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ABSTRACT
The emergence of medical generalist foundation models has revolu-
tionized conventional task-specific model development paradigms,
aiming to better handle multiple tasks through joint training on
large-scale medical datasets. However, recent advances prioritize
simple data scaling or architectural component enhancement, while
neglecting to re-examine multi-task learning from a data-centric
perspective. Critically, simply aggregating existing data resources
leads to decentralized image-task alignment, which fails to cultivate
comprehensive image understanding or align with clinical needs
for multi-dimensional image interpretation. In this paper, we in-
troduce the image-centric multi-annotation X-ray dataset (IMAX),
the first attempt to enhance the multi-task learning capabilities of
medical multi-modal large language models (MLLMs) from the data
construction level. To be specific, IMAX is featured from the fol-
lowing attributes: 1) High-quality data curation. A comprehensive
collection of more than 354K entries applicable to seven different
medical tasks. 2) Image-centric dense annotation. Each X-ray image
is associated with an average of 4.10 tasks and 7.46 training en-
tries, ensuring multi-task representation richness per image. Com-
pared to the general decentralized multi-annotation X-ray dataset
(DMAX), IMAX consistently demonstrates significant multi-task
average performance gains ranging from 3.20% to 21.05% across
seven open-source state-of-the-art medical MLLMs. Moreover, we
investigate differences in statistical patterns exhibited by IMAX and
DMAX training processes, exploring potential correlations between
optimization dynamics and multi-task performance. Finally, lever-
aging the core concept of IMAX data construction, we propose an
optimized DMAX-based training strategy to alleviate the dilemma
of obtaining high-quality IMAX data in practical scenarios. Related
resources will be released soon.
∗Equal contribution.
†Corresponding authors.

1 INTRODUCTION
The rapid advancement of multi-modal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) has catalyzed transformative progress across diverse do-
mains. By leveraging large-scale multimodal data, MLLMs combine
visual perception with language understanding, demonstrating the
ability to capture intricate visual-textual patterns [26, 27, 48]. In the
medical domain, this evolution has primarily spurred the develop-
ment of specialized MLLMs tailored for task-specific applications,
such as medical visual question answering (VQA) [23] and radiol-
ogy report generation [42]. Advancing towards generalist medical
AI [36], medical generalist foundation models have gone a step
further, employing joint training with vast and diverse datasets to
holistically handle multiple tasks and modalities within a unified
architecture with shared parameters [45, 46, 52].

To fully unleash the multi-task learning capabilities of med-
ical generalist foundation models, recent efforts have predomi-
nantly focused on extensive data scaling in the pretraining and
fine-tuning stages [9, 25, 47], coupled with targeted architectural
refinements [18, 52]. However, a critical perspective remains un-
derexplored: what type of data is conducive to model optimization
in the scenario of multi-task learning?

In this study, we investigate the above question by establishing
multi-task learning scenario involving chest X-rays, which are the
most frequently performed imaging tests in clinical practice and
medical imaging research [9, 20]. The inherent richness of visual
information and fine-grained semantics in X-rays makes them a
powerful tool from disease diagnosis to treatment planning [39, 43].
Despite the potential of X-rays to support various medical tasks,
the construction methods of existing multi-task learning datasets
fail to take advantage of this potential.

On the one hand, while combining existing X-ray datasets to
complete different tasks seems to be a simple and convenient way
to construct multi-granularity annotation data, they suffer from
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Cardiopulmonary Area Ratio (CPAR) 0.4412 0.3565

Cardiothoracic Ratio (CTR) 0.4469 0.4172

Decentralized Multi-annotation Data (General)

The chest x-ray shows that the lungs are clear without any
focal consolidation. No pleural effusion or pneumothorax is
seen, and the cardiac and mediastinal silhouettes are
unremarkable. The overall impression is that there is no
acute cardiopulmonary process detected.

Report

Pulmonary Edema Severity Grades

0. none; 
1. vascular congestion;
2. interstitial edema;
3. alveolar edema.

Disease Findings

Lung Opacity       Pleural Effusion
Atelectasis  Pneumonia Edema 
Consolidation       Pneumothora         Fracture            
Infiltration   Nodule

Anatomical Segmentation Masks

Visual Question Answering

Question: " Is there any evidence 
of either pleural/parenchymal 
scarring or lung lesion in the left 
costophrenic angle? "
Answer: "no"

(a) (b)

Image-centric Multi-annotation Data (Ours)

Calculation
Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [calculate] Based on the input image, calculate the cardiopulmonary area
ratio (CPAR) value.” Ground Truth: "0.3904"
Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [calculate] Based on the input image, calculate the cardiothoracic ratio
(CTR) value. ” Ground Truth: " 0.4945"

Report
Generation

Prompt: ” <Img><ImageHere></Img> [caption] Provide a detailed description of findings and impressions about this 
chest x-ray.”
Ground Truth: "The chest x-ray shows low lung volumes with chronic interstitial opacity, suggestive of chronic
interstitial lung disease. Mild interval progression is noted, and high-resolution chest CT is recommended for
further evaluation. There is a possibility of superimposed atypical pneumonia given the underlying interstitial
opacities. No large effusion or pneumothorax is observed, and the heart and mediastinal contour appear stable.
The bony structures are intact, and there is no free air below the right hemidiaphragm. The impression indicates
progression of interstitial opacities consistent with chronic fibrosis. The possibility of an atypical superimposed
pneumonia cannot be excluded due to the presence of interstitial opacity."

Multi-class
Classification

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [cls] Based on the input image, analyze and
determine which category of pulmonary edema severity belongs to: none, vascular
congestion, interstitial edema, or alveolar edema?"
Ground Truth: ”interstitial edema"

Multi-label
Classification

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [cls] Based on the input image, determine the
presence or absence of the following conditions: Lung Opacity, Pleural Effusion,
Atelectasis, Pneumonia, Edema, Consolidation, Pneumothora, Fracture, Infiltration, and
Nodule. The output format should be a comma-separated string of 10 binary digits (0
or 1), where each digit corresponds to the presence (1) or absence (0) of the
respective condition in the order listed above.”
Ground Truth: ”1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0"

Referring 
Expression 

Comprehession

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [rec] Based on the input image, could you tell me the location of the heart.“                        
Ground Truth: ”<1032><963><2151><2183>"
Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [rec] Based on the input image, where can I locate the left lung.“
Ground Truth: ”<383><1437><1937><2338>"

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [reg] Based on the input image, the object in <1032><963><2151><2183> is?“
Ground Truth: ”heart" Referring 

Expression 
Generation

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [reg] Based on the input image, what object is in this location 
<407><296><1922><1120>?“
Ground Truth: ”right lung"

Visual
Question
Answering

Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [vqa] Based on the input image, Can interstitial lung diseases be detected in 
the left lung?“                                                                             
Ground Truth: ”yes"
Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [vqa] Based on the input image, point out all anatomical locations where both 
pleural effusion and low lung volumes could potentially be present.“
Ground Truth: ”left lung, right lung."
Prompt: ”<Img><ImageHere></Img> [vqa] Based on the input image, which anatomical findings, increased reticular 
markings/ild pattern or vascular congestion, corresponds to the left lung?“
Ground Truth: ” increased reticular markings/ild pattern."

(Type: Verify)

(Type: Query)

(Type: Choose)

Figure 1: Illustration of the dataset construction. (a) Example of general decentralized multi-annotation data for multi-task
learning. (b) Example of our image-centric multi-annotation data for multi-task learning.

a critical limitation: the image collections for different tasks are
decentralized. This decentralization leads to insufficient utilization
of image data, ignoring the collaborative promotion of a single
medical image completing multiple tasks, ultimately restricting
the ability of models to develop a holistic understanding of each
medical image. On the other hand, in real-world clinical scenarios,
a single X-ray image is typically subjected to multiple queries and
interpretations, each addressing different aspects of the patient’s
condition. However, the current training and testing paradigms
treat these tasks as independent, introducing potential biases that
hinder cross-task generalization and multi-dimensional image in-
terpretation.

