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Abstract

Accurate sarcopenia diagnosis via ultrasound remains challenging due to sub-
tle imaging cues, limited labeled data, and the absence of clinical context in
most models. We propose MedVQA-TREE, a multimodal framework that
integrates a hierarchical image interpretation module, a gated feature-level
fusion mechanism, and a novel multi-hop, multi-query retrieval strategy.
The vision module includes anatomical classification, region segmentation,
and graph-based spatial reasoning to capture coarse, mid-level, and fine-
grained structures. A gated fusion mechanism selectively integrates visual
features with textual queries, while clinical knowledge is retrieved through a
UMLS-guided pipeline accessing PubMed and a sarcopenia-specific external
knowledge base. MedVQA-TREE was trained and evaluated on two pub-
lic MedVQA datasets (VQA-RAD and PathVQA) and a custom sarcopenia
ultrasound dataset. The model achieved up to 99% diagnostic accuracy and
outperformed previous state-of-the-art methods by over 10%. These results
underscore the benefit of combining structured visual understanding with
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guided knowledge retrieval for effective AI-assisted diagnosis in sarcopenia.
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1. Introduction

Sarcopenia, a major giant of geriatric medicine, is characterized by the
progressive and functional loss of skeletal muscle, induced by a loss of mass,
strength and endurance [1] The condition is commonly associated with aging,
and factors such as malnutrition, physiological “wear and tear” due to the
burden of chronic disease (multimorbidity), and reduced physical activity
can exacerbate the condition or in combination with one and another induce
it. The heterogeneous patients that suffer from the condition challenges
its clinical presentation which poses great obstacles for a patient-centered
diagnosis and personalized treatment [2, 3, 4, 5].

Imaging techniques like dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA) and
bioelectrical impedance analysis (BIA) provide estimates of muscle mass,
while Computed Tomography (CT) and Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
offer insights into muscle composition and fat infiltration. However, their
high cost, limited accessibility, and radiation concerns limit widespread use
[6, 7]. Radiomics-based analysis enables extraction of high-dimensional fea-
tures from medical images but still faces issues like lack of external validation
and limited functional integration [8, 9].

To address these limitations, AI-driven multimodal methods are gaining
traction, combining imaging with biomechanical data from wearable devices
(e.g., Inertial Measurement Units (IMUs), smart insoles, pose estimation)
to enable continuous, real-world monitoring of sarcopenia [10, 11]. Yet,
challenges remain in longitudinal tracking, standardization, and heteroge-
neous data integration [12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. Among imaging modalities, ul-
trasound has gained significant attention due to its non-invasive, portable,
affordable, and radiation-free nature, enabling real-time assessment of both
muscle quantity (e.g., thickness, Cross-Sectional Area (CSA)) and quality
(e.g., echogenicity, pennation angle, fascicle length) [10, 11, 17]. Its suit-
ability for bedside use and community-level screening makes it particularly
valuable for diagnosing and monitoring sarcopenia in older adults. However,
operator dependency and limited sensitivity to subtle muscle changes neces-
sitate advanced, multi-level image analysis to reduce observer bias and im-
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prove diagnostic reliability. Moreover, integrating sonographic features with
clinical data such as comorbidities, tests of physical functioning, and labora-
tory results can provide a more holistic and accurate diagnosis. To support
the clinical adoption of ultrasound in muscle assessment, collaborative efforts
such as SARCUS (SARCopenia through UltraSound), an European Geriatric
Medicine Society initiative, are working to standardize acquisition protocols,
determine key diagnostic parameters, and collect population-based reference
data [18]. This initiative aims to close critical knowledge gaps by identifying
the most clinically relevant ultrasound biomarkers and integrating them into
comprehensive geriatric assessments. Such international collaborations are
essential to establish consensus protocols and promote the use of muscle ul-
trasound at the bedside, where timely and accessible diagnosis of sarcopenia
is urgently needed.

Recent advances in AI, especially deep learning and multimodal data
fusion, offer promising tools to enhance image interpretation, integrate clin-
ical knowledge graphs, and support decision-making in complex conditions
[17, 11, 19]. Despite success in fields like oncology and neurology, AI appli-
cations in sarcopenia are still limited due to small, heterogeneous datasets,
lack of domain-specific pipelines, inconsistent imaging protocols, and lim-
ited interpretability [15, 20]. To address these gaps, studies have explored
predictive models combining clinical indicators, image-derived features, and
multi-omics data [21]. A novel direction involves multimodal large language
models (MLLMs), which jointly analyze medical images and clinical texts to
answer diagnostic questions. While powerful in general domains, their clini-
cal deployment in areas like sarcopenia remains challenged by data scarcity
and domain adaptation needs.

Most current systems use either general-purpose (e.g., VGG, ResNet,
BERT) [22] or medical-domain (e.g., MedSLIP [23], FetalCLIP [24]) models,
but often fail to capture fine-grained anatomical details or interpret nuanced
clinical language, especially in ultrasound reports with specialized or multi-
lingual terminology [25]. While some architectures like MeDSLIP improve
anatomical awareness and others incorporate knowledge bases to enhance
text understanding, many still lack task-specific optimization and robust in-
ference capabilities [26].

A key limitation in MLLMs is the weak alignment between image and
text modalities, often leading to hallucinations or clinically irrelevant out-
puts. For instance, many models over-rely on textual priors and may gen-
erate outputs inconsistent with visual evidence due to autoregressive next-
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token prediction mechanisms. Approaches like LoGra-Med improve semantic
alignment through triplet supervision (image caption dialogue), and retrieval-
augmented generation (RAG) with visual grounding can reduce hallucina-
tions by anchoring outputs in real content. However, integration of retrieved
knowledge with visual data and user queries remains suboptimal in struc-
tured clinical workflows [27, 28, 29, 30].

Integrating external knowledge via RAG offers promise, as seen in frame-
works like Bailicai, which leverage medical ontologies to enhance factuality.
Yet, these methods often depend on hand-crafted queries, suffer from noisy
document retrieval, and lack effective fusion mechanisms. Addressing these
issues requires improved strategies for retrieval, alignment, and grounding,
specifically tailored to medical imaging and clinician interaction.

Therefore, the development of clinically reliable MLLMs demands novel
strategies for semantic alignment, domain adaptation, and knowledge inte-
gration, particularly when dealing with unstructured inputs such as ultra-
sound images and narrative clinical text in underrepresented conditions like
sarcopenia. To address the aforementioned challenges, we hypothesize that a
lightweight multimodal deep learning model, which integrates high-resolution
transverse and longitudinal ultrasound scans with structured clinical data
(including age, body mass index (BMI), and Short Physical Performance
Battery (SPPB) scores), can effectively improve the diagnostic performance
for sarcopenia. To improve interpretability and generalization in a low-data
setting, we employ compact transformer-based modules for multi-scale fea-
ture encoding. The key contributions of this study are as follows:

1. A hierarchical tree-based framework tailored for sarcopenia-aware vi-
sual reasoning: We introduce Medical Visual Question Answering us-
ing Tree-based Reasoning (MedVQA-TREE), a multi-level framework
specifically designed for sarcopenia diagnosis from ultrasound images.
Unlike existing models that treat visual features as flat embeddings,
our approach mimics clinical reasoning by performing coarse-to-fine
visual reasoning. high-level anatomical classification, region-specific
segmentation (e.g., muscle borders), and graph-based spatial modeling
to capture relative positions and interaction of anatomical structures.
This hierarchical pipeline reflects clinical practice and addresses the
challenge of limited visual saliency in muscle ultrasound.

