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Abstract—Vision-language models (VLMs) have shown signif-
icant potential for medical tasks; however, their general-purpose
nature can limit specialized diagnostic accuracy, and their large
size poses substantial inference costs for real-world clinical de-
ployment. To address these challenges, we introduce CLARIFY, a
Specialist–Generalist framework for dermatological visual ques-
tion answering (VQA). CLARIFY combines two components: (i)
a lightweight, domain-trained image classifier (the Specialist) that
provides fast and highly accurate diagnostic predictions, and (ii)
a powerful yet compressed conversational VLM (the Generalist)
that generates natural language explanations to user query. In
our framework, the Specialist’s predictions directly guide the
Generalist’s reasoning, focusing it on the correct diagnostic path.
This synergy is further enhanced by a knowledge graph-based
retrieval module, which grounds the Generalist’s responses in
factual dermatological knowledge, ensuring both accuracy and
reliability. This hierarchical design not only reduces diagnostic
errors but also significantly improves computational efficiency.
Experiments on our curated multimodal dermatology dataset
demonstrate that CLARIFY achieves an 18% improvement in
diagnostic accuracy over the strongest baseline—a fine-tuned,
uncompressed single-line VLM—while reducing the average
VRAM requirement and latency by at least 20% and 5%
respectively. These results indicate that a Specialist–Generalist
system provides a practical and powerful paradigm for building
lightweight, trustworthy, and clinically viable AI systems.

Index Terms—Vision-Language Models, Dermatological Di-
agnosis, Auxiliary Classifier, Retrieval-Augmented Generation,
Low-Resource Settings.

I. INTRODUCTION

V ISION language models (VLMs) like LLaVA [1] and
Qwen-VL [2] have demonstrated a remarkable ability to

interpret and reason about joint visual and textual data [3].
Their potential in medicine is vast, with promising appli-
cations in tasks ranging from radiological report generation
to comprehensive clinical decision support [4], [5]. However,
translating this potential into reliable clinical tools faces some
critical hurdles. Firstly, their general-purpose pretraining often
results in suboptimal performance on specialized diagnostic
tasks, a known limitation of applying generalist models to
specialized domains like medicine, law, forensics etc [6].
Secondly, their immense size leads to high computational costs
and inference latency, rendering them impractical for many
resource-constrained clinical environments where on-premise
deployment is a necessity [7].

This challenge also propagates to domains like dermatology,
a highly visual medical specialty. The accurate diagnosis
of skin conditions often depends on subtle morphological
features, yet there exists significant visual overlap between dif-
ferent diseases (low inter-class variance) and wide variations
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in the presentation of a single disease across different skin
types and stages (high intra-class variance). This complexity
makes dermatological diagnosis a challenging task for general-
purpose AI models that lack specialized training and inductive
biases for fine-grained visual classification.

Prior attempts to adapt VLMs for such specialized do-
mains have followed two primary paths, each with significant
drawbacks. The most common approach is extensive fine-
tuning on domain-specific datasets. While this can improve
accuracy, it often requires massive labeled datasets and, more
critically, can degrade the model’s pre-trained conversational
and reasoning abilities—a phenomenon known as catastrophic
forgetting [8], [9]. The second path involves post-training
model compression to reduce cost, but techniques like prun-
ing [10], [11] and quantization [12], [13] can further impair the
model’s already fragile diagnostic accuracy. A framework that
can simultaneously deliver high specialist accuracy, maintain
robust conversational ability, and operate efficiently remains
an open and critical challenge.

To resolve this triad of challenges, we propose CLARIFY,
a Specialist–Generalist framework designed for dermatolog-
ical VQA. Instead of relying on a single, monolithic model,
CLARIFY adopts a modular, hierarchical approach. It lever-
ages a highly-efficient, domain-specific image classifier—the
Specialist—to first generate a fast and accurate diagnostic
hypothesis. This structured output then guides a compact, con-
versational VLM—the Generalist—to generate a contextually-
aware and detailed response. This division of labor ensures that
specialized pattern recognition is handled by an expert model,
while complex language generation is managed by a VLM that
is now primed for the correct diagnostic context.