To address these data-centric limitations, we innovatively pro-
pose the concept of image-centric multi-annotation data and intro-
duce the Image-centric Multi-Annotation X-ray (IMAX) dataset.
Different from the general decentralized multi-annotation X-ray
dataset (DMAX), IMAX is structured around a centralized image-
centric framework, where each X-ray image is annotated with
multiple labels and textual descriptions that span a wide range of
medical tasks. Specifically, IMAX is characterized by two pivotal
attributes: 1) High-quality data curation. All raw data come from
recognized authoritative websites (e.g., PhysioNet [14]) and widely
used open-source datasets. After strict and meticulous data clean-
ing, a comprehensive collection of 47,600 unique X-ray images and

354,595 entries can be applied to seven medical tasks including
calculation, report generation, multi-class classification, multi-label
classification, referring expression comprehension (REC), referring
expression generation (REG), and VQA. 2) Image-centric annotation
density. Each imaging study achieves an average of 4.10 tasks and
7.46 training entries per X-ray image, surpassing DMAX by factors
of 3.3× and 3.6× respectively. This construction method ensures that
the dataset captures rich and interconnected semantics of medical
images, enabling foundation models to learn from the unified and
comprehensive representation of the data. To our knowledge, IMAX
represents the first highly descriptive multi-modal collection specif-
ically engineered to enhance the multi-task learning capabilities of
medical foundation models.

To substantiate our argument, we conduct straightforward and
comprehensive experiments. We select and evaluate seven open-
source state-of-the-art medical MLLMs, including LLaVA-Med [23],
Xray-GPT [42], MiniGPT-Med [2], Uni-Med [52], LLaVA-Tri [47],
MedM-VL [40], and HealthGPT [29], comparing their multi-task
performance after fine-tuning with IMAX and DMAX, respectively.
Despite differences in model architectures, training parameter con-
figurations, and medical pretraining data sources, the compara-
tive results indicate that IMAX consistently yields significant en-
hancements in multi-task abilities, with average performance gains
spanning 3.20%-21.05%. In addition, we observe and analyze the
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differences in model training using IMAX and DMAX data under
a unified and standard MLLM architecture. Specifically, we quan-
tify the spectral entropy of non-zero eigenvalues and dominant
eigenvalue ratio of the Fisher information matrix (FIM), which are
closely related to the stability and convergence speed of the opti-
mization process [1, 35]. Through the statistical patterns presented
at various stages of the training process, we are committed to ex-
ploring the potential correlations between optimization dynamics
and multi-task performance. Moreover, to address the practical
challenge of high acquisition costs of IMAX data, we propose an
optimized three-stage DMAX-based training strategy. Drawing in-
spiration from semi-supervised learning and the core concept of
IMAX data construction, our strategy achieves a balance between
annotation quality and model performance by generating pseudo
IMAX data. We hope our study can significantly motivate more
researchers to focus on enhancing multi-task learning capability of
medical generalist foundation model from data perspective, while
promoting the core concept of image-centric multi-annotation data
to broader domains. In a nutshell, the contributions of this paper
can be summarized as follows:

• We present IMAX, the first image-centric multi-annotation
X-ray dataset, which can perform seven medical tasks including
calculation, report generation, multi-class classification, multi-label
classification, referring expression comprehension, referring ex-
pression generation, and visual question answering.

• We conduct extensive comparisons across seven open-source
state-of-the-art medical MLLMs, demonstrating that our IMAX
achieves significant enhancements in multi-task learning capabili-
ties compared to the general DMAX.

• Focusing on how IMAX optimizes multi-task learning during
the training process, we provide statistical patterns and instructive
findings from the perspective of Fisher information matrix.

• Building on the core principles of IMAX data construction,
we develop an optimized DMAX training strategy to mitigate the
practical challenge of acquiring high-quality IMAX data.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Medical Multi-modal Large Language Model
The rapid evolution of LLMs has catalyzed advancements inMLLMs,
which have garnered substantial research attention due to their
powerful representational capacity and remarkable proficiency in
multi-modal data processing [27]. The development of medical
MLLMs aims to create an efficient medical assistant, following the
architecture design and training strategy of MLLMs in the gen-
eral field, using a large amount of medical data for pretraining
and instruction fine-tuning [28]. For example, LLaVA-Med [23],
XrayGPT [42], MedBLIP [7], and Med-Flamingo [37] are the adap-
tions of MiniGPT-4, LLaVA, BLIP-2 and Flamingo within the medi-
cal field, respectively. Usually, medical MLLMs involve a stage of
individual fine-tuning based on specific tasks or specific modal-
ities data. RaDialog [38], MAIRA-1 [19], and LLaVA-Rad [6] are
optimized for 2D chest X-ray analysis, while Dia-LLaMA [8] and
BrainGPT [24] are pioneers designed for 3D CT report generation.
PathChat [33] and PathAsst [41] are developed for human pathol-
ogy. SkinGPT-4 [51] uses the collection of skin disease images along

with clinical concepts and doctors’ notes for dermatological diagno-
sis. Med-MLLM [31] has fine-tuned three downstream COVID-19
decision support tasks, including reporting, diagnosis, and progno-
sis. BiomedGPT [49] utilizes pretrained knowledge within a uni-
fied framework to specialize effectively on 25 datasets through
fine-tuning, respectively. While remaining grounded in established
task-specific paradigms, medical MLLMs derive their performance
superiority over traditional methods by expanding the training
corpus and scaling the parameter architectures.

2.2 Medical Generalist Foundation Model
With the proposal of the concept of generalist medical artificial in-
telligence (GMAI) [36], medical generalist foundation model aims to
perform various tasks within a unified parameter sharing architec-
ture. It seeks to eliminate the reliance on task-specific modules and
further fine-tuning, thereby disrupting the traditional task-specific
approach to model development. Toward the ambitious goals men-
tioned above, LLM-CXR [22] achieves bidirectional understanding
and generation of chest X-rays through joint training across four
primary tasks distinguished by instructions. Med-PaLM M [45] is a
closed-source generalist biomedical AI system, which can handle
14 diverse tasks in multiple modalities. MiniGPT-Med [2] is capable
of handling 3 tasks from radiological images including X-rays, CT
scans, and MRIs. RadFM [46] allows the integration of text input
with 2D or 3D medical scans, and generates responses for diverse
radiologic tasks. MedM-VL [40] constructs two different models
for 2D and 3D modalities, both of which support general-purpose
medical tasks and domain-specific fine-tuning. M3D-LaMed [5] is
designed for various 3D medical tasks. Uni-Med [52] provides a
superior solution to the tug-of-war problem of multi-task learn-
ing by introducing mixture-of-experts (MoE) into the connector.
MedPLIB [18] introduces MoE into the LLM, which effectively co-
ordinates multi-task learning. HealthGPT [29] presents H-LoRA,
an optimized multi-LoRA PEFT architecture based on task-gated
decoupling, to effectively mitigate data conflict issues. However,
recent advances prioritize simple data scaling or architectural com-
ponent enhancement, while overlooking to re-examine multi-task
learning from a deeper data-centric perspective.

2.3 Multi-granularity Annotation Dataset
To empower the medical generalist foundation model with compre-
hensive multi-modal multi-task understanding ability, the training
data prioritize wider coverage, higher quality, and richer granular-
ity. MedTrinity-25M [47] establishes a pretraining dataset across
10 modalities, annotated with text ranging from global attributes
(modality and organ detection) to local information (ROI analysis, le-
sion texture, and region-wise correlations). GEMeX [30] is a ground-
able and explainable medical VQA benchmark for chest X-ray diag-
nosis, which supports 4 clinically-relevant question types through
visual-textual justification mechanisms. GMAI-VL-5.5M [25] covers
13 medical imaging modalities and 18 specialties by converting
hundreds of specialized medical datasets into meticulously con-
structed image-text pairs. CheXinstruct [9] is an instruction-tuning
dataset with 6M instruction-image-answer triplets that aggregate
from 34 tasks and 65 unique datasets, spanning categories including
coarse and fine-grained image understanding, question answering,
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and text generation. For 3D chest CT interpretation, RadGenome-
Chest CT [50] introduces region-guided reasoning through anatom-
ically grounded reports and visual-evidence VQA pairs, anchored
to organ-level segmentation masks. In comparison, our IMAX is
a pioneering work that explores enhancing multi-task learning
capabilities of medical generalist foundation model by construct-
ing image-centric multi-annotation data, which can perform seven
medical tasks including calculation, report generation, multi-class
classification, multi-label classification, REC, REG, and VQA.