2. Integration of RAG with structured medical knowledge: Our frame-
work incorporates a UMLS-guided RAG module that dynamically ac-
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cesses evidence from PubMed and a curated sarcopenia-specific knowl-
edge base. Unlike standard RAG systems that typically rely on single-
turn queries, our method leverages multi-query and multi-hop retrieval
strategies to enhance conceptual coverage and reasoning depth. By
generating multiple semantically distinct queries based on structured
patient features (including age, BMI, muscle strength, comorbidities),
the system retrieves evidence across diverse clinical dimensions. Fur-
thermore, the multi-hop mechanism enables the model to identify in-
direct medical connections such as the link between obesity, inflamma-
tion, and muscle degradation which are especially relevant in complex
syndromes like sarcopenia. This retrieval process is grounded in stan-
dardized medical ontologies, improving factual accuracy, minimizing
hallucination, and ensuring clinically reliable response generation.

3. A relation-aware gated fusion mechanism: We propose a novel mecha-
nism that selects the most relevant level of visual abstraction (coarse,
mid, or fine) based on the input question using a question-guided gate
selector. This selected representation is then passed through a Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) module for cross-modal fusion with the clin-
ical knowledge. This design improves semantic alignment, reduces un-
necessary noise from unrelated visual levels, and enhances interpretabil-
ity in medical VQA tasks.

4. Comprehensive evaluation across public and domain-specific datasets:
We validate our model on two widely used medical VQA datasets
(VQA-RAD [31], PathVQA [32]) as well as a newly collected ultrasound-
based sarcopenia dataset.

2. Materials and Methods

In this section, a multi-modal framework is introduced to address the
challenges associated with sarcopenia diagnosis and analysis. The following
subsections describe the procedures for data collection, preprocessing, feature
extraction, model development, and evaluation. The proposed framework
comprises environment three main modules, each targeting a distinct aspect
of the problem:

Hierarchical Ultrasound Image Interpretation: This module em-
ploys a three-level visual encoder to capture coarse, mid-level, and fine-
grained features from ultrasound images, focusing on muscle structure and
tissue characteristics critical for sarcopenia diagnosis. Image preprocessing
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techniques are tailored to each level of the hierarchical tree structure to ensure
consistent input quality, as described in Section 2.2. Section 2.3 then outlines
the feature extraction process, and in Section 2.3.1, we detail the image fea-
ture extraction at three levels: Level 1 – High-Level Global Features (Coarse
Grain), Level 2 – Regional Feature Extraction via Segmentation (Mid Grain),
and Level 3 – Fine-Grained Spatial Graph Features (Fine Grain). Different
architectures are applied at each granularity level to generate context-aware
representations, enhancing the model’s ability to interpret clinically relevant
visual patterns.

UMLS-Guided Biomedical Knowledge Retrieval: This module
implements a dynamic retrieval strategy to construct a sarcopenia-specific ex-
ternal knowledge base using multi-query and multi-hop retrieval over PubMed
and UMLS clinical ontologies. This process includes two main steps: Pre-
processing and Feature extraction. In the preprocessing phase, structured pa-
tient variables (e.g., age, BMI, SPPB) are transformed into UMLS-enriched
clinical concepts and expanded into multiple semantically diverse queries, as
described in Section 2.2. The knowledge base construction process is then
detailed, including the integration of UMLS, the generation of multi-hop
queries, and the retrieval of relevant documents from PubMed. Retrieved
content is segmented and indexed using a sarcopenia-specific Latent Dirichlet
Allocation (LDA) model to ensure contextual alignment. Section 2.3 further
elaborated on feature extraction. Section 2.3.2: Numeric Feature Extraction
explains how structured patient data is used to guide query generation. Sec-
tion 2.3.3: Textual Feature Extraction describes the Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) mechanism, highlighting how top-ranked sentences are
retrieved and encoded to provide clinically relevant textual features during
inference.

Question-Guided Gated Fusion: This module introduces a question-
guided gated fusion mechanism that selectively integrates multi-modal fea-
tures both visual (from different abstraction levels) and textual (from re-
trieved clinical knowledge) to enhance diagnostic accuracy and semantic
alignment in the final prediction. The fusion process is dynamically modu-
lated by the clinical question, allowing the model to attend to the most rele-
vant features of any level based on contextual cues: Model Development, we
mathematically formalize this fusion architecture, detailing how the gating
mechanism is applied across feature levels and how the final joint representa-
tion is computed for classification, as described in Section 2.4. This module
plays a critical role in aligning the retrieved evidence and visual cues with
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the intent of the question.
Figure 1 provided a comprehensive overview of the study’s methodology,

encompassing all stages of the framework. Each subfigure corresponds to
specific model components, described in detail across Sections 2.2–2.4: (a)
Ultrasound images are first categorized into transverse or longitudinal views
using a lightweight orientation-specific classifier. Subsequently, 400 domain-
optimized global features are extracted to capture coarse-grain anatomical
patterns. (b) Region-based features are extracted via a SAM-based seg-
mentation model, which identifies and isolates anatomically relevant muscle
areas. From the top-S most informative regions, 400-dimensional vectors are
computed to facilitate mid-grain analysis of localized muscle degradation. (c)
Fine-grained spatial relationships between anatomical structures are modeled
using a superpixel-based graph. Here, node embeddings encode localized
structural dependencies, enabling the detection of subtle patterns associated
with early-stage muscle degradation. → These processes ( a, b and c) are
detailed in Section 2.2.1 (Image Preprocessing) and Section 2.3.1 (Visual
Feature Extraction: Hierarchical – Coarse, Mid, Fine Grain). (d) Structured
clinical variables such as age, sex, BMI, and SPPB are encoded via neural
projection layers into 400-dimensional latent representations that capture
both statistical distributions and biomedical semantics. → Described in Sec-
tion 2.2.2 (Numeric Data Preprocessing) and Section 2.3.2 (Numeric Feature
Extraction). (e) An adaptive gated fusion mechanism dynamically selects the
most informative modality-specific representation, enabling effective integra-
tion of visual and clinical information through a LoRA-enhanced network for
downstream classification. → Detailed in Section 2.4 (Model Development).
(f) A semantic retrieval module converts patient-specific clinical features into
UMLS-guided multi-query PubMed searches. Retrieved evidence is filtered
and refined through multi-hop retrieval, supporting knowledge enrichment
tailored to sarcopenia diagnosis. → Further discussed in Section 2.2.3 (Tex-
tual Query Processing) and Section 2.3.3 (Textual Feature Extraction). (g)
Retrieved sentences are topic-filtered using LDA and embedded via biomed-
ical language models such as BioBERT and PubMedBERT. The top-C con-
textually aligned sentences are integrated with imaging and clinical features
through a RAG-based architecture, enabling personalized, knowledge-guided
representations that enhance both interpretability and diagnostic accuracy.
→ Fully described in Section 2.3.3 (Textual Feature Extraction) and Section
2.4 (Model Development).
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Figure 1: Overview of the proposed multi-modal framework for sarcopenia.
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2.1. Data collection
To evaluate the disease-specific prediction capability of our proposed

model, MedVQA-TREE was first assessed on a custom ultrasound dataset fo-
cusing on sarcopenia. We then applied our method to two publicly available
MedVQA datasets as downstream tasks, namely VQA-RAD and PathVQA,
to assess the generalizability and domain-specific effectiveness of the model.
A description of each dataset follows.

