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Abstract—Medical report generation requires specialized ex-
pertise that general large models often fail to accurately capture.
Moreover, the inherent repetition and similarity in medical data
make it difficult for models to extract meaningful features,
resulting in a tendency to overfit. So in this paper, we pro-
pose a multimodal model, Co-Attention Triple-LSTM Network
(CA-TriNet), a deep learning model that combines transformer
architectures with a Multi-LSTM network. Its Co-Attention
module synergistically links a vision transformer with a text
transformer to better differentiate medical images with similar-
ities, augmented by an adaptive weight operator to catch and
amplify image labels with minor similarities. Furthermore, its
Triple-LSTM module refines generated sentences using targeted
image objects. Extensive evaluations over three public datasets
have demonstrated that CA-TriNet outperforms state-of-the-art
models in terms of comprehensive ability, even pre-trained large
language models on some metrics.

Index Terms—image captioning, co-attention mechanism, med-
ical report generation, LSTM, multi-label classification

I. INTRODUCTION

Large Language Models (LLMs) have demonstrated re-
markable success in generating medical reports [1], like GPT
[2] and Med-Gemini [3], offering advantages in enhancing
efficiency and consistency. Fine-tuning techniques, such as
LoRA [4], combined with training on specific datasets, enable
large models to perform more specialized tasks with improved
precision and adaptability [5], like niche areas, such as Tra-
ditional Chinese Medicine (TCM) LLMs [6], [7]. However,
they face challenges in accuracy, contextual understanding and
interpretability [8]. Moreover, the hardware requirements and
computational power needed to train LLMs present significant
challenges, limiting accessibility and scalability.

Unlike LLMs for medical report generation, there are also
many small but exquisite models, based on Encoder-Decoder
framework [9]–[14]. Moreover, they further enhanced this
approach by introducing attention mechanisms [15], [16]. For
the encoder part, vision transformer like ViT [16] is added
on convolutional neural networks (CNN) or other computer
vision (CV) models, which decomposes an input image into a
series of patches and serializes each patch into a vector, and
maps it to a smaller dimension with a single matrix multiplica-
tion. For the decoder part, transformer-based natural language
processing (NLP) techniques [15] tokenize and process text,
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ensuring that the generated descriptions are more coherent
and contextually relevant. Small models of this type excel
in specialized tasks, sometimes surpassing larger models in
specific domains, though they remain limited in versatility [1].
However, literatures [17], [18] demonstrate that when CNN
parameters are optimized and training strategies are adapted
to the data’s underlying characteristics, CNNs can achieve
performance superior to transformers. So does transformers
[15], [16].

Additionally, current datasets exhibit specific deficiencies
[19], such as similarity in medical imaging, redundancy in
data labeling, and erroneous multi-label classification. What
is more, small dataset like IU X-ray and PEIR Gross [11],
[20] are not suitable for the vision transformer [16], because
it can provide advanced image feature extraction but demand
extensive pre-training, often causing fitting problems [21].

To tackle these challenges, we proposes the Co-Attention
Triple-LSTM Network (CA-TriNet) for efficient and high-
quality medical report generation. CA-TriNet employs an
Encoder-Decoder framework with two components: a Co-
Attention module (encoder) that combines transformers to dif-
ferentiate similar medical images and optimize feature transfer
using adaptive weights, and a Triple-LSTM module (decoder)
that refines sentence generation by focusing on targeted image
objects.

All in all, we make the following contributions:

• We present a multimodal model, CA-TriNet that consits
of Co-Attention mechanism and Triple-LSTM module,
which enhances image feature extraction, improves text
relevance, and tackles imprecise label classification for
the first time.

• We propose an adaptive weight similarity operator that
improves training by dynamically adjusting multi-head
attention for better learning and enhancing efficiency
by mitigating redundant data labeling, thereby aligning
image features with their labels effectively.

