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Abstract. The complexity of stacked imaging and the massive number of
radiographs make writing radiology reports complex and inefficient. Even
highly experienced radiologists struggle to maintain accuracy and consis-
tency in interpreting radiographs under prolonged high-intensity work. To
address these issues, this work proposes the CRRG-CLIP Model (Chest
Radiology Report Generation and Radiograph Classification Model), an
end-to-end model for automated report generation and radiograph classifi-
cation. The model consists of two modules: the radiology report generation
module and the radiograph classification module. The generation module
uses Faster R-CNN to identify anatomical regions in radiographs, a binary
classifier to select key regions, and GPT-2 to generate semantically coher-
ent reports. The classification module uses the unsupervised Contrastive
Language–Image Pre-training (CLIP) model, addressing the challenges of
high-cost labelled datasets and insufficient features. The results show that
the generation module performs comparably to high-performance baseline
models on BLEU, METEOR, and ROUGE-L metrics, and outperformed
the GPT-4o model on BLEU-2, BLEU-3, BLEU-4, and ROUGE-L met-
rics. The classification module significantly surpasses the state-of-the-art
model in AUC and Accuracy. This demonstrates that the proposed model
achieves high accuracy, readability, and fluency in report generation, while
multi-modal contrastive training with unlabelled radiograph-report pairs
enhances classification performance. The code can be accessed via the
following link: https://github.com/jianfeixu95/CSC8639
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1 Introduction

Chest radiographs are commonly utilized in clinical disease screening and diagnosis
because of their advantages of fast imaging and high definition [10]. However,
due to the complex imaging characteristics and high-frequency use of chest
radiographs, it is challenging for expert radiologists to accurately and consistently
process and interpret the vast amount of complex information [29]. Studies
show that 20%-50% of nodule diagnoses are missed or misdiagnosed on chest
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radiographs, and 3%-6% of cases result in serious clinical errors, even among the
most experienced and distinguished radiologists [42]. To solve these problems,
researchers have explored the use of deep learning techniques for classifying chest
radiographs [19,27,47].

Recently, radiograph classification models have evolved from relying solely on
radiographs to incorporating both radiographs and reports to enhance classifica-
tion performance [5,21,11]. Radiographs provide visual features of chest tissue
structure, while radiology reports offer rich contextual information about diseases
and patients. However, manually creating radiology reports demands signifi-
cant human effort. Automatically generating radiology reports from radiographs
presents a promising solution to this challenge.

Radiology report generation methods are predominantly driven by image
processing techniques. They typically generate reports by extracting feature
labels from radiographs and matching them to report templates. In contrast,
methods based on natural language processing (NLP) leverage multi-task charac-
teristics by using an image encoder to extract global features [36,35] and a text
generation model to decode and generate text [36,45,43]. While these NLP-based
methods offer high content completeness with a focus on global features, they
lack interpretability and ignore valuable local features [30]. This limitation can
negatively impact the performance of downstream classification models.

Addressing these issues, this work proposes the Chest Radiology Report
Generation and Radiograph Classification (CRRG-CLIP) Model, which is capable
of automatically generating radiology reports and using radiographs and generated
reports for classification. The proposed model consists of two modules: the
radiology report generation module and the radiograph classification module.
The radiology report generation module automatically extracts local visual
features from radiographs, determines key regions, and generates a descriptive
sentence for each key region to create a personalized report. This approach
enables the generation process to focus on locally valuable regions, thereby
improving the precision, fluency, and interpretability of the generated radiology
reports. The radiograph classification module uses a self-supervised learning
approach based on Contrastive Language–Image Pre-training (CLIP) [27]. By
leveraging self-supervised learning, the proposed classification module eliminates
the need for costly labelled datasets, enhancing its accessibility, transferability
and generalization. Overall, the CRRG-CLIP model not only provides effective
diagnostic support for radiologists but also holds significant potential for disease
diagnosis. The main research contributions are summarized as follows:

– Propose a novel radiology report generation approach by integrating image
processing techniques with natural language processing.

– Develop a cost-effective, self-supervised contrastive learning approach based
on CLIP using an unlabeled chest radiograph-report dataset.