3 IMAGE-CENTRIC MULTI-ANNOTATION
X-RAY DATASET

In this section, we introduce the image-centric multi-annotation
X-ray dataset, the first image-text collection to cover multi-task
descriptions around each X-ray, which aims to enhance the model’s
ability for multi-task joint training. The whole process of data
collection and processing is elaborated in Section 3.1, while dataset
statistics and comparison are presented in Section 3.2.

3.1 Data Collection and Processing
As a large publicly available JPG format chest radiographs dataset,
MIMIC-CXR-JPG [20] is widely used in medical research. In addi-
tion to its accompanying structured radiology reports, an increasing
number of studies have utilized various expert models to derive
diverse types of data from images within MIMIC-CXR-JPG, tailored
to meet specific research needs.

In this study, we have first collected a substantial amount of
derived data related to X-ray images, as illustrated in Figure 1(a).
Specifically, CXR-Cardiomegaly [10] provides two types of cardiome-
galy biomarker values extracted from images: cardiothoracic ra-
tio (CTR) and cardiopulmonary area ratio (CPAR). MIMIC-CXR-
PE-Severity [16] offers four distinct severity grades of pulmonary
edema. Each image in CXR-LT [15] is labeled with one or multiple
labels from a set of 45 disease findings by parsing radiology reports.
CheXmask [13] provides anatomical segmentation masks for the
heart, left lung, and right lung, which can be further processed
into bounding boxes. MIMIC-Ext-MIMIC-CXR-VQA [4] features
questions generated using templates developed under the guidance
of medical experts, addressing both standard content from previous
medical VQA and more complex scenarios involving set and logical
reasoning. For more details on data sources and availability, see
Supplementary Materials A.

We refer to the collected raw image-text pairs as decentralized
multi-annotation data. While directly utilizing the above data can
fulfill the requirements of multi-task learning for X-rays—a gen-
erally adopted approach—it is noteworthy that the intersection of
image sets corresponding to different tasks is relatively small. This
limited overlap may pose challenges for achieving comprehensive
multi-task learning across diverse annotations.

As illustrated in Figure 1(b), we are committed to preparing
image-centric multi-annotation data. For this purpose, we have de-
signed different prompt templates for seven tasks and accompanied
by examples, including calculation, report generation, multi-class
classification, multi-label classification, referring expression com-
prehension, referring expression generation, and visual question
answering. Our objective is to ensure that, for each X-ray, the data

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 >15

Ratio

Data
Per

Image

Average: 7.46IMAX

DMAX Average: 2.09

(a)

(b)

(c)

—— Ratio —— 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%100% 80% 60% 40% 20%

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Tasks Per Image

Average: 1.25

Average: 4.10

DMAX

IMAX

Figure 2: Dataset statistics. (a) The overall composition of
image-centric multi-annotation X-ray dataset (IMAX). (b)
The distribution of the number of tasks corresponding to
each image. (c) The distribution of the number of train data
entries corresponding to each image.

cover as many different tasks as possible, thereby maximizing the
utility and versatility of the image in the scenario of multi-task
learning.

3.2 Dataset Statistics
Through meticulous data filtering and cleaning, we ultimately
present our image-centric multi-annotation X-ray dataset (IMAX)
and describe the overall composition of IMAX in Figure 2(a). Specif-
ically, IMAX comprises a total of 47,600 unique X-rays and 354,595
data entries, distributed as follows: 100,901 for VQA, 54,684 for
calculation, 51,045 for REC, 51,045 for REG, 45,715 for report gener-
ation, 45,186 for multi-label classification, and 6,019 for multi-class
classification. We partition IMAX into train and test sets with a
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Figure 3: Illustration of the benefits image-centric multi-annotation data bring to the multi-task learning ability of medical
foundation model. We compare the performance of various medical MLLMs fine-tuned with IMAX and DMAX, respectively.
CLS I and CLS II represent multi-class classification and multi-label classification, respectively.

ratio of 4:1, resulting in 38,077 images and 284,017 data entries
allocated for training.

To facilitate intuitive comparison with general multi-task learn-
ing datasets, we rigorously sample data from the remaining de-
centralized multi-annotation data to match the task-specific data
volumes in the IMAX train set. This process results in the creation
of the decentralized multi-annotation X-ray dataset (DMAX), which
comprises 136,218 unique X-rays. In Figure 2(b), we present the dis-
tribution of the number of tasks corresponding to each image. Over
80% of the images in DMAX are associated with only a single task,
with an average of 1.25 tasks per image. In contrast, images in IMAX
can be used for 3 to 7 tasks, with an average of 4.10 tasks per image.
In Figure 2(c), we present the distribution of the number of train
data entries corresponding to each image. DMAX and IMAX exhibit
distinct distribution patterns: Each image in DMAX corresponds to
an average of 2.09 train data entries, whereas the number increases
significantly to 7.46 in IMAX. The statistical results highlight the
differences in data density and annotation coverage between the
two datasets constructed under distinct methodologies.

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of utilizing IMAX
for multi-task learning through experiments and analyses. We per-
form extensive comparisons of several open-source state-of-the-art

medical MLLMs fine-tuned with IMAX and DMAX in Section 4.1.
Moreover, in Section 4.2, we present observations and analysis
within a unified and standard MLLM framework, with the aim of
providing insight into the possible underlying mechanisms behind
performance improvements and developing an optimized DMAX
training strategy to mitigate the practical dilemma of acquiring
high-quality IMAX data.

4.1 Extensive Comparison
4.1.1 Implementation Details.

Baseline Settings. We select seven open-source state-of-the-art
medicalMLLMs for extensive comparative analysis. LLaVA-Med [23]
achieves domain-specific medical VQA through knowledge inte-
gration. XrayGPT [42] specializes in chest radiograph summariza-
tion. MiniGPT-Med [2] is designed for heterogeneous radiological
vision-language tasks. Uni-Med [52] explores multi-modal multi-
task joint optimization via mixture-of-experts in the connector.
LLaVA-Tri [47] is fine-tuned on 25 million multi-granularity med-
ical annotations. MedM-VL-2D [40] demonstrate strong perfor-
mance across general-purpose medical benchmarks and serve as
an effective initialization for fine-tuning. HealthGPT [29] presents
H-LoRA to effectively mitigate data conflict issues and releases two
model weights, HealthGPT-M3 and HealthGPT-L14, according to
the different selection of LLM.
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For all baselines, we initialize with publicly released pre-trained
weights (if available) prior to downstream task fine-tuning. Each
model is respectively fine-tuned on DMAX and IMAX through
joint multi-task training. The training protocol utilizes two NVIDIA
A800-SXM4-80GB GPUs for 3 epochs, while all other hyperparam-
eters are retained as the original configuration. For more details on
baselines, see Supplementary Materials B.

Evaluation Metrics. We report the scaled mean absolute error
(MAE) and root mean squared error (RMSE) with a factor of 100
for the calculation task; BLEU1, Rouge1 and Meteor for the report
generation task; accuracy for the multi-class classification task;
micro F1 and macro F1 for the multi-label classification task; inter-
section over union (IOU) and recall at 0.5 IOU threshold (R@0.5)
for the REC task; accuracy for the REG task; accuracy and BLEU1
for the VQA task. In addition, we use Δ to quantify the average
performance gains across all tasks, which is defined as follows:

Δ =
1
𝑆

∑𝑆
𝑖=1

(
𝑀𝑚,𝑖 −𝑀𝑏,𝑖

)
/𝑀𝑏,𝑖 × 100% (1)

where 𝑆 denotes the total number of evaluation metrics,𝑀𝑚,𝑖 and
𝑀𝑏,𝑖 are the metrics under IMAX and DMAX, respectively.

4.1.2 Overall Results.

Figure 3 demonstrates the performance comparison of all base-
lines when trained with DMAX and IMAX through multi-task joint
learning. The radar charts visualize the relative performance im-
provement ratio achieved by IMAX over DMAX, where a larger
ratio corresponds to a wider gap in the radar plot. To avoid ambigu-
ity, we explicitly annotate the absolute metric values. Since original
XrayGPT [42] only makes connector parameters open during train-
ing, which is insufficient to support the multi-modal input-output
alignment required formulti-task learning, we additionally unfreeze
the LLM parameters and mark with ∗.

