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A B S T R A C T

The automation of writing imaging reports is a valuable tool for alleviating the workload
of radiologists. Crucial steps in this process involve the cross-modal alignment between
medical images and reports, as well as the retrieval of similar historical cases. However,
the presence of presentation-style vocabulary (e.g., sentence structure and grammar) in
reports poses challenges for cross-modal alignment. Additionally, existing methods for
similar historical cases retrieval face suboptimal performance owing to the modal gap
issue. In response, this paper introduces a novel method, named Factual Serialization
Enhancement (FSE), for chest X-ray report generation. FSE begins with the struc-
tural entities approach to eliminate presentation-style vocabulary in reports, provid-
ing specific input for our model. Then, uni-modal features are learned through cross-
modal alignment between images and factual serialization in reports. Subsequently,
we present a novel approach to retrieve similar historical cases from the training set,
leveraging aligned image features. These features implicitly preserve semantic similar-
ity with their corresponding reference reports, enabling us to calculate similarity solely
among aligned features. This effectively eliminates the modal gap issue for knowledge
retrieval without the requirement for disease labels. Finally, the cross-modal fusion
network is employed to query valuable information from these cases, enriching image
features and aiding the text decoder in generating high-quality reports. Experiments on
MIMIC-CXR and IU X-ray datasets from both specific and general scenarios demon-
strate the superiority of FSE over state-of-the-art approaches in both natural language
generation and clinical efficacy metrics. Ablation studies emphasize the beneficial role
of factual serialization in cross-modal alignment and report generation modules. The
code is available at: https://github.com/mk-runner/FSE.
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1. Introduction

Chest X-ray report generation (CXRG) aims to provide a
comprehensive description of the morphological and positional
features of essential organs and tissues in medical images using
natural language. This endeavor is crucial in assisting physi-
cians during disease screening, diagnosis, and clinical decision-
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making. Nevertheless, this task traditionally demands manual
composition based on medical knowledge and clinical prac-
tical experiences, making it a highly specialized and time-
consuming process (Lu et al., 2023). Fortunately, the rapid
evolution of artificial intelligence techniques, particularly deep
learning (Devlin et al., 2019; He et al., 2016), has significantly
propelled the advancement of CXRG.

The dominant framework for CXRG is the encoder-decoder
architecture (Delbrouck et al., 2022; Najdenkoska et al., 2022;
Tanida et al., 2023; Nicolson et al., 2023). In this setup, the en-
coder is responsible for extracting uni-modal representations,
while the decoder generates reports based on these representa-
tions in an autoregressive manner. To enhance the cross-modal
interaction, certain studies have devised cross-modal alignment
schemes (Song et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2022b; Park et al.,
2024) and integrated strategies based on medical domain expert
knowledge (Huang et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023a; Gao et al.,
2024). However, CXRG is still confronted with challenges.
Firstly, achieving cross-modal alignment between medical im-
ages and reports is intricate. Chest X-ray images exhibit high
similarities, with subtle differences in regions of interest. Re-
ports are a mixture of factual words (e.g., entities and attributes
extracted by RadGraph (Jain et al., 2021)) and presentation-
style vocabulary (e.g., sentence structure and grammar). Most
existing methods directly utilize reports and images for cross-
modal alignment, neglecting the impact of presentation-style
vocabulary in reports on this alignment. Secondly, knowledge
retrieval approaches are suboptimal. Some scholars retrieve
knowledge based on the similarity between medical images
and reports without taking into account the modal gap issue.
Thirdly, assessing coherence and integrality between generated
and reference reports during the testing phase poses a challenge.
In specific scenarios, such as emergency diagnoses, concise
medical reports prove more effective. Many existing methods
assess the model’s performance by truncating complete refer-
ence reports to a specific length of ground truth. In general sce-
narios, comprehensive and detailed reports are essential. How-
ever, the above scheme may result in incomplete key findings in
the ground truth, posing challenges in comprehensively assess-
ing coherence and integrality between generated and reference
reports.

To tackle the challenge of cross-modal alignment between
medical images and reports, recent studies (Chen et al., 2023,
2022; Park et al., 2024; Wu et al., 2023) have formulated strate-
gies to boost the representation capacity of uni-modal features.
Researchers have introduced global alignment methods (Yang
et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2023), local alignment techniques
between medical images and sentences in reports (Chen et al.,
2022, 2023), and local alignment strategies between medical
images and generated words (Chen et al., 2021). Despite their
success in improving uni-modal representations, these methods
often overlook the impact of presentation-style vocabulary in
reports on cross-modal alignment.

To integrate medical domain expert knowledge into CXRG,
this process involves retrieving the top-k most similar samples
from the training set based on information like image represen-
tations or disease labels, forming specific knowledge or similar
historical cases. Some scholars (Li et al., 2023; Yang et al.,
2023) identify the top-k similar reports as specific knowledge

by directly measuring the similarity between image representa-
tions and report representations in a queue. However, this ap-
proach does not take into account the modal gap issue, leading
to inaccuracies in specific knowledge retrieval. Additionally,
certain investigations (Lin et al., 2023; Yang et al., 2022) con-
sider reports with similar disease labels as specific knowledge.
Nevertheless, this method relies heavily on disease labels for
each medical image, posing challenges for scalability to other
datasets.

This paper introduces a novel method, Factual Serialization
Enhancement (FSE), for chest X-ray report generation. FSE
is a two-stage framework, including a cross-modal alignment
module enhanced by factual serialization and a report genera-
tion module based on similar historical cases. In the first stage,
FSE first devises the structural entities approach to eliminate
presentation-style vocabulary in reports, offering specific input
for our model. Subsequently, a cross-modal alignment module
is introduced between medical images and factual serialization
in reports, ensuring that the extracted image features implic-
itly maintain semantic similarity with their reference reports.
In the second stage, we first retrieve similar historical cases
for each sample from the training set based on aligned image
features, without requiring disease labels, effectively address-
ing the modal gap issue. The cross-modal fusion network is
then employed to query valuable information from these similar
historical cases, enriching image features and assisting the text
decoder in producing high-quality reports. The effectiveness
of our proposed method is successfully demonstrated on the
widely used benchmarks MIMIC-CXR and IU X-ray from both
specific and general scenarios, outperforming multiple state-of-
the-art methods. Our key contributions are summarized as fol-
lows:

• Devising the structural entities approach to extract factual
serialization from reports, thereby mitigating the impact
of presentation-style vocabulary in reports on cross-modal
alignment and providing specific input for our model.

• Introducing a cross-modal alignment module enhanced by
factual serialization to ensure extracted image features im-
plicitly preserve semantic similarity with their correspond-
ing reference reports.

