medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Multimodal Large Language Models are
Generalist Medical Image Interpreters

Tianyu Han ', Lisa C. Adams 2", Sven Nebelung ', Jakob Nikolas Kather *°, Keno K.
Bressem ©°, and Daniel Truhn "’

1.

w

Department of Diagnostic and Interventional Radiology, University Hospital RWTH
Aachen, Germany

Department of Diagnostic and Interventional Radiology, Technical University of Munich,
Munich, Germany

Department of Radiology, Stanford University, Stanford, CA, United States

Else Kroener Fresenius Center for Digital Health, Medical Faculty Carl Gustav Carus,
Technical University Dresden, Dresden, Germany

Medical Oncology, National Center for Tumor Diseases (NCT), University Hospital
Heidelberg, Heidelberg, Germany

Department of Radiology and Nuclear Medicine, German Heart Center Munich, Munich,
Germany

* Contributed equally

Corresponding author's contact information:
Daniel Truhn, MD, PhD

University Hospital Aachen

Pauwelsstr. 30, 52074 Aachen

email: daniel.truhn@gmail.com
telephone: +491703215806

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


mailto:daniel.truhn@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Abstract

Medicine is undergoing a transformation with the integration of Artificial Intelligence (Al).
Traditional Al models, though clinically useful and often matching or surpassing expert
clinicians in specific tasks, face a scalability challenge due to the necessity of developing
individual models for each task. Therefore, there is a push towards foundation models that
are applicable to a wider set of tasks. Our study showcases how non-domain-specific,
publicly available vision-language models can be employed as general foundation models
for medical applications. We test our paradigm across four medical disciplines - pathology,
dermatology, ophthalmology, and radiology - focusing on two use-cases within each
discipline. We find that our approach beats existing pre-training methods and is competitive
to domain-specific foundation models that require vast amounts of domain-specific training
images. We also find that large vision-language models are data efficient and do not require
large annotated datasets to reach competitive performance. This allows for the development
of new or improved Al models in areas of medicine where data is scarce and will accelerate
medical progress towards true multimodal foundation models.
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Introduction

Medicine is in the process of being transformed by Artificial Intelligence (Al). There is now
ample evidence that specialized Al models have clinical use and can reach - or even
surpass - the performance of expert clinicians in narrow tasks'™’. However, there is an
inherent limitation for the development and application of such models: they need to be
trained for each task separately. With thousands of potential applications, this is
unsustainable, limiting the scalability and practicality of such specialized models.

This is why there is a shift in focus towards foundation models which are envisioned to be
applicable to a wide range of tasks®®. Recently, first steps towards this goal have been
taken: Zhou et al. demonstrated the performance of a foundation model for generalizable
disease detection from retinal images'®. This model has been trained on over a million retinal
images and can be applied to both fundoscopies and optical coherence tomography of the
retina to diagnose a range of ocular diseases. Similarly, Huang et al. trained a foundation
model for pathology image analysis by making use of the histopathological images that are
available on X (formerly Twitter) together with accompanying texts''?. Both of these models
have two things in common: they are each applicable to a wider, but still limited domain and
they require a large dataset of training images from that particular domain. In that sense,
these models are more foundational than the specialized Al models, but they still fall short of
being true foundational models® 3.

We take the next step by demonstrating that it is not necessary to train such domain-specific
foundation models for downstream tasks. We instead employ a large publicly available
vision-language model that has been trained on non-domain-specific data from the internet
as a general foundation model. Large vision-language models can answer complex medical
questions almost on par with human experts'' (Figure 1). We test this model in four
medical fields heavily reliant on image classification: pathology, dermatology, ophthalmology,
and radiology. In particular, we select two use-cases for each of these disciplines and
examine how the large vision-language model internally represents these images and
whether this internal representation allows distinguishing between various medical
subclasses for downstream classification.

By demonstrating the competitive performance of this large vision-language model, we solve
a serious problem that has so far impeded medical research: there is no need for large
annotated datasets anymore if you aim to train a medical foundation model. Instead, you can
utilize existing vision-language models and fine-tune them to your downstream task with
limited labeled data.

We thus deliver proof that the era of general foundation models in medicine has already
begun and that these models can accelerate medical progress by democratizing access to
foundation models.
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Methods

Ethics Approval

This study was conducted in accordance with the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki and
was approved by the local institutional review board (EK259/22).

Patient Cohorts and Imaging Data

In this study, we systematically examined medical imaging datasets across four key medical
disciplines: pathology, dermatology, ophthalmology, and radiology. We conducted two
specific image classification tasks within each discipline, resulting in a total of eight distinct
tasks (T), see Figure 2a and Table 1:

Tissue Classification in Histopathology Images (T1): Using the NCT-CRC-HE-100K
dataset, this task includes histological imaging data from 136 colorectal cancer patients.
Following the dataset partitioning proposed by Kather et al'®, we formed a training set of
100,000 image patches from 86 patients and a test set of 7,180 patches from 50 patients.
Each patch, measuring 224x224 pixels, is classified into one of nine tissue categories:
adipose tissue, background, debris, lymphocytes, mucus, smooth muscle, normal colonic
mucosa, cancer-associated stroma, and colorectal adenocarcinoma epithelium’®.

Nuclear Classification in Histopathology Images (T2): This task uses the PanNuke
dataset, which contains 7,558 pan-cancer images from 19 different organ types'. These
images, which were annotated by Gamper et al., include various nuclear categories such as
neoplastic, inflammatory, connective, epithelial, and dead tissue, including both apoptotic
and necrotic cells.

Lesion Detection in Dermatology (T3): For this task, we utilized the 2018 International
Skin Imaging Collaboration (ISIC) Challenge dataset, comprising 10,208 training and 1,512
testing images of various skin lesions. Classifications include melanoma, basal cell
carcinoma, and several other lesion types, as detailed in the work by Tschandl et al'®"°,

Melanoma Classification in Dermatology (T4): Derived from the ISIC 2020 Challenge,
this task includes dermatology data with images labeled as benign or malignant?®. The
dataset, which differs from the 2018 challenge, includes 26,045 images for training and
7,081 for testing, stratified by patient (1,644 patients for training, 412 for testing).

Diabetic Retinopathy Grading in Fundoscopic Images (T5):: We sourced data from the
2015 EyePACS Diabetic Retinopathy Detection Challenge?' and the APTOS-2019 Blindness
Detection Challenge?®?, totaling 88,700 fundoscopies from 44,350 patients. The combined
dataset was divided into 73,622 training images (only EyePACS) and 18,740 testing images
(from EyePACS (7,539 patients) and APTOS-2019).

