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Abstract. For medical imaging AI models to be clinically impactful,
they must generalize. However, this goal is hindered by (i) diverse types
of distribution shifts, such as temporal, demographic, and label shifts,
and (ii) limited diversity in datasets that are siloed within single medical
institutions. While these limitations have spurred interest in federated
learning, current evaluation benchmarks fail to evaluate different shifts
simultaneously. However, in real healthcare settings, multiple types of
shifts co-exist, yet their impact on medical imaging performance remains
unstudied. In response, we introduce FedMedICL, a unified framework
and benchmark to holistically evaluate federated medical imaging chal-
lenges, simultaneously capturing label, demographic, and temporal dis-
tribution shifts. We comprehensively evaluate several popular methods
on six diverse medical imaging datasets (totaling 550 GPU hours). Fur-
thermore, we use FedMedICL to simulate COVID-19 propagation across
hospitals and evaluate whether methods can adapt to pandemic changes
in disease prevalence. We find that a simple batch balancing technique
surpasses advanced methods in average performance across FedMedICL
experiments. This finding questions the applicability of results from pre-
vious, narrow benchmarks in real-world medical settings. Code is avail-
able at: https://github.com/m1k2zo0/FedMedICL.
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1 Introduction

Machine learning increasingly impacts medical imaging [15,30]. Yet, most FDA-
approved models are validated on datasets unrepresentative of real demographic
distributions, leading to potential inaccuracies in medical diagnostics [11]. This
lack of diversity in data is problematic when models encounter distribution
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Fig.1: (a) Problem Setup. We model a federated medical imaging scenario, in
which siloed hospitals experience demographic imbalances and temporal shifts.
(b) FedMedICL Benchmark Construction. We construct client datasets
(D! to DX), each representing a hospital with unique demographic characteris-
tics and temporal training tasks (D} to Dk). We evaluate models on temporally
aligned test tasks for testing adaptability to local demographic shifts, and on a
hold-out set (D},) to evaluate generalization to diverse demographics.

shifts [31]. These shifts reflect discrepancies in data characteristics between the
training/validation datasets and actual clinical settings. Thus, they can degrade
the performance of diagnostic models across diverse patient populations [23,27].

Merging medical datasets from different hospitals, known as data pooling,
can enhance training data diversity and address distribution shifts [22]. How-
ever, the practical implementation of this approach is often challenged by in-
stitutional policies, and slow data access processes [26,29], which severely limit
data sharing across healthcare centers. As a result, there is a heavy reliance
on smaller, siloed datasets, that hinder the deployment of generalizable medical
imaging models [11].

As exemplified in Figure la, we investigate two key factors impacting the
development of robust medical imaging models: the challenges posed by distri-
bution shifts and the siloed nature of medical data. We frame the complications
that arise from this complex setup under three types of shifts. These types are:

@ Label Imbalance: In individual institutions, some medical conditions are
more prevalent, leading to models failing on rarer conditions [1,18]. For instance,
a skin disease classification model trained in one region may perform poorly on
conditions more common in another geographic region [2,20].

9 Demographic Imbalance: Patient demographics vary significantly among
healthcare centers. For example, hospitals in American suburbs, which have a
higher population of seniors [21], may have fewer data samples from younger
patients, leading to models that are less effective for younger demographics [34].

9 Temporal Distribution Shifts: Medical data is also affected by temporal
changes, including shifts in disease prevalence and patient demographics [28].
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An example is the emergence of COVID-19, requiring models to remain effective
amidst these shifts. Given these challenges, one cannot help but question:

Are current training and evaluation protocols truly equipped to ensure that
deployed medical imaging models perform robustly across different institutions?

Federated learning is one proposed solution, enabling collaborative training across
disparate datasets [26], which could improve robustness while maintaining data
separation. Yet, current evaluations of federated learning do not explicitly con-
sider label, demographic, and temporal shifts simultaneously. Addressing this
gap, we contribute a novel problem setup designed to simulate versatile medical
scenarios. We also provide comprehensive benchmarking of existing methods,
and we use our setup to emulate federated learning under pandemic conditions.