Notably, regardless of variations in model architectures, train-
ing parameter configurations, or medical pretraining data sources,
the utilization of IMAX data consistently demonstrates significant
improvements in the multi-task learning performance of medical
MLLMs. In Table 1, we report the count of improved metrics and
the average gains Δ across all metrics for each baseline. LLaVA-
Med [23] achieves improvements in all 16 metrics across 7 tasks,

Table 1: The results of the improved metrics ratio and the
average gains Δ across baselines.

Models Improved / Total Average Gains
Metrics Count Δ (↑)

LLaVA-Med [23] 16 / 16 10.14%
XrayGPT* [42] 15 / 16 21.05%
MiniGPT-Med [2] 14 / 16 12.94%
Uni-Med [52] 14 / 16 4.81%
LLaVA-Tri [47] 14 / 16 10.17%
MedM-VL-2D [40] 13 / 16 3.20%
HealthGPT-M3 [29] 15 / 16 5.47%
HealthGPT-L14 [29] 15 / 16 16.92%

with an average performance gains of 10.14%. MedM-VL-2D [40]
shows improvements in 13 metrics, which is the least among all
models, resulting in the lowest average gains of 3.20%. Uni-Med [52]
and HealthGPT-M3 [29] exhibit relatively low average performance
gains (4.81% and 5.47%) among all baselines. We attribute this to its
architecture specifically optimized to address optimization conflicts
in multi-task joint training, which inherently diminishes the poten-
tial gains achievable solely through data level. In contrast, IMAX
achieves substantial performance improvements exceeding 10% for
all other baselines, with the highest gains being 21.05%.

4.2 Insightful Observation
4.2.1 Preliminaries.

Fisher Information Matrix. As one of the fundamental tools to
quantify the sensitivity of model parameters to variations in the
data probability distribution, the Fisher information matrix (FIM)
plays a pivotal role in fields such as neural network weight pruning
and model optimization [12, 21, 32, 34]. The FIM of a network 𝑓

and its set of parameters 𝜃 ∈ R𝑝 can be defined as follows:

𝐹𝐼𝑀 (𝜃 ) := E
[
∇𝜃 log𝑝 (𝑦 | 𝑥 ;𝜃 ) · ∇𝜃 log 𝑝 (𝑦 | 𝑥 ;𝜃 )𝑇

]
(2)

where 𝑥 and𝑦 are the input and output of the network, respectively,
∇𝜃 log𝑝 (𝑦 | 𝑥 ;𝜃 ) represents the gradient of the log-likelihood with
respect to the parameters. FIM can be estimated by computing the
empirical expectation E of the gradient outer products across the
total number of data samples 𝑁 .

Eigenvalue Distribution of FIM. The eigenvalue distribution of
the FIM directly influences the stability and convergence speed of
the optimization process [1, 35]. Small eigenvalues indicate lower
information content in the corresponding directions, implying that
parameter variations have negligible impact on the model output.
Consequently, parameter updates along these directions contribute
relatively little to improving model performance during optimiza-
tion [21]. Larger eigenvalues signify higher information content in
their respective directions, where parameter changes substantially
affect the model output [3]. Therefore, we examine both the dom-
inant eigenvalue ratio 𝜌 and the spectral entropy 𝑆𝐸 of non-zero
eigenvalues, which are formally defined as:

𝜌 =
𝜆max∑𝑑
𝑖=1 𝜆𝑖

× 100% (3)

𝑆𝐸 (Λ) = −
𝑑∑︁
𝑖=1

�̃�𝑖 log �̃�𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 =
𝜆𝑖∑
𝑗 𝜆 𝑗

(4)

where Λ = {𝜆𝑖 }𝑑𝑖=1 is the set of non-zero eigenvalues, 𝜆max is the
maximum eigenvalue.

Note that multi-task learning is a profoundly complex and di-
verse scenario, where systematically assessing the impact of differ-
ent training data within a fixed architecture remains methodologi-
cally challenging. We seek to identify potential patterns within our
experimental scenario by combining the statistical results observed
during training with the final evaluation metrics.
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Table 2: Experiment results under our defined unified MLLM architecture. DMAX & Pseudo IMAX represents our proposed
three-stage strategy for DMAX-based training. Results in bold denote the overall best, while results with underlines indicate
the second best.

Data Selection
Calculation

Report Generation
Classification

REC REG
VQA Average

CPAR CTR Multi-class Multi-label Verify Choose Query Gains

MAE/RMSE MAE/RMSE BLEU/ROUGE/Meteor ACC Micro/Macro F1 IOU/ACC ACC ACC BLEU BLEU Δ (↑)

DMAX 6.93 / 8.22 3.67 / 4.96 33.25 / 40.34 / 15.18 26.97 73.62 / 47.84 50.89 / 63.95 64.13 62.75 40.69 39.06 -
IMAX 3.31 / 4.76 2.52 / 3.65 34.32 / 40.06 / 16.15 47.14 80.67 / 63.71 71.38 / 87.98 87.00 71.02 50.50 53.20 29.07%

DMAX & Pseudo IMAX 5.29 / 6.69 3.22 / 4.50 35.43 / 41.30 / 16.01 45.98 77.44 / 54.72 67.29 / 84.78 3.41 64.16 40.81 36.91 16.25%

4.2.2 Experiment Protocol.

To control for potential confounding factors arising from ar-
chitectural designs, experiments are conducted under a unified
MLLM architecture: EVA-CLIP ViT-G/14 [11] as the vision encoder;
2-layer multilayer perceptron (MLP) as the connector; LLaMA2-
Chat (7B) [44] as the LLM. During training, the visual backbone
remains frozen with an input image resolution of 224*224 and the
LLM is fine-tuned through LoRA [17] with the rank of 8. The train-
ing process lasts for 3 epochs with a linear warm-up phase spanning
the first 10% iterations. The learning rate was configured with a
peak value of 1e-6, decaying to 1e-7 through the cosine strategy.

Our experiments focus on two critical aspects: (1) Characterizing
the difference between using IMAX and DMAX in model training.
(2) Given the scarcity and high collection cost of IMAX data in
practical scenarios, how can we develop an effective strategy to
improve model performance using general DMAX data?

For the former, we randomly select 1,600 samples for each dataset.
Considering that the dimension of FIM is equal to the number of
parameters 𝑝 , directly calculating the eigenvalues is numerically
intractable. We adopt a simple rule where a single parameter is cho-
sen per trainable layer, yielding the representative 450 parameters.
We set 𝑁 as 32 to calculate and observe statistical indicators that
include 𝑆𝐸 and 𝜌 at four checkpoints in the initial, early, mid, and
late phases of the training process.

To address the latter challenge, we draw inspiration from semi-
supervised learning paradigms and propose a three-stage training
strategy, as depicted in Figure 4. To be specific, the process starts
with MLLM training on the available DMAX data. Then, the prelim-
inary model engages in cross-task pseudo label generation, which
leverages task-specific prompts to infer missing annotations for un-
labeled data. We can get pseudo IMAX data by integrating original
DMAX with propagated pseudo labels. The model subsequently
undergoes hybrid pretraining om pseudo IMAX, followed by final
fine-tuning on DMAX.

4.2.3 Findings and Analyses.

As shown in Figure 5, we implement a hybrid visualization ap-
proach that integrates violin plots and boxplots to examine the
distributional characteristics of 𝑆𝐸 from randomly selected train set
samples at checkpoints in the initial, early, mid, and late phrases
of the training process. Our empirical observations reveal a sta-
tistically significant reduction in 𝑆𝐸 during IMAX-based training

Ⅱ. Cross-Task Pseudo Label Generation
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Figure 4: Illustration of our proposed training strategy for
DMAX data. Our pipeline comprises three stages: (1) primary
training; (2) cross-task pseudo label generation; (3) hybrid
pretraining and fine-tuning.

compared to DMAX-based training, with average reductions of
3.38%, 6.38%, 5.80% and 4.05% at the four observation checkpoints,
respectively. In addition, we find consistent enhancements in the
dominant eigenvalue ratio 𝜌 during IMAX-based training, with
relative increases of 2.24%, 4.62%, 2.70% and 2.19%, respectively.