Glaucoma Detection in Fundoscopic Images (T6): This task incorporates data from the
AIROGS? and ODIR-2019% challenges, resulting in a large dataset of 101,442 fundoscopies
from 54,274 patients for training and 7,000 fundoscopies from 3,500 patients for testing.
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Lung Disease Detection in Chest Radiographs in Radiology (T7): Using the 'PadChest'
cohort, this task focuses on radiology data with 86,715 chest radiographs from 59,975
patients for training and 7,943 radiographs from 7,272 patients for testing®>%*. The dataset
includes 174 radiographic findings and 19 radiological diagnoses®.

Osteoarthritis Grading in Knee Radiographs in Radiology (T8): Employing data from the
Osteoarthritis Initiative (OAIl) and the Multicenter Osteoarthritis Study (MOST), this task
involves grading osteoarthritis in knee radiographs®’%. Following the methodology of Han et
al.*, we constructed a dataset with 56,185 training images from 6,425 patients and 9,904
testing images from 1,095 patients.

Table 1: Details on eight image classification tasks.

Task Type Datasets Training Set Testing Set
Images Patients Images Patients

T1 Histopathology NCT-CRC-HE-100K™ 100,000 136 7,180 50
CRC-VAL-HE-7K"®

T2 Histopathology PanNuke'” 4,971 N/A 1,263 N/A

T3 Dermatology HAM10000"® 10,208 N/A 1,512 N/A
ISIC 20188

T4 Dermatology SIIM-ISIC 2020%° 26,045 1,644 7,081 412

T5 Ophthalmology EyePACS? 73,622 36,811 15,078 7,539
APT0S-2019% 0 0 3,662 N/A

T6 Ophthalmology AIROGS® 101,442 54,274 0 0
ODIR-2019% 0 0 7,000 3,500

T7 Radiology PadChest?® 86,715 59,975 7,943 7,272

T8 Radiology OAI?728 39,921 3,831 7,108 677
MOST?"28 16,264 2,594 2,796 418

NEJM Image Challenge Benchmarking

In this study, we collected 931 clinical cases from the New England Journal of Medicine
(NEJM) Image Challenge from October 2005 to August 2023. Each case presented a
medical image accompanied by a short text describing the clinical context, culminating in a
specific question such as "What is the diagnosis?" (see Figure S1 for an example). We
provided five possible answers for each case and tasked DeepMind's Flamingo model with
selecting the correct answer.?®° The dataset covered a wide range of medical fields, including
pathology, dermatology, ophthalmology, and radiology, providing a comprehensive mix of
medical imaging data. Statistics on the number of correct answers provided by NEJM
readers were used to stratify the difficulty of the questions into five equal intervals according
to the percentage of correct answers provided by human readers.?

We used a few-shot, in-context learning approach to test Flamingo on the NEJM cases.*°
This involved providing the first two cases from the dataset (dated October 13th and 20th,


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?KqzBOK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?VVQ5h0
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?oatTNN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?igaOS8
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?9VZ89r
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?BWegxy
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?rPR1qG
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?42UAKb
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?4prCr9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?f2yeNh
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?bsv03z
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Rf4CQ9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?0lVtQE
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?fvZIcf
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?72dCEp
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?n3U1Ko
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?zdB6Ym
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ZIBeem
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?MCuKC2
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ub5L0U
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

2005) to the model (Figure S2). The remaining 929 cases were then used as a test set to
assess the model's ability to interpret medical images across different disciplines.

Vision-Language Model

We used the open-source Flamingo architecture, ' which was trained by Hugging Face M4
and is available in two sizes: Flamingo-80B with 80 billion parameters and Flamingo-9B with
9 billion parameters. Both models are vision-language models that accept text interleaved
with images and output free-form text. Flamingo combines a pre-trained large language
model (LLM, LLaMA-65B for Flamingo-80B and Llama-7B for Flamingo-9B*) and a
pre-trained Vision Transformer (ViT, 632M parameters®) via a transformer-based mapper
(Perceiver Sampler®**). To fuse vision and text signals, Flamingo uses cross-attention layers
interleaved with LLM residual blocks (see Figure 2c). LLaMA-65B was pre-trained on 1.4
trillion tokens from publicly available data sources, including Wikipedia, arXiv, Github, Books,
StackExchange, C4, and CommonCrawl®2. The ViT was pre-trained on 2.3 billion images
obtained from the web as part of the LAION-5B dataset®*. The combined Flamingo model
was pre-trained for its perceiver samplers and cross-attention blocks on 141 million
interleaved image-text documents and 353 million images®'.

Testing Medical Image Interpretation

To test the medical reasoning of the models and their ability to stratify medical images for
downstream tasks, we use a method similar to recently published approaches **-° i.e., we
present the respective images to the model along with a general prompt, e.g., "What can you
see on this radiological image?”. We then extract the representation of the images in the
model's internal latent space and test whether these representations can be used for
classification by a simple linear logistic regression model, see Figure 2¢c. This concept is
called "probing the model" and tests whether the internal representation of the images is
linearly separable, i.e. whether the LLM has allocated healthy and pathological images to
separate regions of its high-dimensional space.

CLIP as a Comparison Model

We used OpenAl's CLIP (Contrastive Language-lmage Pre-training) as a benchmark to
evaluate Flamingo's performance. CLIP, specifically the CLIP-ViT-B/32 model, is trained on a
corpus of over 400 million Internet-sourced image-text pairs, providing robust "zero-shot"
learning capabilities®®. We use this baseline model in all tasks T1-T8. As a second baseline
model, focused only on the pathology tasks, we employ PLIP (Pathology Language-Image
Pre-training), which has been trained with contrastive learning specifically on pathology
images sourced from X (formerly Twitter) and has recently been presented as a foundational
model with state-of-the-art performance in histopathology™.

Image Pre-processing

Images larger than 1024x1024 pixels were downsampled to 1024x1024 pixels and
underwent normalization relative to their maximum pixel value to ensure uniformity across
the datasets. T2 and T8 required specific preprocessing: in T2, images of nuclei were
processed according to the work of Huang et al'. The image was considered 'malignant’ if
the total number of neoplastic cells was more than ten and covered more than 30% of the
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total cells. Images were considered 'benign' if no neoplastic cells were present. This resulted
in 2,866 malignant images and 3,368 benign images. For T8, knee radiographs were
preprocessed to include only a 140 mmx140 mm region using a pre-trained hourglass
network reported by Tiulpin et al*'.

Computational Resources

We use four NVIDIA A6000 (48GB) GPUs on a local server system to probe the models. To
train the logistic regression model on the internal probes of Flamingo activations, an NVIDIA
RTX 3090 (24GB) GPU was used.