Furthermore, to enhance the trustworthiness and factual
accuracy of the generated explanations, CLARIFY incorpo-
rates a retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) pipeline [14].
This pipeline utilizes a curated dermatological knowledge
graph [15] to retrieve relevant information, grounding the
Generalist’s output in established medical knowledge. This
approach makes the system’s reasoning more transparent and
reliable, directly addressing the critical issue of factual hallu-
cination in medical AI systems [16].

We validate our framework on a dermatological VQA task,
demonstrating that this synergistic approach leads to a system
that is not only more accurate but also significantly more
computationally efficient. Our primary contributions are as
follows:

• A Novel Specialist-Generalist Framework: We propose
CLARIFY, an architecture that effectively combines a
domain-specific classifier with a generalist VLM to im-
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prove both diagnostic accuracy and inference efficiency
in medical VQA.

• A Multimodal Dermatology VQA Dataset: To facilitate
this research, we curated a dataset comprising 1,776 skin
disease images from the DermNet website [17], each
paired with multi-turn conversational data also sourced
from DermNet, for fine-tuning and evaluation.

• Knowledge-Grounded Reasoning: We integrate a
knowledge graph-based RAG mechanism that grounds
the model’s responses in factual domain knowledge,
enhancing the system’s reliability and interpretability for
clinical use.

• Model Compression for Efficient Deployment: We
have compressed the language model component of the
VLM to reduce its size, thereby lowering VRAM re-
quirements and inference costs. Specifically, we applied
a structural pruning method to minimize the model’s
footprint for real-world deployment.

II. RELATED WORKS

Our research is positioned at the intersection of four key
areas: the evolution of Vision-Language Models in medicine,
the role of specialized classifiers, the quest for computational
efficiency, and the enhancement of model trustworthiness
through retrieval-augmented generation.

The landscape of medical AI has been reshaped by the emer-
gence of large, multimodal models capable of processing and
reasoning over both visual and textual data. Foundational mod-
els like CLIP [18] and BLIP [19] established powerful methods
for aligning image and text representations. This paved the
way for conversational VLMs like LLaVA [1] and generalist
medical AI systems such as Med-PaLM M [5]. These models
have demonstrated impressive zero-shot capabilities in medical
VQA and report generation [4]. However, their “generalist”
nature is a double-edged sword: while they possess broad
contextual understanding, they often lack the fine-grained
discriminative power required for high-stakes diagnostic tasks,
leading to critical classification errors [6]. Our work leverages
the conversational strengths of these generalist models but
argues that they are insufficient for reliable diagnosis on their
own.

In contrast to generalist VLMs, traditional “specialist” mod-
els, predominantly based on Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs) like ResNet [20] or Vision Transformers (ViTs) [21],
have long been the gold standard for medical image classifica-
tion. These models are trained on domain-specific datasets to
excel at a single task, often achieving expert-level performance
in areas like dermatology [22]. Their key limitation, however,
is their inflexibility; they produce a class label or a probability
score but cannot engage in dialogue, explain their reasoning
in natural language, or integrate contextual information from
a clinical query. This creates a clear dichotomy: the precision
of specialists versus the versatility of generalists.

A major barrier to the clinical adoption of VLMs is their
prohibitive computational cost. Deploying models with billions
of parameters requires substantial GPU memory and process-
ing power, making on-premise deployment—often a necessity

for data privacy—a significant challenge [7]. To address this,
model compression has become a vital area of research.
Techniques like quantization (reducing numerical precision)
and pruning (removing redundant model weights) aim to create
smaller, faster models with minimal performance loss [23].
Structural pruning, particularly methods that remove entire
layers or blocks [24], [25], offers a practical path to significant
inference speedups without requiring specialized hardware.
Our framework explicitly incorporates this challenge by using
a compressed VLM as our Generalist, making efficiency a core
design principle rather than an afterthought.

A final challenge for VLMs in medicine is ensuring their
outputs are factually accurate and trustworthy. Without explicit
grounding in medical knowledge, these models can “halluci-
nate” incorrect information. Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) has emerged as a powerful technique to mitigate
this by dynamically retrieving information from an external
knowledge base to inform the generation process [14]. In
the medical domain, RAG has been used to enhance clinical
question-answering systems by pulling from medical literature
or knowledge graphs [16], [26]. However, its application
within a hybrid VLM framework for diagnostic VQA remains
underexplored. Our work integrates a knowledge graph-based
RAG to ensure the Generalist’s conversational outputs are not
only plausible but also clinically sound.

