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ABSTRACT

X-ray imaging is pivotal in medical diagnostics, offering non-
invasive insights into a range of health conditions. Recently,
vision-language models, such as the Contrastive Language-
Image Pretraining (CLIP) model, have demonstrated poten-
tial in improving diagnostic accuracy by leveraging large-
scale image-text datasets. However, since CLIP was not
initially designed for medical images, several CLIP-like
models trained specifically on medical images have been
developed. Despite their enhanced performance, issues of
fairness—particularly regarding demographic attributes re-
main largely unaddressed. In this study, we perform a com-
prehensive fairness analysis of CLIP-like models applied
to X-ray image classification. We assess their performance
and fairness across diverse patient demographics and disease
categories using zero-shot inference and various fine-tuning
techniques, including Linear Probing, Multilayer Perceptron
(MLP), Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA), and full fine-tuning.
Our results indicate that while fine-tuning improves model
accuracy, fairness concerns persist, highlighting the need for
further fairness interventions in these foundational models.

Index Terms— CLIP, X-ray image, Fairness, Fine-tuning

1. INTRODUCTION

Medical imaging, particularly X-ray imaging, plays a crucial
role in diagnosing a variety of diseases. The integration of
Artificial Intelligence (AI) into medical imaging has shown
potential in enhancing diagnostic accuracy and efficiency [1].
Deep learning models [2, 3, 4, 5, 6] trained through fully su-
pervised learning have achieved significant success in various
medical image classification tasks. However, these models
are constrained by high annotation costs and limited general-
izability to new image types or datasets, which restricts their
applicability across diverse clinical settings.

*Corresponding author (guotai.wang@uestc.edu.cn)

Recent advancements in vision-language models, such as
CLIP [7], have enhanced the classification of previously un-
seen images by leveraging large-scale image-text pairs for
training and zero-shot inference. This approach is particu-
larly appealing for medical image classification, where ob-
taining sufficient annotated training data is challenging and
time-consuming. However, CLIP was originally trained pri-
marily on natural image-text pairs, limiting its performance
on medical images like X-rays that exhibit different seman-
tic and visual distributions [8]. To address this limitation,
domain-adapted CLIP variants—GLoRIA [9], MedCLIP [8],
and BioMedCLIP [10]—have been developed by training on
extensive medical image-text datasets, resulting in improved
performance in X-ray image classification.

Despite these advancements, fairness—ensuring consis-
tent model performance across diverse patient demograph-
ics—remains inadequately addressed. Fairness in medical AI
is essential to prevent biased model outputs that may lead to
unequal healthcare outcomes, particularly concerning demo-
graphic factors such as age and gender [11]. Previous studies
have demonstrated that biases can emerge at various stages
of the model development pipeline, including pretraining and
fine-tuning [12]. Therefore, a comprehensive evaluation of
fairness in these adapted CLIP-based models is crucial to en-
sure both accurate and equitable healthcare delivery.

In this work, we systematically evaluate the performance
and fairness of medical CLIP models, focusing on their abil-
ity to generalize across different patient demographics and
disease categories. An overview of this work is shown in
Fig. 1, and the main contributions of this research include: 1)
Creating a gender and age-balanced X-ray dataset with mul-
tiple diseases for fairness evaluation of foundation models;
2) Conducting a comprehensive evaluation of the fairness of
four CLIP-like models on two sensitive attributes, including
gender and age; 3) Investigating the effect of different fine-
tuning methods on the fairness of these models. Our findings
show that while fine-tuning improves classification accuracy,
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Fig. 1: Overview of the fairness analysis of different foundation models in X-ray image classification conducted in this study.

significant fairness gaps related to age and gender remain, un-
derscoring the need for advanced bias mitigation strategies.