Sarcopenia Ultrasound Dataset (Proprietary): The dataset com-
prises multimodal patient data, including both structured clinical variables
and unstructured ultrasound imaging, aimed at supporting sarcopenia clas-
sification. A total of 24 patients were enrolled and categorized as either
sarcopenic or non-sarcopenic (control), classified according to the European
Working Group on Sarcopenia in older people 2 evidence-based criteria [1].
The structured data includes demographic and physical attributes such as
age, sex, height, weight, BMI, the number of self-reported falls, and the Short
Physical Performance Battery (SPPB) score, a validated tool for assessing
lower limb strength and fall risk in older adults. The cohort consisted of
73% female and 27% male participants, consistent with the higher preva-
lence of sarcopenia among women. The imaging component contains 3,474
grayscale ultrasound images captured in both transverse (1,350 images: 458
sarcopenic, 892 control) and longitudinal (962 images: 318 sarcopenic, 644
control) planes, focusing on the Rectus Femoris (RF) muscle at the anterior
thigh. Images were acquired at two high resolutions 1552×970 and 1164×873
pixels allowing detailed assessment of muscle structure and texture relevant
to sarcopenia detection. Overall, 30.53% of the images were labeled as sar-
copenic and 69.47% as non-sarcopenic. Stratified by gender, male patients
contributed 763 sarcopenic and 1,240 non-sarcopenic samples, while female
patients contributed 297 sarcopenic and 1,172 non-sarcopenic samples. This
curated dataset supports the development and evaluation of multimodal AI
models for early sarcopenia diagnosis.

VQA-RAD Dataset: VQA-RAD is a radiology-focused VQA dataset
comprising 315 manually curated medical questions paired with 515 radiology
images (X-ray, CT, MRI). Each question falls into one of the predefined types
(Yes/No, Open-ended, Counting) and is linked to relevant anatomical or
pathological contexts. Despite its small size, it is widely used for evaluating
fine-grained medical reasoning in low-data regimes.

PathVQA Dataset: PathVQA includes 4,998 image question answer
triplets from pathology slides. It covers detailed diagnostic scenarios across
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multiple organs, emphasizing both visual detail and factual grounding. It
serves as a high-fidelity benchmark for knowledge-augmented visual diagno-
sis.

2.2. Pre-processing

The custom sarcopenia dataset was imbalanced, with 69.47% of the sam-
ples labeled as non-sarcopenic and 30.53% as sarcopenic. This class imbal-
ance was also reflected across sex subgroups. Among male patients, 1,240
samples were non-sarcopenic and 763 were sarcopenic, while among female
patients, 1,172 samples were non-sarcopenic and 297 were sarcopenic. All
ultrasound images and associated clinical variables were collected as part
of a custom sarcopenia dataset designed to reflect diverse anatomical views
and varying stages of muscle degradation. For each patient, multiple longi-
tudinal and transverse ultrasound images were included, capturing distinct
cross-sectional muscle features. No filtering was applied to reduce the number
of images per patient; instead, all available images were retained to enrich
the visual context and allow the model to leverage complementary spatial
perspectives.

2.2.1. Image Preprocessing

All ultrasound images were normalized and resized to a fixed resolution
to ensure consistency across the dataset. Several preprocessing techniques
were investigated, and their comparative performance is presented in Section
3 (Results).

2.2.2. Numeric Data Preprocessing

Structured clinical variables including age, sex, height, weight, BMI, and
SPPB score were preprocessed via two complementary pathways to support
both multimodal fusion and external knowledge retrieval:

1. Embedding Path (Feature Integration) To integrate numerical data
with image-derived features, clinical variables were encoded into vector
representations. Specifically, categorical variables, such as sex, were
encoded using one-hot vectors or trainable embedding layers. Contin-
uous variables, including BMI, weight, height, and SPPB score, were
normalized using min-max scaling to ensure consistency and avoid fea-
ture dominance during fusion. Several preprocessing strategies were
explored, and the optimal configurations were selected based on empir-
ical evaluations, as discussed in the Results section.
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2. Knowledge Retrieval Path (Semantic Enrichment) To supplement the
model with domain-specific evidence, we developed a structured pipeline
that translates patient-level features into semantically enriched PubMed
queries. This process leverages the UMLS API for synonym expan-
sion and concept normalization. For each patient, key numerical or
categorical features such as BMI, SPPB, age, and gender were con-
verted into standardized clinical terms. These terms were then mapped
to UMLS Concept Unique Identifiers (CUIs) and expanded into se-
mantically related concepts (e.g., ”muscle weakness” → ”sarcopenia”,
”frailty”, ”muscle atrophy”). Each patient yielded 10–20 such queries.
Using the Entrez API [33], we retrieved the top 10 abstracts per query.
These abstracts were further filtered using UMLS-based relevance scor-
ing and LDA topic modeling, ensuring that the most clinically relevant
and semantically aligned information was retained. Unlike conven-
tional LLMs or standard RAG systems that rely on pre-indexed corpora
or static knowledge bases, our approach introduces a domain-specific,
on-demand biomedical retrieval framework. Rather than depending
on potentially outdated or hallucinated content, the model dynami-
cally retrieves up-to-date clinical evidence from trusted sources such as
PubMed. While several recent RAG variants such as DRAGON-AI for
ontology-guided retrieval [29], hybrid three-stage medical RAG archi-
tectures [34], and Dynamic Retrieval-Augmented Generation (DRAG)
[35, 36] support live or hybrid retrieval workflows, they have not been
specifically designed or validated for ultrasound-based sarcopenia di-
agnosis. In contrast, our method is purpose-built for this domain,
introducing a tailored on-demand retrieval mechanism aligned with
clinical diagnostic requirements and grounded in high-quality biomed-
ical knowledge. To implement this, we generate clinically enriched
queries using structured patient-level variables, which are semantically
expanded into medical concepts via UMLS. These queries span multi-
ple clinical dimensions including diagnostic criteria, comorbidities, risk
factors, and disease progression. Retrieved PubMed documents are
segmented into sentences and filtered through topic modeling using a
sarcopenia-specific LDA model to ensure contextual relevance. The
resulting content is stored in an external knowledge base dedicated
to sarcopenia and used during inference to enhance model reasoning.
Technical details of the pipeline are provided in the following sections.
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2.2.3. Textual Query Processing

All queries generated from structured clinical data used for retrieving
text from biomedical knowledge sources underwent standardized preprocess-
ing prior to feature extraction. These preprocessing steps were designed to
enhance the relevance and consistency of retrieved documents and ensure
compatibility with downstream text encoders. Specifically:

• All text was converted to lowercase to ensure case-insensitive matching.