By synthesizing these threads, our work addresses a critical,
multifaceted gap: we propose a framework that marries the
diagnostic precision of a specialist classifier with the rich,
conversational ability of a compressed generalist VLM, all
while grounding its output in a factual knowledge base to
ensure reliability and trustworthiness.

III. THE CLARIFY FRAMEWORK

While large pre-trained models are powerful, specializing
them for domains like dermatology or any other highly special-
ized medical domain is full of challenges. Model compression
can address the high computational cost, but adapting these
models often leads to a well-documented paradox: fine-tuning
for diagnostic accuracy can destroy conversational ability, a
phenomenon known as catastrophic forgetting. Conversely,
maintaining conversational fluency often comes at the cost of
clinical precision and factual reliability.

To resolve this paradox, we propose the CLARIFY frame-
work, a novel Specialist-Generalist architecture. The high
level architecture of the CLARIFY framework is illustrated
in Figure 1. We named our framework CLARIFY to reflect
its core function: bringing clarity to complex medical queries
by ensuring responses are both accurate and understandable.
Instead of forcing a single model to master two conflicting
tasks, CLARIFY decouples the core responsibilities of per-
ception and reasoning into two synergistic components:

• The Specialist: A lightweight image classifier finetuned
on dermatological images, referred to as the Specialist
(Classifier) in Figure 1. Its sole purpose is to perform
perception—providing precise and reliable disease iden-
tification.

• The Generalist: A compressed, general-purpose Vision-
Language Model referred to as Generalist (VLM)
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in Figure 1. It handles reasoning and communica-
tion—generating safe, empathetic, and context-aware
conversational responses with the help of the integrated
knowledge graph.

Fig. 1: High-level architecture of the CLARIFY inference
pipeline, demonstrating the decoupling of perception (Clas-
sifier) and reasoning (RAG-enhanced VLM).

The synergy between these two components is the cor-
nerstone of our framework. The Specialist’s predictions are
injected into the Generalist’s prompt, anchoring its understand-
ing to the correct diagnosis. This guided-prompting mecha-
nism prevents the Generalist from hallucinating an incorrect
disease, effectively mitigating the accuracy degradation seen
in other approaches. To ensure factual grounding, a knowledge
graph-based Retrieval-Augmented Generation (KG-RAG) [27]
module provides verified medical context, constraining the
Generalist’s output to established clinical facts.

In summary, the CLARIFY framework creates a compos-
ite system where the Specialist ensures diagnostic precision
and the RAG-enhanced Generalist provides safe, factually-
grounded explanations. This structure allows the final, com-
pressed model to operate reliably and accurately within a
resource-constrained environment, making it suitable for real-
world clinical deployment. The following sections will detail
the implementation and evaluation of this framework.

IV. METHODOLOGY: THE CLARIFY SYSTEM
ARCHITECTURE AND CONSTRUCTION

The CLARIFY framework uses a modular approach that
separates different tasks. Instead of building a single, all-in-
one model, we create and optimize three separate components:
a perception module (the Specialist), a conversational module
(the Generalist), and a knowledge module (KG-RAG). This
section explains how each component is built and how they
work together in the final inference pipeline. Figure 2 shows
the structured flow used to train and build the CLARIFY
framework components.

A. Dataset Curation: Small-Derma-VQA

All experiments were conducted on a curated collection of
dermatological images obtained from the DermNetNZ cor-
pus [17]. From the 23 available classes, comprising approxi-
mately 19,000 images, we selected eight distinct diseases for
our study. We manually vetted the dataset to retain high-quality
images belonging to these classes, removed duplicates using

Dedup [28], and constructed a subset of 1,776 images. The
selected classes include Actinic Keratosis, Dermatitis, Basal
Cell Carcinoma, Rosacea, Melanoma, Psoriasis, Seborrheic
Keratosis, and Lichen Planus. Of these, 1,737 images were
allocated for training and 39 images were reserved for testing,
as summarized in Table I.

In addition, we extracted question–answer pairs from the
same source to construct a complete VQA dataset for our
study. We refer to this dataset as Small-Derma-VQA [29].

