
category of the endotracheal tube. If the distance is between
3-7 centimeters, the placement is deemed as “correct”. Oth-
erwise, the placement is updated to “incorrect”.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Tasks
Datasets. We utilize MIMIC-CXR 2.0.0 [17], a public and
de-identified chest X-ray dataset containing 377,110 images
from 227,835 radiographic studies performed at the Beth Is-
rael Deaconess Medical Center. Each study includes both
the radiographic images and corresponding free-text radiol-
ogy reports. For pipeline development, we use the training-
and validation sets. For the final evaluation and analysis,
we use the test set, which comprises 2288 studies, includ-
ing 182 cases with ETT mentions.

Tasks. We evaluate our approach on a critical clinical task:
Endotracheal Tube Placement. Accurate measurement of
these tasks is essential for ensuring patient safety and facil-
itating timely clinical interventions. To delve deeper into
the endotracheal tube positions, we categorize the mention
of endotracheal tubes into three categories: presence, mea-
surement, and placement. Presence is a binary classification
that is True if the report mentions that the image contains an
endotracheal tube, and False otherwise. Measurement is a
real-valued number that is the distance between the endo-
tracheal tube tip and the carina. The placement category is
the inference made about the position – namely if the en-
dotracheal tube position is correct, or incorrect (either too
high or too low) and thus requires attendance.

4.2. Tool Modules
Here are the experiment details of the tools used for the API
methods in this paper.
• exists(“endotracheal tube”): We fine-tune a ResNet-

50 model [13] pre-trained on ImageNet [8] on the task
of endotracheal tube binary classification, which we call
RESNET-50+. We extract 5,000 negative and 5,000 pos-
itive samples from the MIMIC-CXR train dataset using
GPT-4o mini based on mentions of endotracheal tubes in
the ground truth report. We train using PyTorch Light-
ning, for 30 epochs, with OneCycleLR [37]. See Table 3
for the performance on the MIMIC-CXR test set.

• find(“carina”, “endotracheal tube”): We fine-tune
CarinaNet [29] on a diverse private dataset from 22 hos-
pitals. The CarinaNet module, which we call CARI-
NANET+, outputs an (x, y)-coordinate for both the carina
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Table 2. Performance of the CARINANET+ Module for the func-
tion find(“endotracheal tube”, “carina”).

Module MAE MSE Max Min Avg Std

CarinaNet+ 1.36 4.34 13.01 0.02 1.36 1.58

Table 3. Performance of the RESNET-50+ Module for the func-
tion exists(“endotracheal tube”).

Module ACC BACC F1 Prec. Rec. AUC

ResNet-50+ 0.94 0.97 0.73 0.57 0.99 0.97

and the endotracheal tube along with confidence scores.
See Table 2 for the performance on the MIMIC-CXR test
set.

• find(“heart”, “left lung”, etc.): We use the ChestX-Det
Segmentation Model from TorchXRayVision [7] to gen-
erate segmentation maps for 14 anatomical regions, such
as the heart, lungs, mediastinum, and diaphragm.

• distance(), diameter(), dimensions(): We use the pixel
spacing metadata of the MIMIC-CXR images as well
as the original- and model-specific image dimensions to
convert pixel distances into physical distances in cm.

4.3. Baselines and Implementation Details

Baseline Models. We demonstrate FactCheXcker’s ef-
fectiveness across 11 different medical report generation
models, including CheXagent [5], CheXpertPlus [3], GPT-
4V [45], LLM-CXR [19], MAIRA-2 [2], MedVersa [48],
RadFM [42], RaDialog [31], RGRG [39], VLCI [4]. For all
models, we follow the official protocols to generate reports
on the MIMIC-CXR test set. Detailed descriptions and im-
plementation specifications are provided in the Appendix.

Measurement Extraction. We implement a systematic ex-
traction process to extract labels of the concrete measure-
ments made in the ground truth- and model-generated re-
ports. To optimize API usage, we first filter reports contain-
ing specific measurements using keywords: “cm”, “mm”,
“centimeter(s)”, “millimeter(s)”, “measure(s)”. We then
utilize GPT-4o mini to extract object names with associ-
ated concrete measurements from both ground truth and
model-generated reports. The detailed extraction prompt
is provided in the Appendix. We categorize the identi-
fied measurements into five main categories: Endotracheal
tube, Other tubes/catheters (e.g., PICC, central venous line),
Lesion (e.g., opacity, mass, nodule), Pneumothorax, and
Others (e.g., calcification, balloon pump). Notably, endo-
tracheal tubes account for the most significant proportion
of measurements, with an average mention percentage of
78.3% across all models.