• Stop words and punctuation marks were removed to eliminate non-
informative tokens.

• Queries were then tokenized using a biomedical-aware tokenizer, op-
timized for domain-specific terminology and abbreviations commonly
found in clinical and research texts.

2.3. Feature extraction

To enable accurate visual queries answering for sarcopenia diagnosis from
multimodal clinical inputs, it is essential to extract rich, semantically mean-
ingful features from images, structured clinical variables, and external knowl-
edge sources. Our model, MedVQA-TREE, incorporates a multi-path feature
extraction strategy tailored to the distinct characteristics of each modality:
ultrasound images, numerical data, and medical text.

2.3.1. Visual Feature Extraction (Hierarchical: Coarse, Mid, and
Fine Grain)

To address the challenges of analyzing medical images such as sarcopenia,
we developed a three-level hierarchical feature extraction module tailored for
visual data. This architecture progressively extracts features from global
to fine-grained anatomical detail, enabling adaptive processing based on the
complementary value of clinical data.

Level 1 – High-Level Global Features (Coarse Grain): At the
first level, each ultrasound image is classified into transverse or longitudinal
views using a lightweight classifier (1 dense layer, 10 neurons), trained specif-
ically on image orientation. Subsequently, 400 abstract global features are
extracted from each image. This level aligns with the common approach in
previous studies like [37] that extract global visual features using pretrained
networks, but it is domain-optimized and lighter to reduce computation and
increase efficiency for ultrasound data.
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Figure 2: Region-Based Feature Extraction via SAM Segmentation (image selected of
VQA-RAD dataset)

Level 2 – Regional Feature Extraction via Segmentation (Mid
Grain): The second level utilizes Segmentation Anything Model (SAM)
[38], a pre-trained medical segmentation model, to identify relevant anatom-
ical muscle and tissue regions. From the segmented mask, the top-S most
informative regions are selected (details of n and selection criteria in Section
3.2.1. ). For each selected region, 400 feature vectors are extracted, form-
ing an S × 400 matrix. This step refines the feature space by focusing on
contextual muscle structure and local variations. As shown in Figure 2, the
SAM-based model effectively segments key regions and extracts mid-level fea-
tures from the most informative areas (image selected of VQA-RAD dataset).
Level 3 – Fine-Grained Spatial Graph Features (Fine Grain): At
the third level, we construct a graph-based representation to capture fine-
grained anatomical and spatial relationships among localized muscle regions.
The process begins by oversegmenting the ultrasound image into superpixels
using a segmentation algorithm (create-superpixel-graph), generating visu-
ally coherent regions that serve as initial building blocks for the graph. Each
superpixel region is then passed through SAM, a pretrained segmentation
model, to extract the top-S most informative anatomical areas based on
clinical saliency and structural clarity. For each selected region, centroid co-
ordinates are computed and used to define nodes in the graph. These nodes
are connected by edges based on spatial proximity, geometric continuity, and
anatomical adjacency, forming a ”graph pixel map” where each node cor-
responds to a clinically meaningful muscle segment. Each node is enriched
with metadata such as its bounding box and position, enabling spatially
grounded modeling of muscle structure. The resulting graph is processed
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Figure 3: Superpixel-Based Graph Construction for Fine-Grained Analysis

using a lightweight graph embedding module (generate-node-embeddings),
which produces dense vector representations for each node based on its topo-
logical role and spatial location. These embeddings are aggregated into an
S × 400 matrix, and a PCA-inspired fixed-size transformation (to-fixed-size-
vector) is applied to form a unified 400-dimensional feature vector. This
encoding preserves localized anatomical cues while ensuring compatibility
with downstream reasoning modules. As visualized in Figure 3, this step
allows the model to reason over the spatial configuration of muscle regions,
effectively capturing subtle visual patterns associated with sarcopenia, such
as texture degradation, regional asymmetry, and localized atrophy.
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2.3.2. Numeric Feature Extraction

Structured clinical variables such as age, sex, height, weight, BMI, and
SPPB score were first preprocessed to unify their format and scale. Cate-
gorical features were vectorized using appropriate encoding strategies (e.g.,
one-hot or trainable embeddings), while continuous ones were scaled to a
normalized range to align with the representation space of other modalities.
These harmonized vectors were then passed through several deep neural net-
work variants, each producing a 400-dimensional latent embedding designed
to capture both statistical and clinically relevant semantic patterns.

2.3.3. Textual Feature Extraction

To address the challenge of limited labeled data and sparse multimodal
supervision in clinical scenarios particularly in sarcopenia diagnosis and man-
agement, we incorporate an external biomedical knowledge retrieval mech-
anism based on a customized RAG pipeline. This component enriches the
model’s textual understanding by aligning patient-level numeric profiles with
domain-specific medical evidence retrieved from scientific literature. The
pipeline is designed with a two-phase mechanism: clinical-aware query con-
struction and semantic filtering over retrieved content described below.

1. Query Construction with Clinical-Aware Semantic Expansion
As explained earlier, each patient’s structured data point comprising
clinical variables such as BMI, SPPB score, age, and gender is used
to generate a contextualized query set. This is done by semantically
expanding each variable into high-level biomedical concepts using the
UMLS. For instance:

• BMI up 30 is mapped to the concept Obesity or High Body Mass
Index.

• SPPB down 7 reflects Low Physical Performance or Frailty.

• Age up 65 is expanded to Elderly Population, and Gender maps
to Male/Female phenotypes.

Each variable-triggered concept is first mapped to its CUI via UMLS
APIs. These CUIs are then incorporated into multiple PubMed search
queries, leveraging structured templates that cover diverse clinical as-
pects including Diagnosis, Prognosis, Risk Factors, and Comorbidities.
These enriched queries are then dispatched to PubMed to retrieve rel-
evant abstracts in either real-time or batch mode. For each patient, a
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Figure 4: A semantic pipeline that translates clinical inputs into UMLS PubMed queries

set of documents is returned, forming the initial knowledge corpus. As
shown in Figure 4, a semantic pipeline translates clinical inputs into
PubMed queries, UMLS.

2. Two-Stage Retrieval and Semantic Filtering Pipeline To re-
fine and prioritize the textual evidence retrieved in the previous stage
from medical knowledge sources such as PubMed. We introduce a two-
stage hierarchical filtering process that combines topic modeling and
semantic similarity.
(a) Topic-Level Filtering via LDA: The retrieved abstracts are

tokenized into sentence-level units. Each sentence is passed through
a LDA model, pre-trained on a large corpus of sarcopenia-related
literature to identify major latent topics (for example: muscle de-
generation, nutrition, mobility loss, and inflammatory markers).
Each sentence is assigned a topic distribution vector, where T is
the number of predefined topics. Simultaneously, the query is also
mapped to a topic distribution using the same LDA model. Sen-
tences with cosine similarity (or KL-divergence) above a certain
threshold with respect to the query’s topic vector are retained.
This step removes irrelevant content and ensures that only topi-
cally aligned information moves to the next stage.