The first and second rows of Table 2 demonstrate the evaluation
metrics of the models trained with DMAX and IMAX, with the
IMAX paradigm achieving substantial 29.07% average performance
gains. Based on statistical evidence and evaluation metrics, we
hypothesize that the observed pattern of reduced 𝑆𝐸 and elevated
𝜌 during IMAX-based training indicates concentrated parameter
optimization along critical directions, which may exhibit potential
strong alignment with multi-task learning objectives, ultimately
manifesting in significant improvements across evaluation metrics.
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Figure 5: The violin plots and boxplots of the spectral en-
tropy of the FIM eigenvalue at the initial, early, mid, and late
phrases of training process.

The third row of Table 2 presents the results of our proposed
DMAX-based training strategy. Notably, when employing pseudo
labels generated by the first row’s model (exhibiting suboptimal test
set performance), the pretraining with pseudo IMAX data confers
average 16.25% relative gains to DMAX-based fine-tuning, and even
achieves competitive results compared to high-quality IMAX-based
training on several individual metrics. Our observation demon-
strates that the core concept of image-centric multi-annotation
data construction retains the capacity to exert the beneficial im-
pact on multi-task learning even though data quality is relatively
constrained. Furthermore, under conditions of limited availability
of high-quality IMAX data, our strategy shows enhanced compat-
ibility with DMAX data while maintaining the balance between
annotation quality and model performance, thereby significantly
increasing practical utility in multi-task learning scenarios.

5 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we present IMAX, the first image-centricmulti-annota-
tion X-ray dataset designed to enhance the multi-task learning
capabilities of medical generalist foundation models. By address-
ing the critical limitation of decentralized image-task alignment
in conventional multi-annotation data (e.g., DMAX), IMAX en-
sures comprehensive image understanding through dense anno-
tations across seven different medical tasks. Our experiments on
seven open-source state-of-the-art medical MLLMs demonstrate
that IMAX achieves 3.20%–21.05% average performance gains over
DMAX, validating the effectiveness of image-centric data construc-
tion in fostering multi-task synergy. Further statistics and analysis
from the perspective of the Fisher information matrix reveals that
IMAX training concentrates parameter updates along optimization
directions with higher information content, ultimately leading to
significant improvements in multi-task evaluation metrics. Finally,
to mitigate the practical challenges of acquiring high-quality IMAX
data, we propose a three-stage DMAX-based training strategy built

on the core principles of IMAX data construction, achieving the
balance between annotation quality and model performance. Our
future directions include extending the concept of image-centric
multi-annotation data to 3D medical modalities (e.g., CT and MRI)
and exploring efficient multi-task learning of medical generalist
foundation model in more complex mixed scenarios. We will release
related resources to promote community-wide advancements in
generalist medical AI.

REFERENCES
[1] Madhu S Advani, Andrew M Saxe, and Haim Sompolinsky. 2020. High-

dimensional dynamics of generalization error in neural networks. Neural Net-
works 132 (2020), 428–446.

[2] Asma Alkhaldi, Raneem Alnajim, Layan Alabdullatef, Rawan Alyahya, Jun Chen,
Deyao Zhu, Ahmed Alsinan, and Mohamed Elhoseiny. 2024. Minigpt-med: Large
language model as a general interface for radiology diagnosis. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2407.04106 (2024).

[3] Shun-ichi Amari, Ryo Karakida, and Masafumi Oizumi. 2019. Fisher information
and natural gradient learning in random deep networks. In The 22nd International
Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics. PMLR, 694–702.

[4] Seongsu Bae, Daeun Kyung, Jaehee Ryu, Eunbyeol Cho, Gyubok Lee, Sunjun
Kweon, Jungwoo Oh, Lei Ji, Eric Chang, Tackeun Kim, et al. 2023. Ehrxqa: Amulti-
modal question answering dataset for electronic health records with chest x-ray
images. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 36 (2023), 3867–3880.

[5] Fan Bai, Yuxin Du, Tiejun Huang, Max Q-H Meng, and Bo Zhao. 2024. M3d:
Advancing 3d medical image analysis with multi-modal large language models.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.00578 (2024).

[6] Juan Manuel Zambrano Chaves, Shih-Cheng Huang, Yanbo Xu, Hanwen Xu,
Naoto Usuyama, Sheng Zhang, Fei Wang, Yujia Xie, Mahmoud Khademi, Ziyi
Yang, et al. 2024. Training small multimodal models to bridge biomedical compe-
tency gap: A case study in radiology imaging. CoRR (2024).

[7] Qiuhui Chen and Yi Hong. 2024. Medblip: Bootstrapping language-image pre-
training from 3d medical images and texts. In Proceedings of the Asian Conference
on Computer Vision. 2404–2420.

[8] Zhixuan Chen, Luyang Luo, Yequan Bie, and Hao Chen. 2024. Dia-LLaMA:
Towards large language model-driven ct report generation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2403.16386 (2024).

[9] Zhihong Chen, Maya Varma, Jean-Benoit Delbrouck, Magdalini Paschali, Louis
Blankemeier, Dave Van Veen, Jeya Maria Jose Valanarasu, Alaa Youssef,
Joseph Paul Cohen, Eduardo Pontes Reis, et al. 2024. Chexagent: Towards a
foundation model for chest x-ray interpretation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.12208
(2024).

[10] Benjamin Duvieusart, Felix Krones, Guy Parsons, Lionel Tarassenko,
Bartłomiej W Papież, and Adam Mahdi. 2022. Multimodal cardiomegaly
classification with image-derived digital biomarkers. In Annual Conference on
Medical Image Understanding and Analysis. Springer, 13–27.

[11] Yuxin Fang, Wen Wang, Binhui Xie, Quan Sun, Ledell Wu, Xinggang Wang,
Tiejun Huang, Xinlong Wang, and Yue Cao. 2023. Eva: Exploring the limits of
masked visual representation learning at scale. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 19358–19369.

[12] Ronald A Fisher. 1922. On the mathematical foundations of theoretical statistics.
Philosophical transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A, containing
papers of a mathematical or physical character 222, 594-604 (1922), 309–368.

[13] Nicolás Gaggion, Candelaria Mosquera, Lucas Mansilla, Julia Mariel Saidman,
Martina Aineseder, Diego H Milone, and Enzo Ferrante. 2024. CheXmask: a
large-scale dataset of anatomical segmentation masks for multi-center chest
x-ray images. Scientific Data 11, 1 (2024), 511.

[14] Ary L Goldberger, Luis AN Amaral, Leon Glass, Jeffrey M Hausdorff, Plamen Ch
Ivanov, Roger G Mark, Joseph E Mietus, George B Moody, Chung-Kang Peng, and
H Eugene Stanley. 2000. PhysioBank, PhysioToolkit, and PhysioNet: components
of a new research resource for complex physiologic signals. circulation 101, 23
(2000), e215–e220.

[15] Gregory Holste, Yiliang Zhou, Song Wang, Ajay Jaiswal, Mingquan Lin, Sherry
Zhuge, Yuzhe Yang, Dongkyun Kim, Trong-Hieu Nguyen-Mau, Minh-Triet Tran,
et al. 2024. Towards long-tailed, multi-label disease classification from chest
X-ray: Overview of the CXR-LT challenge. Medical Image Analysis (2024), 103224.

[16] Steven Horng, Ruizhi Liao, Xin Wang, Sandeep Dalal, Polina Golland, and Seth J
Berkowitz. 2021. Deep learning to quantify pulmonary edema in chest radio-
graphs. Radiology: Artificial Intelligence 3, 2 (2021), e190228.

[17] Edward J Hu, Yelong Shen, Phillip Wallis, Zeyuan Allen-Zhu, Yuanzhi Li, Shean
Wang, Lu Wang, Weizhu Chen, et al. 2022. Lora: Low-rank adaptation of large
language models. ICLR 1, 2 (2022), 3.