Evaluation and Statistical Analysis

For T3 to T8, the performance of the classifiers was evaluated by the area under the
receiver-operator curve (AUC). For T1 and T2, the classification performance was evaluated
by the F1 score according to Huang et al''. Standard deviations (SDs) and P values were
calculated using bootstrapping with 1,000 replicates and paired 2-tailed t-tests.

Data availability

The NEJM challenge questions are available to the public via:
https://www.nejm.org/image-challenge. The validation datasets are publicly available and

can be accessed from the following: Kather Colon (https://zenodo.org/record/1214456);
PanNuke (https://warwick.ac.uk/fac/cross_fac/tia/data/pannuke); ISIC-2018
(https://challenge.isic-archive.com/data/#2018); 1ISIC-2020

(https://challenge.isic-archive.com/data/#2020); EyePACS Diabetic Retinopathy Detection
(https://www.kaggle.com/c/diabetic-retinopathy-detection/);
APTOS-2019(https://www.kaggle.com/c/aptos2019-blindness-detection); AIROGS
(https://zenodo.org/records/5793241); ODIR-2019

(https://odir2019.grand-challenge.org/Download/); PadChest
(https://bimcv.cipf.es/bimcv-projects/padchest/); OAI

(https://nda.nih.gov/oai/query-download); MOST
(https://most.ucsf.edu/multicenter-osteoarthritis-study-most-public-data-sharing).

Code availability
The source codes can be accessed at https://github.com/peterhan91/Multimodal-Probes.

The weights of open-sourced Flamingo models can be downloaded via
https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-80b-instruct and

https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-9b-instruct.
OpenAl's CLIP model can be downloaded via

https://huggingface.co/openai/clip-vit-base-patch32.

Inferencing of multimodal LLMs was performed using Huggingface transformers library
(v.4.34.0.dev0, https://huggingface. transformers/index) and PyTorch (v.2.0.1,
https://pytorch.org/). Analysis of LLM’s representations was performed using Python
(v.3.9.17, hitps://www.python.org/), scikit-learn (v.1.3.0, hitps:/scikit-learn.org/stable/), and
SciPy (v.1.11.1, https://scipy.org/).



https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?pRRi16
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?xtXKVW
https://www.nejm.org/image-challenge
https://zenodo.org/record/1214456
https://warwick.ac.uk/fac/cross_fac/tia/data/pannuke
https://challenge.isic-archive.com/data/#2018
https://challenge.isic-archive.com/data/#2020
https://www.kaggle.com/c/diabetic-retinopathy-detection/
https://www.kaggle.com/c/aptos2019-blindness-detection
https://zenodo.org/records/5793241
https://odir2019.grand-challenge.org/Download/
https://bimcv.cipf.es/bimcv-projects/padchest/
https://nda.nih.gov/oai/query-download
https://most.ucsf.edu/multicenter-osteoarthritis-study-most-public-data-sharing
https://github.com/peterhan91/Multimodal-Probes
https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-80b-instruct
https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-9b-instruct
https://huggingface.co/openai/clip-vit-base-patch32
https://huggingface.co/docs/transformers/index
https://pytorch.org/
https://www.python.org/
https://scikit-learn.org/stable/
https://scipy.org/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Results

Accuracy in a Complex Diagnostic Challenge

First, we analyzed Flamingo-80B’s performance in answering clinical vignette questions from
the NEJM challenge to mimic direct human-machine interaction through text. When testing
on 929 cases, Flamingo-80B's primary diagnosis matched the correct diagnosis in 40.4%
(375 of 929) of cases (Figure 1d). When the model was prompted three times in succession,
it included the correct diagnosis in 54.3% (504 of 929) of cases, as determined by stochastic
top-K sampling with T=1.0 and top k=50. Notably, Flamingo-80B's performance
outperformed guesswork at various levels of difficulty, except for the most difficult category
(Figure 1d). In Figure 1a-c, we illustrate selected Flamingo-80B responses and the
explanation as provided by the model. These results highlight Flamingo-80B's ability to
provide medical insight and to integrate medical knowledge, albeit with the need for careful
interpretation and validation in real-world settings.

Systematic Testing in Histopathology, Dermatology, Ophthalmology, and
Radiology

To put the vision-language models’ performance in a wide range of medical disciplines in
context to existing pre-training methods, we presented image data with textual prompts to
Flamingo-80B and Flamingo-9B, as well as using OpenAl's CLIP as a benchmark.

Vision-Language Models are Concept Encoders in Pathology

We investigated if histopathological images can be stratified by vision-language models and
tested two tasks: classification of colorectal tissue and classification of nuclei.

The colorectal tissue classification task (T1) focused on classifying tissue into nine
categories based on hematoxylin & eosin-stained histologic images from a human colorectal
cancer (CRC) cohort. In this task, a linear classifier was trained on internal activations
obtained from multimodal LLMs and the CLIP model, analyzing a total of 7,158
histopathological image patches. The results showed that Flamingo-80B's internal
representations achieved a higher average F1 score of 0.892 as compared to the CLIP
method, which scored 0.764. Notably, Flamingo-80B also outperformed the domain-specific
foundation model developed by Huang et al.", which was pre-trained on Twitter, with an F1
score of 0.892 versus 0.877. Detailed results for the different categories can be found in
Figure 3a-i.

In the nuclear classification task (T2), our goal was to discriminate between benign and
malignant cases among samples from 19 different organs using the PanNuke dataset
(Figure S6). By applying a linear classifier to the internal activations derived from both
multimodal LLMs and the CLIP model, Flamingo-80B demonstrated superior performance.
Specifically, its internal representations yielded a consistently higher F1 score of 0.870 (95%
Cl: [0.847 to 0.891]) compared to the baseline CLIP method's 0.797 (95% CI: [0.774 to
0.821]) (t-statistic=139.7, P<0.001), as detailed in Figure 3j. These results collectively
confirm the advanced capabilities of multimodal LLMs over traditional pre-training methods
in histopathology, even matching the accuracies of specialized foundation models that rely
on domain-specific data.
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Vision-Language Models can Interpret Dermatological Images

We investigated if photos of skin lesions can be stratified by vision-language models and
utilized two tasks to compare the performance of Flamingo-80B to CLIP pre-training:

The first skin lesion task (T3) involves the multiclass classification of dermatological images
into seven classes: melanoma, basal cell carcinoma, actinic keratosis carcinoma,
melanocytic nevus, benign keratinocytic lesions, dermatofibroma, and vascular lesions. After
training the linear classifier on the internal activations extracted from multimodal LLMs and
the CLIP model Flamingo-80B's internal representations resulted in a consistently higher
AUC as compared with the baseline CLIP method in all seven classes, see Figure 3k-q for a
more detailed breakdown (P<0.001 for all).