• Presenting a novel method for retrieving similar histori-
cal cases, without the requirement for disease labels, ef-
fectively addressing the modal gap issue in knowledge re-
trieval.

• Evaluating the model’s performance under both concise
and complete reference reports from the perspectives of
specific and general scenarios.

2. Related Work

To address the aforementioned challenges, existing methods
primarily utilize specialized cross-modal alignment schemes
and retrieve high-quality similar historical cases. This sec-
tion will introduce related work on cross-modal alignment with
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Fig. 1. Overview of our proposed chest X-ray report generation with factual serialization enhancement (FSE). The training phase consists of two stages. In
the first stage (left panel), the cross-modal alignment is performed between medical images and factual serialization in reports, involving training objectives
Lglobal and Llocal. After the first stage, similar historical cases for each sample are retrieved from the training set without further training (lower right
panel). In the second stage (upper right panel), the text decoder generates reports based on image features and their similar historical cases, guided by the
training objective LLM . The inference phase exclusively involves the report generation module.

image-report pairs and the retrieval of similar historical cases
for each medical image.

Cross-modal alignment with image-report pairs. It aims
to enhance the uni-modal representations and improve inter-
modal interaction. Early works concentrate primarily on tai-
lored attention mechanisms, such as MDNet (Zhang et al.,
2017b), TandemNet (Zhang et al., 2017a), and TandemNet2
(Zhang et al., 2021). Contrastive learning, demonstrated by
CPC (Oord et al., 2018), CLIP (Radford et al., 2021), and
ALBEF (Li et al., 2021), is gradually being applied to med-
ical tasks for cross-modal alignment. KAD (Zhang et al.,
2023) utilizes instance-wise cross-modal alignment between
paired medical images and entities in reports. To capture fine-
grained features, PTUnifier (Chen et al., 2023) performs token-
wise cross-modal alignment between medical images and re-
ports using the cross-attention mechanism. PRIOR (Cheng
et al., 2023) achieves instance-wise and token-wise cross-modal
alignment between the images and sentence of reports, utiliz-
ing InfoNCE loss and cross-attention mechanism, respectively.
MGCA (Wang et al., 2022a) further introduces disease-level
cross-modal alignment, leveraging the natural semantics of the
same disease. These advancements offer a fresh perspective on
cross-modal alignment, inspiring further exploration. Unfortu-
nately, less attention has been given to understanding the im-
pact of presentation-style vocabulary in reports on cross-modal
alignment. To circumvent this, we devise the structural entities
approach to extract factual serialization from reports, thereby
mitigating the impact of presentation-style vocabulary in re-
ports on cross-modal alignment.

Retrieving similar historical cases for each medical im-

age. Similar historical cases refer to a collection of samples in
the training set that closely resemble the current sample, and
specific knowledge is the set of reports from these cases. Their
primary purpose is to augment image features and improve the
quality of generated reports. M2KT (Yang et al., 2023) intro-
duces a learned knowledge base with a memory mechanism,
enabling the automatic distillation and archival of medical in-
sights from reports without manual labor. DCL (Li et al., 2023)
extends the preconstructed graph (Zhang et al., 2020) by di-
rectly measuring the similarity between image and report rep-
resentations in a queue to unveil specific knowledge. Similarly,
GSKET (Yang et al., 2022) and MOTOR (Lin et al., 2023) treat
reports with similar disease labels as specific knowledge, dis-
tinguishing them from DCL. These contributions represent sig-
nificant advancements in the field of CXRG. Nevertheless, the
retrieval of similar historical cases poses challenges, including
the occurrence of a modal gap issue or the need for additional
disease labels. On the contrary, we present a novel method for
retrieving similar historical cases based on the aligned image
features, without the requirement for disease labels, effectively
addressing the modal gap issue in knowledge retrieval.

3. Methodology

In addressing the above concerns in automated imag-
ing report generation, we propose a novel method, Factual
Serialization Enhancement (FSE), for chest X-ray report gen-
eration. Fig. 1 illustrates the overview of our proposed FSE.
The framework consists of a cross-modal alignment module en-
hanced by factual serialization and a report generation module
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based on similar historical cases. In this section, we will delve
sequentially into the background of FSE, the cross-modal align-
ment module, and the report generation module.

3.1. Background
Problem formulation. Let Xtrain =

{
xi
∣∣∣ 1 ≤ i ≤ n, xi ∈ X

}
and Ytrain =

{
yi
∣∣∣ 1 ≤ i ≤ n, yi ∈ Y

}
be the set of medical

images and reports in the training set, respectively, where
n is the number of samples, and

(
xi, yi
)

denotes the ith

image-report pairs in Dtrain =

{(
xi, yi
)∣∣∣∣ xi ∈ Xtrain, yi ∈ Ytrain

}
.

Xtest =
{

x j
∣∣∣ 1 ≤ j ≤ m, x j ∈ X

}
is the collection of medi-

cal images in the test set, and m is the number of images.
C =

{
c1

K , c
2
K , · · · , c

n
K , c

n+1
K , · · · , c

n+m
K

}
1 represents the set of

K similar historical cases for each sample, where cl
K ={(

xl,k, yl,k
)∣∣∣∣ 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

(
xl,k, yl,k

)
∈ TopKSim

(
xl, yl
)
⊆ Dtrain

}
and 1 ≤ l ≤ n + m. Here, TopKSim (x, y) denotes the set of the
top K samples in the training set that are most similar to (x, y).
In this work, our goal is to learn a model Fθ : (X,C) → Y

with parameters θ on Dtrain and ultimately generate a report
for a given medical image in the test set, conditioned on these
similar historical cases C.

Image encoder. Motivated by the architectural designs of
R2Gen (Chen et al., 2020) and R2GenCMN (Chen et al., 2021),
our framework uses ResNet101 (He et al., 2016) pre-trained on
ImageNet as image encoder. The extraction of features from
medical images involves utilizing the last convolutional layer
of the CNN, followed by deriving global features X0 through
average pooling. These processes are formulated as:{

X1, X2, · · · , XNI

}
= F I

θI
(Xtrain) , (1)

X0 = avgpool
({

X1, X2, · · · , XNI

})
, (2)

where NI represents the number of patches in the image, and
F I
θI

(·) is the image encoder with parameters θI .
Text encoder. Before extracting features from factual se-

rialization in reports, we first establish and train a word-level
tokenizer based on the corpus in the training set. Subsequently,
factual serialization, denoted as S =

{
S 1, S 2, · · · , S n

}
, is en-

coded using the tokenizer, and its features are extracted through
a six-layer pre-trained SciBERT (Beltagy et al., 2019) model2.
More precisely, the last hidden state of SciBERT is regarded as
the extracted text features, denoted as:{

S0,S1, · · · ,SNT

}
= FT

θT
(S ) , (3)

where NT indicates the number of tokens, and S0 represents
global features extracted by the text encoder FT

θT
(·) with pa-

rameters θT .
Projection head. Projection heads, labeled as HI

θIG
(·),

HI
θIL

(·), HT
θTG

(·), and HT
θT L

(·), are primarily responsible for map-
ping the global and local features extracted by the image en-

1To prevent data leakage, similar historical cases for a sample in the training
set exclude the sample itself.