– Integrate radiology report generation capability and radiograph classification
capability into an end-to-end model, enabling automated report generation
and radiograph classification tasks.
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– Conduct experiments to demonstrate that the generated reports closely re-
semble professional reports produced by radiologists and perform comparably
to radiologists’ reports in chest radiograph classification tasks.

2 Related Work

Object Detection Ren et al. [28] introduced the Faster R-CNN framework to
accelerate object detection, which integrates the Region Proposal Network (RPN)
with Fast R-CNN [7]. Kisilev et al. [16] applied the Faster R-CNN framework
to lesion region recognition in radiographs and proposed a method for semantic
description of lesion regions. Ma et al. [19] used enhanced Faster R-CNN to
identify spinal cord lesion regions. The VGG used for feature extraction was
replaced with ResNet-50, which enhanced the traditional Faster R-CNN model.
Inspired by Ma et al. [19], this work will use the enhanced Faster R-CNN
framework as the object detector.

Report Generation The research on radiology report generation focuses on the
encoder-decoder framework, showing the trend from the CNN-RNN neural net-
work model to the Transformer [30]. Ni et al. [23] solved the issue of poor fluency
caused by the repetition of words and sentences, and a cross-modal retrieval
method was introduced into the hierarchical CNN-RNN model. Xiong et al. [40]
introduced a hierarchical Transformer model designed for generating radiology
reports. Ziegelmayer et al. [47] assessed multi-modal GPT-4 to generate radiologi-
cal reports. Despite the advancement, current report generation approaches often
struggle with the inability to understand the context in radiographs, leading to
low personalization in reports [17]. The transparency of the generation process
is low, and the poor interpretability of conclusions creates a trust gap between
radiologists and the model [39]. Inspired by [2,47], this work uses GPT-2 to
generate radiology reports.

Radiograph Classification Supervised radiograph classification models heavily
rely on high-cost datasets with accurate labels [41], resulting in failure to obtain
high benefits. The unsupervised radiograph classification model can learn rich
features from enormous low-cost unlabelled radiographs, which is widely sought
after by scholars [38]. However, the unsupervised model has poor transferability,
and the model cannot recognize new categories. Mikolov et al. [20] proposed a
self-supervised model, and Zhang et al. [46] applied it in the field of radiographs
and achieved good results. Chen et al. [4] found that a self-supervised model
utilizing contrastive learning can improve the classification performance of the
model on chest radiographs.

Self-supervised learning has also been leveraged for multi-modal learning. In
radiography classification, images provide detailed visual features of the structure
and shape of tissues and lesions, while reports contain helpful conclusions, symp-
toms and contexts. Radford et al. [27] introduced Contrastive Language-Image
Pre-Training (CLIP), which demonstrated outstanding performance across over
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Fig. 1. CRRG-CLIP Model Architecture.

Fig. 2. Radiology Report Generation Module Architecture.

30 distinct visual classification tasks. Despite advances in radiograph classifica-
tion, challenges remain in accurately classifying low-quality radiographs [25] and
effectively handling new or rare diseases with high performance [15].

3 Chest Radiology Report Generation and Radiograph
Classification Model

The proposed Chest Radiology Report Generation and Radiograph Classification
Model (CRRG-CLIP) (Figure 1) consists of two parts: the radiology report
generation (RRG) module and the radiograph classification (R-CLIP) module.
RRG module (Figure 2) consists of an object detection submodule, a region
selection submodule, and a generation submodule. The R-CLIP module (Figure
3) consists of a CLIP backbone, which includes both an image encoder and a
text encoder, along with a downstream linear classifier submodule.

3.1 Radiology Report Generation (RRG) Module

Object Detection Submodule The Faster R-CNN model [28] is adopted for object
detection since it can accurately detect 29 anatomical regions [31] and get the
boundary coordinates for each region [22]. When a radiograph is fed into the
module, the image features are initially extracted using a ResNet-50 [8] that has
been pre-trained on ImageNet [6], and a feature map is generated. Then, on the
one hand, a window is sliding over the feature map via the RPN [28], and RPN
generates border coordinate predictions and target scores for multiple candidate
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Fig. 3. Radiograph Classification Module Architecture.