In the second skin lesion task (T4) on a separate dataset the models classified 33,126
dermatological images into malignant or benign lesions. Following the same architecture as
above, Flamingo-80B achieved a significantly higher AUC on this task than CLIP (0.885,
95% CI: [0.859 to 0.909] vs. 0.834, 95% CI: [0.810 to 0.857], P<0.001), see Figure 3r.
Together, these results show that vision-language models that have been pre-trained on
non-domain-specific text- and image-data can differentiate between photos of dermatological
lesions.

Vision-Language Models are Generalist Image Interpreters in Ophthalmology

We performed additional experiments with two datasets of fundoscopic images to compare
the vision-language models’ performance to pre-training with CLIP.

T5 focuses on the detection of diabetic retinopathy using over 90,000 fundus photographs in
the US and India. Flamingo-80B shows superior performance in grading diabetic retinopathy
(see Figure 4), especially in detecting proliferative and severe diabetic retinopathy (Figure
4a, b), achieving state-of-the-art results (AUC=0. 949, 95% CI. 0.939 to 0.958; and
AUC=0.903, 95% CI: 0.889 to 0.917) and significantly outperformed the baseline CLIP
model (AUC=0.883, 95% CI: 0.870 to 0.896 and AUC=0.826, 95% CI: 0.808 to 0.846; P<
0.001 for both classes). Performance in detecting mild diabetic retinopathy is lower for all
three models (Figure 4d), possibly due to class imbalance and labeling ambiguity, with
Flamingo-80B performing best with an AUC of 0.629 (95% CI: 0.612 to 0.644).

T6 addresses another significant visual impairment cause, glaucoma, assessed in a large
patient cohort from Beijing, China, comprising 3,500 individuals*?. Here again, the probe
trained on the Flamingo-80B activations showed superior performance in AUC (0.868)
compared to both its smaller variant, Flamingo-9B (AUC: 0.843; P<0.001), and the baseline
CLIP model (AUC: 0.716; P<0.00, Figure 4f).

Together these results show the general applicability of vision-language models to previously
unseen images in ophthalmology underlining their potential for the development of generalist
image interpreters.

Vision-Language Models can find Radiological Abnormalities

We performed two experiments with radiological images to test the vision-language models’
identification of radiological findings and compare their performance CLIP.

The chest X-ray classification task (T7) aims at allocating 54 radiographic findings to chest
X-rays from the PadChest dataset. We utilized 94,658 chest X-rays of which 27.9% were
labeled manually by board-certified radiologists. A subset of 7,943 manually labeled chest
X-rays was set aside for testing. After training the linear classifier on the internal activations
of the multimodal LLMs, Flamingo-80B led to an AUC of at least 0.90 in 7 findings and of at
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least 0.70 in 40 findings. CLIP achieved these AUC thresholds in none and only 6 findings,
respectively, see Figure 5.

T8 investigates the performance of diagnosing osteoarthritis (OA) in knee X-rays. OA was
graded based on manual labels by board-certified radiologists.* Again training a linear model
on the internal activations led to the superior performance of Flamingo-80B in severe OA
(0.971, 95% CI: 0.965 to 0.976), moderate OA (0.870, 95% CI: 0.860 to 0.880), and no OA
(0.815, 95% CI: 0.807 to 0.824). CLIP’s performance was consistently lower with an AUC of
(0.907, 95% CI: 0.894 to 0.920) in severe OA, (0.734, 95% CI: 0.720 to 0.748) in moderate
OA, and (0.706, 95% CI: 0.696 to 0.715) in no OA, see Figure 4g-k.

Together these results demonstrate that vision-language models can identify a wide range of
radiological findings without having been specifically trained for this task.

Vision-Language Models are data efficient

Our goal was to determine whether LLMs' inherent knowledge and inference capabilities
could facilitate the development of Al models using a reduced number of labels. To this end,
we conducted a series of label efficiency experiments. These experiments were designed to
determine the minimum amount of training data and labels required for LLMs to achieve
specific performance benchmarks on various medical tasks.

Our results were particularly striking with Flamingo-80B. Using only 10% of the training data,
Flamingo-80B was able to retain good performance across four medical disciplines.
Specifically, it maintained 95.8% (comparing an F1 score of 0.855 with 10% data to an F1
score of 0.892 with 100% data), 94.3% (comparing an AUC of 0.892 with 10% data to an
AUC of 0.945 with 100% data), 95. 2% (comparing an AUC of 0.764 with 10% data to an
AUC of 0.803 with 100% data) and 94.7% (comparing an AUC of 0.767 with 10% data to an
AUC of 0.810 with 100% data) of its peak performance in pathology, dermatology,
ophthalmology, and radiology, respectively. Detailed results of these findings are shown in
Figure 6.

These results suggest that the knowledge and inference capabilities embedded in
multimodal LLMs are highly effective, enabling the development of Al models with limited
amounts of labeled data.® This feature of LLMs holds great promise for applications where
large labeled datasets are not readily available.
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Discussion

Deep Learning methods have been applied to a vast variety of medical problems in the past
decade and their performance has increased to such an extent that they now equal or excel
clinical experts in dedicated narrow tasks'**#4. However, models that are good at solving one
task, but fail to generalize to other tasks are of limited use in daily clinical routine.

This has ushered a push towards more general foundation models that are envisioned to
carry out a diverse set of tasks using very little or no task-specific labeled data®. First steps
in this direction have been taken by groups that trained domain-specific foundation models in
ophthalmology™ and histopathology''. However, the training of such models still requires
access to very large domain-specific datasets comprising millions of images. This limits the
development of such models to a few groups. Furthermore, these models can not be
regarded as true general foundation models as their applicability is limited to their specific
domain. In this work, we present evidence that large vision-language models can serve as
the sought general foundation models. We show how these vision-language models can be
used as medical image interpreter base models that can be fine-tuned to specific tasks with
a fraction of the data necessary to train conventional deep learning models. This opens up
new possibilities in the application of Al to medical problems: there is a large number of
medical tasks for which no Al models have been developed so far due to the scarcity of
data. With vision-language models as general image interpreters, these tasks may now be
tackled which can ultimately benefit clinical routine.

We performed our experiments with publicly available models that have been trained on
publicly available data in a transparent manner. We thus set ourselves apart from research
on the proprietary model GPT4-Vision**“¢ which is touted as the state-of-the-art foundation
model However, not much is known about the internal architecture, the model size, or the
training data of GPT4-Vision. Not least due to its proprietary nature, the extent to which it
can be used to drive progress in medicine is thus severely limited. Rather we focus on the
open-source vision-language model Flamingo-80B. We show that Flamingo-80B inherently
possesses medical knowledge and excels at classification tasks without specialized training.
For this, we performed an extensive evaluation of eight datasets from four medical
specialties comprising more than 450,000 medical images and demonstrated the wide
applicability of our findings.