2. METHOD

2.1. X-ray Dataset with Balanced Demographic Groups

To evaluate the fairness and efficacy of CLIP-based models
in X-ray image classification, we employed the NIH Chest X-
ray dataset, which comprises 108,948 images from 32,717 pa-
tients, spanning fourteen distinct disease categories [13]. This
dataset includes annotations for key demographic attributes
such as age and gender. However, as the original dataset
has large imbalanced distributions of age, gender and disease
type, directly using it for fine-tuning may introduce additional
unfairness. Therefore, we curated a subset with balanced de-
mographic representation to facilitate fairness studies.

We considered gender and age as the sensitive attributes
in our work. For each disease, we considered four patients
groups: Young (age < 60) Male, Old (age >= 60) Male,
Young Female, and Old Female. To avoid imbalance from
the dataset, for each disease, we selected N images from each
patient group, leading to 4N images for each disease. In this
study, we set N = 50 and found that only six diseases sat-
isfy the data selection criteria: the image number in any of
the four groups should be larger than N . Setting N > 50 will
lead to reduced disease types, while N < 50 will make the
sample number too small in each patient group. As a result,
we selected six diseases each with 4× 50 = 200 images, and
name it as NIH 6 × 200 dataset. The disease types are: Car-
diomegaly, Effusion, Atelectasis, Pneumothorax, Edema, and
Consolidation. Note that an exception is the Edema class in
the Old age group and it contains 47 female and 53 male cases
respectively due to limitations in the available NIH data. This
balanced dataset facilitates a rigorous evaluation of model
fairness across different demographic groups.

2.2. Models Under Investigation

We investigate four CLIP-based models for X-ray image clas-
sification: 1) CLIP [7] that was trained on 400 million natural
image-text pairs from the internet. It offers various image
encoder architectures, and we utilize the ViT-B/16 model in
our experiments. For text encoding, CLIP employs a standard
BERT-based Transformer encoder. 2) GLoRIA [9] that was
trained on the CheXpert [14] dataset using a ResNet-50 image
encoder. For text encoding, it employs BioClinicalBERT [15]
pretrained on the MIMIC-III [16] dataset. 3) MedCLIP [8]
that was trained on a combination of MIMIC-CXR [17] and
CheXpert datasets. It has two variants that use SwinTrans-
former and ResNet-50, respectively, denoted as MedCLIPV iT

and MedCLIPRN . MedCLIP also utilizes BioClinicalBERT
for text encoding. 4) BioMedCLIP [10] that was trained on
the PMC-15M dataset (100 times larger than MIMIC-CXR).
It employs a Vision Transformer (ViT) as the image encoder
and utilizes PubMedBERT [18] for text encoding with refine-
ments to the tokenizer and context size. It is important to note
that none of these models was trained on the NIH Chest X-
ray dataset. Therefore, evaluating these models on our NIH
6×200 dataset ensures an unbiased assessment.

2.3. Zero-shot Inference and Fine-Tuning Strategies

We first evaluate the models’ generalization capabilities using
Zero-Shot (ZS) Inference, which involves directly applying
the pretrained models with text prompts without fine-tuning.
Specifically, we employ three distinct prompt formats as pro-
posed in the CLIP, GLoRIA, and CXR-CLIP studies [7, 9,
19]. Since the latter two methods involve random prompt
combinations, for each prompt format, we took an average of
10 runnings and selected the best-performing prompt format
for each model.

To further adapt the CLIP-like models for X-ray image
classification, we employ four fine-tuning strategies: 1) Lin-
ear Probing (LP) that freezes the pretrained backbone and



(a) Overall accuracy of each model (b) F1 Score for each disease category after full fine-tuning.

Fig. 2: Performance of various models under different fine-tuning configurations.

trains only a single-layer classification head, allowing mini-
mal adaptation while preserving learned features. 2) Multi-
layer Perceptron (MLP) that introduces an additional nonlin-
ear layer between the frozen backbone and the output clas-
sification layer to learn complex representations. 3) Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [20] that applies low-rank updates
to all layers of the image encoder for parameter-efficient fine-
tuning. 4) Full Fine-Tuning (FT) that updates the entire im-
age encoder to enable complete adaptation to the target task.
Note that for CLIP [7], fine-tuning the entire image encoder
was not allowed due to the hardware limitation, we used a ViT
pretrained on ImageNet for fine-tuning instead.