Endotracheal Tube Annotation. After extraction of the

measurements from the MIMIC-test set, there remained 45
reports where the ground truth report mentioned an endotra-
cheal tube as present, but did not give a concrete measure-
ment. To give more opportunity for comparisons, a trained
radiologist annotated the location of the carina and the en-
dotracheal tube tip in the 45 images. Then, we computed
the distance between the centers of the annotated bound-
ing boxes as the distance between the carina and the endo-
tracheal tube. This result was passed to the update report-
module of our framework, and thus the result was “injected”
into the ground truth reports for later comparisons.

4.4. Evaluation Metrics
Previous work has introduced several metrics for measur-
ing hallucinations in image captioning, such as CHAIR [32]
and POPE [21]. However, CHAIR assumes complete
ground truth labels and only handles binary hallucinations
and POPE requires direct model querying which is unavail-
able in our setup. Furthermore, existing metrics place less
emphasis on false negatives, which are critical in medical
contexts where missing observations could be fatal. Thus,
to comprehensively assess the performance of our model,
we propose to evaluate it from three perspectives: pres-
ence (object) hallucination, measurement hallucination, and
placement hallucination.
Presence Hallucination. To evaluate hallucinations related
to the identification of findings or devices, we employ Preci-
sion, Recall, F1-Score and Balanced Accuracy. These met-
rics measure the model’s ability to identify the ETT pres-
ence accurately without introducing false mentions. Since
the FactCheXcker pipeline does not address false positive
rate, we focus on the precision score. All the result metrics
are included in the Appendix.
Measurement Hallucination. To evaluate measurement
hallucinations, we use the mean absolute error (MAE).
Specifically, we compute the mean absolute error between
samples with a ground truth measurement. A perfect error
of zero means that the model correctly identified the pres-
ence of an ETT tube and made the perfect measurement. If
the ground truth contains a measurement but not the model,
the model value is set to 0 to penalize missed ETT de-
tections and measurements. Finally, we also introduce a
Composite metric that combines MAE and the F1-Score
into one number. Specifically, we compute the Composite
score using the following formula:

COMPOSITE =
MAE

F1-SCORE
.

A lower Composite score is better. For example, if the
model makes all measurements perfectly, the Composite
score would be zero. If the F1-Score is perfect (namely an
F1-Score of 1), the Composite score becomes the MAE.
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Table 4. Performance Comparison between the Original Model and the Updated Model with FactCheXcker in the tasks of ETT Presence,
Measurement and Placement. For Precision metrics, higher values indicate better performance. For MAE and Composite metrics, lower
values indicate better performance. The Improvement percentage shows the relative performance gain. Bold values indicate better perfor-
mance between Original and Updated models for each metric.

ETT Presence ETT Measurement ETT Placement

Model Precision MAE Composite Precision

Original Updated Original Updated Improvement Original Updated Improvement Original Updated

CheXpertPlus 0.64 0.68 2.47 1.30 90.0% 3.58 1.81 98.0% 0.64 0.73
GPT4V 0.20 0.58 3.56 1.15 210.0% 16.95 3.59 372.0% 0.77 0.85
MAIRA-2 0.63 0.68 1.63 1.36 20.0% 2.30 1.84 25.0% 0.62 0.72
CheXagent 0.70 0.76 2.58 1.20 115.0% 5.38 2.45 120.0% 0.74 0.81
RaDialog 0.67 0.69 1.23 1.20 3.0% 1.78 1.71 4.0% 0.67 0.77
Cvt2distilgpt2 0.71 0.72 3.78 1.35 180.0% 6.30 2.21 185.0% 0.59 0.70
MedVersa 0.73 0.80 1.46 1.23 19.0% 2.03 1.62 25.0% 0.71 0.77
LLM-CXR 0.08 0.58 2.80 1.25 124.0% 21.54 2.27 849.0% 0.62 0.79
RadFM 0.28 0.47 1.69 1.10 54.0% 21.12 12.22 73.0% 0.67 0.83
VLCI 0.25 0.54 3.69 1.67 121.0% 23.06 8.35 176.0% 0.70 0.75
RGRG 0.50 0.60 2.38 1.22 95.0% 3.78 1.74 117.0% 0.64 0.74

Average 0.49 0.65 2.48 1.28 94.0% 9.80 3.62 171.0% 0.67 0.77

However, any imperfect F1-Score would essentially become
a multiplier of the MAE score.