Our findings suggest a reevaluation of the current approach to Al in medicine, where
specialist models are trained for new applications. Instead, generalist vision-language
models offer a versatile, cost- and data-efficient alternative to the development of multiple
specialized models. In addition, their inherent knowledge and ability to process information
from other domains can facilitate the linking of different domains within the medical field and
the incorporation of existing knowledge*’*8.

Our work has limitations and leaves room for future research. Specifically, we performed a
proof-of-concept and focused solely on imaging information. Therefore, we did not
investigate the fusion of imaging information with more complex textual information, such as
patient reports or patient history. Second, the model exhibited hallucinations when answering
some of the clinical vignette questions for the NEJM challenge. We provided examples in
Figure S3 and Figure S4. There is thus an urgent need for the development of safeguards
against these hallucinations.

Third, the NEJM challenge questions are not a factual representation of the clinical workflow,
but rather a vignette of clinical cases used to evaluate the LLM's clinical reasoning skills.
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Follow-up studies are necessary to establish the real clinical use of such models. Most
importantly, we used LLaMA as the LLM backbone. While there are more powerful models
like GPT4-Vision by OpenAl and Gemini Ultra by Google, we were unable to test these due
to their closed nature, but we anticipate that they, along with future open-source LLMs, will
result in even better performing vision-language models.

Conclusions

Large vision-language models that have been trained on publicly available data can serve as
general medical image interpreters. They are data-efficient and publicly available, rendering
them ideal for the development of new Al models in medical areas where the lack of large
labeled datasets has so far been prohibitive.

Acknowledgments

None.

Author contributions

TH., L.CA., KK.B., JNK, and D.T. devised the study concept, and D.T. performed the
reader tests. T.H. wrote the code and performed the performance studies. T.H. and D.T. did
the statistical analysis. T.H., L.C.A., K.K.B., J.N.K,, and D.T. wrote the first draft of the
manuscript. All authors contributed to correcting the manuscript.

Competing interests

D.T. holds shares in StratifAl GmbH and reports speaker fees from Bayer, Germany. K.K.B.
reports speaker fees from Canon Medical Systems Corporation and GE HealthCare. JNK
declares consulting services for Owkin, France; DoMore Diagnostics, Norway; Panakeia,
UK, and Scailyte, Basel, Switzerland; furthermore JNK holds shares in Kather Consulting,
Dresden, Germany; and StratifAl GmbH, Dresden, Germany, and has received honoraria for
lectures and advisory board participation by AstraZeneca, Bayer, Eisai, MSD, BMS, Roche,
Pfizer and Fresenius. No other disclosures are reported.

Funding

DT is supported by the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research (SWAG,
01KD2215A; TRANSFORM LIVER), the European Union’s Horizon Europe and innovation
programme (ODELIA, 101057091). K.K.B. reports grants from the European Union
(101079894) and Wilhelm-Sander Foundation and serves as an advisor for the EU Horizon
2020 LifeChamps project (875329) and the EU IHI Project IMAGIO (101112053). JNK is
supported by the German Federal Ministry of Health (DEEP LIVER, ZMVI1-2520DAT111;
SWAG, 01KD2215B), the Max-Eder-Programme of the German Cancer Aid (grant
#70113864), the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research (PEARL, 01KD2104C;
CAMINO, 01EO2101; SWAG, 01KD2215A; TRANSFORM LIVER, 031L0312A;
TANGERINE, 01KT2302 through ERA-NET Transcan), the German Academic Exchange
Service (SECAI, 57616814), the German Federal Joint Committee (Transplant.Kl,
01VSF21048) the European Union’s Horizon Europe and innovation programme (ODELIA,

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

101057091; GENIAL, 101096312) and the National Institute for Health and Care Research
(NIHR, NIHR213331) Leeds Biomedical Research Centre.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References

1. Lang, K. et al. Artificial intelligence-supported screen reading versus standard double
reading in the Mammography Screening with Artificial Intelligence trial (MASAI): a
clinical safety analysis of a randomised, controlled, non-inferiority, single-blinded,
screening accuracy study. Lancet Oncol. 24, 936-944 (2023).

2. Eriksen, A. V., Modller, S. & Ryg, J. Use of GPT-4 to Diagnose Complex Clinical Cases.
NEJM Al (2023) doi:10.1056/A1p2300031.

3. Han, T. et al. Comparative Analysis of GPT-4Vision, GPT-4 and Open Source LLMs in
Clinical Diagnostic Accuracy: A Benchmark Against Human Expertise.
2023.11.03.23297957 Preprint at https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.03.23297957 (2023).

4. Han, T. et al. Image prediction of disease progression for osteoarthritis by style-based
manifold extrapolation. Nat. Mach. Intell. 4, 1029-1039 (2022).

5. Ardila, D. et al. End-to-end lung cancer screening with three-dimensional deep learning
on low-dose chest computed tomography. Nat. Med. 25, 954-961 (2019).

6. Barata, C. et al. A reinforcement learning model for Al-based decision support in skin
cancer. Nat. Med. 29, 1941-1946 (2023).

7. Hannun, A. Y. et al. Cardiologist-level arrhythmia detection and classification in
ambulatory electrocardiograms using a deep neural network. Nat. Med. 25, 65-69
(2019).

8. Moor, M. et al. Foundation models for generalist medical artificial intelligence. Nature
616, 259-265 (2023).

9. Bommasani, R., Hudson, D. A., Altman, E. A. R. & Arora, S. On the Opportunities and
Risks of Foundation Models.

10. Zhou, Y. et al. A foundation model for generalizable disease detection from retinal
images. Nature 622, 156-163 (2023).

11. Huang, Z., Bianchi, F., Yuksekgonul, M., Montine, T. J. & Zou, J. A visual-language
foundation model for pathology image analysis using medical Twitter. Nat. Med. 29,

2307-2316 (2023).

14


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Lu, M. Y., Chen, B. & Mahmood, F. Harnessing medical twitter data for pathology Al. Nat.
Med. 29, 2181-2182 (2023).

Thirunavukarasu, A. J. et al. Large language models in medicine. Nat. Med. 29,
1930-1940 (2023).

Buckley, T., Diao, J. A., Rodman, A. & Manrai, A. K. Accuracy of a Vision-Language
Model on Challenging Medical Cases. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2311.05591 (2023).

Moor, M. et al. Med-Flamingo: a Multimodal Medical Few-shot Learner. Preprint at
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.15189 (2023).

Kather, J. N. et al. Predicting survival from colorectal cancer histology slides using deep
learning: A retrospective multicenter study. PLoS Med. 16, 1002730 (2019).