2https://huggingface.co/allenai/scibert scivocab uncased

coder and text encoder to the same dimension d. The formula-
tion of these projection heads is as follows:

f IG = HI
θIG

(X0) , f IL = HI
θIL

({
X1, X2, · · · , XNI

})
, (4)

where f IG ∈ Rn×d and f IL ∈ Rn×NI×d. Likewise, we can
obtain f TG ∈ Rn×d and f T L ∈ Rn×NT×d matrices based on{
S0,S1, · · · ,SNT

}
. Here, HI

θIG
(·) and HT

θTG
(·) are fully con-

nected networks with one hidden layer, and similarly, HI
θIL

(·)
and HT

θT L
(·) represent one-hidden convolutional networks.

Text decoder. We adopt the memory-driven Transformer
designed by R2Gen (Chen et al., 2020) as the text decoder,
which incorporates a relational memory to record key infor-
mation throughout the generation process. The text decoder is
trained from scratch, and reports are generated in an autoregres-
sive manner.

3.2. Cross-modal Alignment Module Enhanced by Factual Se-
rialization

1. aicd in place [SEP] swan ganz    

    catheter right descending 
2. maybe perihilar opacities
    aspiration

Factual Serialization

1. AICD in place

    Swan Ganz catheter right descending pulmonary artery
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O-DP

modify
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Fig. 2. Structural entities approach for extracting factual serialization from
two MIMIC-CXR reports, building upon the output of RadGraph (Jain
et al., 2021). The upper panel shows entities and relationships extracted
by RadGraph. In the lower panel, our devised structural entities approach
refines and reorganizes the extracted information to form factual subse-
quences and factual serialization.

RadGraph. RadGraph (Jain et al., 2021) serves as a tool
for extracting entities and relations from full-text radiology re-
ports, as shown in Fig. 2. Entities defined by RadGraph fall
into four categories based on entity type and uncertainty level:
“A-DP”, “O-DP”, “O-U”, and “O-DA”. Here, “A” and “O” de-
note anatomy and observation entity types, respectively, while
“DP”, “U”, and “DA” represent the uncertainty levels for the
observation entity (i.e., “Definitely Present”, “Uncertain”, and
“Definitely Absent”). Relationships between entities include
“suggestive of ”, “located at”, and “modify”. The utilization of
RadGraph in extracting valuable information from reports has
gained broad application in downstream tasks like chest X-ray
report generation (Li et al., 2023) and auto diagnosis (Zhang
et al., 2023). However, entities extracted by RadGraph may
include noise (e.g., “in place . Swan Ganz” in Fig. 2) and
isolated entities, the latter indicating no connection to other en-
tities (e.g., “aspiration” in Fig. 2). Therefore, directly using
RadGraph results for cross-modal alignment (Yan et al., 2023;
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Zhang et al., 2023) or knowledge graph expansion (Li et al.,
2023) is a suboptimal scheme.

Structural entities approach for extracting factual se-
rialization from reports. To address the above concerns,
we present the structural entities approach to extract factual
serialization from reports, thereby mitigating the impact of
presentation-style vocabulary in reports on cross-modal align-
ment and providing the specific input for our model. We start
with refining the entities extracted by RadGraph (Jain et al.,
2021) to eliminate noise and redundancy. Specifically, we ex-
clude entities that span two sentences (e.g., “in place . Swan
Ganz”) and single-word entities lacking clinical significance in
a sentence (e.g., “rotated”). In cases where a word in the same
position is part of several entities, such as “1.9 × 1.0 cm” and
“1.0 cm”, we retain only the longest entity, namely “1.9 × 1.0
cm”. Afterward, all remaining entities in the report are orga-
nized in their original order. The resulting sequence is then
segmented into multiple factual subsequences, such as “AICD
in place”, determined by the sentence-ending symbols in the
report. Notably, if there is an “O-DA” (or “O-U”) entity in a
factual subsequence, the keyword “no” (or “maybe”) will be
added at the beginning of the subsequence. Finally, we employ
the [SEP] token to connect these factual subsequences, creating
factual serialization. This process is denoted as:

S i =
{
si

1, [SEP], si
2, [SEP], · · · , [SEP], si

N i
s

}
, (5)

where N i
s represents the number of factual subsequences for the

ith sample, and S i is its factual serialization. The structural en-
tities approach maintains a certain level of readability in factual
serialization and establishes connections between isolated en-
tities and other entities. In addition, the representations of the
serialization can be directly extracted by a text encoder.

Cross-modal alignment between medical images and fac-
tual serialization in reports. To enhance the uni-modal rep-
resentations, we introduce a cross-modal alignment module en-
hanced by factual serialization. On one hand, to ensure con-
sistency in representations of the same instance across differ-
ent modalities, we define instance-wise cross-modal alignment
between medical images and factual serialization in reports as
follows:

LI←T
global = −

1
B

B∑
i=1

log
exp
(
sim
(

f i
IG, f i

TG

)/
τ1

)
∑B

j=1 exp
(
sim
(

f i
IG, f j

TG

)/
τ1

) ,
LT←I

global = −
1
B

B∑
i=1

log
exp
(
sim
(

f i
IG, f i

TG

)/
τ1

)
∑B

j=1 exp
(
sim
(

f j
IG, f i

TG

)/
τ1

) , (6)

where B and τ1 are batch size and the temperature parame-
ter, respectively. f i

IG and f i
TG denote global features of med-

ical images and factual serialization in the ith sample, and
sim (u, v) = uT · v

/
(∥u∥ · ∥v∥). This focuses on distinguishing

high-level features. On the other hand, recognizing the signif-
icance of fine-grained features in medical image analysis, we
introduce the token-wise cross-modal alignment. Firstly, we
calculate the cross-modal attention representation between lo-
cal text features f T L and local image features f IL. The calcula-
tion involves treating text tokens as queries, and image patches

as keys and values to derive the cross-modal text embedding
f̃ T L ∈ Rn×NT×d, denoted as:

f̃ T L = ATTN
(
f T L, f IL, f IL

)
= softmax

(
f T L ·

(
f IL
)T / √d

)
· f IL.