regions. On the other hand, the ROI pooling layer adjusts the feature map to a
fixed size, which avoids the complex operation of the subsequent classifier to deal
with variable size and improves the processing efficiency of the network. Next, the
candidate regions are classified using a classifier to obtain the anatomical region
labels and bounding box coordinates. Finally, Bounding Box Regression [7] is used
to obtain the offset of the border, and the border coordinates of the candidate
regions are adjusted to improve the accuracy of the border around the target, and
the final coordinates of the border are obtained. When classifying 29 anatomical
regions, the output of the multi-class classifier is the probability distribution
of the class of each anatomical region. For a single candidate region, the class
corresponding to the highest probability score is the class of the candidate region.
For multiple candidate regions of the same anatomical region, the candidate
region corresponding to the highest probability score is the selected region of this
class.

Region Selection Submodule When interpreting radiographs, radiologists select
valuable areas based on their professional knowledge and experience to give
diagnostic sentences [43]. Inspired by this, a supervised binary classifier is used
for region selection. The region selection classifier determines whether each
valuable region is necessary to generate sentences by learning the attribute of
whether the anatomical regions have annotated sentences. The classifier utilizes
a fully connected feed-forward neural network with three layers, featuring input
dimensions of 1024, 512, and 128. ReLU activation functions are applied between
each fully connected layer. To evaluate the difference between predicted results
and actual labels, a binary cross-entropy with logits loss function is employed.

Generation Submodule This work uses the fine-tuned GPT-2 [1] (healx/gpt-
2-pubmed-medium3) model to generate diagnostic sentences based on region
features.

3.2 Radiograph Classification (R-CLIP) Module

CLIP Backbone Submodule In this submodule, the image encoder uses RestNet-50
to extract image features. The text encoder uses the fine-tuning BioClinicalBERT
3 https://huggingface.co/healx/gpt-2-pubmed-medium

https://huggingface.co/healx/gpt-2-pubmed-medium
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[43] model (emilyalsentzer/Bio_ClinicalBERT4) to extract text features. Im-
age embeddings and text embeddings are each projected to the same size by
a linear projection and aligned to the same embedding space. Then, the loss
value, which includes Multi-View Supervised Contrastive Loss (MVS), Instance
Contrastive Loss (ICL), and Triplet Contrastive Loss (TCL) [44], is utilized to
guide the training process. This approach brings similar image-text pairs closer
together in the feature space while pushing dissimilar pairs further apart [27].

Downstream Classifier Submodule The downstream classifier is a simple PyTorch-
based module consisting of a single fully connected linear layer with an input size
of 224 and an output size of 1. It performs a linear transformation on the input
features, generating logits for the target class. A sigmoid activation function is
applied externally for binary classification.

3.3 Training Procedure

The training process for the model is split into two phases. The initial phase
focuses on training the radiology report generation module, while the subsequent
phase involves training the radiograph classification module. During the training
of the radiology report generation module, the object detection submodule is
first trained, so that the model can identify 29 key anatomical regions in the
radiograph. The region selection submodule is then trained so that the model
can determine the most valuable bounding box for generating the report. Finally,
the generation submodule is trained to generate reports according to the image
features in the bounding box. During the training of the radiograph classification
module, firstly, the CLIP backbone submodule is trained, so that the image and
text encoders can extract features respectively, and understand the relationship
between radiographs and reports. The final step involved training a downstream
classifier submodule that can classify radiographs.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

To conduct experiments, this work uses four datasets:

– MIMIC-CXR Database [13] contains data from 227,835 chest radiology
reports in TXT format with radiographs in DICOM format. Each report
includes various sections. This study only focuses on the ’FINDINGS’ section,
representing the radiologists’ diagnostic results. This helps avoid the impact
of low-quality and incoherent erased patient information in other sections
due to privacy protection [34]. In our work, the reports were extracted and
used to train the multimodal classification model, while the DICOM-format
radiographs, which are large and challenging to process, were not utilized.

4 https://huggingface.co/emilyalsentzer/Bio_ClinicalBERT

https://huggingface.co/emilyalsentzer/Bio_ClinicalBERT
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– MIMIC-CXR-JPG Database [12] is derived from the database of the
MIMIC-CXR. The DICOM format image file was converted to JPG format
and the unstructured report was converted to structured disease labels. In
our work, JPG format radiographs were used as the image data source.