(b) Semantic Filtering via Embedding-Based Similarity: The
topic-filtered sentences are embedded into high-dimensional vector
space using pretrained domain-specific encoders such as PubMed-
BERT, BioBERT, BioClinicalBERT, BioELECTRA, BioLinkBERT,
BiomedVLP, and MedCPT (w/ Article variant). These encoders
are optimized for biomedical literature and allow fine-grained se-
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mantic comparisons. The current patient’s query is also encoded
into the same vector space. Cosine similarity is computed between
the query vector and all sentence vectors. The top-C semantically
similar sentences (e.g., C = 10) are selected to serve as the fi-
nal knowledge snippets. These top-C embeddings form a dense
matrix of shape C × D ( We typically used D = 768, where D
denotes the dimensionality of the text feature space ) represent-
ing the most relevant and personalized textual context for that
patient. This matrix is used as a knowledge-enhanced textual fea-
ture and fused downstream with image and numeric modalities
for decision-making or classification. Example: For a 72-year-old
female patient with BMI=32 and SPPB=5, the pipeline might re-
trieve sentences discussing obesity-related muscle loss in elderly
women, mobility challenges, and predictive factors of frailty, all
semantically aligned with the patient profile.

To select appropriate biomedical language and vision-language models
for our tasks, we evaluated various pretrained architectures. This com-
parison informed our choice of models based on dataset characteristics
and clinical relevance. Table 1 summarizes the biomedical and vision-
language models evaluated in this work. The models vary in their
pretraining data, architecture, and intended use cases, enabling us to
leverage complementary strengths for medical visual question answer-
ing and disease prediction on the VQA-RAD and Sarcopenia datasets.

3. Fusion and Representation To integrate diverse modalities of pa-
tient data with external biomedical knowledge, we construct a unified
representation space. This fusion step aims to enhance the model’s abil-
ity to reason over numeric features (e.g., age, BMI), imaging biomark-
ers, and textual evidence retrieved from biomedical literature. As
shown in Figure 5, patient-specific queries are generated using demo-
graphic and clinical data, and relevant PubMed abstracts are retrieved
and processed. These sentences are then semantically filtered using
LDA and embedded via biomedical transformers to align with the pa-
tient’s clinical profile. The result is a dense matrix of shape C × D,
where each row corresponds to an embedded sentence that semanti-
cally matches the patient query. This matrix is subsequently fused
with the patient’s numeric and image-based features, grounding the
model’s predictions in trusted medical knowledge. This multimodal
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Table 1: Biomedical and vision-language models with descriptions and selection rationale
for VQA-RAD and Sarcopenia.

Model Description Strength & Rationale
BioClinicalBERT [39] Fine-tuned

on MIMIC-
III clinical
notes

The language used in VQA-RAD questions closely resembles
clinical narratives, such as examination findings, patient condi-
tions, or mentions of diseases and symptoms. BioClinicalBERT
is well-suited to understand the structure and writing style of
such medical notes.

PubMedBERT [40] Pretrained
from
scratch on
PubMed
abstracts

Since many VQA-RAD questions are formulated in a scientific
tone and include specialized medical terminology (e.g., atelec-
tasis, cardiomegaly, consolidation), PubMedBERT provides the
best lexical and semantic alignment. Its custom tokenizer al-
lows for a highly precise understanding of scientific sentence
structures.

BioBERT [41] BERT fine-
tuned on
PubMed
and PMC

Although not trained from scratch on biomedical texts like Pub-
MedBERT, BioBERT shows strong medical language under-
standing compared to general-domain BERT. It performs well
on questions that fall between general language and highly tech-
nical biomedical terms.

BioLinkBERT [42] Integrates
citation
links in
biomedical
corpora

Ideal for multi-hop reasoning questions or those that require
connecting dispersed concepts such as synthesizing different
findings in the image to reach a diagnosis. Its structured pre-
training helps it infer complex relations, such as combining
“anomaly location” with “its impact on another structure.”

BioELECTRA [43] Biomedical
version of
ELECTRA

Highly efficient and fast in extracting initial information from
questions. Suitable for environments with limited computa-
tional resources or for preprocessing steps.

MedCPT [44] Instruction-
tuned gen-
erative
model

Offers strong capabilities in syntactic and interrogative under-
standing, along with generating fluent, well-structured answers.
They are especially effective for descriptive or reasoning-based
questions.

MedCPT Article [44] Full-text
medical
articles

Trained with full-length medical articles, allowing for better
comprehension of long-form and context-rich questions.

BiomedVLP [45] Jointly pre-
trained on
image-text
medical
data

A vision-language model jointly trained on medical images and
their associated textual descriptions. It enables cross-modal
alignment between the question and the visual content, which is
particularly useful when the question refers to a specific region
in the image (e.g., “What is seen in the right upper lobe?”),
thereby facilitating effective localization of relevant areas.

integration improves both interpretability and robustness, particularly
in rare or ambiguous clinical cases.

2.4. Model Development

We propose a dynamic feature selection framework that integrates hierar-
chical visual representations with textual features using a lightweight fusion
mechanism inspired by LoRA and soft routing. The model is designed to
adaptively select the most informative representation among coarse, mid-
level, and fine-grained image features for each input instance based on the
associated textual context. To better explain the design of the model, it is
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Figure 5: Semantic Filtering and Knowledge-Augmented Fusion

expressed mathematically in the following. The overall pipeline consists of
the following components:

2.4.1. Input and Feature Representation

Each input sample consists of three levels of image features:

Coarse-level feature: v(c) ∈ Rdv

Mid-level feature: v(m) ∈ Rdv

Fine-grained feature: v(f) ∈ Rdv

along with textual and numeric features:

Textual feature: t ∈ Rdt

Numeric feature: n ∈ Rdn

Here, t is extracted from the RAG-retrieved domain-specific medical text
and n is derived from structured numeric characteristics such as (e.g., age,
BMI).

2.4.2. Text Projection

Text features are first projected into a common space with visual features:

t̃ = Wtt+ bt, t̃ ∈ Rd (1)

where Wt ∈ Rd×dt is the text projection weight, t̃ is the projected text
feature, and d is the shared hidden dimension.
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2.4.3. LoRA Module for Visual Features

Each visual feature is passed through a Low-Rank Adapter:

LoRA(v) = Wup (Wdownv + bdown) + bup, Wup ∈ Rd×r, Wdown ∈ Rr×d

(2)
where,

d >> r is the adapter rank,

LoRA learns a task-specific adaptation with a lightweight parameter footprint.