The following are illustrative Question & Answer (Q&A)
pairs demonstrating typical clinical queries and responses:

Question:
What is the name of the disease?

Response:
The name of the disease is Seborrheic Keratosis.

Question:
What are the clinical features of Seborrheic keratoses?

Response:
Seborrheic keratoses can appear on most skin areas, except
palms, soles, and mucous membranes. They vary in size,
color, and texture, from flat to raised, smooth to warty. They
may be solitary or grouped on areas like the scalp, breasts,
spine, or groin, often sticking to the skin. Ultraviolet (UV)
exposure may also contribute to their formation. In some
cases, the use of epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)
inhibitors has been linked to an increased number of these
lesions.

Class Training Set Testing Set
Images QA Pairs Images QA Pairs

Actinic keratosis 200 2000 4 40
Seborrheic keratosis 200 1000 2 10
Melanoma 118 944 4 32
Lichen planus 226 2260 3 30
Rosacea 193 965 2 10
Psoriasis 200 1000 8 40
Basal cell carcinoma 300 3300 9 99
Dermatitis 300 2700 7 63
Total 1737 14169 39 324

TABLE I: Class distribution of training and test sets with
corresponding number of images and question-answer (QA)
pairs.

B. The Specialist: A High-Precision Perception Module

Fine-tuning large-scale vision-language models (VLMs) on
custom datasets of limited size is a significant challenge. Gen-
eralization is difficult because these models rely on massive
and diverse pre-training data. As a result, achieving accurate
disease detection with a fine-tuned VLM carries a high risk of
overfitting or underperforming. To address this, we designed a
dedicated Specialist module, whose sole purpose is to provide
the VLM with highly accurate, detection-specific information.

For the core of our Specialist, we selected the DINOv2
model [30]. DINOv2 is a transformer-based model trained via
self-distillation on large, unlabeled datasets, which allows it to
learn robust and generalizable visual features. Its architecture
stacks multiple transformer layers and uses a special ‘[CLS]’
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Fig. 2: Overview of the structured training and construction flow for the CLARIFY framework: (A) Compression and fine-
tuning of a Vision-Language Model (VLM) into a generalist model via structural pruning and fine-tuning. (B) Training
specialist classifiers using classification datasets. (C) Integration of dermatology knowledge bases into structured knowledge
and conversion into a knowledge graph.

token to aggregate global image information, making it excep-
tionally effective for downstream classification tasks.

The Specialist is composed of the pre-trained DINOv2
model as a frozen feature extractor and a lightweight clas-
sification head. This head is a two-layer feedforward network
(FFN) with output neurons corresponding to the number of
disease classes in our dataset.

Mathematical Representation: Let X ∈ RH×W×C denote
an input image of height H , width W , and C channels. The
DINOv2 backbone encodes this image into a latent feature
representation:

Z = DINOv2(X), Z ∈ Rd,

where Z is the d-dimensional embedding extracted from the
final layer of the backbone. This representation is subsequently
fed into a trained feed-forward network (FFN):

y = FFN(Z), y ∈ Rk,

where y contains the unnormalized logits corresponding to
the k disease classes. The final predictive distribution over
classes is obtained via the softmax operation:

ŷ = softmax(y),

with ŷ ∈ Rk representing the class probabilities.
Training Strategy: The training process was meticulously

staged to maximize performance:
1) FFN Head Training: Initially, the entire DINOv2 back-

bone was kept frozen. We trained only the FFN head
using the DINOv2 embeddings as input. This stage used
a learning rate of 1× 10−3 and allowed the classifier to
learn the mapping from DINOv2’s feature space to our
specific disease labels without disturbing the powerful
pre-trained weights.

2) Full Model Fine-tuning: Once the FFN head reached
a baseline accuracy of 60%, we unfroze the DINOv2
backbone and fine-tuned the entire model end-to-end.
For this phase, we used a much lower learning rate of 1×
10−5 with an Adam optimizer and weight regularization.
This critical step allows the pre-trained features to adapt
subtly to the specific nuances of dermatological images.