• Experimental results on three public medical datasets
demonstrate that the CA-TriNet model surpasses state-
of-the-art performance in terms of comprehensive ability,
even comparable to LLMs in some indicators.
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Fig. 1. CA-TriNet comprises two major components: the Co-Attention Mechanism and the Triple-LSTM Module, including a multi-label classification part.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Image Captioning

Image captioning generates descriptive sentences for images
and has advanced significantly over the past decade [9].
Early models used CNNs with RNNs or LSTMs [22]–[25],
while later works introduced visual attention [22], [23]. Re-
cent transformer-based architectures [26], [27] enhance global
context modeling and vision-language alignment, providing
foundational concepts for tasks like medical report generation.

B. Medical Report Generation

Medical report generation extends image captioning by
producing accurate, context-rich reports for medical images,
requiring domain expertise to detect subtle symptoms [20].
Early CNN-RNN frameworks [11], [22], [28] evolved into
transformer-based models [29]–[33], improving clinical ac-
curacy through multimodal integration. Challenges persist in
detecting subtle pathologies and interpreting clinical termi-
nology accurately. Recently, LLMs [2], [6], [34], [35] are
used for report generation or summary. They employ fine-
tuning techniques [1], [4] to enhance accuracy on specialized
tasks. However, the high training costs and challenges of data
development often deter small laboratories from adopting it.
Additionally, for smaller tasks or niche applications, LLMs
can appear overly complex and redundant. In such cases, the
importance of small, precise AI models becomes evident [3],
[33].

So, we propose CA-TriNet, a model combining a co-
attention mechanism with Triple-LSTM architecture to im-
prove image feature extraction and text alignment, which is
tailored for medical report generation. An adaptive weight
similarity operator enhances multi-head attention, boosting
training efficiency and reducing label redundancy. Evaluations
show CA-TriNet outperforms state-of-the-art methods and
matches large language models on some metrics.

III. METHODOLOGY

Fig. 1 has shown the structure of CA-TriNet and we provide
a detailed explanation of the two modules and the associated
loss function in the next section.

A. Co-Attention Mechanism

First, the Co-Attention module serves as the encoder, com-
bining ConViT [36] and transformer [15] features via fully
connected layers (FC) and a self-parallel LSTM, an image
feature extraction (IFE) component [21], [37]. A multi-head
attention mechanism with double-head weights and a cosine
similarity operator adaptively adjusts weights to enhance key
feature extraction.

ConViT processes pathological images with SA (SA = self-
attention), GPSA (GPSA = gated positional self-attention), and
FFN (FFN = feedforward network) layers to generate em-
bedding features (Fembedding), refined into one-dimensional
vectors via FC. An LSTM then produces bag-of-word features
(FCL), integrating local and global image data to improve
language prediction accuracy.

The multi-head attention mechanism computes multiple in-
dependent attentions using matrices Q, K, and V . Each head,
linearly transformed, focuses on a specific output subspace,
with N heads dividing the sequence into 1

N parts. After
training, task-relevant heads receive higher weights. To exploit
these, we introduce a secondary weighting mechanism that
selects the head with the highest weight (wa) at each step. As
demonstrated on the IU X-ray dataset (Fig. 2), this approach
enhances performance by prioritizing critical features. On this
basis, we introduce cosine weight (cos(i)j) to represent the
cosine similarity between head j and base at i iteration, as
shown in Eq. 1.

Fig. 2. Comparison of single and double weights for IU X-ray (N=8) shows
the secondary weighting mechanism enhances key attention heads, which gain
higher weights after training, while others play minor roles.



cos(i)j = cos(headjatt(i−1), head
base
att(i−1)) (1)

where cos(i)j /∈ [−1, 1], headjatt(i−1) is the weight of the
j-th header processed by the attention mechanism.