Gamper, J., Alemi Koohbanani, N., Benet, K., Khuram, A. & Rajpoot, N. PanNuke: An
Open Pan-Cancer Histology Dataset for Nuclei Instance Segmentation and
Classification. in Digital Pathology (eds. Reyes-Aldasoro, C. C., Janowczyk, A., Veta, M.,
Bankhead, P. & Sirinukunwattana, K.) 11-19 (Springer International Publishing, 2019).
doi:10.1007/978-3-030-23937-4_2.

Codella, N. et al. Skin Lesion Analysis Toward Melanoma Detection 2018: A Challenge
Hosted by the International Skin Imaging Collaboration (ISIC). Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1902.03368 (2019).

Tschandl, P., Rosendahl, C. & Kittler, H. The HAM10000 dataset, a large collection of
multi-source dermatoscopic images of common pigmented skin lesions. Sci. Data 5,
180161 (2018).

Rotemberg, V. et al. A patient-centric dataset of images and metadata for identifying
melanomas using clinical context. Sci. Data 8, 34 (2021).

Diabetic Retinopathy Detection.
https://kaggle.com/competitions/diabetic-retinopathy-detection.

APTOS 2019 Blindness Detection.

https://kaggle.com/competitions/aptos2019-blindness-detection.

15


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

23. de Vente, C. et al. AIROGS: Atrtificial Intelligence for RObust Glaucoma Screening
Challenge. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.01738 (2023).

24. Hemelings, R. et al. A generalizable deep learning regression model for automated
glaucoma screening from fundus images. Npj Digit. Med. 6, 1-15 (2023).

25. Han, T. et al. Reconstruction of Patient-Specific Confounders in Al-based Radiologic
Image Interpretation using Generative Pretraining. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.17123 (2023).

26. Bustos, A., Pertusa, A., Salinas, J.-M. & de la Iglesia-Vaya, M. PadChest: A large chest
x-ray image dataset with multi-label annotated reports. Med. Image Anal. 66, 101797
(2020).

27. Eckstein, F., Wirth, W. & Nevitt, M. C. Recent advances in osteoarthritis imaging—the
Osteoarthritis Initiative. Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 8, 622—630 (2012).

28. Segal, N. A. et al. The Multicenter Osteoarthritis Study: Opportunities for Rehabilitation
Research. PM&R 5, 647-654 (2013).

29. Alayrac, J.-B. et al. Flamingo: a Visual Language Model for Few-Shot Learning. Preprint
at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.14198 (2022).

30. Brown, T. B. et al. Language Models are Few-Shot Learners. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2005.14165 (2020).

31. Laurencgon, H. et al. OBELICS: An Open Web-Scale Filtered Dataset of Interleaved
Image-Text Documents. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.16527 (2023).

32. Touvron, H. et al. LLaMA: Open and Efficient Foundation Language Models. Preprint at
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13971 (2023).

33. Dosovitskiy, A. et al. An Image is Worth 16x16 Words: Transformers for Image
Recognition at Scale. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2010.11929 (2021).

34. Jaegle, A. et al. Perceiver: General Perception with Iterative Attention. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2103.03206 (2021).

35. Schuhmann, C. et al. LAION-5B: An open large-scale dataset for training next

generation image-text models. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.08402

16


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

(2022).

Gurnee, W. & Tegmark, M. Language Models Represent Space and Time. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2310.02207 (2023).

Li, K. et al. Emergent World Representations: Exploring a Sequence Model Trained on a
Synthetic Task. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.13382 (2023).

Belinkov, Y. Probing Classifiers: Promises, Shortcomings, and Advances. Comput.
Linguist. 48, 207-219 (2022).

Alain, G. & Bengio, Y. Understanding intermediate layers using linear classifier probes.
Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1610.01644 (2018).

Radford, A. et al. Learning Transferable Visual Models From Natural Language
Supervision. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2103.00020 (2021).

Tiulpin, A., Melekhov, |. & Saarakkala, S. KNEEL: Knee Anatomical Landmark
Localization Using Hourglass Networks. Preprint at
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1907.12237 (2019).

ODIR-2019 - Grand Challenge. grand-challenge.org
https://odir2019.grand-challenge.org/.

Vanguri, R. S. et al. Multimodal integration of radiology, pathology and genomics for
prediction of response to PD-(L)1 blockade in patients with non-small cell lung cancer.
Nat. Cancer 3, 1151-1164 (2022).

Esteva, A. et al. Dermatologist-level classification of skin cancer with deep neural
networks. Nature 542, 115-118 (2017).

OpenAl. GPT-4 Technical Report. Preprint at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.08774
(2023).

Yang, Z. et al. The Dawn of LMMs: Preliminary Explorations with GPT-4V(ision). Preprint
at http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.17421 (2023).

Singhal, K. et al. Large language models encode clinical knowledge. Nature 1-9 (2023)
doi:10.1038/s41586-023-06291-2.

Truhn, D., Reis-Filho, J. S. & Kather, J. N. Large language models should be used as

17


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

scientific reasoning engines, not knowledge databases. Nat. Med. 29, 2983-2984

(2023).

18


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qXwiYK
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Figures

a b
et I U EGREy This patient with chronic alcoholism
angiography, the appearance of this patient's :;::;::Srv\;;:‘:lty;a{:‘:r;;r::I:;;lmnta\
feet had changed. What is the most likely
explanation for the finding? Choices:
. 1. Brainstem glioma
Ehg:ﬂe;;arditis 2. Central pontine myelinolysis
2. Raynaud phenomenon i I:::éis:;:f;::m
3. Heparin-induced thrombocytopenia 5 Tabes dorsalis
4. Contrast allergy
5. Cholesterol embaoli ]
(\ ' Central pontine myelinolysis
L Explanation: The patient has a history of chronic alcoholism and
&;. | Cholesterol emboll presented Mth dysathria and horizc?ntaAI nvsta;mus. T!we MRI shows
r } Explanation: The patient's feet turned blue and purple after urgent a svn:nmetr\call Iesmln in the pons, which is consistent with central
coronary angiography. pontine myelinolysis.
Answer: Correct Answer: Correct
Doctor Evaluation: Correct, but inexact: the explanation misses to Doctor Evaluation: Largely correct. The lesion is described correctly, but
mention the focal aspect of the purple discoloration that mainly occurs Flamingo hallucinates the property that it is symmetric — this can not be
in the end-arterial territory. deduced from this sagittal image only, but needs a coronal, or axial
plane
c d
NEJM Image Challenge
This patient presented with lower extremity 109
edema. What is the diagnosis? 3 Flamingo-80B
[ Human
Choices: ---- Random Guessing =
1. Cardiac amyloidosis 0.8 1
2. Mitral stenosis
3. Constrictive pericarditis
4. Left ventricular aneurysm
5. Mediastinal lymphoma 0.6

|1 Constrictive pericarditis
4 Explanation: The patient has a thickened pericardium with
calcification, which is consistent with constrictive pericarditis.