Placement Hallucination. In the current setting, we use
a rule-based approach to interpret ETT placement as “cor-
rect” or “incorrect” based on ETT measurement. In cases
where a model-generated report identifies the presence of
an ETT but lacks details of its placement or measurement,
we assume by default that the placement is correct. We
base this on the assumption that the report should explic-
itly mention any notable finding that needs attending. Then,
we compute Precision, Recall, F1-Score, and Balanced Ac-
curacy. The Appendix includes all the result metrics.

5. Results

5.1. Analysis of Measurement Hallucinations

We first examine the distribution of measurable findings
presented in Figure 2, ETT measurements constitute a sub-
stantial portion of these findings, accounting for an average
of 78% of total measurements across model predictions and
61% of measurements in the ground truth data. This high
prevalence underscores the critical importance of accurate
ETT measurements in clinical settings, as even minor po-
sitional errors can lead to severe complications in intensive
care situations. Thus, the occurrence of hallucinated ETT
measurements in model-generated reports highlights a con-
cerning trend, as these hallucinations could mislead critical
interventions. Addressing these hallucinations is crucial for
ensuring safe and effective management of intensive care
interventions.

5.2. FactCheXcker for ETT Presence

We evaluate FactCheXcker’s capability in improving ETT
presence detection, which is a binary classification task de-
termining whether an endotracheal tube is present in the
chest X-ray image. Notably, we consider all false posi-
tives as object hallucinations, regardless if the model report
contains an accompanied measurement. Table 4 presents
a comparison between the original and updated models on
the Precision score. The results demonstrate that FactCheX-
cker consistently enhances the ETT detection performance
across all models. Model LLM-CXR shows the most
significant improvement in precision with an increase of
625%. MedVersa and CheXagent achieved the highest
precision scores after enhancement (0.80 and 0.76 respec-
tively), demonstrating FactCheXcker’s ability to further im-
prove models with strong baseline performance. These
improvements indicate that FactCheXcker effectively en-
hances models’ ability to accurately identify the presence
of endotracheal tubes while reducing false detections.

Note that in our current pipeline configuration, edits are
made to the original report only if it mentions an endotra-
cheal tube. Consequently, our analysis focuses on precision
rather than recall, as the pipeline is not designed to address
false negatives. A potential approach to mitigate this limi-
tation involves running FactCheXcker on every image, in-
dependent of the report mentions. While this method may
raise the false positive rate—dependent on the performance
of the exists(“endotracheal tube”) quality. Further refine-
ment of these modules could potentially enhance results by
reducing false positives and improving overall accuracy.
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5.3. FactCheXcker for ETT Measurement
To evaluate FactCheXcker’s effectiveness in mitigating
measurement hallucinations, we analyze the measurement
error on the instances where ETT is mentioned in both the
original model-generated report and the ground truth report.
As shown in Table 4, for all models, FactCheXcker achieves
significant improvement in MAE score and the compos-
ite scoring that combines MAE and precision. FactCheX-
cker obtains an average improvement of 94% in the MAE
score and an average improvement of 171% in the compos-
ite score. Specifically, models like VLCI, Cvt2distilgpt2,
and LLM-CXR show remarkable improvements. The re-
sults demonstrate a significant reduction in measurement er-
rors across all metrics, indicating FactCheXcker’s effective-
ness in improving measurement accuracy for both correctly
and incorrectly identified ETT cases.

To better understand the improvements from FactCheX-
cker, Figure 3 visualizes the distribution of absolute mea-
surement errors across all models. The violin plots reveal
that FactCheXcker substantially reduces measurement er-
rors, with most models showing significantly lower median
values after enhancement. GPT4V and LLM-CXR demon-
strate the most dramatic error reductions, with their distri-
butions becoming more concentrated around more minor
errors. However, it is possible in some cases for the frame-
work to make the measurement worse due to the imperfect
nature of the modules. Pipeline improvements to address
this limitation include intelligent use of module predictions
and confidence scores to mitigate or express uncertainty.