Applying LoRA on each visual feature:
h(c) = LoRA(v(c)) + t̃

h(m) = LoRA(v(m)) + t̃

h(f) = LoRA(v(f)) + t̃

(3)

2.4.4. Gating Mechanism

A soft routing gate is computed from the projected text feature:

g = Softmax(Wgt̃+ bg), g ∈ R3 (4)

Then the feature corresponding to the maximum gate value is selected:

i∗ = argmax(g), hselected =


h(c) if i∗ = 0

h(m) if i∗ = 1

h(f) if i∗ = 2

(5)

2.4.5. Final Representation and Classification

The final representation is computed as:

z = hselected + t̃ (6)

The classification is then performed as follows:

ŷ = Softmax(Wcz+ bc) (7)
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2.4.6. Loss Function

Training is done by minimizing the cross-entropy loss between predicted
and true labels:

L = −
N∑
i=1

yi log(ŷi) (8)

Given the limited size and domain-specific characteristics of the rare dis-
ease dataset, we intentionally opted against employing large-scale language
models such as GPT-3 or LLaMA. (A comparative evaluation of these mod-
els is presented in the Results section.) Instead, we adopted a lightweight
feature extraction approach using the T5 model. This decision is grounded
in prior evidence suggesting that, in data-constrained settings like rare dis-
ease classification, smaller transformer-based architectures can offer distinct
advantages. These include better generalization to unseen cases, improved
interpretability of intermediate representations, and substantially lower com-
putational demands. Furthermore, compact models reduce the likelihood of
overfitting an especially important consideration when working with imbal-
anced or low-volume clinical datasets.

2.5. Model Evaluation

To assess the detection performance of the created classifiers, several met-
rics were employed, including the receiver operating characteristics curve
(ROC), area under the receiver operating characteristics curve (AU-ROC),
Precision, Recall, F1-Score, and detection accuracy. These performance met-
rics are determined by searching for the values of true positive (TP), false
positive (FP), false negative (FN), and true negative (TN). We employed the
following evaluation metrics across all datasets:

Accuracy: Represents the proportion of correctly predicted answers
out of the total number of samples. While useful for general evaluation, it
may be insufficient when class distribution is imbalanced.

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
(9)

F1-Score: (Macro and Weighted): The macro-average F1-score treats all
classes equally, providing insight into the model’s ability to perform well
across all answer types, regardless of frequency. The weighted F1-score, on
the other hand, accounts for class imbalance by assigning weights propor-
tional to class frequency, offering a more realistic evaluation in imbalanced

21



settings.

F1-score =
2 · Precision · Recall
Precision + Recall

(10)

Precision and Recall: These metrics are especially critical in the sar-
copenia classification task due to the inherent class imbalance. High recall
ensures that the model correctly identifies most of the positive (sarcopenia)
cases, while precision reflects the proportion of true positives among all pre-
dicted positives both essential for clinical reliability.

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
, (11)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(12)

ROC-AUC: (Receiver Operating Characteristic - Area Under Curve): This
metric evaluates the model’s ability to discriminate between classes across
all possible classification thresholds, making it particularly valuable for bi-
nary tasks like sarcopenia detection where sensitivity and specificity must be
jointly considered.

3. Results

In this section, we present a comprehensive evaluation of our proposed
models and methods. We begin by describing the datasets used for exper-
iments, followed by detailed model performance assessments. Comparative
analyses with baseline methods are provided to highlight the improvements
achieved. Finally, ablation studies are conducted to investigate the contri-
butions of various model components, including hierarchical feature repre-
sentations for both sarcopenia detection and the VQA-RAD visual question
answering tasks.

3.1. Comparison with Baseline Methods

To evaluate the performance of the proposed MedVQA-TREE tree frame-
work, we report classification accuracy across three benchmark datasets: two
widely-used public MedVQA datasets (VQA-RAD and PathVQA) and sar-
copenia dataset. The results presented in the following table highlight the
model’s ability to generalize across diverse medical domains and question
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types. The high accuracy achieved on all datasets demonstrates the effec-
tiveness of our hierarchical visual reasoning in producing clinically relevant
answers. We compared our model with several baseline methods. As sum-
marized in Table 2, our method outperformed all baselines. Our model
also showed higher interpretability and localization accuracy, particularly
in low-data settings. The baselines include recent and well-recognized multi-
modal models such as different versions of LLaVA-Med, GPT-4v, and BioMed
CLIP-based approaches, which are commonly used in the medical imaging
and VQA community. This selection enables us to benchmark our model
against the current standards in the field. These baseline methods have re-
ported their performance on widely-used datasets such as VQA-RAD and
PathVQA, allowing for direct and fair comparison of results. The selected
baselines cover a range of architectures and techniques, including deep learn-
ing models focused on image features and language-vision fusion methods.
This variety ensures that the generalizability and robustness of our proposed
method are evaluated across different types of approaches and conditions.
Regarding comparison to previous works, several recent studies have reported
results on similar datasets, which we incorporated in our comparative anal-
ysis. Notably, our model achieves significantly higher accuracy on the sar-
copenia dataset, highlighting its effectiveness. Additionally, the sarcopenia
dataset used in our experiments corresponds to the SAID (Sarcopenia AI
Diagnosis) dataset.

3.2. Ablation Study

To better understand the contribution of each component in our archi-
tecture, we conducted a detailed ablation study by progressively removing
or replacing key modules. We first performed the analysis on our custom
sarcopenia dataset to highlight the importance of each component in a rare
disease setting. Subsequently, we validated the generalizability of the findings
on the publicly available VQA-RAD dataset.

3.2.1. Hierarchical Component Performance Evaluation for Sar-
copenia

To understand the individual and combined contributions of each hier-
archical level in our model, we conducted extensive k-fold cross-validation
experiments. The results show how different levels ranging from global to
fine-grained affect diagnostic performance, both independently and in fusion
with clinical data.
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Table 2: Performance comparison of classification accuracy between the proposed
MedVQA-TREE model and baseline methods across three medical VQA datasets.

Dataset Model Accuracy

VQA-RAD

ELIXR 0.69
LLaVA-Med (From LLaVA) 0.84
LLaVA-Med (From Vicuna) 0.81
LLaVA-Med (BioMed CLIP) 0.83
MUMC 0.84
PeFoMed 0.87
LaPA 0.86
MPRgen PM 0.80
MPRdisc BAN 0.80
GPT-4v 0.61
Our Model (MedVQA-TREE) 0.88

PathVQA

LLaVA-Med (From LLaVA) 0.91
LLaVA-Med (From Vicuna) 0.91
LLaVA-Med (BioMed CLIP) 0.91
MUMC 0.90
PeFoMed 0.91
Our Model (MedVQA-TREE) 0.84

Our Dataset Our Model (MedVQA-TREE) 0.99

Table 3: Evaluation of classification performance at the global feature level (Level 1) using
k-fold cross-validation.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.66 0.64 0.66 0.64 0.66
2-fold 0.72 0.69 0.70 0.69 0.70
3-fold 0.68 0.64 0.66 0.65 0.66
4-fold 0.73 0.70 0.71 0.71 0.71
5-fold 0.72 0.67 0.71 0.68 0.71
Average 0.70 0.66 0.68 0.67 0.69