Answer: Correct.
Doctor Evaluation: Correct

Accuracy

o
b
I

0.2

0.0-

e e ol
AW I e
A ,ﬂg a &Q‘g @ ,\16 )

Percentage of Participants Choose the Correct Answer

ole
ALY o
Sl ot
O oo
Ab S

oo
c"lo‘:i;@“g

Figure 1: Performance of the multimodal LLM with 80 billion parameters on the NEJM
Image Challenge Cases. (a)-(c): Selected NEJM cases correctly answered by the
multimodal 80B LLM. The model provided the answer along with an explanation that was
checked by a board-certified radiologist with 12 years of experience. (d): performance of
Flamingo-80B in the NEJM challenge as compared to non-selective human participants.
Bars indicate accuracy means; vertical lines indicate standard deviations.NEJM - The New

England Journal of Medicine.
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Figure 2: Setup of Experiments. (a)-(b): Flamingo (80B and 9B) models were evaluated on
eight image classification tasks of four medical imaging domains. (c): Visualization of the
probing of internal states used for the classification. Both vision and LLM-trained weights are
frozen during probing (colored in light blue).
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Figure 3: Performance in histopathological and dermatological image classification.
(a-j) F1-score when classifying tissue type in task 1. Linear probes are fine-tuned on each
dataset (Kather Colon and PanNuke) and evaluated on a hold-out test set. (a) to (i):
classification of nine tissue types from colorectal cancer patients using image data from the
Kather Colon dataset. (j): Malignancy classification in the PanNuke dataset in task 2. (k-r)
AUC when classifying skin lesions. The probes are trained on the multimodal LLM'’s internal
representations to predict the type of skin lesions (k-q) and malignancy (r). The center of
each bar represents the mean of the metrics (F1 and AUC) and the error bars indicate the
SDs. SDs and P-values are calculated using bootstrapping and paired, two-tailed t-tests.
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Figure 4: Performance in ophthalmological and radiological image classification. (a-e):
Grading of diabetic retinopathy (DR). Linear probes are adapted to the EyePACS dataset by
fine-tuning and evaluated on a hold-out test set to differentiate different stages of DR, such
as proliferative DR, mild DR, and no DR eyes. (f): Classification of referrable glaucoma. (g-k)
Performance in OA diagnosis based on knee radiographs. The center of each bar represents
the mean AUC, and the error bars indicate the SDs. SDs and P-values are calculated using
bootstrapping and paired, two-tailed t-tests.
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Figure 5: Detection of imaging and radiological findings on PadChest radiographs.
Mean AUC and SD are shown for each finding with more than 50 entries in the PadChest
testing cohort. The top 27 imaging findings are shown in the left panel and the remaining
imaging findings are shown in the right panel. Flamingo-90B (green) consistently achieves
higher AUC than CLIP (blue).
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Figure 6: Robustness of our approach to data scarcity. In all four tasks, the performance
of Flamingo-80B is robust to reducing the training data. Tuning on only 10% of the training
data, we maintained 95.8%, 94.3%, 95.2%, and 94.7% of the best performances in the
pathology, dermatology, ophthalmology, and radiology tasks, respectively. For tasks with
multiple classification subtasks, we give the mean AUC. SDs is given as colored bands.
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Online Supplement

A woman with asthma and allergic rhinitis presented with a 3-month history
of productive cough and dyspnea. She also reported fevers, chills, night
sweats, and an unintentional 9-kg (20-lb) weight loss. On lung examination,
there was expiratory wheezing and diffuse crackles. Laboratory testing
showed pronounced hypereosinophilia. A computed tomography of the
chest showed upper lobe—predominant peripheral and subpleural
consolidations that spared the perihilar region (shown). Serum testing for IgE
against Aspergillus fumigatus, antibodies against coccidioides, and
antineutrophil cytoplasmic antibodies was negative. Bronchoscopy with
bronchoalveolar lavage was notable for 74% eosinophils in the cell count
(reference value, <2) and negative tests for infectious diseases.

What is the most likely diagnosis?

1.Allergic bronchopulmonary aspergillosis
2.Chronic eosinophilic pneumonia
3.Cryptogenic organizing pneumonia
4.Drug-Induced eosinophilic pneumonia
5.Pulmonary tuberculosis

Figure S1: An illustrative example of the clinical case descriptions and answer choices from
the “NEJM Image Challenge”.

Question: What is the diagnosis?

Choices:

1. Rocky mountain spotted fever

2. Hand foot and mouth disease

3. Infective endocarditis

4. Psoriasis

5. Secondary syphilis

Answer: Secondary syphilis

Reason: This symmetric, dusky red, and polymorphic papulosquamous rash is consistent with secondary syphilis.

Question: What process is illustrated in the radiograph?

Choices:

1. Paget's disease

2. Osteopetrosis

3. Hyperparathyroidism

4, Bone marrow hyperplasia

5. Acromegaly

Answer: Bone marrow hyperplasia

Reason: The "hair-on-end” appearance of the skull in the radiograph is consistent with massive bone marrow hyperplasia.

Question: This rash appeared following treatment for leukemia. What is the diagnosis?
Choices:

1. Cryoglobulinemia

2. Leukemia cutis

3. Herpes zoster

4. Graft-versus-host disease

5. Urticaria pigmentosa

Answer:

Figure S2: Two-shot example prompt used to query multimodal LLMs to answer NEJM
Image Challenge questions.
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What diagnosis explains the combination of
findings on this lateral chest radiograph?

Choices:

1. Syphilis

2. Dressler's syndrome

3. Turner's syndrome

4. Rheumatic heart disease

5. Tertiary hyperparathyroidism

' Rheumatic heart disease

& Explanation: The combination of findings on this lateral chest
radiograph, including a large pericardial effusion, cardiomegaly, and
pulmonary congestion, is most consistent with rheumatic heart
disease.

Answer: Correct.

Clinician's Evaluation: Even though the answer is correct, Flamingo
hallucinates most findings and misses the calcification of the left atrium
and the mitral prosthesis

[ Explanation: The radiograph shows a large calculus in the right

This radiograph was taken 12 minutes after
infusion of intravenous contrast.
What diagnosis is suggested?

Choices:

1. Left renal artery stenosis

2. Right staghorn calculus

3. Left hypernephroma

4. Bladder carcinoma

5. Right ureterovesical calculus

(\ ' Right ureterovesical calculus

ureter, which is causing obstruction and hydronephrosis. The
contrast is seen in the bladder, but not in the right kidney, indicating
that the calculus is blocking the flow of urine.

Answer: Correct.