– Chest ImaGenome Dataset [37] is also derived from the MIMIC-CXR
dataset and annotated in more detail. Each radiograph contains bounding
boxes labelled as normal or abnormal tissues. Radiologists described the
prominent features of each bounding box with sentences, indicating possible
disease names. The final diagnosis report for each radiograph was generated
from these sentences. In our work, local region coordinates in the dataset
were employed to train the object detection submodule, the correspondence
between local regions and diagnostic sentences was used to train the region
selection submodule, and high-value local regions were employed as input for
the report generation submodule to produce diagnostic sentences.

– RSNA Pneumonia Dataset [14] contains chest radiographs in DICOM
format, labels for pneumonia, and other metadata. In the work, this dataset
was used to train and evaluate the downstream linear classification submodule.

To form a complete dataset for training and evaluating the proposed model,
the reports from the MIMIC-CXR Database, the radiographs from the MIMIC-
CXR-JPG Database, and the scene graph JSON files from the Chest ImaGenome
Dataset were matched using the ID fields subject_id, study_id, and image_id
for each radiology report.

4.2 Preprocessing

The radiology report generation module uses the dataset partitioning rules of the
Chest ImaGenome Dataset. The CLIP backbone submodule in the radiograph
classification module also uses the same partitioning. The downstream classifier
submodule of the radiograph classification module uses data from the RSNA
Pneumonia Dataset, partitioned into training, validation, and test sets in a
7:1.5:1.5 ratio. Due to GPU limitations, experiments were conducted on a reduced
dataset of 10,000 sampled images (3.70% of the dataset) and their associated
reports, maintaining the same partition ratio.

The images from the MIMIC-CXR dataset were resized to 512 pixels on
the long side, with black padding added to the short side to reach 512 pixels.
Random colour dithering was applied to the H channel, Gaussian noise was
added, random translation and rotation were performed, and a normalization
operation was carried out. For the RSNA Pneumonia dataset, each image was
randomly cropped from the centre to 224 pixels, and the brightness (±10%),
contrast (±20%), saturation (±20%) and hue (±10%) were randomly changed.

The ’FINDINGS’ section of the report was extracted with newline symbols
removed. Back Translation [34] was applied for data augmentation using Helsinki-
NLP’s Marian Machine Translation model, translating English to Italian and
back to generate semantically similar but differently expressed texts.
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4.3 Baselines

Evaluation was performed on the RRG model for a radiology report generation
task and the R-CLIP model for a radiograph classification task. Each model
was compared with various baseline models, including high-performance and
commercial models, as well as its variations. The details of the compared models
for each task are as follows:

– Radiology Report Generation
• S&T [33]: a high-performance model that uses CNN and LSTM to

construct a neural and probabilistic framework for caption generation.
• ADAATT [18]: a high-performance model extensively used in the lit-

erature. This model utilizes adaptive attention, allowing the model to
decide where to focus on image features during training.

• GPT-4o [24]: the advanced GPT-4o from OpenAI. This model is consid-
ered as a commercial model used in numerous real-world applications.

• RRG-base: the proposed RRG model using only 1.35% of the complete
dataset, serving as a baseline. In this model, the imbalance between
regions with and without text bounding boxes was ignored, as well as
the text generation length limit during report generation.

• RRG-opt: the optimized RRG model using 3.70% of the complete dataset.
The average number of tokens per report was used as the maximum text
generation length. Weights were assigned to regions with and without text
bounding boxes, ensuring the model fairly considers both types of regions.
The hyperparameter settings for both RRG-base and RRG-opt can
be found in Appendix A (Tables 3 and 4).

– Radiograph Classification
• ConVIRT [45]: a state-of-the-art model using ..... . For this model’s

image encoder, both default random initialization and weights pre-trained
on ImageNet [6] were used as the initial weights.

• R-CLIP-base: a baseline version of the proposed R-CLIP model. This
model was trained using image-text pairs consisting of the Radiologist’s
reports and chest radiographs from the dataset.

• R-CLIP-opt: an optimized version of the proposed R-CLIP model.
It was trained on image-text pairs, which included radiographs from
the dataset and corresponding reports produced by the RRG module.
The detailed hyperparameters and training parameters are provided in
Appendix A (Tables 5 and 6).