2.4. Utility and Fairness Metrics

To comprehensively assess models’ performance, we apply
both utility and fairness metrics.

Utility Metrics: Three metrics are used to evaluate the
models’ performance: 1) Accuracy that measures the overall
proportion of correct predictions; 2) Class-wise F1 score that
is the harmonic mean of precision and recall for each class;
and 3) Average F1-score for each demographic group.

Fairness Metrics: Firstly, to evaluate the fairness across
different disease types, we measured the variance of F1 score
(VarF1) across all the disease categories, see Equation 1.

VarF1 =
1

C

C∑
c=1

(F1c − F1)2 (1)

where C is the number of disease categories, F1c is the
F1 score for the c-th category, and F1 is the mean F1 score
for the C classes.

Secondly, for the fairness assessment on gender and age,
we employ: 1) Gap of F1 Score (F1∆) that represents the av-
erage difference in F1 scores between demographic groups
across all classes; 2) Equalized Odds (EqOdds) that com-
bines gaps of both true positives and false positives across
demographic groups; and 3) Gap of Expected Calibration Er-
ror (ECE∆) that quantifies the difference in model calibration
across demographic groups [12]. See Equations 2, 3, and 4.

F1∆ =
1

C

C∑
c=1

(F1c
A − F1cA′) (2)

where F1c
A and F1c

A′ are the F1 scores for class c in demo-
graphic groups A and A′ (e.g., male and female), respectively.

EqOdds =
1

2C

C∑
c=1

(|TPc
A − TPc

A′ |+ |FPc
A − FPc

A′ |) (3)

where TPc
A, FPc

A and TPc
A′ , FPc

A′ are the true positive,
false positive rates for class c in demographic group A and
A′, respectively.

ECE∆ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

NA

NA∑
i=1

|pi − oi| −
1

NA′

NA′∑
j=1

|p′j − o′j |

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (4)

where NA and NA′ are the number of samples in the two
demographic groups, respectively. pi and oi are the predicted
probability and actual outcome for sample i in the first group,
and p′j and o′j are those for sample j in the second group.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

3.1. Implementation Details

We utilized the NIH 6×200 dataset to ensure a balanced rep-
resentation across six distinct disease categories and two de-
mographic attributes: age and gender. Our NIH 6x200 dataset
was partitioned into training, validation, and testing sets at a
ratio of 7:1:2 to enable robust model assessment.

All experiments were performed on a single NVIDIA
GTX 1080Ti GPU. Each model was reproduced and fine-
tuned within the software environments specified in their
original publications. For model fine-tuning, we employed
the AdamW optimizer with a cosine annealing learning rate
scheduler, with a batch size of 64, and trained for 150 epochs.
Other hyperparameters, such as the learning rate, were in-
dividually adjusted based on validation performance. We
retained the checkpoint with the lowest validation loss for
evaluation on the testing set.

3.2. Utility Analysis

As presented in Fig. 2(a), the original CLIP model had the
lowest classification performance in both zero-shot inference



(a) Variance of F1 (b) F1 score on different demographic groups (c) Fairness metrics after full fine-tuning (d) Fairness metrics for zero-shot

Fig. 3: Fairness analysis after full fine-tuning. (a) Fairness among diffident disease types in terms of variance of F1. (b) shows
the F1-score of different demographic groups, and (c) and (d) show fairness metrics for age and gender.

and fine-tuning settings, due to that the other models were
specifically trained for medical images. In terms of zero-shot
inference, MedCLIPV iT outperformed the other models with
a classification accuracy of 49.4%. However, the performance
remains limited, highlighting the challenges of applying pre-
trained models directly to X-ray image classification tasks
without adaptation.