[18] Xiaoshuang Huang, Lingdong Shen, Jia Liu, Fangxin Shang, Hongxiang Li,
Haifeng Huang, and Yehui Yang. 2024. Towards a Multimodal Large Language



Enhancing Multi-task Learning Capability of Medical Generalist Foundation Model via Image-centric Multi-annotation Data ArXiv, Preprint, 2025

Model with Pixel-Level Insight for Biomedicine. arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.09278
(2024).

[19] Stephanie L Hyland, Shruthi Bannur, Kenza Bouzid, Daniel C Castro, Mercy
Ranjit, Anton Schwaighofer, Fernando Pérez-García, Valentina Salvatelli, Shaury
Srivastav, Anja Thieme, et al. 2023. Maira-1: A specialised large multimodal
model for radiology report generation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.13668 (2023).

[20] Alistair EW Johnson, Tom J Pollard, Nathaniel R Greenbaum, Matthew P Lungren,
Chih-ying Deng, Yifan Peng, Zhiyong Lu, Roger G Mark, Seth J Berkowitz, and
Steven Horng. 2019. MIMIC-CXR-JPG, a large publicly available database of
labeled chest radiographs. arXiv preprint arXiv:1901.07042 (2019).

[21] Ryo Karakida, Shotaro Akaho, and Shun-ichi Amari. 2019. Universal statistics of
fisher information in deep neural networks: Mean field approach. In The 22nd
International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics. PMLR, 1032–1041.

[22] Suhyeon Lee, Won Jun Kim, Jinho Chang, and Jong Chul Ye. 2023. LLM-CXR:
instruction-finetuned LLM for CXR image understanding and generation. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2305.11490 (2023).

[23] Chunyuan Li, Cliff Wong, Sheng Zhang, Naoto Usuyama, Haotian Liu, Jianwei
Yang, Tristan Naumann, Hoifung Poon, and Jianfeng Gao. 2023. Llava-med: Train-
ing a large language-and-vision assistant for biomedicine in one day. Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems 36 (2023), 28541–28564.

[24] Cheng-Yi Li, Kao-Jung Chang, Cheng-Fu Yang, Hsin-Yu Wu, Wenting Chen,
Hritik Bansal, Ling Chen, Yi-Ping Yang, Yu-Chun Chen, Shih-Pin Chen, et al.
2025. Towards a holistic framework for multimodal LLM in 3D brain CT radiology
report generation. Nature Communications 16, 1 (2025), 2258.

[25] Tianbin Li, Yanzhou Su, Wei Li, Bin Fu, Zhe Chen, Ziyan Huang, Guoan Wang,
Chenglong Ma, Ying Chen, Ming Hu, et al. 2024. GMAI-VL & GMAI-VL-5.5
M: A Large Vision-Language Model and A Comprehensive Multimodal Dataset
Towards General Medical AI. arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.14522 (2024).

[26] Zejun Li, Jiwen Zhang, Dianyi Wang, Ye Wang, Xuanjing Huang, and Zhongyu
Wei. 2024. Continuous or Discrete, That Is the Question: A Survey on Large
Multi-Modal Models from the Perspective of Input-Output Space Extension.
(2024).

[27] Zijing Liang, Yanjie Xu, Yifan Hong, Penghui Shang, Qi Wang, Qiang Fu, and
Ke Liu. 2024. A Survey of Multimodel Large Language Models. In Proceedings of
the 3rd International Conference on Computer, Artificial Intelligence and Control
Engineering. 405–409.

[28] Qika Lin, Yifan Zhu, Xin Mei, Ling Huang, Jingying Ma, Kai He, Zhen Peng, Erik
Cambria, and Mengling Feng. 2024. Has multimodal learning delivered universal
intelligence in healthcare? A comprehensive survey. Information Fusion (2024),
102795.

[29] Tianwei Lin, Wenqiao Zhang, Sijing Li, Yuqian Yuan, Binhe Yu, Haoyuan Li,
Wanggui He, Hao Jiang, Mengze Li, Xiaohui Song, et al. 2025. HealthGPT: A
Medical Large Vision-Language Model for Unifying Comprehension and Genera-
tion via Heterogeneous Knowledge Adaptation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2502.09838
(2025).

[30] Bo Liu, Ke Zou, Liming Zhan, Zexin Lu, Xiaoyu Dong, Yidi Chen, Chengqiang
Xie, Jiannong Cao, Xiao-Ming Wu, and Huazhu Fu. 2024. GEMeX: A Large-Scale,
Groundable, and Explainable Medical VQA Benchmark for Chest X-ray Diagnosis.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.16778 (2024).

[31] Fenglin Liu, Tingting Zhu, Xian Wu, Bang Yang, Chenyu You, Chenyang Wang,
Lei Lu, Zhangdaihong Liu, Yefeng Zheng, Xu Sun, et al. 2023. A medical mul-
timodal large language model for future pandemics. NPJ Digital Medicine 6, 1
(2023), 226.

[32] Jing Liu, Haidong Yuan, Xiao-Ming Lu, and Xiaoguang Wang. 2020. Quantum
Fisher information matrix and multiparameter estimation. Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 2 (2020), 023001.

[33] Ming Y Lu, Bowen Chen, Drew FK Williamson, Richard J Chen, Kenji Ikamura,
Georg Gerber, Ivy Liang, Long Phi Le, Tong Ding, Anil V Parwani, et al. 2023.
A foundational multimodal vision language AI assistant for human pathology.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.07814 (2023).

[34] Alexander Ly, Maarten Marsman, Josine Verhagen, Raoul PPP Grasman, and
Eric-Jan Wagenmakers. 2017. A tutorial on Fisher information. Journal of
Mathematical Psychology 80 (2017), 40–55.

[35] James Martens. 2020. New insights and perspectives on the natural gradient
method. Journal of Machine Learning Research 21, 146 (2020), 1–76.

[36] Michael Moor, Oishi Banerjee, Zahra Shakeri Hossein Abad, Harlan M Krumholz,
Jure Leskovec, Eric J Topol, and Pranav Rajpurkar. 2023. Foundation models for
generalist medical artificial intelligence. Nature 616, 7956 (2023), 259–265.

[37] Michael Moor, Qian Huang, Shirley Wu, Michihiro Yasunaga, Yash Dalmia, Jure
Leskovec, Cyril Zakka, Eduardo Pontes Reis, and Pranav Rajpurkar. 2023. Med-
flamingo: a multimodal medical few-shot learner. In Machine Learning for Health
(ML4H). PMLR, 353–367.

[38] Chantal Pellegrini, Ege Özsoy, Benjamin Busam, Nassir Navab, and Matthias
Keicher. 2023. Radialog: A large vision-language model for radiology report
generation and conversational assistance. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.18681 (2023).

[39] Pranav Rajpurkar, Jeremy Irvin, Kaylie Zhu, Brandon Yang, Hershel Mehta,
Tony Duan, Daisy Ding, Aarti Bagul, Curtis Langlotz, Katie Shpanskaya, et al.
2017. Chexnet: Radiologist-level pneumonia detection on chest x-rays with deep

learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:1711.05225 (2017).
[40] Yiming Shi, Shaoshuai Yang, Xun Zhu, Haoyu Wang, Miao Li, and Ji Wu. 2025.

MedM-VL: What Makes a Good Medical LVLM? arXiv preprint arXiv:2504.04323
(2025).

[41] Yuxuan Sun, Chenglu Zhu, Sunyi Zheng, Kai Zhang, Lin Sun, Zhongyi Shui,
Yunlong Zhang, Honglin Li, and Lin Yang. 2024. Pathasst: A generative foundation
ai assistant towards artificial general intelligence of pathology. In Proceedings of
the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 38. 5034–5042.

[42] Omkar Chakradhar Thawakar, Abdelrahman M Shaker, Sahal Shaji Mullappilly,
Hisham Cholakkal, Rao Muhammad Anwer, Salman Khan, Jorma Laaksonen,
and Fahad Khan. 2024. XrayGPT: Chest radiographs summarization using large
medical vision-languagemodels. In Proceedings of the 23rd workshop on biomedical
natural language processing. 440–448.

[43] Eric J Topol. 2019. High-performance medicine: the convergence of human and
artificial intelligence. Nature medicine 25, 1 (2019), 44–56.