Problem and Benchmark Contribution. We introduce FedMedICL (Fed-
erated Medical Imaging with Continual Learning), a dual-function problem for-
mulation. (i) It offers a unified approach for modeling label, demographic, and
temporal shifts in medical imaging. (ii) It acts as a comprehensive testbed
for evaluating the efficacy of federated learning in diverse healthcare settings.
FedMedICL uses demographic metadata to automatically create federated and
continual learning tasks, resulting in a realistic benchmark. We aim to foster
reproducible research in this vital setup by releasing our extendable code.

Pandemic Spread Simulation Contribution. We showcase a practical
application of FedMedICL: evaluation of model adaptation to a novel disease
under pandemic conditions. In our setup, different hospitals may have access to
COVID-19 datasets that grow at different rates over time. This evaluation is
unexplored in prior federated learning research.

2 Related Work

Distribution Shifts in Medical Imaging. Research in long-tailed recongi-
tion [1], fairness [24], and continual learning [6] targets label imbalance [18],
demographic [31], and temporal shifts [9] respectively, yet typically operates in
isolation. Recent works like SubpopBench [31] have made advances by formal-
izing subpopulation shifts, yet they do not study them together, and do not
model temporal shifts. Similarly, MEDFAIR [34] comprehensively evaluates de-
mographic fairness but leaves label imbalance and temporal shifts unexplored.
Furthermore, these studies typically overlook the siloed nature of medical data,
a crucial aspect of real-world healthcare settings. In contrast, we offer a holis-
tic approach to evaluate label, demographic, and temporal distribution shifts in
medical imaging, while also considering the siloed nature of medical data.

3 FedMedICL: Problem and Benchmark

We study three types of distribution shifts associated with classification for real-
world federated medical imaging. Individual hospitals possess small, isolated
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datasets, leading to label and demographic imbalances (types @ and @). Med-
ical data continually evolves, necessitating models that adapt to temporal shifts
(type @). To replicate these real-world conditions, our benchmark consists of
two components that follow the federated learning and continual learning liter-
ature [19,9]: Client Splitting, to simulate the distribution of data across medical
institutions, and Temporal Task Splitting, to model the evolution of data over
time. Next, we formalize the setup for federated and continual learning.

3.1 Background on Federated and Continual Learning

Assume we are given an input image x € & and its ground truth diagnosis label
y € Y with Y = {1,2,...,L}. We aim to build a classifier fy : X — P(}),
parameterized by 6, that can correctly classify x, where P(}) is the probability
simplex over the label space. Furthermore, medical data is often coupled with a
set of attributes ay, aq,...a, € A, e.g , the age or sex of patients.

In federated learning, client splitting divides a dataset D into K segments
{D!,... DK}, each corresponding to a hospital. Each hospital may have a dif-
ferent distribution of attributes. Let DF be the training distribution at hospital
k. D* is characterized by the set of probabilities of observing the different at-
tributes at that hospital, denoted by {p¥}™, where P(, ,)pr(a = a;) = pF.
That is, p¥ > 0 is the probability that the attribute a; is observed at hospital k.

In continual learning, temporal task splitting divides a hospital’s dataset
D' into T sequential segments, {D},... D4}, which are called temporal tasks.

3.2 Benchmark Construction Methodology

We propose a benchmark construction method that precisely mirrors the com-
plex scenarios in real-world medical federated and continual learning tasks.

Client Splitting. We introduce a scalable method to simulate the dis-
tribution of medical data across K clients, each representing a medical insti-
tution, by dividing them into two types: Balanced and Skewed. A Balanced
client & maintains a homogeneous demographic distribution, defined as Vi, j €
{1,...,m}, p¥ ~ p;?. Conversely, a Skewed client k is marked by an uneven distri-
bution, with at least one attribute a; having a significantly higher than average
probability, i.e , p¥ > 1/m. We create a mix of Balanced and Skewed clients
to reflect the diverse demographic imbalances both within and across different
hospitals, mimicking the heterogeneity of real-world medical data.

Temporal Task Splitting. We now address the temporal aspect of medi-
cal data, necessitating continual learning [9]. We define the localized split, which
models demographic-based temporal shifts. We also consider novel disease emer-
gence, which is a label-based temporal shift.