1. Performance of Individual Hierarchical Levels (3-level) Level
1: Global High-Level Features: This level captures abstract global
patterns, such as anatomical orientation (e.g., transverse vs. longitu-
dinal). Although these features are relatively coarse, they still provide
useful cues for differentiating cases with marked structural changes.Table
2 summarizes the classification performance of the first hierarchical
level, which captures global high-level features, evaluated through k-
fold cross-validation.
Level 2: Regional Mid-Level Features: Using SAM-based seg-
mentation, we extracted features from muscle regions. This level en-
hanced the model’s ability to detect localized muscle degradation. Ta-
ble 4 reports the classification metrics obtained at the second hierar-
chical level, where mid-level regional features were extracted from seg-
mented muscle regions using a SAM-based approach. These features
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Figure 6: Comparison of segmentation results using different SAM-based models: (a)
original SAM, (b) Med-SAM [46], and (c) F-SAM [38]

Table 4: Classification performance of Level 2 (Regional Mid-Level Features) based on
SAM-based muscle segmentation across k-fold cross-validation.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.51 0.52 0.53 0.50 0.53
2-fold 0.52 0.53 0.53 0.51 0.53
3-fold 0.52 0.52 0.53 0.50 0.53
4-fold 0.52 0.53 0.53 0.51 0.53
5-fold 0.55 0.53 0.54 0.52 0.54
Average 0.52 0.52 0.53 0.50 0.53

provide localized insights into muscle condition, especially for detecting
regional degradation patterns indicative of sarcopenia.
Level 3 – Fine-Grained Spatial Graph Features:
At the most detailed level, we employed superpixel segmentation com-
bined with centroid-based spatial graph modeling to capture fine-grained
inter-regional dependencies among anatomical components in the im-
age. The process involved segmenting the image into coherent superpix-
els, extracting centroids from the masked regions, and constructing a
spatial graph whose nodes represented anatomical segments, while the
edges modeled their spatial relationships. Node embeddings were sub-
sequently generated and converted into fixed-length vectors to be used
in downstream classification tasks. This level proved especially effective
in borderline or ambiguous cases, where subtle signs of degeneration or
localized structural abnormalities were present but not prominent in
coarse-level analysis. Unlike coarser levels, this fine-grained modeling
was capable of capturing subtle spatial patterns that might indicate
early-stage sarcopenia or muscle degradation, contributing to a more
nuanced representation of muscular health. Table 5 presents the classi-
fication results for the third and most detailed level in our hierarchical
framework. At this stage, we used fine-grained spatial graph features
derived from superpixel segmentation and centroid-based graph con-
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Figure 7: Segmentation comparison between the constructed superpixel graph and the
SAM model outputs at varying levels of granularity. Subfigures illustrate the effect of
segment count on the quality and structure of segmentation: (a) 250 segments, (b) 200
segments, (c) 150 segments, and (d) 100 segments. For each case, the left side presents the
superpixel-based graph structure, while the right side shows the corresponding SAM-based
segmentation result. The comparison highlights how finer or coarser superpixel division
influences regional delineation and graph definition.
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Table 5: Performance of Level 3 (Fine-Grained Spatial Graph Features) using superpixel-
based spatial graph modeling across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.68 0.34 0.50 0.40 0.50
2-fold 0.68 0.34 0.50 0.40 0.50
3-fold 0.69 0.84 0.50 0.41 0.50
4-fold 0.67 0.58 0.50 0.40 0.50
5-fold 0.73 0.36 0.49 0.42 0.49
Average 0.68 0.49 0.50 0.40 0.50

struction to capture inter-regional anatomical dependencies. This mod-
eling allowed the system to detect nuanced spatial patterns, offering
significant benefits in early or ambiguous cases of muscle degeneration.
Overall, Level 3 modeling provided a granular and spatially-aware fea-
ture representation, which proved valuable in situations where broader-
level cues were insufficient. This highlights the potential of graph-based
anatomical modeling in enhancing the sensitivity of diagnostic models
to localized and subtle pathological cues.

2. Impact of Combining Hierarchical Levels: To assess the ben-
efit of hierarchical integration, we combined features extracted from
all three visual levels: coarse, mid-level, and fine-grained spatial rep-
resentations. This multi-level fusion enabled the model to utilize both
high-level contextual cues and fine-grained local dependencies. To eval-
uate the impact of hierarchical feature integration, we fused represen-
tations from all three visual abstraction levels coarse (global), mid-level
(regional), and fine-grained (graph-based). This unified representation
allowed the model to leverage both broad contextual understanding and
localized spatial details. As shown in Table 6, this multi-level fusion
led to a significant improvement across all evaluation metrics. No-
tably, the average accuracy reached 0.90, and the F1-score and ROC
AUC both improved to 0.88, outperforming individual levels. These
results demonstrate the complementary nature of hierarchical features
and highlight their importance for robust performance, especially in
complex or borderline cases.

3. Role of Numerical Clinical Data: In the next step, we explored
whether incorporating structured numerical clinical data (e.g., age,
BMI, comorbidities) could enhance classification performance when
combined with image-based features. Each level was tested indepen-
dently with the clinical data.
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Table 6: Performance of Combined Multi-Level Visual Features (Hierarchical Fusion)
across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.89 0.88 0.86 0.87 0.86
2-fold 0.91 0.89 0.90 0.90 0.90
3-fold 0.90 0.89 0.88 0.89 0.88
4-fold 0.90 0.88 0.89 0.89 0.89
5-fold 0.90 0.88 0.87 0.88 0.87
Average 0.90 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88

Table 7: Performance of Level 1 Visual Features Combined with Numerical Clinical Data
across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.65 0.63 0.64 0.63 0.64
2-fold 0.70 0.66 0.68 0.67 0.68
3-fold 0.68 0.65 0.67 0.65 0.67
4-fold 0.73 0.70 0.71 0.70 0.71
5-fold 0.73 0.68 0.71 0.69 0.71
Average 0.69 0.66 0.68 0.66 0.68

Table 8: Performance of Level 2 Visual Features Combined with Numerical Clinical Data
across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.59 0.57 0.58 0.57 0.58
2-fold 0.59 0.57 0.59 0.57 0.59
3-fold 0.62 0.59 0.60 0.59 0.60
4-fold 0.62 0.61 0.62 0.60 0.62
5-fold 0.60 0.57 0.59 0.56 0.59
Average 0.60 0.58 0.60 0.58 0.60

Level 1 + Numerical Clinical Data: Modest improvement, in-
dicating that low-resolution features benefit from additional context.