All models were trained on Google Colab T4 GPU.

4.4 Evaluation Metrics

The generated reports were evaluated by BLEU-1 (for the consistency and
accuracy), BLEU-2, BLEU-3, and BLEU-4 (for the readability and fluency
[26]), METEOR (for consistent meaning with the ground truth), ROUGE-L
(for the semantic consistency [3]), CIDEr (for overlap degree of generated text
and reference text), and TF-IDF [9] (for the similarity between texts [32]).
Meanwhile, Accuracy and AUC were used to evaluate the classification model.
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Fig. 4. Example of a Result Generated by the Radiology Report Generation Module.

Model Dataset BLEU1 BLEU2 BLEU3 BLEU4 METEOR ROUGEL CIDEr

S&T [33] 100% 0.299 0.184 0.121 0.084 0.124 0.263 -
ADAATT [18] 100% 0.299 0.185 0.124 0.088 0.118 0.266 -
GPT-4o 3.70% 0.273 0.128 0.061 0.032 0.25 0.177 -
RRG-base (ours) 1.35% 0.224 0.146 0.101 0.072 0.104 0.237 0.429
RRG-opt (ours) 3.70% 0.241 0.157 0.108 0.078 0.109 0.239 0.513

Table 1. Comparison of Radiology Report Generation Module. Note: Previous high-
performance models did not compute CIDEr scores.

5 Results

5.1 Report Generation Results

The proposed report generation approach shows significantly improved perfor-
mance after optimization compared to the baseline model. The optimized report
generation module performs similarly to the S&T and ADAATT models and
surpasses the GPT-4o in terms of fluency and readability, with the autogenerated
reports closely resembling those of radiologists. Please refer to Figure 4 for an
example of the result and Table 1 for detailed experimental results.

Comparison with RRG-base The baseline model RRG-base was trained using a
1.35% dataset. By fine-tuning the baseline model and increasing the training data
to 3.7% of the dataset, the performance of the model was improved on all seven
metrics. From the experimental results in Table 1, the BLEU-1 score increased
by 7.59%, BLEU-2 score by 7.53%, BLEU-3 score by 6.93%, BLEU-4 score by
8.33%, METEOR score by 4.81%, ROUGE-L score by 0.84%, CIDEr score by
19.58%, with an average improvement of 7.95%.

Comparison with High-Performance Models Limited by GPU hardware equip-
ment, the amount of data used in this experiment is small, only 3.7% of the
complete data set, but the performance of the trained model is close to that of
previous high-performance models, S&T and ADAATT, trained with the full
dataset (Table 1), which proves that the model has strong performance under
small samples, and the model can achieve better results if the experimental
conditions are sufficient.
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Model Method Dataset AUC Accuracy

ConVIRT [45] Random Init 1% 0.719 -
ImageNet Init 1% 0.831 -

R-CLIP-base (ours) Radiologist’s report 1% 0.852 0.788
R-CLIP-opt (ours) Generated report 1% 0.848 0.780
Table 2. Comparison of Radiograph Classification Module, Note: The ConVIRT model
did not compute accuracy on the 1% MIMIC-CXR database.

From Table 1, compared to the S&T model, the BLEU-1 score of the model
in this work is 24.07% lower, BLEU-2 score is 17.20% lower, BLEU-3 score is
12.04% lower, BLEU-4 score is 7.69% lower, METEOR score is 13.76% lower,
and ROUGE-L score is 10.04% lower, with an average reduction of 14.13%. In
comparison with the ADAATT model, the BLEU-1 score of the model in this work
is 24.07% lower, BLEU-2 score is 17.83% lower, BLEU-3 score is 14.82% lower,
BLEU-4 score is 18.82% lower, METEOR score is 8.26% lower, and ROUGE-L
score is 11.30% lower, with an average reduction of 14.85%. In the comparison
with the S&T model and the ADAATT model, the reduction rates for BLEU-1
and BLEU-2 scores are higher than their respective average reduction rates
(14.13% and 14.85%), while the reduction rates for BLEU-3, BLEU-4, METEOR,
and ROUGE-L scores are lower than their respective average reduction rates.