1- Localized Split. Hospital admission rates for different demographic groups vary
seasonally, potentially due to local factors. To model these localized factors, we
let p¥ # pl VI # k. That is, the distribution of attributes at each client evolve
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independently and differently from other clients, resulting in cross-institutional
data imbalances. Examples of healthcare scenarios that can be modeled by our
localized split include demographic variations in emergency rooms [5].

2- Nowel Disease Split. We aim to simulate the label imbalance associated with
the emergence of a new disease, in which different geographic regions experience
different rates of disease spread [25]. Given a novel disease label Yoy, we define T
tasks characterized by {Dj, ... D%} for each client’s dataset D?. During T' = 1, we
have Vi, P, ,ypi (Y = Ynew) = 0 for all clients, while in the following tasks some
clients encounter a distribution shift with 3i, j s.t. P(x,y)~D51>1(y = Ynew) > 0,

simulating the introduction of a novel disease into the cross-institutional dataset.

3.3 Evaluation and Datasets

Baselines. We implement baseline methods from various fields: data augmenta-
tion (MixUp [33]), domain generalization (SWAD [4]), continual learning (ER [6]),
group-imbalanced learning (GB for group-balancing), and class-imbalanced learn-
ing (CB for class-balancing, CRT [16]). Each method tackles a single challenge
and is unable to handle all scenarios that FedMedICL simulates. Therefore,
we adapt these methods by augmenting them with federated averaging (Fe-
dAvg) [19]. The modified version of each method is prefixed with “F-” (e.g
F-CRT) throughout the paper. For comprehensive comparisons, we implement
local training with Empirical Risk Minimzation (ERM), which does not use fed-
erated learning, serving as a reference point for minimum expected performance.
Following MEDFAIR [34], we used a ResNet-18 backbone for all the baselines.

Datasets. We utilize five public medical imaging datasets: CheXpert [14],
Fitzpatrick17k [12], HAM10000 [27], OL3I [32], and PAPILA [17]. We also con-
struct a new dataset, CheXCOVID, combining images from CheXpert and the
COVID-19 image data collection [8]. Our choice of datasets is based on their
scale, coverage of a wide range of imaging tasks, and availability of demographic
metadata. A table summarizing these datasets is included in the Appendix.

Reported Metric. These datasets exhibit skewed class distributions, so a
naive classifier that overpredicts the majority label achieves a high overall accu-
racy. Thus, we follow the Long-Tailed Recognition (LTR) literature and measure
the LTR Accuracy [1]: LTR = %Zle N% D vist g Hargmax; fj(z;) = j},
where N; denotes the number of instances in the jth class. To quantify label
imbalance, we report the Imbalance Factor (IF), IF = %‘I]\\;’ [1], in Figure 2.

Evaluation. As shown in Figure 1b, we evaluate adaptation to local shifts via
temporally aligned test tasks, and generalization across diverse demographics via
a hold-out set Dj, that preserves the original dataset’s demographic distribution.

4 Benchmark Results

We evaluate the baselines using our localized split framework, detailed in Sec-
tion 3. This framework models distributed hospitals experiencing independent
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Fig.2: Benchmarking Demographic Shifts. We simulate age-based demo-
graphic changes over time and benchmark methods in different datasets. The
mean LTR accuracy across clients is reported for each method. Except on the
PAPILA dataset, no method reliably competes with the simple F-CB baseline.

demographic shifts over time. In this section, demographic groups are defined
by skin type for PAPILA and age brackets (e.g 0-40 years) for other datasets,
but our framework supports alternative attributes such as sex.

Setup. We set up K = 10 clients per dataset, except the largest dataset
CheXpert with K = 50. This choice ensures similar dataset sizes across clients,
providing a fair comparison across datasets. Employing our localized split strat-
egy, we assign T = 4 sequential training tasks to each client to simulate seasonal
changes in disease patterns and hospital admissions. For example, the prevalence
of seasonal flu can alter the demographic composition of hospital patients during
flu season. Transitioning to a new task represents evolution in patient age de-
mographics, except for PAPILA, where skin demographics are used. Each client
receives T' = 4 local test sets matching their training data demographics, as de-
picted in Figure 1b. During each task, training includes multiple communication
rounds, each with M = 5 iterations and a batch size of 10, followed by feder-
ated averaging. At the end of every training task, we assess each client’s model
on all previously encountered tasks, following Equation (2) in [10], and report
the mean LTR across clients in Figure 2. After the final task, we evaluate each
client’s final model on a shared test set Dy, representing a global demographic
distribution. This evaluation is reported in Figure 3.