C. The Generalist: An Efficient Conversational VLM

The Generalist module is responsible for reasoning and
natural language communication. Its construction involved two
key phases: making the base VLM computationally efficient
via pruning, and then fine-tuning it exclusively for conversa-
tional tasks.

a) Base Model Compression via Structural Pruning:
Deploying billion-parameter models is computationally expen-
sive. To address this, we applied structural pruning to our base
VLM. The language model component of VLMs (e.g. Qwen,
LLaVA) contains over 95% of the total parameters, making
it the prime target for pruning. We adopted a coarse-grained
structural pruning approach, where entire Transformer layers
are treated as individual pruning units. This enables practical
acceleration on existing hardware without needing specialized
sparse matrix operations.

Our pruning strategy, inspired by [24], identifies and re-
moves redundant layers. We first established that blocks 1,
2, and 32 are critical and must be preserved [24], [31]. For
the remaining layers, we employed an iterative, data-driven
approach to determine importance. Each candidate layer was
temporarily removed, and the pruned model’s performance
was evaluated on a small calibration dataset, Dcal.

To quantify the performance degradation, we compared the
output of the pruned model, fpruned, to that of the original
model, forig. For each input sample xi ∈ Dcal, we computed
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Fig. 3: Similarity score across different layers of (left) LLaVA-1.5-7B and (right) Qwen-VL-3B obtained using our pruning
analysis. A higher similarity indicates that the model can produce coherent output without the pruned layer, indicating lower
layer importance.

Fig. 4: Conceptual Diagram of VLM’s Structured Pruning

the output representations ypruned
i and yorig

i . We then used a
pre-trained sentence transformer, g(·) (all-MiniLM-L6-v2), to
get sentence embeddings, ei = g(yi). The cosine similarity
between these embeddings served as our metric:

Si =
epruned
i · eorig

i

∥epruned
i ∥∥eorig

i ∥
(1)

The average cosine similarity across all samples, Savg =
1

|Dcal|
∑

i Si, was taken as the importance score. A higher
similarity indicates that the removed layer had a lower impact.
Layers with the lowest importance were then permanently
pruned. Figure 3 shows the measured importance scores across
different layers.

b) VLM Specialization for Conversational Reasoning:
To avoid catastrophic forgetting, the compressed VLM was
not fine-tuned for disease classification. Instead, its training
focused exclusively on its final role: synthesizing information
into safe and coherent dialogue. We conducted a single stage
of parameter-efficient fine-tuning (using LoRA) on a VQA

dataset. The dataset collection strategy is described in Sec-
tion V. Each sample in the dataset provided the model with
a scenario that included a pre-determined disease label (as if
from the Specialist) and retrieved facts (as if from the KG),
training it to generate an appropriate conversational response.
During this stage, the vision encoder and projector were kept
frozen, restricting training to the LLM component and aligning
its capabilities with its role in the final inference pipeline. This
process is illustrated in Figure 2, which shows the flow from
the Compressed VLM to the Final VLM.

Fig. 5: Knowledge Graph example for the disease Rosacea

D. The Knowledge Module: Grounding Responses with KG-
RAG

To ensure the Generalist’s outputs are factually accurate and
trustworthy, we integrated a Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) system grounded in a structured knowledge base. RAG
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Fig. 6: The complete inference workflow of the CLARIFY system. The pipeline shows the sequential flow from the Specialist’s
prediction, to the KG retrieval, and finally to the Generalist’s grounded response generation.

enhances generative models by allowing them to retrieve
and incorporate external information, thereby improving the
quality, accuracy, and relevance of their outputs in practical
applications.

Fig. 7: Final prompt for the VLM, constructed using the
detected disease information from the specialist module along
with additional context from the knowledge graph.

We constructed a dermatological knowledge graph (KG)
using the KGGen platform [32], which employs large language
models to extract entities (diseases, symptoms, treatments) and
their relationships. For our implementation, we used Wikipedia
as the source for entity extraction, acknowledging that it is not
a clinically authoritative database, but it serves as a scalable
and diverse resource for prototyping. The KG was designed to
demonstrate the feasibility of knowledge-grounded reasoning
in our system and to illustrate how structured information
can reduce hallucinations in language model outputs. The
knowledge database is first passed to an LLM, which in our
case is Gemini 2.0 [33], to generate an initial knowledge graph.
The LLM is then called a second time through DSPy [34]
to verify the graph in context, thereby improving its con-
sistency and reducing redundancy in entity-relation pairs. To

enable efficient semantic matching, all entities and relations
in the KG were encoded into vector embeddings using the
all-MiniLM-L6-v2 sentence transformer [35], which offers a
balance of speed and performance. The framework is agnostic
to the underlying knowledge source; replacing Wikipedia with
clinically validated ontologies would directly enhance the
reliability, precision, and clinical relevance of the system.
A sample conceptual diagram of a knowledge graph for the
disease rosacea is shown in Figure 5, which highlights how key
entities such as symptoms, risk factors, and treatment options
are interconnected and can guide more grounded responses.