(7)

Due to the potential sharing of similar semantic information in
reports from different samples, determining negative pairs be-
comes challenging. Therefore, within a sample, we designate
tokens at the same position as positive pairs and those at dif-
ferent positions as negative pairs. The token-wise cross-modal
alignment is formulated as:

Li
local = −

1
2NT

NT∑
v=1

log
exp
(
sim
(

f i,v
T L, f̃ i,v

T L

)/
τ2

)
∑NT

u=1 exp
(
sim
(

f i,v
T L, f̃ i,u

T L

)/
τ2

)


−
1

2NT

NT∑
v=1

log
exp
(
sim
(

f i,v
T L, f̃ i,v

T L

)/
τ2

)
∑NT

u=1 exp
(
sim
(

f i,u
T L, f̃ i,v

T L

)/
τ2

)
,

(8)

where τ2 is the temperature parameter. To summarize, the train-
ing objective for the cross-modal alignment module is:

Lpretrain = L
I←T
global +L

T←I
global +

1
B

B∑
i=1

Li
local. (9)

3.3. Report Generation Module Based on Similar Historical
Cases

A doctor formulates a particular treatment based on previ-
ous patients with similar clinical findings or symptoms. Con-
sequently, we introduce the report generation module based on
similar historical cases. In this section, we will describe similar
historical cases retrieval and the report generation module.

Similar historical cases retrieval. After completing the
cross-modal alignment module, we introduce a novel approach
for retrieving similar historical cases for each sample from the
training set without additional training. More precisely, image
features are extracted using the image encoder initialized with
the pre-trained model described in section 3.2. Since the ex-
tracted image features implicitly preserve semantic similarity
with their reference reports, we leverage the dot product be-
tween them to retrieve similar historical cases for each sam-
ple from the training set. The approach not only obviates the
requirement for additional disease labels (such as in GSKET
(Yang et al., 2022) and MOTOR (Lin et al., 2023)) but also
effectively addresses the modal gap problem in knowledge re-
trieval. To improve the retrieval efficiency, the Faiss tool (John-
son et al., 2019b) is employed to compute the dot product be-
tween image features.

Cross-
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Fig. 3. Workflow of cross-modal fusion network.
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Table 1. Comparisons with SOTA methods on MIMIC-CXR. ♮ indicates quoted results from the published literature, excluding BS, RG, and CX5, as these
were not calculated in the literature. The remaining results are reproduced using the official code and checkpoints. The best values for each Mgt are
highlighted in blue, with the second-best values in grey. BS: BERTScore; BLn: BLEU score with n-grams; MTR: METEOR; R-L: ROUGE L; RG: F1
RadGraph; CX5: F1,mic-5 CheXbert; CX14: F1,mic-14 CheXbert; FSE-n: our proposed method FSE based on top-n similar historical cases. Larger values
for each metric indicate better performance.

Method Mgt
NLG CE

BS BL1 BL2 BL3 BL4 MTR R-L RG CX5 CX14

R2Gen (EMNLP’20)
100♮ 0.841 0.353 0.218 0.145 0.103 0.137 0.264 0.207 0.340 0.340

Cpl. 0.841 0.350 0.209 0.137 0.097 0.135 0.266 0.211 0.339 0.338

R2GenCMN (ACL’21)
100♮ 0.843 0.353 0.218 0.148 0.106 0.142 0.278 0.220 0.461 0.278

Cpl. 0.844 0.328 0.198 0.130 0.090 0.133 0.268 0.223 0.464 0.393

GSKET (MedIA’22) 80♮ - 0.363 0.228 0.156 0.115 - 0.284 - - 0.371

CvT2DistillGPT2 (ARTMED’23)
60♮ 0.839 0.393 0.248 0.171 0.127 0.155 0.286 0.223 0.463 0.391

Cpl. 0.842 0.323 0.204 0.140 0.102 0.138 0.277 0.237 0.483 0.434

M2KT (MedIA’23)
80♮ 0.831 0.386 0.237 0.157 0.111 0.137 0.274 0.204 0.477 0.352

Cpl. 0.833 0.351 0.204 0.128 0.085 0.133 0.244 0.210 0.483 0.413

DCL (CVPR’23) 90♮ - - - - 0.109 0.150 0.284 - - 0.373

RGRG (CVPR’23) Cpl.♮ - 0.373 0.249 0.175 0.126 0.168 0.264 - 0.547 0.447

METransformer (CVPR’23) -
♮

- 0.386 0.250 0.169 0.124 0.152 0.291 - - 0.311

OpenLLaMA-7B (NIPSW’23) -
♮

- - - - 0.069 - 0.235 - 0.422 0.320

SA (EMNLP’23) -
♮

- - 0.162 - - - - 0.228 - 0.394

FSE-1 (ours)

60 0.841 0.381 0.232 0.156 0.113 0.158 0.279 0.225 0.499 0.453

80 0.844 0.397 0.242 0.163 0.117 0.155 0.281 0.238 0.529 0.470

90 0.845 0.389 0.238 0.160 0.115 0.153 0.281 0.240 0.536 0.472

100 0.845 0.384 0.235 0.158 0.113 0.152 0.281 0.241 0.538 0.473

Cpl. 0.845 0.373 0.228 0.152 0.109 0.148 0.279 0.241 0.542 0.474

FSE-5 (ours)

60 0.840 0.378 0.230 0.154 0.111 0.157 0.278 0.219 0.519 0.462

80 0.843 0.396 0.241 0.162 0.116 0.154 0.279 0.232 0.549 0.480

90 0.844 0.389 0.237 0.159 0.114 0.152 0.279 0.234 0.554 0.482

100 0.844 0.384 0.234 0.157 0.112 0.151 0.279 0.235 0.556 0.481

Cpl. 0.845 0.373 0.227 0.151 0.108 0.148 0.278 0.236 0.560 0.482

Report generation based on similar historical cases. Af-
ter retrieving similar historical cases for each sample, the report
generation module generates reports based on the given med-
ical images and these cases. The image and text encoder are
initialized using weights from the pre-trained model described
in section 3.2, and the text encoder remains frozen during the
training of the report generation module. For the set of K simi-
lar historical cases for the ith sample, denoted as ci

K , we exclu-
sively utilize factual serialization in reports to enhance the rep-
resentation capacity of image features. Specifically, their local
text tokens are concatenated, and global tokens are fused using
averaging operations. Next, these text tokens are fed into the
projection head to obtain the representations of similar histori-
cal cases, labeled as f i

c. Subsequently, the cross-modal fusion
network, with a Transformer Decoder layer (Chen et al., 2022,

2023), is employed to integrate the representations of similar
historical cases, as shown in Fig. 3. Each layer includes a self-
attention sub-layer, cross-attention sub-layer, and feed-forward
sub-layer. In the self-attention sub-layer, the image features f i