For each batch, the cosine similarity of the same head will
sum up and divide by the number of heads to compute the
second weight W j

cos(i), as shown in Eq. 2.

wj
cos(i) =

∑
k∈i cos(i)

j
k

N
(2)

Where cos(i)jk is the cosine similarity between head j and
base of data k and N is the number of heads. The concatena-
tion of wj

cos(i) (j = 1, 2, ..., N ) is the second weight wcos(i).
The final attention output is calculated by both weights, as
shown in Eq. 3.

wcos(i) = Concat(w1
cos(i), ..., w

j
cos(i)) (3)

After this step, we designed a new weight balancing func-
tion, Eq. 4.

wj
dwa(i) = λ− wcos(i) (4)

To address this, we introduce λ and design a weight
function wj

dwa(i) to improve the model’s focus on pathological
regions. When normal samples are highly similar, the second
weight increases. This approach helps the model prioritize key
information while processing general data efficiently, saving
computational resources.

TABLE I
FEATURE CONFIDENCE INTERVAL OF THE IU X-RAY DATASET.

HEAD MEAN SD CI (0.95)

1 0.7500 0.2812 0.1949
2 -0.0240 0.0078 0.0054
3 0.0893 0.0208 0.0144
4 0.0686 0.0201 0.0140
5 0.0338 0.0103 0.0071
6 -0.0484 0.0133 0.0092
7 -0.0030 0.0155 0.0108
8 -0.0516 0.0236 0.0164

We also calculated the 95% confidence interval (CI) and
Standard Deviation (SD) for each head based on cosine sim-
ilarity and the distribution of cosine weights (Tab. I). Cosine
similarity and weight distribution for the IU X-ray dataset were
analyzed over 25,673 iterations in a single training epoch. For
values above 0, most correspond to normal datasets, with sim-
ilar label descriptions. Disease data, with varied descriptions,
often result in negative values. To emphasize these negative
samples, we set λ as the harmonic mean (Eq. 5):

λ =
n∑n

1 (wcos(i))−1
(5)

This strengthens negative sample weights. As shown in Tab.
I, λ increases when deviating from a negative weight and

decreases when deviating from a positive weight. It prioritizes
low-order data, with negative values set to 0 by the RELU
function, making subsequent calculations simpler. The model
focuses on learning from negative samples while minimizing
attention to positive ones.

B. Triple-LSTM Module

Medical image datasets, annotated with disease labels, are
crucial for multi-label classification models but face challenges
due to limited dataset size relative to label variety [10], [22].
To address this, we propose a Triple-LSTM structure, treating
labels as a ’quality enhancement module’ (Fig. 1). CA-TriNet
consists of three LSTMs. LSTM (blue) is just used to encode
features from Dual-Attention Mechanism, as expressed in Eq.
6.

h1
t = LSTM(T 1

t , w
j
dwa(i) ∗ att

j
a(i)) (6)

where T 1
t denotes the word embedding of transformer gener-

ated. When the first LSTM (dark green) decode the first time,
the inputs are T 1

t , h1
t , the word embedding W 2

e xt and the
hidden state of LSTM, h2

t−1, as shown in Eq. 7.

h2
t = LSTM(T 1

t , h
1
t ,W

2
e xt, h

2
t−1) (7)

Then the probability of next word can be predicted by a MLP,
as appeared in Eq. 8:

MLP 1
t+1 = softmax(WFC1 ∗ h2

t ) (8)

Where WFC1 is the fully connected layer of MLP. So does
the sencond LSTM (dark green), as shown in Eq. 10.

h3
t = LSTM(T 2

t , h
2
t ,W

2
e xt) (9)

MLP 1
t+1 = softmax(WFC2 ∗ h3

t ) (10)

After that, the text features generated by the two MLPs are
used to calculate the loss functions and use it in the later stage.

The model incorporates a multi-label classification module
(LSTM-Purple) that uses generated sentences as input instead
of images. LSTM-Purple processes embedded report represen-
tations (RPemb) to predict categories, enhancing report quality.
is fed into LSTM-Purple, producing preliminary category
predictions (Label) based on the report’s semantic content and
context, as shown in Eq. 11.