E. The CLARIFY Inference Pipeline: Integrating the Compo-
nents

At inference time, the three independently-prepared com-
ponents are integrated into a sequential workflow that ensures
accuracy, safety, and reliability. The global workflow is de-
picted in Figure 6.

1) Perception by the Specialist: The user submits an
image and a textual query. The image is first processed
by the Specialist module, which outputs a predicted
disease class.

2) Knowledge Retrieval: The predicted disease label is
used to query the Knowledge Module. The system
performs a semantic search on the pre-computed KG
embeddings to find the most relevant entity. It then
traverses the graph to retrieve related information (e.g.,
symptoms, common treatments, descriptions).

3) Guided Prompting for the Generalist: The retrieved
knowledge, the Specialist’s diagnosis, and the user’s
original query are combined into a comprehensive
prompt for the Generalist. The prompt is structured
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Fig. 8: Qualitative comparison on a sample query. The Baseline VLM (left) hallucinates an incorrect diagnosis. The CLARIFY
system (right), guided by the Specialist’s correct prediction (“Basal Cell Carcinoma (BCC)”), provides an accurate and reliable
response.

using a template that explicitly instructs the VLM to
act as a medical assistant and synthesize the provided
information as illustrated in Figure 7.

4) Grounded Response Generation: The Generalist VLM
receives the prompt and the original image, generating a
final response that integrates the visual information with
the diagnostic and factual context provided.

This multi-stage pipeline ensures that the final output is
anchored in an accurate visual classification and grounded
in a verifiable knowledge base, directly addressing the core
challenges of deploying reliable and trustworthy medical AI.

V. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we present a comprehensive evaluation of
the CLARIFY framework. Our experiments are designed to
answer three key questions: (1) How much inference cost can
be saved without significantly compromising the performance
of the VLM backbone? (2) Does the integrated CLARIFY
system substantially improve diagnostic accuracy compared
to a conventional fine-tuned VLM? (3) Does the Knowledge
Graph-based RAG component enhance the factual accuracy
and relevance of the conversational responses?

A. Evaluation Metric

For the diagnostic task, we measured classification accuracy
(correctly classified images). For the conversational task, we
employed an LLM-as-judge evaluation, using Qwen-2.5-32B
and gpt-oss-20b to assess response quality against a ground-
truth knowledge base.

To demonstrate the efficacy of our framework, we compare
CLARIFY against a strong baseline: a standard end-to-end
fine-tuned VLM. This baseline model undergoes a two-stage
fine-tuning process (first on image-label pairs for diagnosis,
then on conversational data), representing the conventional
approach to specializing a VLM without a decoupled architec-
ture. In our experiment, we fine-tuned three models using this
two-stage process to create our baseline models: Qwen2.5-VL-
3B, Qwen2.5-VL-7B, and LLaVA-1.5-7B.

B. Performance of Pruned Model

Structural pruning involves eliminating specific parameters,
such as entire layers, from a neural network model to enhance
efficiency. This process reduces the total number of parame-
ters, leading to faster inference times and lower video random-
access memory (VRAM) usage. However, this reduction in
model complexity comes at the cost of diminished conversa-
tional performance, as removing components can impair the
model’s ability to generate accurate and coherent outputs. To
guide the pruning process, an importance score is calculated
for each layer after iteratively removing individual blocks
from the model. This score reflects the layer’s contribution
to the model’s output accuracy: a higher score indicates that
the model retains better performance even when that layer is
removed, suggesting that the layer is less critical to the model’s
functionality. Conversely, layers with lower importance scores
are deemed more essential, as their removal significantly
degrades performance.