[44] Hugo Touvron, Louis Martin, Kevin Stone, Peter Albert, Amjad Almahairi, Yas-
mine Babaei, Nikolay Bashlykov, Soumya Batra, Prajjwal Bhargava, Shruti Bhos-
ale, et al. 2023. Llama 2: Open foundation and fine-tuned chat models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2307.09288 (2023).

[45] Tao Tu, Shekoofeh Azizi, Danny Driess, Mike Schaekermann, Mohamed Amin,
Pi-Chuan Chang, Andrew Carroll, Charles Lau, Ryutaro Tanno, Ira Ktena, et al.
2024. Towards generalist biomedical AI. Nejm Ai 1, 3 (2024), AIoa2300138.

[46] Chaoyi Wu, Xiaoman Zhang, Ya Zhang, Yanfeng Wang, and Weidi Xie. 2023.
Towards generalist foundation model for radiology by leveraging web-scale
2D&3D medical data. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.02463 (2023).

[47] Yunfei Xie, Ce Zhou, Lang Gao, JunchengWu, Xianhang Li, Hong-Yu Zhou, Sheng
Liu, Lei Xing, James Zou, Cihang Xie, et al. 2024. Medtrinity-25m: A large-scale
multimodal dataset with multigranular annotations for medicine. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.02900 (2024).

[48] Shukang Yin, Chaoyou Fu, Sirui Zhao, Ke Li, Xing Sun, Tong Xu, and Enhong
Chen. 2024. A survey on multimodal large language models. National Science
Review 11, 12 (2024).

[49] Kai Zhang, Rong Zhou, Eashan Adhikarla, Zhiling Yan, Yixin Liu, Jun Yu,
Zhengliang Liu, Xun Chen, Brian D Davison, Hui Ren, et al. 2024. A gener-
alist vision–language foundation model for diverse biomedical tasks. Nature
Medicine (2024), 1–13.

[50] Xiaoman Zhang, Chaoyi Wu, Ziheng Zhao, Jiayu Lei, Ya Zhang, Yanfeng Wang,
and Weidi Xie. 2024. Radgenome-chest ct: A grounded vision-language dataset
for chest ct analysis. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.16754 (2024).

[51] Juexiao Zhou, Xiaonan He, Liyuan Sun, Jiannan Xu, Xiuying Chen, Yuetan Chu,
Longxi Zhou, Xingyu Liao, Bin Zhang, Shawn Afvari, et al. 2024. Pre-trained mul-
timodal large language model enhances dermatological diagnosis using SkinGPT-
4. Nature Communications 15, 1 (2024), 5649.

[52] Xun Zhu, Ying Hu, Fanbin Mo, Miao Li, and Ji Wu. 2024. Uni-med: a unified
medical generalist foundation model for multi-task learning via connector-MoE.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.17508 (2024).



ArXiv, Preprint, 2025 Xun Zhu, Fanbin Mo, Zheng Zhang, Jiaxi Wang, Yiming Shi, Ming Wu, Chuang Zhang, Miao Li, and Ji Wu

A DATA
A.1 Data Source

Data for Calculation. CXR-Cardiomegaly [10] provides image-
derived cardiomegaly biomarker values for 96K chest X-rays in
MIMIC-CXR-JPG. The cardiothoracic ratio (CTR) is the most com-
mon measurement used by doctors to identify patients with car-
diomegaly, which is defined as the ratio of the cardiac width (hori-
zontal distance between extremes of the cardiac shadow) to the tho-
racic width (horizontal distance between the inner side of the ribs
at the level of the hemidiaphragms). Cardiopulmonary area ratio
(CPAR) is defined as the ratio of the cardiac shadow area to the area
of the lungs. Both biomarkers are measured from posterior-anterior
chest X-rays. In clinical situations, CTR above 0.5 is considered to
be pathological, while CPAR around 0.35-0.4 is appropriate. For
samples which are failed to extrapolate a CPAR or CTR value, there
are 3 possible error markings: unable to locate heart, unable to
locate lungs and unable to locate either.

Data for Report Generation. MIMIC-CXR-JPG [20] is a large
dataset of chest radiographs with free-text radiology reports. A
total of 377,110 JPG format images are available in the dataset from
227,827 image studies collected for 65,379 patients. Each patient
may have multiple studies and each study may contain one or more
images associated with the same free-text report.

Data for Multi-class Classification. MIMIC-CXR-PE-Severity [16]
provides pulmonary edema severity grades extracted from 6710,
485, and 141 X-rays from the MIMIC-CXR-JPG dataset through
different means: 1) by regular expression from radiology reports,
2) by expert labeling from radiology reports, and 3) by consensus
labeling from chest radiographs. The extracted pulmonary edema
severity labels are numerically coded as follows: 0, none; 1, vascular
congestion; 2, interstitial edema; and 3, alveolar edema.

Data for Multi-label Classification. The first iteration of CXR-LT
provides a large multi-label, long-tailed CXR dataset. Each image is
labeled with one or multiple labels from a set of 26 disease findings
by parsing radiology reports. The newest version of CXR-LT [15]
extract labels for an additional 19 rare disease findings (for a total
of 377,110 CXR images, each with 45 disease labels). In our study,
we select 10 disease labels including lung opacity, pleural effusion,
atelectasis, pneumonia, edema, consolidation, pneumothorax, frac-
ture, infiltration and nodule for the task of multi-label classification.

Data for Referring Expression Comprehension. CheXmask [13]
aggregates 657,566 anatomical segmentation masks derived from
images in five public databases: ChestX-ray8, Chexpert, MIMIC-
CXR-JPG, Padchest and VinDr-CXR. To construct consistent and
high-quality data for the task of referring expression comprehen-
sion, we only use segmentation masks with a mean dice reverse
classification accuracy (RCA) greater than 0.7. The segmentation
masks of the objects is formatted in run-length encoding (RLE).
We calculate the bounding boxes, i.e. the minimum bounding rec-
tangle, for each mask based on the original image resolution, and
store them in [𝑋𝑚𝑖𝑛 , 𝑌𝑚𝑖𝑛 , 𝑋𝑚𝑎𝑥 , 𝑌𝑚𝑎𝑥 ] format. We normalize the
coordinates to the range of 0 to 1000 in practical use.

Data for Referring Expression Generation. The target of referring
expression generation is exactly opposite to referring expression
comprehension. We still use CheXmask [13] to construct the corre-
sponding data with completely consistent rules.

Data for Visual Question Answering. MIMIC-Ext-MIMIC-CXR-
VQA [4] is a complex, diverse, and large-scale dataset designed for
the visual question answering task within the medical domain, fo-
cusing primarily on chest radiographs. This dataset includes approx-
imately 377K entries derived from the MIMIC-CXR-JPG, MIMIC-IV,
and Chest ImaGenome datasets. MIMIC-Ext-MIMIC-CXR-VQA de-
fines a total of 48 templates, all of which are evaluated by a medical
expert for clinical importance. These templates fall into 3 semantic
types (defining the response required: verify for yes/no questions;
choose for selection from options; query for open-ended questions)
and 7 content types (classifying the question’s focus: presence,
anatomy, attribute, abnormality, size, plane, and gender).

A.2 Raw Data availability
In the Table 3, we list the links for each dataset. All raw data in this
study are publicly available, adhere to strict ethical standards, and
undergo thorough anonymization with identifiable details removed.

B MEDICAL MLLMS FOR COMPARISON
We select seven open-source state-of-the-art medical MLLMs for
extensive comparative analysis.

LLaVA-Med. LLaVA-Med [23] is a biomedical vision-language
assistant built upon LLaVA. In the first stage of biomedical concept
feature alignment, the model is aligned with biomedical visual
concepts by training on 600K image-caption pairs filtered from the
PMC-15M dataset, using simple instructions that ask the model
to describe the image. During this stage, both the vision encoder
and LLM are kept frozen while only the linear projection layer is
updated. The second stage is end-to-end instruction-tuning, the
model is fine-tuned on 60K instruction-following data generated
from PMC-15M using GPT-4, covering multi-turn conversations
across five common biomedical imaging modalities. In this stage,
only the visual encoder is frozen, while the projection layer and
the LLM are trainable. Finally, LLaVA-Med conduct fine-tuning
on three biomedical VQA datasets including VQA-RAD, SLAKE,
and PathVQA. The repository of LLaVA-Med v1.0 provides the
model weights after end-to-end instruction-tuning and fine-tuning
to downstream datasets.