Clinician’s Evaluation: Partly incorrect. The calculus is not directly visible
on the x-ray. Flamingo correctly deduces that a calculus must be
present, but hallucinates its presence in the image. The presence of
contrast in the urinary tract is described inaccurately.

This patient presented with transient,
painless visual obscuration in the left eye.
What is the diagnosis?

Choices:

1. Papilledema

2. Hypertensive retinopathy
3. Cholesteral emboli

4, Temporal arteritis

5. Diabetic retinopathy

' cCholesterol emboli

Explanation: The image shows a cholesterol embolus in the left eye,
which is a common cause of transient, painless visual cbscuration.
Cholesterol emboli are small fragments of cholesterol that break off
from atherosclerotic plagues and travel through the bloodstream,
causing occlusion of small vessels.

»

Answer: Correct.

Clinician’s Evaluation: Flaminge describes one cholesterol embolus,
while there are multiple tiny emboli and a saddle embolus directly
superior to the optic nerve.

What is the diagnosis?

Choices:

1. Scleroderma

2. Thromboangiitis obliterans
3. Calciphylaxis

4. Hypoparathyroidism

5. Osteomyelitis

&

' Calciphylaxis

< Explanation: The image shows a hand with a blackened, necrotic
appearance, which is characteristic of calciphylaxis.

Answer: Correct.

Clinician's Evaluation: Flamingo confuses the X-ray with a photo of a
“blackened, necrotic” hand. The calcified arteries and the loss of soft
tissue at the fingertips is missed

Figure S3: Cases from the NEJM Image Challenge with hallucinations. Flamingo-80B
answered these questions correctly but reasoned incorrectly. We observed that multimodal
LLMs can hallucinate strongly in certain medical cases such as (a), (b), and (c).
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What is the most likely diagnosis? What is the diagnosis?

Choices: r“
1. Pulmonary embolism

2. Blalock-Taussig shunt >
3. Azygous vein

4. Interlobar mesothelioma
5. Cervical rib L—“

Choices:

1. Chronic venous insufficiency
2. Reiter syndrome

3. Gunshot wound

4. Chronic renal failure

5. Pseudohypoparathyroidism

'\ ' Gunshot wound '\ ' Pulmonary embolism
L Explanation: The radiograph shows a gunshot wound to the lower L Explanation: The image shows a pulmonary embaolism in the right
leg, with a metallic bullet lodged in the soft tissue. lung, which is a blockage of the pulmonary artery.
Answer: Incorrect. Answer: Incorrect.
Correct answer: Chronic venous insufficiency. Correct Answer: Azygous vein.
Clinician’s Evaluation: The radiographs shows subcutaneous Clinician’s Evaluation: The CT slice shows part of An azygous vein, an

calcifications that are associated with chronic venous insufficiency. anatomical variant without pathological significance and a prevalence of

approximately 0.3% (https://doi.org/10.1002/ca.23737)

What is the diagnosis? What is the diagnosis?
Choices: Choices:

1. Aspiration pneumonia . 1. Cystic fibrosis

2. Caplan syndrome p 2. Non-small-cell lung cancer
3. Pleural perforation 3. Sarcoidosis

4. Intestinal malrotation 4. Thymoma

5. Small-cell lung cancer 5. Tuberculosis

" Non-small-cell lung cancer

s Explanation: The image shows a CT scan of the chest, which reveals
P a mass in the right lung. The mass is described as a large, irregularly
' Small-cell lung cancer shaped, and well-defined mass with a heterogeneous appearance.
‘. Explanation: The image shows a chest X-ray of a patient with small- The mass is located in the right upper lobe of the lung and is causing
cell lung cancer. The cancer is located in the left lung and has caused atelectasis of the right middle lobe. The presence of a mass in the
atelectasis, which is the collapse or closure of part of the lung. This lung is a eommon finding in nen-small-cell lung cancer, which is the
can be seen as a white area in the left lung, which is the area of most common type of lung cancer. Other possible diagnoses include
atelectasis. sarcoidosis, tuberculosis, and thymoma.

Answer: Incorrect.

Correct answer: Sarcoldosls

Clinician’s Evaluation: This is a PET-CT with bihilar pattern of FDG-uptake
Flamingo seems to be focusing on the strongly enhancing lesion on the
eft image-side (=right patient-side). Atelectasis is hallucinated

Answer: Incorrect.

Correct answer: Pleural perforation.

Clinician’s Evaluation: Flamingo hallucinates a cancer and atelectasis,
possibly due to the enlarged heart. It misses the main diagnosis of the
nasogastric tube perforating the pleura.

Figure S4: Selection of NEJM Image Challenge cases that were answered incorrectly.
Flamingo-80B struggled to give the correct answer in these cases. We observe that
Flamingo-80B mainly suffered from hallucinations (c) and (d) or misperceptions (a) and (b).

29


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300146; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

a Lo Pathology b Dermatology
. e ! i
1 1
I
e HINEE | | R | DR B R i !
0.9+ Y i . i
1 [
1
1 1
p] 1 1
1 1
1 1
0.8 i . i
Q ! @) !
o] ! o !
< \ i £ i
2 ! 2 !
] 1
0.7 H : - :
1 1
1 1
I 1
1 1
] 1
0.6 i . i
i —+— Kather Colon ! —+— ISIC 2018
! —+— PanNuke ! —+— ISIC 2020
1 === Selected No.32 layer | === Selected No.32 layer
0‘5 I T T T 1 T T T 1 T T T T 1 T T T T T
Model Layer Depth Model Layer Depth
C d :
Lo Ophthalmology Radiology
’ i
1
1
1
1
0.9 i 0 |
I 1
I 1
1
1
1
] e
0.8 - ‘ i Hid s &
] : (@) vy t " "
g - 2 -
=] d =) i
< i < i
0.7 H : - } IL
] 1
1 ¥ 1
i i
] 1
okts—'i i B if |
: —+— EyePACS, APT0OS-2019 : —+— PadChest
I —— AIROGS, ODIR-2019 I —— OAl, MOST
| === Selected No.32 layer | === Selected No.32 layer
0‘5 I I 1 I L 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 L I 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Model Layer Depth Model Layer Depth

Figure S5: Testing the AUC for linear probes trained on each layer of the Flamingo-80B
model. We select one layer (i.e., 32, highlighted in black, dashed lines) in a pre-experiment
and then use it consistently for all subsequent experiments. In contrast to previously
reported results,45 representations from the 80B multimodal LLM regularly fluctuate in
quality across layers. We found that this phenomenon generalizes across evaluations in
pathology (a), dermatology (b), ophthalmology (c), and radiology (d). The SDs of the AUCs
are plotted in color bands, and the midpoints of the bands indicate the mean value of the
AUC.
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Figure S6: Evaluation of activation probes in the PanNuke dataset within each organ type.
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