Label = softmax(Wt · LSTM(RPemb) + bt) (11)

where Wt and bt are trainable parameters used to flatten
LSTM(RPemb).

Subsequently, Label is linearly transformed via a mapping
layer and processed with a softmax function to produce a prob-
ability distribution over potential labels. This module enhances
report accuracy by aligning generated content with diagnostic
labels, refining medical image-based report generation.



C. Loss Function

For the loss functions, we use loss1 and loss2 which
are the cross-entropy loss between reports generated by the
first (second) LSTM-2 in the H-Decoder and true captions,
respectively. The second LSTM-2 generation is confined by
an adjustable parameter α ∈ (0, 1]. Coefficient β, ∈ (1, 10],
starting at 5, is designed to balance loss1, loss2 and losst.
For losst1, it is shown in Eq. 12.

losst = − 1

C
∗
∑

Tagi ∗ log(sig(tag))

+ (1− Tagi) ∗ log(sig(tag)−1)
(12)

where Tag represents the true tags, i ∈ {0, 1, ..., n − 1},
Tagi ∈ {0, 1}, n is the number of tags types. As a result, the
model loss is calculated as the follow Eq. 13:

loss = losst + α ∗ loss1 + β ∗ loss2 (13)

IV. DATASETS AND IMPLEMENT

A. Dataset

The datasets utilized include IU X-Ray2 [20], comprising
7,470 chest X-ray image-report pairs curated for automated
captioning and X-ray interpretation; PEIR Gross3 [11], con-
taining 7,442 image-caption pairs across 21 categories, sup-
porting medical education and image captioning; Mimic Chest
X-Ray4 [38], a large-scale dataset of 371,920 radiographs
from 227,943 studies for machine learning in diagnostic imag-
ing. For dataset pre-processing, refer to survey [20].

B. Implement

1) Evaluation Matrix: we choose three widely-used metrics
to evaluate our work: BLEU [39], ROUGE-L [40], and CIDer
[41]. These metrics were originally developed for distinct
purposes: BLEU for machine translation evaluation, ROUGE-
L for summarization quality assessment, and CIDer for image
caption evaluation. Each metric emphasizes different aspects
such as fluency, accuracy, and human-likeness. Nonetheless, in
all cases, higher scores indicate better performance. Finally,
we use B-1 (BLEU-1), B-2 (BLEU-1), B-3 (BLEU-1), B-
4 (BLEU-1), Rou (ROUGEL) and CID (CIDer) to represent
these indicators.

2) Hyperparameter: we utilize ConViT [36] pretrained on
ImageNet [42], excluding the final classification layer, to
extract 512-dimensional visual features. Both the word embed-
ding dimension and the hidden state dimension of all LSTMs
are also set to 512. We adopt ADAM [43] as the optimizer
throughout our model. The learning rate is 0.0004. Beam
search is utilized during evaluation, with metrics calculated
via a widely used image captioning framework.

1MultiLabel- SoftMarginLoss: https://pytorch.org/docs
2https://openi.nlm.nih.gov
3https://peir.path.uab.edu/library/
4https://physionet.org/content/mimic-cxr/

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF CA-TRINET WITH STATE-OF-THE-ART FRAMEWORKS

AND PRE-TRAINED LATEST LLMS ON THREE DATASETS. RED MEANS
THAT INDICATORS SURPASS THE EFFECTS OF CA-TRINET. (×100%)

MODEL DATASET B-1 B-2 B-3 B-4 ROU CID

CNN-RNN [22]

IU X-RAY

38.1 29.0 22.7 16.0 39.6 31.2
CO-ATT [11] 46.2 33.1 24.2 17.8 40.5 40.8
JE-TRI [31] 47.8 34.4 24.8 18.0 39.8 43.9

TRANSGEN [33] 46.1 28.5 19.6 14.5 36.7 35.1
M2TRANS [32] 46.3 31.8 21.4 15.5 33.5 34.9

PPKED [44] 48.3 31.5 22.4 16.8 37.7 44.9
ARRG [45] 49.6 31.9 24.1 17.5 37.6 35.1
AENSI [10] 52.1 35.9 26.1 20.8 42.2 43.2