Results. Figure 2 compares methods across multiple datasets and diverse
demographic distributions. Our evaluation under the FedMedICL setup reveals
that the straightforward class-balancing approach (F-CB, shown in green) sur-
passes all other methods in 5/6 datasets. Notably, advanced algorithms such as
F-SWAD and F-CRT, despite their strong performance in previous benchmarks
like SubpopBench [31] and MEDFAIR [34], fall short in every examined dataset.
This discrepancy supports our hypothesis: progress in tackling individual types
of shift is not sufficient for deployment in federated settings with simultane-
ous distribution shifts. Specifically, SWAD’s dense stochastic weight averaging
requires many iterations to converge, making it suboptimal for FedMedICL sce-
narios where quickly adapting to new distributions is crucial. Similarly, CRT’s
two-staged paradigm is cumbersome for the dynamic nature of federated and
continual learning, which require frequent client communication and swift adap-
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Fig.3: Performance on New Demographic Distributions. We report the
LTR accuracy on a hold-out test set, as shown in Figure 1b. Results are averaged
across clients. No method consistently generalizes better than F-CB.

tation. Results in Figure 3, examining the final model at T' = 4 against a hold-out
set, align with these findings. It suggests that better performance on local client
data correlates with better out-of-distribution demographic generalization.

Disparities across Datasets. We explore why performance varies across
FedMedICL datasets. The class-balancing method (F-CB, shown in green) is
the most effective in most datasets except PAPILA, where the group-balancing
method (F-GB, shown in orange) excels. We hypothesize that this variance re-
lates to the different types of imbalance present in each dataset: group imbalance
in PAPILA and class imbalance in other datasets. For example, the HAM10000
dataset has 7 labels with an imbalance factor (IF) of 58.3, which indicates a
severely skewed label distribution. Similarly, CheXpert has only 2 labels with
IF = 9.6, meaning that one label encompasses around 90% of the dataset. This
is why class-balancing is effective in these datasets. An interesting case is OL3I,
having 2 labels with IF = 22.1, which is more skewed than CheXpert. Due to its
extreme imbalance, methods including F-CB achieve around 50% LTR, which
degenerates to the case of simply predicting the majority class.

In PAPILA, we hypothesize that the variation in image characteristics related
to age is more significant than class imbalance. We group images by age and
compute the contrast feature, which measures the variation in gray-level intensity
between neighboring pixels [13]. We compute the Cohen’s D value [7] to compare
image contrast features between older adults (60+) and younger adults (below
60). The values are 0.01, 0.14, and 0.40 for CheXpert, HAM10000, and PAPILA
respectively. The higher value for PAPILA confirms the significance of differences
between the two age groups in this eye fundus dataset. Our analysis aligns with
ophthalmological findings that the eye’s structure varies with age [3]. Finally,
previous benchmarks found a high accuracy gap between age-based groups in
PAPILA [34], further confirming the age variation challenge in its fundus images.

5 Spread of the COVID-19 Pandemic Between Hospitals

FedMedICL can simulate novel disease outbreaks and evaluate algorithms under
such conditions. We simulate COVID-19 spreading between hospitals using a
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Fig.4: Adaptation under Pandemic Conditions. We simulate two types of
hospitals experiencing COVID-19 emergence over four tasks. We report perfor-
mance on non-COVID labels, in addition to examining how various methods
perform in recognizing the novel COVID-19 disease across the four time steps.