Figure 4 presents the failure rates across models, where
a failure is defined as a measurement error exceeding 1.5
cm. Across all models, FactCheXcker demonstrates a clear
improvement, significantly reducing the number of failed
cases—nearly halving the failures on average. FactCheX-
cker achieved the most dramatic reduction with GPT4V,
lowering the failure rate from 77.5% to 22.5%. Notably,
FactCheXcker’s impact was particularly strong for models
with high initial failure rates (above 70%), such as GPT4V,
CheXagent, and LLM-CXR, reducing their failure rates to
below 31%. This consistent reduction in error demon-
strates FactCheXcker’s effectiveness in mitigating measure-
ment hallucinations across diverse model architectures, es-
tablishing it as a valuable tool for enhancing the reliability
of quantitative assessments in medical imaging models.

5.4. FactCheXcker for ETT Placement

We evaluate FactCheXcker’s effectiveness in assessing ETT
placement correctness, which classifies whether an endo-
tracheal tube is positioned correctly or requires adjustment
due to being too high or too low. Table 4 compares the
performance between the original and updated models and
shows significant improvements in placement precision for
all models with FactCheXcker, with an average improve-
ment in placement precision from 0.67 to 0.77. Notably, for
the LLM-CXR model, FactCheXcker increases placement
precision from 0.62 to 0.79.
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Original Report: 

  
Nasogastric tube extends well into the stomach.  There 
is increased opacification at the right base with 
obscuration of the hemidiaphragm, consistent with 
substantial volume loss...

In comparison with the study of ___, 
there has been placement of an endotracheal tube with 
its tip approximately 4.5 cm above the carina.

Original Report: 
An intraaortic balloon pump terminates below 

the aortic knob, retracted by approximately 3 cm since 
prior. An NG tube terminates below the diaphragm. The 
cardiac silhouette is mildly enlarged. There is mild 
prominence of the pulmonary vascularity...

An ET tube terminates 6 cm above the 
carina. 

Tip Carina

“Measure the distance between the tip of the endotracheal tube and the carina.”“Measure the distance between the carina and the endotracheal tube.”

Code GenerationCode Generation

Code ExecutionCode Execution

Output: The distance between the endotracheal tube tip 
and the carina is 1.2775011526487146 cm.

Output: The distance between the carina and the 
endotracheal tube is 4.24 cm.

Guideline: The desired position of an ETT is 5 ± 2 cm 
above the carina, but markedly varies with neck position 
and rotation and hence...


Guideline: The desired position of an ETT is 5 ± 2 cm 
above the carina, but markedly varies with neck position 
and rotation and hence...


Inference: Endotracheal tube is in incorrect position.
Inference: Endotracheal tube is in correct position.


def

if not return
if not return

return

 get_result( ): 
  
  et_tube_objects = cxr_image.find( )

  carina_objects = cxr_image.find( ) 
    et_tube_objects:  

  carina_objects:  

  et_tube = et_tube_objects[0]

  carina = carina_objects[0]



  distance = cxr_image.distance(et_tube, carina)

   f

cxr_image
# Find the endotracheal tube and carina in the chest x-ray image


# Assuming we take the first found object for both


  # Measure the distance between the tip of the endotracheal tube and the carina


“endotracheal tube”
“carina”

“endotracheal tube not present in the image.”

  “carina not present in the image.”



  

“The distance between the endotracheal tube tip and the carina is {distance} cm”

def

  if not return
if not return

return

 get_result( ): 
  carina_objects = cxr_image.find( )

  et_tube_objects = cxr_image.find( )

  


  carina_objects:  
    et_tube_objects:  

  et_tube = et_tube_objects[0]

  carina = carina_objects[0]



  distance = cxr_image.distance(carina, et_tube)



   f

cxr_image
“carina”
“endotracheal tube”

“carina not present in the image.” 
“endotracheal tube not present in the image.”


  

  

“The distance between the carina and the endotracheal tube is {distance:.2f} cm.”

# Assuming a single object of each type is found for distance measurement


CarinaTipCarinaTip

Updated Report: In comparison with the study of ___

  Nasogastric tube extends well into the stomach.  There is increased 
opacification at the right base with obscuration of the hemidiaphragm, consistent with 
substantial volume loss...

, there has been placement of an 
endotracheal tube in incorrect position, with its tip approximately 1.28 cm above the 
carina.