Based on these importance scores, layers are systematically
pruned, starting with those having the lowest cumulative
importance (i.e., the least impact on performance when re-
moved). This iterative pruning process allows for a controlled
reduction in model size while monitoring the tradeoff between
efficiency and performance. For performance measurement
we use LLM-Based Judge [36]. We evaluate our compressed
VLM generated text against the ground truth and provide a
performance score from our judge LLMs.

The results of this structured pruning approach are summa-
rized in Table II, which illustrates the relationship between
model compression, performance, and resource usage. Below
is a detailed breakdown of the table:

C. End-to-End Diagnostic Accuracy: CLARIFY vs. Baseline

We next evaluated the primary claim of our work: that
the CLARIFY framework improves diagnostic accuracy. We
compared the performance of our full CLARIFY system
(Specialist + Generalist) against the baseline fine-tuned VLM
across several model families.
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Model Name Layers
Removed

Number of
Parameters (B)

Compression
Ratio (%) VRAM (GB) Score, Judge:

Qwen-2.5-32B (%)
Score, Judge:

gpt-oss-20b (%)
Latency

(ms/token)

Qwen-2.5-3B

0 3.750 0 7.2 76.5 79.5 144
2 3.596 4 6.8 69.0 72.0 142
4 3.442 8 6.4 61.0 63.5 140
7 3.211 14 5.8 51.0 54.0 137
8 3.134 16 5.6 43.0 45.5 135
9 3.057 18 5.4 29.0 32.0 133

10 2.980 21 5.2 21.0 23.5 132

LLaVA-1.5-7B

0 7.063 0 13.4 78.5 81.0 163
2 6.659 5 12.5 71.5 74.0 159
4 6.254 10 11.7 64.0 67.0 156
7 5.647 20 10.5 56.0 59.0 153
8 5.444 23 10.1 48.0 50.5 151
9 5.242 26 9.7 35.0 38.0 149

10 5.040 29 9.4 26.0 29.0 147

Qwen-2.5-7B

0 8.290 0 14.0 81.0 84.0 176
2 7.824 6 13.1 75.0 78.0 173
4 7.358 11 12.3 68.0 71.0 170
7 6.659 20 11.1 59.0 62.0 165
8 6.426 22 10.7 51.0 54.0 164
9 6.193 25 10.3 38.0 41.0 162

10 5.960 28 10.0 29.0 32.0 161

TABLE II: Results of Structured Pruning for LLaVA and Qwen Models with Evaluation from Two Judges

To develop the Specialist Module, we fine-tuned DINOv2
(base variant, 86.6M parameters) on an image–label dataset
derived solely from our curated Small-Derma-VQA Dataset
until convergence. Table III compares the diagnostic accuracy
of fine-tuned VLM baselines against our proposed CLARIFY
framework. While Qwen-VL and LLaVA achieve moderate
performance after fine-tuning, CLARIFY substantially out-
performs all baselines, reaching an accuracy of 82.1%. The
diagnostic accuracy in CLARIFY framework is same for all
the VLMs because the diagnosis comes from the specialist
module. This result highlights the effectiveness of the Spe-
cialist–Generalist architecture in medical image understanding
tasks, demonstrating clear advantages over standard end-to-end
fine-tuning.

Mode Backbone Model Accuracy (%)

Fine-tuned
Qwen-VL-3B 51.3

LLaVA-1.5-7B 53.8
Qwen-VL-7B 64.1

CLARIFY Specialist (DINOv2) + 82.1Generalist (Qwen/LLaVA)

TABLE III: End-to-end diagnostic accuracy comparison across
models. CLARIFY, which integrates both specialist and gen-
eralist modules, achieves the highest performance.

The qualitative difference is stark, as shown in Figure 8.
The baseline model, confused by conversational fine-tuning,
misidentifies the disease. In contrast, the CLARIFY system,
guided by the Specialist’s correct prediction, provides the right
diagnosis along with a grounded explanation.

D. Conversational Quality and Factual Grounding

Finally, we evaluated the quality of the conversational
responses generated by the full CLARIFY system, which
leverages the KG-RAG module. We used the LLM-as-a-
Judge framework to assess the similarity and accuracy of the
models’ responses to questions about treatment, causes, and

related topics against ground-truth information. For the final
evaluation of CLARIFY, we used pruned VLMs with seven
transformer layers removed as the Generalist (as shown in
Table II). This configuration was chosen because it provides
a substantial reduction in VRAM usage without significantly
compromising performance.