We use the weights of the second stage for initialization and
conduct fine-tuning on our IMAX and DMAX, respectively.

XrayGPT. As one of the pioneering works in conversational med-
ical vision-language models, XrayGPT [42] can analyze and answer
open-ended questions about chest radiographs. It adopts a frozen
medical visual encoder to extract visual features from X-ray images
and a frozen Vicuna fine-tuned on 100K real medical conversations
and 20K radiology-specific dialogues to capture domain-specific
knowledge. A learnable linear transformation layer is employed to
align visual and textual modalities. The training process involves
two stages: (1) In the first stage, the model is pretrained to un-
derstand the relationship between X-ray features and their corre-
sponding textual reports using 213,514 image-text pairs from the



Supplementary Materials:
Enhancing Multi-task Learning Ability of Medical Generalist Foundation Model via Image-centric Multi-annotation Data ArXiv, Preprint, 2025

Table 3: Some Typical Commands

Task Type Dataset Link

Calculation CXR-Cardiomegaly https://physionet.org/content/cxr-cardiomegaly/1.0.0/
Report Generation MIMIC-CXR-JPG https://www.physionet.org/content/mimic-cxr-jpg/2.1.0/
Multi-class Classification MIMIC-CXR-PE-Severity https://www.physionet.org/content/mimic-cxr-pe-severity/1.0.1/
Multi-label Classification CXR-LT https://cxr-lt.github.io/CXR-LT-2024/
Referring Expression Comprehession CheXmask https://www.physionet.org/content/chexmask-cxr-segmentation-data/1.0.0/
Referring Expression Generation CheXmask https://www.physionet.org/content/chexmask-cxr-segmentation-data/1.0.0/
Visual Question Answering MIMIC-Ext-MIMIC-CXR-VQA https://physionet.org/content/mimic-ext-mimic-cxr-vqa/1.0.0/

MIMIC-CXR dataset. (2) In the second stage, the model is further
trained on 3,403 carefully selected image-text pairs from the OpenI
dataset to generate more fluent and high-quality radiology specific
responses. The radiology-tuned Vicuna and the checkpoints of the
second stage have been released in the open-source repository.

Since original XrayGPT only makes connector parameters open
during training, which is insufficient to support the multi-modal
input-output alignment required for multi-task learning, we use
the weights of the second stage for initialization and additionally
unfreeze the LLM parameters.

MiniGPT-Med. MiniGPT-Med is an MLLM designed for hetero-
geneous radiological vision-language tasks. It is fine-tuned from
stage 3 of MiniGPT-v2 using 124,276 medical images from MIMIC,
NLST, SLAKE, RSNA, and RadVQA, covering X-rays, CT scans, and
MRIs. These images cover many different medical conditions and
support a wide range of tasks, such as visual question answering,
image captioning, referring expression comprehension and gener-
ation, disease detection, and grounded image captioning. During
training, the vision encoder remains frozen. The linear projection
layer is fine-tuned directly, while the LLaMA-2 language model is
fine-tuned using LoRA. The final model weights are open source.

Following the configuration of the fine-tuning stage, we use the
final weights of MiniGPT-v2 for initialization.

Uni-Med. Uni-Med [52] is a medical generalist foundation model
designed with a unified interface and shared parameters to support
six heterogeneous medical tasks: question answering, visual ques-
tion answering, report generation, referring expression comprehen-
sion, referring expression generation, and image classification. To
mitigate the tug-of-war problem, Uni-Med introduces CMoE, a well-
designed replacement module for the connector of MLLMs. During
training, the visual backbone is kept frozen, CMoE is trained, while
the LLM is fine-tuned using LoRA. The training data consists of
text and image-text pairs, with a total of 141,645 samples selected
and processed from MedQA, PubMedQA, Path-VQA, Slake-VQA,
MIMIC-CXR, MPx-Single, MedMNIST v2, and SA-Med2D-20M.

Uni-Med follows a single-stage training strategy and provides
open-source code but not the model weights. Therefore, we use the
released code, randomly initialize the weights, and fine-tune the
model separately on IMAX and DMAX.

LLaVA-Tri. LLaVA-Tri [47] is an MLLM trained on the large-scale
dataset MedTrinity-25M. MedTrinity-25M is constructed through
an automated pipeline that leverages MLLMs to generate multi-
granular image-ROI-description triplets from unpaired medical

images. These triplets provide both global annotations, such as
disease type, modality, and inter-region relations, and local annota-
tions, including bounding boxes, segmentation masks, and region-
specific descriptions. The model is first pretrained on 600K image-
text pairs from PMC-15M, then further trained on MedTrinity-25M
for multi-granular alignment, and finally fine-tuned on the VQA-
RAD, SLAKE, and PathVQA, respectively. All fine-tuned versions
of the model have been open-sourced.

Since the weights trained only on PMC-15M and MedTrinity-
25M were not released, and only the weights further fine-tuned on
downstream tasks are available, we initialize the model with the
checkpoint fine-tuned on the smallest dataset, SLAKE, to approxi-
mate the state before downstream task tuning.

MedM-VL. MedM-VL investigate various architectural designs
following the encoder–connector–LLM of LLaVA and adopts a
two-stage training strategy involving multi-modal pretraining and
instruction tuning. In the first stage, only the connector is trained to
align image and text using image-caption-style data, where LLaVA’s
original dataset is used for 2D tasks and CT-RATE reports are used
for 3D tasks, respectively. In the second stage, the entire model is
trained to improve performance on various vision-language tasks.
MedM-VL-2D for 2D medical image analysis uses SigLIP as the
image encoder, a two-layer MLP as the connector, and Qwen2.5-3B
as the language model, while MedM-VL-CT-Chest for 3D CT-based
applications uses M3D-CLIP as the 3D image encoder. The 2D
training data include Path-VQA and Slake-VQA for visual question
answering, MIMIC-CXR and MPx-Single for report generation,
MedMNIST v2 for image classification, and SA-Med2D-20M for
referring expression, while the 3D training data come from CT-
RATE. Both MedM-VL-2D and MedM-VL-CT-Chest are available in
the open-source repository.

Since Med-VL has not released the weights after the first stage
of multi-modal pretraining, we use the second stage weights of
MedM-VL-2D for initialization.

HealthGPT. HealthGPT [29] is a medical MLLM that integrates
medical visual comprehension and generation capabilities through
a three-stage learning strategy and a novel H-LoRA technique. In
the first stage, abstract- and concrete-grained visual adapters are
trained separately for comprehension and generation. For medical
comprehension tasks, the abstract-grained adapters are trained to
align visual and text embeddings, while the LLM and its H-LoRA
modules stay frozen. For generation tasks, the concrete-grained
adapters andH-LoRAmodules are trained instead, while the LLM re-
mains unchanged. In the second stage, the shared word embedding
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layer and output head of the H-LoRA sub-modules are fine-tuned
to ensure that the multiple H-LoRA plugins seamlessly interface
with the LLM and form a unified base. In the third stage, H-LoRA
modules and adapter modules are trained using additional task-
specific data to enhance the model’s adaptability to downstream
tasks such as medical QA, report generation, super-resolution, and
modality conversion. The model uses CLIP-L/14 for model’s dy-
namic hierarchical visual perception and phi-3-mini or phi-4 as
the base model. Training is based on the VL-Health dataset, which

includes PubMedVision, LLaVA-Med, PathVQA, MIMIC-CXR-VQA,
SLAKE, VQA-RAD, open world data from LLaVA-1.5, LLaVA-558k,
IXI, and SynthRAD2023. HealthGPT has released the weights after
the third stage, including the phi-3-mini version (HealthGPT-M3)
for both comprehension and generation, as well as the phi-4 version
(HealthGPT-L14) for comprehension.

We initialize the model using the HealthGPT-M3 and HealthGPT-
L14 weights for comprehension and then perform fine-tuning, re-
spectively.
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