I
simultaneously serve as queries, keys, and values, capturing in-
ternal relationships between image patches. This process is for-
mulated as:

f i
IS = ATTN

(
WQS f i

I ,WKS f i
I ,WVS f i

I

)
, (10)

where WQS , WKS , and WVS are learnable parameter matrices.
A residual connection, followed by layer normalization, is ap-
plied to f i

IS , and the result is expressed as f i
IS , for simplic-

ity. f i
IS queries valuable information from the representations

of similar historical cases through the cross-attention sub-layer,
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Table 2. Ablation studies on MIMIC-CXR. The “BASE” refers to R2Gen (Chen et al., 2020), incorporating the same image encoder and text decoder as
described in this paper. “PFRA” represents the presentation form of reports used in cross-modal alignment, including reports and factual serialization
(FS). Similarly, “PFRC” is the presentation form of reports in similar historical cases. “IWA” and “TWA” denote the instance-wise and token-wise cross-
modal alignment, respectively. Based on “PFRA”, determine whether it is cross-modal alignment between images and reports or between images and
factual serialization in reports. “FSHC” indicates the ways of fusing similar historical cases, consisting of concatenation (Concat.) and cross-modal fusion
network (CMF). The best values are highlighted in blue, with the second-best values in grey.

Settings Cross-modal Alignment Report Generation NLG CE

PFRA IWA TWA PFRC FSHC BS BL2 RG CX5 CX14

BASE 0.841 0.209 0.211 0.339 0.338

(a) Reports ✓ ✓ Reports CMF 0.837 0.199 0.184 0.377 0.305

(b) Reports ✓ ✓ FS CMF 0.838 0.198 0.182 0.342 0.292

(c) FS ✓ FS CMF 0.842 0.199 0.207 0.453 0.379

(d) FS ✓ FS CMF 0.836 0.187 0.185 0.347 0.294

(e) FS ✓ ✓ 0.845 0.206 0.234 0.513 0.431

(f) FS ✓ ✓ FS Concat. 0.844 0.206 0.230 0.489 0.406

(g) FS ✓ ✓ Reports CMF 0.843 0.216 0.233 0.512 0.432

FSE-5 (Ours) FS ✓ ✓ FS CMF 0.845 0.227 0.236 0.560 0.482

mathematically represented as:

f i
IC = ATTN

(
WQC f i

IS ,WKC f i
c,WVC f i

c

)
, (11)

where WQC , WKC , and WVC represent learnable parameter ma-
trices. Similarly, a residual connection, followed by layer nor-
malization, is employed to f i

IC . The result is then input into
the feed-forward sub-layer, followed by a residual connection
and layer normalization, to derive the multi-modal representa-
tions f i

M for medical images. Finally, the text decoder generates
reports in an autoregressive manner, conditioned on the multi-
modal representations for medical images. In summary, the pa-
rameters θD of the report generation module are optimized by
minimizing the negative log-likelihood PθD

(
ỹi

t

∣∣∣ f i
I , c

i
K , ỹ

i
j, j<t

)
:

LLM = −
1
B

B∑
i=1

M∑
t=1

log PθD
(
ỹi

t

∣∣∣ f i
I , c

i
K , ỹ

i
j, j<t

)
, (12)

where M represents the maximum length of tokens generated
by the text decoder.

4. Experiments

4.1. Datasets, Evaluation Metrics, and Experimental Settings
Datasets. We evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed FSE

on the widely used benchmarks MIMIC-CXR (Johnson et al.,
2019a) and IU X-ray (Demner-Fushman et al., 2016). Owing to
the absence of an official data partition for the IU X-ray dataset,
conducting a fair comparison is challenging, and detailed exper-
imental results for this dataset are available in the supplemen-
tary materials. For MIMIC-CXR, we adhere to the official par-
titioning settings and follow previous works (Chen et al., 2020;
Li et al., 2023; Yang et al., 2022; Tanida et al., 2023) by consid-
ering the findings section of raw radiology reports as reference
reports. To address issues like empty or clinically meaning-
less content in some reference reports, such as “Portable supine

chest radiograph at 23:16 is subnitted.”, we removed them us-
ing the extracted factual serialization. As a result, the train-
ing, validation, and test sets include 269,239 (150,957), 2,113
(1,182), and 3,852 (2,343) medical images (reports), respec-
tively. All reproducibility methods utilize the same test set for
fair comparison.

Evaluation metrics. For a comprehensive evaluation, we use
the conventional natural language generation (NLG) metrics
and clinical efficacy (CE) metrics, measuring lexical similarity
and clinical effectiveness between generated and reference re-
ports. NLG metrics comprise BERTScore, BLEU, METEOR,
and ROUGE L. Note that BERTScore is pre-trained using
“distilbert-base-uncased” (Sanh et al., 2019). CE metrics con-
sist of F1,mic-14 CheXbert, F1,mic-5 CheXbert (Smit et al., 2020),
and F1 RadGraph (Delbrouck et al., 2022), where F1,mic-14
CheXbert is a micro-F1 score based on 14 different categories,
including those associated with thoracic diseases and support
devices labeled by CheXpert (Irvin et al., 2019). Compared to
F1,mic-14 CheXbert, F1,mic-5 CheXbert focuses exclusively on the
five categories of “Cardiomegaly”, “Edema”, “Consolidation”,
“Atelectasis”, and “Pleural Effusion”. F1 RadGraph (Yu et al.,
2023) measures the overlap of clinical entities and relationships
extracted by RadGraph, with a partial reward level. Notably,
higher values for each metric indicate better performance. No-
tably, F1,mic-14 CheXbert, F1,mic-5 CheXbert, and F1 RadGraph
are calculated using f1chexbert3 and radgraph4, respectively.

Experimental settings. The image encoder, text encoder,
and text decoder are described in section 3.1. The cross-modal
fusion network is implemented as a Transformer Decoder layer.
In the first stage (i.e., for the training of the cross-modal align-
ment module), we adopt the AdamW optimizer with an initial
learning rate of 5e-5 for training 100 epochs. In the second

3https://pypi.org/project/f1chexbert/
4https://pypi.org/project/radgraph/
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Table 3. Variation in our model performance with the number of similar historical cases. “FSE-n” indicates our proposed method FSE based on top-n
similar historical cases. The best values for each Mgt are highlighted in blue, while the second-best values are in grey.