As mentioned earlier in Section V-A, the baseline models
were created using two-stage fine-tuning. However, this two-
stage process resulted in a noticeable drop in general con-
versational ability. In contrast, CLARIFY employed a single-
stage fine-tuning approach focused solely on conversational
adaptation of the language model, while keeping the vision en-
coder frozen. This approach explains why the final CLARIFY
framework demonstrates strong conversational performance.

Mode Backbone Model Score, Judge:
Qwen-2.5-32B (%)

Score, Judge:
gpt-oss-20b (%)

Fine-Tuned
Qwen-VL-3B 60 65
LLaVA-1.5-7B 66 69
Qwen-VL-7B 71 78

CLARIFY
Qwen-VL-3B 75 83
LLaVA-1.5-7B 79 84
Qwen-VL-7B 84 89

TABLE IV: Overall LLM-as-a-Judge evaluation of conversa-
tional quality (single combined score per model, scaled to
0–100). CLARIFY achieves consistently higher performance
across all backbones, with CLARIFY (Qwen-VL-7B) being
the strongest. The Specialist Module is not explicitly shown
here but is included within the CLARIFY framework.

As shown in Table IV, the CLARIFY system with various
Generalist backbones consistently produced high-quality re-
sponses. Both Qwen-2.5-32B and gpt-oss-20b assigned high
scores for similarity and accuracy across different topics,
indicating that the KG-RAG module successfully grounds the
Generalist’s outputs in factual medical knowledge. The consis-
tent scores suggest a robust and reliable level of performance,
ensuring that the conversational aspect of the system is both
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helpful and trustworthy.
In summary, our results demonstrate that the CLARIFY

framework is highly effective. It significantly boosts diagnos-
tic accuracy by decoupling perception and reasoning, while
ensuring that its conversational outputs are factually grounded
and reliable through its integrated KG-RAG module.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduced CLARIFY, a novel Special-
ist–Generalist framework designed to resolve the tension
between diagnostic accuracy and conversational fluency in
medical AI. We argued that forcing a single, monolithic Vi-
sion–Language Model (VLM) to handle both high-stakes clas-
sification and nuanced dialogue leads to catastrophic forgetting
and unreliable outputs. To address this, CLARIFY decouples
perception and reasoning: a lightweight, expert Specialist
classifier performs disease recognition, while a compressed,
conversationally tuned Generalist VLM generates coherent
and safe responses, guided by the Specialist’s output and
grounded in a Knowledge Graph–based retrieval module. Our
experiments demonstrate that CLARIFY substantially outper-
forms conventional fine-tuned VLMs, achieving an accuracy
of 82.1% compared to the 51–64% range of baselines. Beyond
accuracy, the integrated KG-RAG component ensures that re-
sponses remain factually grounded, improving both reliability
and trustworthiness in clinical settings. These results validate
the effectiveness of separating perception from reasoning
when designing medical AI systems. Despite its promise,
CLARIFY has limitations that motivate future work. Its multi-
component design introduces architectural complexity, and the
overall performance depends on the breadth and quality of the
underlying Knowledge Graph. Future research will focus on
(1) applying advanced compression to further minimize the
Generalist’s footprint, (2) expanding and validating the Knowl-
edge Graph with expert input, and (3) conducting prospective
clinical studies to assess real-world utility and safety. In
summary, CLARIFY provides a robust and practical paradigm
for medical AI: combining the precision of expert classifiers
with the reasoning capabilities of large language models. This
Specialist–Generalist blueprint offers a path toward AI systems
that are accurate, efficient, interpretable, and ultimately ready
for deployment in dermatology and other high-stakes medical
domains.

VII. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

Our experiments were conducted on a relatively small
dataset due to resource constraints, which limits the generaliz-
ability and robustness of the results. Scaling to larger and more
diverse datasets is essential to fully evaluate the framework’s
performance across a broader range of dermatological condi-
tions. Additionally, the knowledge graph used in this work
was derived from Wikipedia for experimental demonstration,
and we acknowledge it is not a clinically authoritative source.
Future work will involve training and testing with substantially
larger datasets and incorporating clinically validated ontolo-
gies, along with rigorous validation by medical experts to
ensure clinical reliability and applicability.
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