Updated Report: 
An intraaortic balloon pump terminates below the aortic knob, 

retracted by approximately 3 cm since prior. An NG tube terminates below the 
diaphragm. The cardiac silhouette is mildly enlarged. There is mild prominence of the 
pulmonary vascularity...

An ET tube terminates 4.24 cm above the carina. The endotracheal 
tube is in stable position. 

Ground Truth Reference:  In comparison with the previous study,
.

 there is now an 
endotracheal tube in place with its tip only about 1.5 cm above the carina

Ground Truth Reference:  The patient has now been intubated and ETT seen in the 
trachea to terminate some 4 cm above the level of the carina.

Case 1 Case 2

Figure 5. FactCheXcker Case Studies. Given an input image and an initial model-generated report, FactCheXcker analyzes the report
and generates a query for the code generator, which synthesizes a program. This program is then executed using a Python interpreter to
produce the output. The update module leverages this output to generate a final, updated report with accurate measurements.

5.5. Case Studies

In Figure 5. we present examples illustrating FactCheX-
cker’s performance in different scenarios. FactCheXcker
notably improves measurement accuracy. Specifically, in
Case 2, it successfully detects the lower placement of the
tube, which is positioned only 1.5 cm above the carina,
demonstrating its effectiveness. Beyond its current capa-
bilities, the FactCheXcker framework holds significant po-
tential for expansion. A promising enhancement would be
integrating a module for detecting and segmenting lesions,
opacities, and nodules. Thus, the framework would be able
to answer queries such as “measure the cardiac-thoracic ra-
tio?”, or “get the diameter of the largest nodule in the poste-
rior right lung base”. Moving forward, we will continually

integrate additional tool modules into the framework to sup-
port an expanding range of diagnostic tasks.

6. Conclusion

This study introduces the challenge of detecting and mit-
igating measurement hallucinations in generated radiol-
ogy reports. We present FactCheXcker, an extensible and
modularized pipeline for leveraging existing open-source
or quickly trainable modules to solve specific quantified
tasks without having to retrain the original report genera-
tion model. Our evaluations demonstrate that FactCheX-
cker significantly reduces the occurrence of hallucinations,
enhances the precision of measurements, and preserves the
integrity and readability of the original reports.
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Appendix
A. Prompts

Generate Queries from Report Prompt

You are an intelligent radiologist tasked with verifying key measurements in radiology reports.

Task: Given a radiology report, your responsibility is to identify if it mentions any of
[endotracheal tube] and formulate a measurement query to verify the results in the report.

**Examples**:

- "Measure the distance between the carina and the endotracheal tube."

- "Measure the diameter of the lung nodules in the upper left lung."

- "Are there any lung masses present in the image?"

**Output Requirements**:

- Make sure the object is present in the image (positive examples). "No pneumothorax" and
"The patient has been extubated" are two negative examples.

- Only output measurement queries, and no validation queries.

- Format each query as a numbered list with no new lines between the queries.

- If there are no relevant queries, output an empty string "".
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Generate Code from Queries Prompt

You are an intelligent code generation agent responsible for transforming user queries into
executable Python code using a specified API reference.

**Task**: When given a query, generate Python code that addresses the query using the provided API.

**Output Requirements**:

- The generated code must be encapsulated in a function named ’get_result,’ which takes a
parameter ’cxr_image’ of type ’CXRImage.’

- If the method ’find’ returns an empty list, the code must return the object that is not
found like this: "[object_name] not present in the image."

- After executing the code, return a string that answers the original query based on the
results obtained.

**Code Template**: Use the following structure for your code:

‘‘‘python
def get_result(cxr_image: CXRImage):

# Implement the logic to process the CXRImage and solve the query
return result # Replace with the actual result based on the execution

‘‘‘

**API Reference**:

{api_reference}
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API Reference

class CXRObject:
"""A Python class containing an image object with bounding box information.
Parameters
----------
object_name : str

The object name.
bbox : Tuple[float, float, float, float]

A tuple representing the bounding box in the format (left, lower, right, upper).
The object is considered a point if left == right and lower == upper.
Methods
-------
is_point() -> bool

Returns true if the objects bounding box is a point.
get_center() -> Tuple[float, float]

Returns the center of the object’s bounding box or the point if it’s a single point.
"""

class CXRImage:
"""A Python class containing an image related to a report as well as relevant information.
Parameters
----------
rid: str