Method Mgt
NLG CE

BS BL1 BL2 BL3 BL4 MTR R-L RG CX5 CX14

FSE-0
100 0.845 0.349 0.213 0.143 0.102 0.142 0.278 0.233 0.512 0.430

Cpl. 0.845 0.338 0.206 0.137 0.098 0.138 0.277 0.234 0.513 0.431

FSE-1
100 0.845 0.384 0.235 0.158 0.113 0.152 0.281 0.241 0.538 0.473

Cpl. 0.845 0.373 0.228 0.152 0.109 0.148 0.279 0.241 0.542 0.474

FSE-3
100 0.843 0.369 0.223 0.148 0.105 0.146 0.276 0.230 0.541 0.458

Cpl. 0.843 0.358 0.216 0.144 0.102 0.143 0.275 0.231 0.545 0.459

FSE-5
100 0.844 0.384 0.234 0.157 0.112 0.151 0.279 0.235 0.556 0.481

Cpl. 0.845 0.373 0.227 0.151 0.108 0.148 0.278 0.236 0.560 0.482

FSE-10
100 0.844 0.379 0.232 0.156 0.111 0.151 0.279 0.236 0.548 0.473

Cpl. 0.844 0.368 0.224 0.150 0.107 0.147 0.278 0.237 0.550 0.475

FSE-20
100 0.843 0.347 0.210 0.139 0.099 0.141 0.273 0.229 0.537 0.455

Cpl. 0.843 0.336 0.202 0.133 0.094 0.137 0.272 0.230 0.541 0.457

stage (i.e., for the training of the report generation module),
we utilize the RAdam optimizer with a learning rate of 5e-5
for training 50 epochs. The optimal model is selected based
on the cumulative scores, considering F1 RadGraph, F1,mic-14
CheXbert, and BLEU4 on the validation set. Following this, the
chosen model’s performance is evaluated on the test set, and the
results are reported accordingly.

4.2. Main Results
We evaluate the performance of models using both conven-

tional natural language generation (NLG) metrics and clin-
ical efficacy (CE) metrics, comparing our proposed method
FSE against seven state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches: R2Gen
(Chen et al., 2020), R2GenCMN (Chen et al., 2021), GSKET
(Yang et al., 2022), CvT2DistillGPT2 (Nicolson et al., 2023),
M2KT (Yang et al., 2023), DCL (Li et al., 2023), and RGRG
(Tanida et al., 2023). We evaluate report generation perfor-
mance from the perspectives of specific and general scenarios.
Specifically, in the testing phase, we preserve the generated
reports unaltered and truncate reference reports to a specific
length, denoted as Mgt, to establish ground truth. In the general
scenario, Mgt equals the length of complete reference reports,
represented as “Cpl.”; otherwise, it represents a specific sce-
nario. We present comparison results in Table 1. For METrans-
former (Wang et al., 2023b), OpenLLaMA-7B (Lu et al., 2023),
and SA (Style-Aware Radiology Report Generation) (Yan et al.,
2023), we acknowledge the absence of Mgt values, and their ex-
perimental results are provided for reference only.

As evident from Table 1, in specific scenarios (i.e., Mgt ∈

{60, 80, 90, 100}), when Mgt is set to 60, our approach slightly
lags behind CvTDistillGPT2 (Nicolson et al., 2023) in certain
NLG metrics. However, notable improvements of 5.6% and
7.1% are observed for F1,mic-5 CheXbert (CX5) and F1,mic-14
CheXbert (CX14) in CE metrics. Increasing Mgt to 80 results
in a 1.1% improvement in BLEU1 (BL1) metrics in FSE-1,

reaching 0.397. For Mgt = 100, FSE-1 achieves an F1 Rad-
Graph (RG) score of 0.241, indicating a 2.1% improvement.
Simultaneously, CX5 and CX14 of FSE-5 increase by 9.5% and
14.1%, respectively. In a general scenario (i.e., Mgt = Cpl.), our
method exhibits a slight inferiority to the previous SOTA meth-
ods in certain NLG metrics. However, in CE metrics, FSE-5
exhibits improvements of 1.3% and 3.5% for CX5 and CX14.
These observations indicate that our method excels in the ma-
jority of NLG and CE metrics in specific scenarios compared
to previous SOTA methods. In the general scenario, although
our performance lags slightly behind the RGRG (Tanida et al.,
2023) in certain NLG metrics, there is a considerable improve-
ment in CE metrics. These advancements affirm that our gener-
ated reports can cover rich factual information while maintain-
ing a smooth narrative.

4.3. Ablation Study
Contribution of each component. In the general scenario,

we conducted ablation studies on MIMIC-CXR to investigate
the contribution of each component, as shown in Table 2. When
the model requires injecting similar historical cases, the num-
ber is fixed at 5 for each sample(FSE-5). If the presentation
form of reports used in the cross-modal alignment and report
generation modules is the same, the text encoder is frozen dur-
ing training. The experimental results reveal a positive effect
of each component on performance. Specifically: 1) “BASE”
surpasses (a) and (b), highlighting the challenge of cross-modal
alignment between medical images and reports, possibly due to
interference from the presentation-style vocabulary. 2) Com-
pared to “BASE”, (e) exhibits a notable enhancement in CE
metrics. This highlights the advantage of factual serializa-
tion in the cross-modal alignment module, improving the clin-
ical effectiveness of generated reports. 3) (e) exceeds (c) and
(d), suggesting that achieving alignment requires simultaneous
instance-wise and token-wise cross-modal alignment between
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cardiomediastinal hilar con-
tours within normal limits 
[SEP] lung fields clear [SEP] 
no pleural effusion pneumo-
thorax

no focal consolidation effusion 
pneumothorax [SEP] cardiomediast-
inal silhouette normal [SEP] 
osseous structures intact [SEP] no 
free air below right hemidiaphragm

no little change acute cardiopulmonary 
disease [SEP] no pneumonia vascular
conges-tion pleural effusion [SEP]
cardiac silhouette upper limits normal 
size slightly enlarged

cardiomediastinal contours 
within normal limits [SEP] no 
lungs pleural surfaces clear 
acute skeletal abnor-malities

no bibasilar atelectasis [SEP] 
trace bilateral pleural effusi-
ons [SEP] no pneumothorax 
[SEP] cardiomediastinal silh-
ouette within normal limits

no lungs clear focal consolidation [SEP] 
no pleural effusion pneumothorax [SEP] 
cardiac mediastinal silhouettes unremar-
kable

lungs well expanded clear 
[SEP] cardiomediastinal hilar 
contours unremarkable [SEP] 
no pleural effusion pneumo-
thorax

no borderline size cardiac silhoue-
tte overinflation pulmonary edema 
[SEP] no pneumonia [SEP] no 
pleural effusions [SEP] normal hilar 
mediastinal contours

Target X-ray Image 
and Corresponding Factual Serialization

Similar Historical Cases
and Corresponding Factual Serialization

Fig. 4. Visualization of similar historical cases for two samples in the MIMIC-CXR test set. In the left panel, distinct colors highlight the factual sequences
in the target X-ray images, signifying their origins from separate sentences in a reference report. The right panel depicts similar historical cases, with
factual words that match the serialization for the corresponding target X-ray image highlighted in matching colors.