In addition, Fig. 2(a) shows that all the fine-tuning meth-
ods led to performance improvement. Full fine-tuning largely
outperformed the other fine-tuning strategies for CLIP and
MedCLIPV iT , and LoRA obtained the best performance on
MedCLIPRN and BioMedCLIP. Among all these models
and fine-tuning strategies, MedCLIP using a ViT architecture
with full fine-tuning achieved the highest overall accuracy of
59.6%, highlighting the effectiveness fine-tuning in enhanc-
ing the model’s performance. Fig. 2(b) shows the class-wise
F1 score of different models after full fine-tuning. It can be
observed that MedCLIPV iT consistently outperformed the
other models across all the evaluated disease categories.

3.3. Fairness Analysis

Fairness on Disease Types. A large variation of F1-score
among different disease categories can be found in Fig. 2(b).
For example, the class-wise F1-score of GLoRIA ranged
from 21.1% to 74.7%, while that for MedCLIPV iT ranged
from 25.8% to 81.8%, demonstrating the obvious unfairness
of these models on different disease types. Fig. 3(a) further
compares the variance of class-wise F1-score of these meth-
ods, and it shows that MedCLIPRN and MedCLIPV iT have
very close VarF1 values, and they are much larger than those
of GLoRIA and BioMedCLIP. Generally, BioMedCLIP has
the highest disease-level fairness (VarF1=1.7%), in despite of
its lower classification performance than MedCLIPV iT .

Fairness on Age and Gender. Fig. 3(b) shows the av-
erage class-wise F1-score on different demographic groups.
It can be observed that MedCLIPV IT has a large unfairness
between young male and young female (71.1% vs 52.0% in
terms of F1), and the gap between young male and old male is
also large (71.1% vs 57.4%). In contrast, GLoRIA exhibits a
relatively fair performance on these demographic groups with
F1 ranging from 47.1% to 50.9%. Fig. 3(c) presents more
fairness metrics of these models after full fine-tuning includ-

ing F1∆, EqOdds and ECE∆ for age and gender. It is evi-
dent that all models, except GLoRIA, exhibit relatively high
fairness metric values, indicating significant disparities across
different demographic groups. Specifically, MedCLIPViT has
the highest F1Gender

∆ (12.6%) and F1Age
∆ (7.1%), indicating the

poorest fairness in both gender and age dimensions. In con-
trast, GLoRIA obtained the highest fairness with an F1Gender

∆

of 2.5% and F1Age
∆ of 0.4%, respectively.

Effect of Fine-tuning on Fairness. Fig. 3(d) presents
the fairness metrics before fine-tuning. Comparison between
Fig. 3(c) and (d) shows that GLoRIA generally has reduced
metric values (improved fairness) after fine-tuning. However,
for the other models, the fine-tuning leads to higher unfair-
ness. For example, for GLoRIA, EqOddsGender decreased
from 2.9% to 1.4%. For MedCLIPViT, EqOddsGender and
EqOddsAge increased from 2.3% to 6.8% and from 3.0% to
3.5%, respectively. The comparison shows that the reduced
fairness of the other models is unlikely due to our dataset, but
from the models themselves.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we constructed a balanced chest X-ray image
dataset to investigate the fairness of CLIP-like foundation
models on different disease types and attributes including age
and gender. Both utility and fairness of zero-shot inference
and different strategies of fine-tuning are analyzed. Our main
finding includes: 1) The zero-shot inference performance of
these models is still low for chest X-ray image classification,
and fine-tuning could significantly improve the performance.
2) While MedCLIPV iT after full fine-tuning achieved the
best performance, its fairness on different disease types and
demographic attributes (age and gender) is lower than the
other compared models, and GLoRIA has the best fairness
metric values. 3) The effect of fine-tuning with a balanced
dataset on fairness mainly depends on the model itself, with
GLoRIA having improved fairness and the other models hav-
ing decreased fairness after full fine-tuning, respectively. Our
evaluation reveals a comprehensive understanding of perfor-
mance and fairness in adapted CLIP-based models for chest
X-ray image classification. These results underscore the ne-
cessity for developing advanced fairness interventions for
foundation models to ensure equitable clinical diagnosis.
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