Id of report object
reports: dict

Reports of "GroundTruth" and models.
image_path: str

Full image path.
original_size: List[int]

The original WxH of the image.
pixel_spacing: Tuple[float, float]

Pixel spacing (mm) in the x- and y-directions.
cache: ModuleCache

An instance of ModuleCache to retrieve precomputed segmentation and measurement data.
Methods
-------
exists(object_name: str) -> bool

Returns True if the object is found in the image, and False otherwise.
find(object_name: str) -> List[CXRObject]

Returns a list of CXRObjects found in the image matching the object_name.
segment(object_name: str) -> CXRSegmentation

Returns a segmentation map of the image based on the object specified.
within(ob: CXRObject, region: CXRSegmentation) -> bool

Returns true of if the object center is within the region.
distance(obj_a: CXRObject obj_b: CXRObject) -> float

Returns the distance (in cm) between the center of two objects in the image.
diameter(obj: CXRObject) -> float

Returns the diameter (in cm) of the CXRObject.
dimensions(obj: CXRObject) -> Tuple[float, float]

Returns the dimensions (in cm) of the CXRObject according to major axis x minor axis.
width(segmentation: CXRSegmentation) -> float

Returns the greatest width (in cm) of a segmentation.
height(segmentation: CXRSegmentation) -> float

Returns the greatest height (in cm) of a segmentation.
filter(objects: [CXROBject], region: CXRSegmentation) -> List[CXRObject]

Returns all objects with their center within the region.
"""

class CXRSegmentation:
"""A Python class containing an anatomical region.
Parameters
----------
object_name : str

The object name.
segmentation_map : List[int, int]

A binary segmentation map of the anatomical region.
Methods
-------
get_pixel_width() -> float

Returns the widest pixel width of the segmentation
get_pixel_height() -> float

Returns the tallest pixel height of the segmentation
"""
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Update Report Prompt

You are a highly skilled radiologist responsible for updating an existing radiology report
based on a list of new results.

**Task**: Using the provided list of new results, carefully revise the original report to
reflect the new information.

**Requirements**:

- You must use all results in the list.

- If any of the new results contradict details in the original report, update those details
to align with the new results.

- Retain the formatting, tone, and language of the original report as much as possible.

- If the new results indicate that any sentence or phrase in the original report is
incorrect, omit it from the updated version.

- If the results contain no new measurements, you must keep the measurements in the
original report.

**Output Format**:

Return the updated report using the following format:

Updated report: "{updated-report-here}"
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Extract ETT Mentions Prompt

You are an experienced radiologist responsible for finding information on endotracheal
tube (ET) placement in radiology reports. Your performance and accuracy are crucial for
our patient care quality.

To solve this task, perform the following steps:

1. Identify ET Tube Present: Determine if the report explicitly states that an ET tube
is present. Note that mentions of ET tube removal or patient extubation indicate that
the ET tube is no longer present.

2. Extract ET Tube Measurement: If an ET tube is present, extract its relative distance
to the carina in centimeters (cm) if specified. Positive values indicate placement above
the carina, while negative values indicate placement below the carina.

3. Determine ET Tube Placement: If an ET tube is present, determine if the report deems
the placement correct or incorrect. If incorrect, categorize the placement as "too low"
or "too high," if possible.

If you cannot extract a specific category, use "null". There is no need to guess or invent
a value.

Adhere to the following rules:

- Interpret measurements such as "less than [x] cm" as "[x] cm".

- Interpret measurements such as "[x]-[y] cm" as the higher value, outputting "[y] cm"

- Interpret measurements such as "2. 0 cm" as "2.0 cm"

- Interpret terms like "stable" and "unchanged" as "correct."

- If the report does not clarify whether the measurement is above or below the carina,
assume it is above and provide a positive value.

- If you do not find a specific measurement in centimeters (cm) or millimeters (mm),
never infer or approximate a value, simply output ’null’. This is true even if the report
specifies anatomical landmarks.

First, write one sentence describing how you solved the task for each step. Finally, format
your results as a JSON object using the following schema:
‘‘‘json
{

’ET_present’: bool,
’ET_measurement’: float or null,
’ET_placement’: str or null,

}
‘‘‘
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Extract Measurement Mentions Prompt

You are an experienced radiologist responsible for finding information on object measurements
in radiology reports. Your performance and accuracy are crucial for our quality of patient care.