images and factual serialization in reports. 4) Compared to (g)
and FSE-5, (f) shows slightly weaker performance in both NLG
and CE metrics. This indicates that the cross-modal fusion net-
work facilitates the retrieval of valuable information from cor-
responding similar historical cases, complementing image fea-
tures and assisting the text decoder in producing high-quality
reports. 5) FSE-5 outperforms (g), showing notable improve-
ments in BLEU2 (BL2) and F1,mic-14 CheXbert (CX14) by 1.1%
and 5%, respectively. Additionally, compared to (e), FSE-5 ex-
hibits improvements of 2.1%, 4.7%, and 5.1% for BL2, CX5,
and CX14, respectively. These results imply that incorporating
similar historical cases into the text decoder effectively miti-
gates the impact of factual serialization on the smoothness of
generated reports, emphasizing the advantageous role of fac-
tual serialization in the report generation module. 6) Under the
same framework, FSE-5 and (a) differ solely in the presentation
form of reports. Specifically, FSE-5 utilizes factual serialization
of reports in cross-modal alignment and report generation mod-
ules, while (a) uses reports containing presentation-style vocab-
ulary in these modules. However, FSE-5 demonstrates a notable
enhancement in both NLG and CE metrics. This suggests that
factual serialization enhances the clinical effectiveness and flu-
ency of generated reports, emphasizing its outstanding advan-
tages in cross-modal alignment and report generation modules.

Impact of the number of similar historical cases. To in-
vestigate the impact of varying quantities of similar historical
cases, we vary the number within the range of {0, 1, 3, 5, 10, 20}
and train FSE on MIMIC-CXR. Performance evaluation is con-
ducted from both specific and general scenario perspectives, as
shown in Table 3. Injecting the model with similar historical
cases leads to a significant improvement in both NLG and CE
metrics. In the specific scenario (i.e., Mgt = 100), FSE-1 shows
relative increases of 3.5% and 4.3% compared to BLEU1 (BL1)
and F1,mic-14 CheXbert (CX14) in FSE-0, respectively. Similar

positive effects are observed in the general scenario, confirm-
ing the effectiveness of retrieving similar historical cases. This
effectiveness is attributed to aligned image features implicitly
preserving similar semantics with corresponding reference re-
ports. FSE-1 excels in conventional NLG metrics and F1 Rad-
Graph (RG) metric, while FSE-5 demonstrates the most bal-
anced performance across NLG and CE metrics. In addition, a
decline in model performance is observed when the number of
cases exceeds 5. This decline may be ascribed to the increased
model complexity and potential overfitting as more similar his-
torical cases are injected.

4.4. Qualitative Analysis

Visualization of similar historical cases. To verify the ef-
fectiveness of similar historical cases retrieval, we visualize the
top-3 similar historical cases for two samples in the MIMIC-
CXR test set, as shown in Fig. 4. Upon observation, the factual
serialization in similar historical cases shares a certain similar-
ity with the target X-ray images. This suggests that these cases
contribute valuable information to image features through the
cross-modal fusion network, thereby enriching image features
and facilitating the text decoder in generating high-quality re-
ports. As aligned image features implicitly preserve semantic
similarity with their reference reports, our proposed method
directly utilizes the similarity between aligned image features
to retrieve similar historical cases. Thus, our method effec-
tively eliminates the modal gap issue for knowledge retrieval,
enabling the effective retrieval of historical similar cases.

Qualitative results. Fig. 5 shows the generated reports and
attention visualization in the MIMIC-CXR test set. By utilizing
the multi-head attention in the first layer of the decoder, we vi-
sualize the attention of factual sequences in a report generated
by our model. Examining both performance metrics and the
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Original Image no lungs clear 
focal consolidation

no pleural 
effusion pneumothorax

cardiac mediastinal 
silhouettes unremarkable

Original Image cardiac silhouette upper limits 
normal slightly enlarged

no vascular congestion 
pleural effusion acute pneumonia

RG: 0.909/0.444

BL4: 0.622/0.274

0.0

1.0

Reference Report: in comparison with the study of ___ , there is little change and no evidence of acute cardiopulmonary disease . no pneu-
monia , vascular congestion , or pleural effusion . the cardiac silhouette is at the upper limits of normal in size or slightly enlarged .
Generated Report by CvT2DistillGPT2: pa and lateral views of the chest provided . there is no focal consolidation effusion or pneumoth-
orax . the cardiomediastinal silhouette is normal . imaged osseous structures are intact . no free air below the right hemidiaphragm is seen .
Generated Report by Ours: in comparison with the study of ___ , the cardiac silhouette remains at the upper limits of normal or slightly 
enlarged . no evidence of vascular congestion , pleural effusion , or acute pneumonia .

RG: 0.839/0.121

BL4: 0.397/0.000

Reference Report: frontal and lateral views of the chest were obtained . the lungs are clear without focal consolidation . no pleural effusion 
or pneumothorax is seen . cardiac and mediastinal silhouettes are unremarkable . 
Generated Report by CvT2DistillGPT2: heart size is normal . the mediastinal and hilar contours are normal . the pulmonary vasculature is 
normal . lungs are clear . no pleural effusion or pneumothorax is seen . there are no acute osseous abnormalities .
Generated Report by Ours: the lungs are clear without focal consolidation . no pleural effusion or pneumothorax is seen . the cardiac and 
mediastinal silhouettes are unremarkable .

Fig. 5. Two examples of generated reports and our model’s attention visualization in the MIMIC-CXR test set. Different colors highlight the factual
sequence in the reference report, and in the generated report, the same factual words as the reference report are highlighted with corresponding colors.
“a/b” indicates the performance metrics calculated by our model FSE-5 and basic model CvT2DistillGPT2 (Nicolson et al., 2023), respectively.

number of matched colors in the generated reports reveals that
our method significantly outperforms the basic approach, high-
lighting its superior performance in chest X-ray report genera-
tion. Moreover, our model demonstrates the ability to locate the
position of factual sequences in the original image, indicating a
certain level of interpretability.