Comparison with the Commercial Model Compared to the open-source GPT-2,
GPT-4o features an increased layer count (48 to 120), 1 trillion parameters
(up from 1.5 billion), and an improved attention mechanism, enhancing its
performance on long texts and complex semantics. With the massive data of
commercial companies and the parallel training of GPU with large computing
power, the model effect has been further improved. However, only BLEU-1
and METEOR are slightly lower than GPT-4o in two of the seven evaluation
dimensions, indicating that the generated report is better than GPT-4o in terms
of readable ability and fluency, and slightly inferior to GPT-4o by 11.72% in
terms of vocabulary accuracy, and there is a gap in semantic effects such as text
synonymous substitution and word derivation. Given that this model is trained
on a limited dataset and constrained by the absence of open-source large language
model architectures, this performance is also excellent.

5.2 Radiograph Classification Results

From Table 1, the performance of R-CLIP-base using radiologists’ reports and
R-CLIP-opt using reports generated by the generative module is similar. It shows
that the proposed report generation approach produces reports comparable to
those written by humans. Additionally, the proposed classification approach
outperformed ConVIRT. This indicates its superior performance compared to a
state-of-the-art high-performance model.
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6 Conclusions

In this work, the CRRG-CLIP model, composed of a radiology report generation
module based on local features and a radiograph classification module based on
multimodal features, is proposed. The radiology report generation module simu-
lates the process of radiologists’ interpretation of radiographs, which implements
automatic, efficient and accurate segmentation of anatomical regions, extraction
of valuable local tissue features, and generation of smooth and professional reports.
It enhances the detailed description of the report by focusing on local anatomical
features and improves the accuracy of diagnosis. It also solves the problems of low
interpretability, poor readability and low fluency of previous models, and provides
support for model tuning and abductive analysis of report content. The radio-
graph classification module enhances the type and quantity of features obtained,
improving downstream classification performance by learning the consistency
and differentiation of image-text features. The experimental results show that
the reports generated by the radiology report generation module and the reports
written by radiologists can achieve similar results in classification tasks, which
proves that the radiology report generation module can assist radiologists in
report writing. In addition, experiments also show that the proposed model can
achieve strong performance on small datasets, which is close to the performance
of previous high-performance models and exceeds the commercial model. Future
work will focus on optimizing model performance through advanced architectures,
experimenting with the full dataset, and incorporating human evaluation of
generated reports.
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A Appendix: Parameter Settings

Table 3, 4 show the hyperparameter settings and training parameter settings of
the report generation module.

Hyperparameter RRG-base RRG-opt

num_classes 30 30
pos_weight 1 2
token_num 500 300

Table 3. Hyperparameter Settings for Radiology Report Generation Module.

Training Parameter RRG-base RRG-opt

Object De-
tection

Region Se-
lection

Generation
Submod-
ule

Object De-
tection

Region Se-
lection

Generation
Submod-
ule

epochs 2 2 2 10 10 5
batch_size 16 16 8 16 16 1
learn_rate 0.01 0.0001 0.0001 0.001 0.00005 0.00005
factor_learn_rate_scheduler 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.5
cooldown_learn_rate_scheduler 5 5 5 5 5 5
patience_learn_rate_scheduler 5 10 10 5 5 3

Table 4. Training Parameter Settings for Radiology Report Generation Module.

Table 5, 6 show the hyperparameter settings and training parameter settings
of the radiograph classification module.

Hyperparameter R-CLIP-base R-CLIP-opt

CLIP Back-
bone

Downstream
Classifier

CLIP Back-
bone

Downstream
Classifier

image_to_image_loss_weight 1 1 1 1
text_to_text_loss_weight 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
loss_ratio 1 1 1 1

Table 5. Hyperparameter Settings for Radiograph Classification Module.

Training Parameter R-CLIP-base R-CLIP-opt

CLIP Back-
bone

Downstream
Classifier

CLIP Back-
bone

Downstream
Classifier

batch_size 32 32 32 32
learn_rate 0.00005 0.00005 0.00005 0.00005
weight_decay 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
total_epochs 5 5 5 5
warmup_epochs 1 1 1 1

Table 6. Training Parameter Settings for Radiograph Classification Module.
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