To solve this task, perform the following steps:

1. Identify measured object(s): list all objects that the reports include measurements for
using concrete measurements in centimeters (cm) and/or millimeters (mm).

Adhere to the following rules:

- Do not include objects specified in qualitative descriptions or anatomical landmarks, such
as "incorrect position" and "projects into the stomach."

First, write one sentence describing how you solved the task for each step. Finally, format
your answer as a comma-separated string, following this format:

Reasoning: [1 sentence explaining your reasoning]
Answer: object 1, object 2, etc., or an empty string if no objects are measured.

**Examples:**

Report: The tracheostomy tube ends 3.5 cm from the carina. There is a small apical right
pneumothorax. Heart size is normal-the endotracheal tube projects into the T2 region.
Reasoning: Only the tracheostomy tube contains a specific measurement in centimeters or millimeters.
Answer: tracheostomy tube

Report: Ill-defined nodule in the right upper lung measuring 1.3 x 1.4 cm. The endotracheal tube
tip now measures approximately 4.6 cm above the carina-the tip of the right internal
jugular vein catheter projects over the cavoatrial junction.
Reasoning: Both the nodule and the endotracheal tube tip include specific measurements in
centimeters or millimeters, which is why the answer consists of both objects but not the
right internal jugular vein.
Answer: nodule, endotracheal tube
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B. Baseline Models
CheXagent [5]. CheXagent is an instruction-tuned foundation model specifically designed for chest X-ray interpretation.
The model consists of a vision encoder for representing CXR images, and a network to bridge the vision and language
modalities. This model is trained on CheXinstruct, a large-scale instruction-tuning dataset curated from 28 publicly-available
datasets.
CheXpertPlus [3]. CheXpertPlus, introduced in the CheXpert Plus paper, utilizes a Swinv2 [25] architecture with a two-layer
BERT decoder [18] for medical report generation.
GPT-4V [45]. GPT-4V (GPT-4 with vision) is a multimodal LLM released by OpenAI, which enables users to instruct GPT-4
to analyze image inputs provided by the user. In our evaluation, we used the API of model “gpt4o05132024” and followed the
official evaluation protocols to assess its performance. The prompt we used is “You are a helpful assistant. Please generate a
report for the given images, including both findings and impressions. Return the report in the following format: Findings: {}
Impression: {}. ”.
LLM-CXR [19]. LLM-CXR is a multimodal large language model that utilizes VQ-GAN to tokenize images, integrating
both image and text tokens as input to its base LLM architecture. This model enables CXR-to-report generation, report-to-
CXR generation, and CXR-related VQA.
RGRG [39]. RGRG (Region-Guided Radiology Report Generation) employs object detection to extract localized visual fea-
tures from 29 anatomical regions in chest X-rays. It uses binary classifiers to select salient features and encode abnormalities,
followed by a language model generating sentences for each selected region. RGRG was trained on the Chest ImaGenome
dataset [43].
MAIRA-2 [2]. MAIRA-2 is a large multimodal model that combines a radiology-specific image encoder with a Large
Language Model (LLM), trained for grounded report generation from chest X-rays. For input, the model accepts X-ray
images along with indication, comparison, and technique information. For studies containing both frontal and lateral views,
we input the technique that “PA and lateral views of the chest were obtained.”. For studies with only frontal views, we use
“PA view of the chest was obtained.”.
MedVersa [48]. MedVersa is a compound medical AI system that can coordinate multimodal inputs, orchestrate models and
tools for varying tasks, and generate multimodal outputs. MedVersa was trained on the MIMIC-CXR train and valid dataset
for medical report generation tasks.
RadFM [42]. RadFM is a versatile radiology foundation model trained on large-scale multi-modal datasets. It supports both
2D and 3D scans, multi-image input, and visual-language interleaving cases. The model’s training included the MIMIC-CXR
dataset.
RaDialog [31]. RaDialog is a large vision-language model for radiology report generation and interactive dialogue. It
integrates visual image features and structured pathology findings with a large language model (LLM), adapted to radiology
using parameter-efficient fine-tuning. RaDialog was trained on the MIMIC-CXR.
RGRG [39]. RGRG (Region-Guided Radiology Report Generation) employs object detection to extract localized visual fea-
tures from 29 anatomical regions in chest X-rays. It uses binary classifiers to select salient features and encode abnormalities,
followed by a language model generating sentences for each selected region. RGRG was trained on the Chest ImaGenome
dataset [43].
VLCI [4]. VLCI (Visual-Linguistic Causal Intervention) combines Visual linguistic pre-training using a multiway trans-
former for cross-modal alignment with Visual-linguistic causal intervention, integrating a pre-trained transformer and Visual
and linguistic de-confounding Modules to mitigate cross-modal bias through local and global visual sampling and linguistic
estimation using a vocabulary dictionary and visual features.