5. Conclusion

This paper proposed Factual Serialization Enhancement
(FSE), a novel method for chest X-ray report generation.
Firstly, we presented the structural entities approach to ex-
tract factual serialization from reports, thereby alleviating the
impact of presentation-style vocabulary on cross-modal align-
ment. Then, a cross-modal alignment module enhanced by fac-
tual serialization was presented to learn uni-modal representa-
tions. Subsequently, we introduced a new method to retrieve
similar historical cases from the training set based on aligned
image features. As the aligned image features implicitly main-
tain semantic similarity with their corresponding reference re-
ports, this method calculated similarity solely among aligned
features, effectively eliminating the modal gap issue for knowl-
edge retrieval without necessitating disease labels. Finally, we
employed the cross-modal fusion network to query valuable in-
formation from factual serialization in similar historical cases,
enhancing the representation capacity of image features and as-
sisting the text decoder in generating high-quality reports. Ex-
perimental results on MIMIC-CXR and IU X-ray, conducted
in both specific and general scenarios, illustrated the superior
performance of FSE over state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches.
Ablation studies further demonstrated the advantageous role of

factual serialization in cross-modal alignment and report gen-
eration modules. Despite the impressive performance demon-
strated, FSE is currently limited to processing a single image
at a time through the image encoder, which will be explored in
future work.
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Supplementary Material

Experiments on IU X-ray
Experimental Configurations. Owing to the absence of an

official data partition for the IU X-ray dataset, conducting a fair
comparison is challenging. Instead, the data partition of IU X-
ray follows the scheme used in R2Gen (Chen et al., 2020) and
R2GenCMN (Chen et al., 2021). The training, validation, and
test sets include 4,136 (2,068), 592 (296), and 1,180 (590) med-
ical images (reports), respectively. Notably, F1,mic-14 CheXbert
and F1,mic-5 CheXbert are calculated using f1chexbert. Given
the limited data volume of IU X-ray, its report generation mod-
ule is initialized with the pre-trained model on MIMIC-CXR
described in section 3.3. We adopt the RAdam optimizer with
a learning rate of 1e-4 for training 30 epochs.

Main Results. We evaluate the performance of models us-
ing both conventional natural language generation (NLG) met-
rics and clinical efficacy (CE) metrics. As RGRG (Tanida
et al., 2023) requires strong anatomical regions supervision,
we compare our proposed method FSE against six state-
of-the-art (SOTA) approaches: R2Gen (Chen et al., 2020),
R2GenCMN (Chen et al., 2021), GSKET (Yang et al., 2022),
CvT2DistillGPT2 (Nicolson et al., 2023), M2KT (Yang et al.,
2023), and DCL (Li et al., 2023). Comparison results on IU X-
ray are presented in Table A1. It is observed that when Mgt is set

to 60 in the specific scenario, FSE-20 achieves a BLEU1 (BL1)
of 0.504, showing improvements of 31.5% in F1, mic-5 CheXbert
(CX5), and 6.4% in F1, mic-14 CheXbert (CX14) compared to op-
timal peer methods. In the general scenario (i.e., Mgt = Cpl.),
FSE-3 demonstrates improvements of 1.6% in BLEU2 (BL2),
0.7% in BLEU4 (BL4), 28.3% in CX5, and 6.4% in CX14,
highlighting FSE’s excellence in NLG and CE metrics com-
pared to previous state-of-the-art methods. While our perfor-
mance slightly lags behind the R2GenCMN (Chen et al., 2021)
in the F1 RadGraph (RG) metric, considerable improvements
are observed in the CX5 and CX14 metrics. These advance-
ments affirm that our generated reports can cover rich factual
information while maintaining a smooth narrative. Notably,
FSE-3 and FSE-20, in contrast to FSE-0, exhibit significant
improvements in both NLG and CE metrics despite differing
solely in terms of the number of similar historical cases. This
emphasizes the advantageous role of similar historical cases in
the report generation module. In addition, considering the lim-
ited data volume of the IU X-ray, injecting similar historical
cases into the text decoder may provide additional information
to compensate for the data scarcity. Thus, we can observe that
FSE-20 demonstrates balanced performance in both NLG and
CE metrics on the IU X-ray dataset.
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Table A1. Comparisons with SOTA methods on IU X-ray. ♮ indicates quoted results from the published literature, excluding BS, RG, CX5, and CX14, as
these were not calculated in the literature. The remaining results are reproduced using the official code and checkpoints. The best values for each Mgt are
highlighted in blue, with the second-best values in grey. BS: BERTScore; BLn: BLEU score with n-grams; MTR: METEOR; R-L: ROUGE L; RG: F1
RadGraph; CX5: F1,mic-5 CheXbert; CX14: F1,mic-14 CheXbert; FSE-n: our proposed method FSE based on top-n similar historical cases. Larger values
for each metric indicate better performance.

Method Mgt
NLG CE

BS BL1 BL2 BL3 BL4 MTR R-L RG CX5 CX14

R2Gen (EMNLP’20) 60♮ 0.866 0.470 0.304 0.219 0.165 0.187 0.371 0.351 0.000 0.533

Cpl. 0.864 0.465 0.302 0.216 0.162 0.201 0.364 0.349 0.000 0.531

R2GenCMN (ACL’21) 60♮ 0.868 0.475 0.309 0.222 0.170 0.191 0.375 0.384 0.052 0.543

Cpl. 0.867 0.471 0.306 0.219 0.166 0.206 0.373 0.382 0.052 0.537

GSKET (MedIA’22) 60♮ - 0.496 0.327 0.238 0.178 - 0.381 - - -

CvT2DistillGPT2 (ARTMED’23) 60♮ 0.868 0.473 0.304 0.224 0.175 0.200 0.376 0.351 0.005 0.543

Cpl. 0.866 0.334 0.203 0.140 0.098 0.161 0.269 0.350 0.005 0.430

M2KT (MedIA’23) 60♮ - 0.497 0.319 0.230 0.174 - 0.399 - - -

DCL (CVPR’23) 90♮ - - - - 0.163 0.193 0.383 - - -

METransformer (CVPR’23) -♮ - 0.483 0.322 0.228 0.172 0.192 0.380 - - -

FSE-0 (ours)
60 0.865 0.483 0.314 0.223 0.167 0.209 0.370 0.375 0.222 0.578

90 0.865 0.475 0.308 0.219 0.164 0.206 0.369 0.375 0.219 0.576

Cpl. 0.863 0.466 0.303 0.215 0.161 0.202 0.366 0.372 0.218 0.575

FSE-3 (ours)
60 0.869 0.495 0.322 0.231 0.173 0.218 0.378 0.375 0.340 0.604

90 0.869 0.498 0.324 0.232 0.174 0.216 0.378 0.375 0.337 0.602

Cpl. 0.867 0.495 0.322 0.230 0.173 0.211 0.375 0.373 0.335 0.601

FSE-20 (ours)
60 0.868 0.504 0.327 0.234 0.174 0.214 0.380 0.374 0.367 0.607

90 0.868 0.496 0.323 0.231 0.172 0.211 0.380 0.373 0.364 0.606

Cpl. 0.867 0.487 0.317 0.227 0.168 0.206 0.377 0.371 0.362 0.604
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