CA-TRINET (OURS) 54.6 38.7 28.4 21.3 44.1 47.2
BOOTSTRAPPINGLLM [46] 49.9 32.3 23.8 18.4 39.0 -

R2GENGPT [34] 46.5 29.9 21.4 16.1 40.1 54.2
R2GENCSR-LLAMA2 [35] 51.4 35.1 26.2 20.6 40.1 57.9

CO-ATT [11]

PEIR GROSS

30.0 21.8 16.5 11.3 27.9 32.9
M2TRANS [32] 45.1 30.7 20.6 14.3 32.1 33.2

SVEH [21] 46.6 32.3 23.3 16.9 37.4 26.9
AENSI [10] 44.2 31.5 22.6 17.4 38.5 28.2
PPKED [44] 43.1 30.2 20.9 16.8 39.7 34.3

CA-TRINET (OURS) 51.2 36.3 27.6 21.1 44.9 37.2

CNN-RNN [22]

CHEST X-RAY

29.9 18.4 12.1 8.4 26.3 11.2
M2TRANS [32] 21.2 12.8 8.3 5.8 24.0 7.4

ARRG [45] 35.1 22.3 15.7 11.8 28.7 28.1
AENSI [10] 34.0 21.1 14.3 12.1 29.7 25.2

CA-TRINET (OURS) 40.8 25.8 17.9 14.1 31.2 29.8
BOOTSTRAPPINGLLM [46] 40.2 26.2 18.0 12.8 29.1 -

R2GENGPT [34] 40.8 25.6 17.4 12.5 28.5 24.4
R2GENCSR-LLAMA2 [35] 42.0 26.8 18.6 13.6 29.1 26.7

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We conducted experiments (Tab. II) comparing our model
with state-of-the-art approaches, demonstrating superior per-
formance on smaller datasets like IU X-ray and PEIR Gross,
attributed to its architecture and innovative feature distribution
mechanism. On the larger Mimic Chest X-ray dataset, its
diverse and uniform samples enhanced model generalizabil-
ity, with modest performance gains translating to significant
clinical improvements. For LLMs, on the small-sample IU X-
Ray dataset, LLMs achieve higher CIDer scores. This is be-
cause small models, constrained by limited corpora with high
annotation repetition rates, generate more formulaic reports,
while large models leverage extensive pre-trained corpora to
produce more polished outputs. Large datasets offer richer
corpora, mitigating this issue. Instead, differences appear in
sentence length (BLEU), with LLMs favoring concise, precise
summaries.

Fig. 3. Ablation experiment of our model On IU X-ray, PEIR Gross and
Chest X-ray datasets. (CA = Co-Attention Mechanism, TL = Triple-LSTM
Module)

As shown in Fig. 3, we performed ablation experiments
on the IU X-ray, PEIR Gross, and Chest X-ray datasets to
assess the contributions of each proposed component. The

https://pytorch.org/docs
https://openi.nlm.nih.gov
https://peir.path.uab.edu/library/
https://physionet.org/content/mimic-cxr/


baseline model consists of ViT [16], the transformer [15],
LSTM [21]. The results demonstrate clear performance gains
with the inclusion of our modules, with the comprehensive
CA-TriNet model achieving the best overall results.