C. CarinaNet Fine-tuning
We fine-tuned CarinaNet to develop CarinaNet+, leveraging a private dataset of 1,100 chest X-rays collected from intensive
care units across 22 hospitals. The dataset was split into 770 images for training and 330 for validation, with final testing per-
formed on the MIMIC-CXR test set (Table 2). Training was conducted using the AdamW optimizer [26] with OneCycleLR
scheduling [37]. The hyperparameters were configured with a batch size of 32, initial learning rate of 7.28e-5, weight decay
of 0.044323, maximum learning rate of 3.74e-4, and percentage start of 0.48062. The model was trained for 1,000 total steps
with early stopping patience of 6 epochs.
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D. Additional Metrics

Table 5. Performance statistics for the tasks of ETT Presence, Measurement, and Placement using the original reports.

ETT Presence ETT Measurement ETT Placement

Model Precision Recall F1 BACC MAE MSE Precision Recall F1 BACC

CheXpertPlus 0.64 0.76 0.69 0.86 2.47 9.02 0.64 0.79 0.71 0.52
GPT4V 0.20 0.22 0.21 0.57 3.56 14.45 0.77 0.97 0.86 0.48
MAIRA-2 0.63 0.82 0.71 0.89 1.63 4.13 0.62 0.98 0.76 0.51
CheXagent 0.70 0.36 0.48 0.67 2.58 9.70 0.74 1.00 0.85 0.50
RaDialog 0.67 0.70 0.69 0.84 1.23 2.41 0.67 0.90 0.77 0.56
Cvt2distilgpt2 0.71 0.53 0.60 0.75 3.78 93.71 0.59 0.90 0.71 0.46
MedVersa 0.73 0.72 0.72 0.85 1.46 3.91 0.71 0.94 0.81 0.56
LLM-CXR 0.08 0.53 0.13 0.49 2.80 10.78 0.62 0.70 0.66 0.44
RadFM 0.28 0.05 0.08 0.52 1.69 5.32 0.67 1.00 0.80 0.50
VLCI 0.25 0.12 0.16 0.54 3.69 70.29 0.70 0.93 0.80 0.54
RGRG 0.50 0.84 0.63 0.88 2.38 8.46 0.64 0.96 0.77 0.49

Table 6. Performance statistics for the tasks of ETT Presence, Measurement, and Placement using the updated reports.

ETT Presence ETT Measurement ETT Placement

Model Precision Recall F1 BACC MAE MSE Precision Recall F1 BACC

CheXpertPlus 0.68 0.76 0.72 0.86 1.30 4.07 0.73 0.82 0.77 0.65
GPT4V 0.58 0.22 0.32 0.60 1.15 3.08 0.85 0.74 0.79 0.65
MAIRA-2 0.68 0.82 0.74 0.89 1.36 4.42 0.72 0.83 0.77 0.65
CheXagent 0.76 0.36 0.49 0.68 1.20 3.13 0.81 0.88 0.84 0.64
RaDialog 0.69 0.70 0.70 0.84 1.20 3.70 0.77 0.84 0.80 0.69
Cvt2distilgpt2 0.72 0.53 0.61 0.75 1.35 4.87 0.70 0.81 0.75 0.63
MedVersa 0.80 0.72 0.76 0.85 1.23 3.92 0.77 0.81 0.79 0.64
LLM-CXR 0.58 0.53 0.55 0.75 1.25 3.23 0.79 0.83 0.81 0.70
RadFM 0.47 0.05 0.09 0.52 1.10 2.96 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.75
VLCI 0.54 0.12 0.20 0.56 1.67 4.43 0.75 0.80 0.77 0.61
RGRG 0.60 0.84 0.70 0.89 1.22 2.88 0.74 0.88 0.80 0.65
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