subset of our proposed CheXCOVID dataset, which augments CheXpert with
COVID-19 samples. Following the Novel Disease Split, introduced in Section 3,
we consider a scenario with K = 5 hospitals. Initially, X-ray screenings across
hospitals do not include COVID-19 samples. Over time, the number of samples
grows for each hospital, but the rate of increase in COVID-19 admissions varies
by geographic region, and hence by hospital [25]. More formally, we assign T' = 4
sequential training tasks to each hospital, mimicking the evolution of the pan-
demic. For each task, the number of COVID cases grows. We assume Task 1 is
pre-COVID: no hospital has any COVID cases in their training set. Three hos-
pitals experience rapid surges, where approximately 0%, 10%, 50%, and 90% of
patients have COVID for each step, respectively. Meanwhile, the remaining two
hospitals have slower growth rates, with 0% COVID for the first two tasks, then
10% and 50% for the final two. All models are tested on COVID and non-COVID
samples at the end of every task. The pivotal question we address is: How can our
simulated hospitals, experiencing varying rates of COVID-19 admission, utilize
federated learning to enhance the detection of the novel disease?

Results. Figure 4 presents our findings on Non-COVID labels (i.e accuracy
on CheXpert labels) and COVID label (recognition of COVID-19). After the pre-
COVID training stage (Task 1), all hospital models fail to recognize the novel
class. As the tasks progress, ERM exhibits severe forgetting of the Non-COVID
conditions, indicated by the severe drop in the 'Non-COVID Performance’ graph,
and demonstrates slow adaptation to COVID-19, as shown by the limited im-
provement in Task 2 on the 'COVID Performance’ graph. F-ER maintains stable
performance on non-COVID labels, which aligns with expectations, since F-ER
is designed to mitigate forgetting. However, it has a relatively flat curve for
COVID detection in the first two tasks, suggesting poor performance in early
pandemic stages. Conversely, F-CB and F-GB quickly adapt to COVID-19 but
at the expense of forgetting previously known diseases. Hence, there is a need for
new methods that can balance high plasticity, allowing for the swift detection
of emerging pathogens like COVID-19, with sufficient stability, which maintains
performance on established conditions.
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6 Conclusions and Future Research

We envision FedMedICL as a first step towards holistic evaluation of federated
medical imaging. It paves the way for research on distribution shifts in siloed
medical datasets, showing that a simple batch-balancing technique outperforms
existing methods. Our experiments focus on variations in age and skin type,
motivated by evidence of significant performance disparities across these at-
tributes [34]. Yet, we have designed FedMedICL with flexibility in mind, enabling
easy integration of additional singular attributes (e.g., device manufacturer) and
dual attributes (e.g., intersection of sex and age). FedMedICL can also easily ex-
tend to any modality, such as text and tabular data. We encourage researchers
to expand our benchmark to include more data attributes and modalities.
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Appendix

Table 1: Summary of Datasets and Selected Metadata

Dataset # Labels Metadata Imbalance Factor (IF)
CheXCOVID 3 Age 10.8
CheXpert 2 Age 9.6
Fitzpatrick17k 3 Skin 5.4
HAM10000 7 Age 58.3
PAPILA 3 Age 5.2
OL3I 2 Age 22.1
Contrast Density (PAPILA) Contrast Density (CheXpert) Contrast Density (HAM10000
012 [ Male 0.00200 0 Young [ Young
. [ Female 0.00175 [ old 0.008 [ old
0.10 0.00150
>0.08 20.00125 5,0.006
g 0.06 £ 0.00100 g
a % 0 0.004
0.00075
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0.02 0.00025
0.00 20 40 0.000007 5000 10000 15000 0.00073 1000 2000
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Fig.5: Comparing pixel contrast density different datasets, we observe the sig-
nificant difference in image characteristics across age groups in PAPILA.
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Fig.6: AUC Evaluation on New Demographic Distributions. Reporting
LTR (see Figure 3) is important because a model trained on a severely imbal-
anced dataset (e.g. ERM on HAM10000) can learn to over-predict the majority
class, resulting in an AUC (this figure) value much higher than the LTR value.
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Table 2: Samples of Datasets. Samples from the six datasets used in our study
show the diversity and real-world relevance of the selected medical imaging tasks.

CheXCOVID

CheXpert

Fitzpatrickl17k

HAM10000

PAPILA

OL3I
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