TABLE III
COMPARISON OF MODELS WITH THEIR IMPROVED VERSIONS (WITH

ADAPTIVE WEIGHT SIMILARITY OPERATOR) ON FOUR PUBLIC DATASETS.
(BLUE MEANS MODELS’ PLUS VERSIONS) (×100%)

Model Dataset B-1 B-2 B-3 B-4 Rou CID

JE-Tri [31]

IU X-ray

47.8 34.4 24.8 18.0 39.8 43.9
JE-Tri 48.5 35.0 25.5 18.5 40.5 44.5

TransGen [33] 46.1 28.5 19.6 14.5 36.7 35.1
TransGen 46.8 29.0 20.2 15.0 37.5 35.8

M2Trans [32] 46.3 31.8 21.4 15.5 33.5 34.9
M2Trans 47.0 32.5 22.0 16.0 34.2 35.5

M2Trans [32]

PEIR Gross

45.1 30.7 20.6 14.3 32.1 33.2
M2Trans 45.8 31.3 21.2 14.8 32.8 33.8

SVEH [21] 46.6 32.3 23.3 16.9 37.4 26.9
SVEH 47.2 32.9 23.9 17.5 38.0 27.5

PPKED [44] 43.1 30.2 20.9 16.8 39.7 34.3
PPKED 43.8 30.8 21.5 17.4 40.5 34.9

M2Trans [32]

Chest X-ray

21.2 12.8 8.3 5.8 24.0 7.4
M2Trans 21.8 13.3 8.8 6.2 24.5 7.8

ARRG [45] 35.1 22.3 15.7 11.8 28.7 28.1
ARRG 35.8 22.9 16.3 12.3 29.5 28.8

Tab. III shows that our adaptive weight similarity opera-
tor significantly improves performance, especially on smaller
datasets with more negative samples. The smaller gains on
larger datasets suggest that statistical data properties affect
performance, aligning with findings in related studies [17],
[18]. Finally, we visualize our results, as appeared in Fig.
4. Compared with Ground-True, reports generated by CA-
TriNet are simpler and easier to understand, without too many
long and difficult sentences. This facilitates quick reading and
comprehension.

No acute cardiopulmonary abnormality.
Heart size and mediastinal contours

appear within normal limits.
Pulmonary vascularity is within normal

limits. No focal consolidation,
suspicious pulmonary opacity,

pneumothorax or definite pleural
effusion.

Visualized osseous structures appear
intact.

Image Ground-True

No acute cardiopulmonary abnormality.
Lungs are clear bilaterally. 

No focal consolidation, pleural effusion,
or pneumothoraces. 

Cardiomediastinal silhouette appears
normal. 

Heart size appears normal. 
Osseous structures is intact.

No acute cardiopulmonary abnormality.
Mediastinal contours are normal.

Lungs are clear.
There is no pneumothorax or large

pleural effusion.

No acute cardiopulmonary abnormality.
Lungs are clear. 

No focal consolidation, pleural effusion,
or pneumothoraces. 

Our Model

GROSS: NERVOUS: Brain:
Hemorrhage: Gross large hemorrhagic

infarct basal ganglia rupture into
ventricle.

GROSS: NERVOUS: Brain:
Hemorrhage: large size hemorrhagic
infarct, basal ganglia with rupture into

the ventricle.

GROSS: NERVOUS: Pons:
Hemorrhage: Gross fixed tissue but

good color massive pontine
hemorrhage not due to pressure do not

have history at this time good photo.

GROSS: NERVOUS: Pons:
Hemorrhage: Gross fixed tissue

good pontine hemorrhage, not from
pressure. No history available at this

moment. Good photo.

Fig. 4. Experimental results of report generated by CA-TriNet.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose CA-TriNet, a model for medical
report generation that combines a Co-Attention Mechanism
for extracting image features with a Triple-LSTM Module for
integrating previous sentences during report generation. An
adaptive weight similarity operator, based on the geometric
mean, is designed to amplify features of negative (diseased)
samples and selectively downweight positive samples, improv-
ing performance on small, feature-imbalanced datasets like IU
X-ray, PEIR Gross, as well as large-scale dataset, Mimic Chest
X-ray. The results demonstrate that understanding dataset-
specific patterns and optimizing feature transfer yields better
outcomes than simply stacking models.
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