The results shown in Table 7, reveal a modest but consistent improve-
ment in classification performance compared to using Level 1 features
alone (see Table 3). This suggests that global visual patterns, although
coarse, can be effectively contextualized using patient-specific struc-
tured data, particularly in cases where visual cues alone may be insuf-
ficient.
Level 2 + Numerical Clinical Data: Performance remained mod-
erate, suggesting that mid-level features alone may lack sufficient dis-
criminative power. Level 3 + Numerical Clinical Data: Signif-
icant gains, especially in borderline cases, reflecting the complemen-
tarity between detailed spatial features and clinical indicators. These
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Table 9: Performance of Level 3 Visual Features Combined with Numerical Clinical Data
across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.87 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85
2-fold 0.89 0.88 0.87 0.88 0.87
3-fold 0.90 0.88 0.89 0.88 0.89
4-fold 0.86 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85
5-fold 0.88 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85
Average 0.88 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86

Table 10: Performance of Embedding-Level Fusion of Multi-Level Visual Features and
Clinical Data (Without RAG) across k-folds.

k-fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
1-fold 0.93 0.93 0.92 0.92 0.92
2-fold 0.93 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
3-fold 0.94 0.93 0.94 0.93 0.94
4-fold 0.93 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.93
5-fold 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Average 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93

results indicate that numerical clinical data help the model adaptively
modulate its attention, allowing it to rely on coarser cues when suffi-
cient and deeper representations when necessary thus improving inter-
pretability and efficiency.

4. Fusion Strategies without RAG To further integrate multimodal
information combining features from all visual levels with numerical
clinical vectors. This fusion was applied at the embedding level be-
fore classification. The results demonstrated a notable improvement
across all folds, achieving an average accuracy of 0.93 and ROC AUC
of 0.93. This highlights the power of combining complementary in-
formation sources in a unified representation, allowing the model to
make more confident and generalizable predictions. Despite the strong
performance achieved through direct fusion of visual and numerical
features (average accuracy and ROC AUC of 0.93), this approach re-
mains limited by its reliance solely on encoded input data. It lacks
the capacity to adaptively incorporate external domain knowledge or
context-specific cues. In contrast, RAG-based strategies allow dynamic
retrieval of relevant biomedical knowledge, enabling the model to en-
hance its reasoning in ambiguous or complex diagnostic cases.

5. Fusion Strategies with RAG To overcome the limitations of static
fusion approaches, we incorporated a RAG-based strategy. During
training, clinically relevant queries were generated from the training
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Table 11: Performance of Embedding-Level Fusion of Multi-Level Visual Features and
Clinical Data (With RAG).

Method Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score ROC AUC
Average (With RAG) 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99

data using medical knowledge bases such as UMLS. These queries were
expanded across key dimensions including diagnostic criteria, comor-
bidities, risk factors, and disease progression and chunked at the sen-
tence level. Using LDA topic modeling, these chunks were categorized
and aligned with the training set. For test-time inference, a simpli-
fied query was generated from the patient record. This query was
matched with relevant chunks in the training-aligned categories us-
ing topic-guided similarity. The resulting similarity matrix was con-
catenated with visual features (just one level by using gate selection)
and numerical clinical data, and passed through a lightweight LoRA-
enhanced network for classification. This adaptive, knowledge-guided
mechanism significantly improved the model’s contextual understand-
ing and diagnostic precision. As shown in the table below, the model
achieved near-perfect performance across all metrics, with an average
accuracy, precision, recall, F1-score, and ROC AUC of 0.99. In the
context of medical text processing, resources such as UMLS and Word-
Net are commonly used to extract synonyms, abbreviations, and the
semantic meaning of terms. Incorporating semantic concepts enables
the model to recognize similarities between sentences that use differ-
ent surface words but convey the same meaning. By enriching the
input with these concepts and retrieving formal definitions from medi-
cal knowledge bases using large language models, we enhance semantic
understanding and representation learning. Additionally, instead of re-
lying on meaningless index-based retrieval, we grouped the retrieved
documents based on topics extracted using LDA, which significantly
improved retrieval precision, reduced computational overhead, and ac-
celerated inference speed. This topic-guided retrieval made the knowl-
edge integration process more focused and efficient. In order to further
investigate the generalizability of our image feature extraction model,
we performed ablation studies on the broader VQA-RAD dataset.
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Table 12: Performance of Only Pretrained Model (Without Gate Selection and LoRA).
K-Fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
1-Fold 0.70 0.16 0.19 0.17
2-Fold 0.74 0.16 0.18 0.16
3-Fold 0.75 0.12 0.12 0.12
4-Fold 0.70 0.14 0.14 0.14
5-Fold 0.72 0.17 0.17 0.16

Table 13: Performance of Only Coarse-Level Visual Features (Without Gate Selection and
LoRA).

K-Fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
1-Fold 0.71 0.12 0.15 0.12
2-Fold 0.75 0.15 0.17 0.16
3-Fold 0.75 0.14 0.17 0.15
4-Fold 0.70 0.14 0.15 0.15
5-Fold 0.72 0.19 0.19 0.18

3.2.2. Hierarchical Component Performance Evaluation for VQA-
RAD

To evaluate the individual contributions of different levels of visual rep-
resentation, we conducted ablation studies across five folds, removing the
LoRA fusion mechanism and gating module in each configuration. The re-
sults reveal that using only the pretrained backbone without hierarchical de-
composition performs moderately (average accuracy 0.73), but precision and
recall remain low, reflecting limited task-specific adaptation. The coarse-
level features (entire image) yield the highest accuracy among individual
levels (up to 0.75), indicating that global contextual cues are informative;
however, low F1-scores confirm poor sensitivity and class balance. The mid-
level features (regional/segmented areas) also show decent accuracy but still
struggle with generalization due to insufficient fine-scale integration. In con-
trast, the fine-grained spatial graph alone performs poorly across all metrics
(F1-score 0.10–0.13), underscoring that local features lack sufficient discrim-
inative power without broader context. These findings highlight the comple-
mentary nature of hierarchical features and justify the need for feature fusion
via LoRA and gating mechanisms, as later shown to drastically improve per-
formance.

Rationale for Selecting Biomedical Language Models for VQA-
RAD

To assess the effectiveness of biomedical language models in VQA tasks,
we evaluated a diverse set of domain-specific models on the VQA-RAD
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Table 14: Performance of Only Mid-Level Visual Features (Without Gate Selection and
LoRA).

K-Fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
1-Fold 0.70 0.12 0.15 0.12
2-Fold 0.73 0.16 0.18 0.16
3-Fold 0.73 0.13 0.13 0.13
4-Fold 0.70 0.13 0.13 0.13
5-Fold 0.71 0.13 0.12 0.12

Table 15: Performance of Only Fine-Grained Visual Features (Without Gate Selection
and LoRA).

K-Fold Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
1-Fold 0.62 0.05 0.06 0.05
2-Fold 0.65 0.10 0.10 0.10
3-Fold 0.67 0.13 0.13 0.13
4-Fold 0.64 0.10 0.11 0.11
5-Fold 0.63 0.08 0.09 0.08

Table 16: Evaluation Metrics and Performance Gaps of Biomedical Language Models for
Visual Question Answering on VQA-RAD.

Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score Accuracy Gap F1 Gap
BioClinicalBERT 0.70 0.77 0.79 0.77 0.01 0.07
PubMedBERT 0.81 0.79 0.80 0.78 0.01 0.06
BioBERT 0.68 0.72 0.73 0.71 0.02 0.07
BiomedVLP 0.70 0.54 0.55 0.54 0.01 0.21
MedCPT 0.78 0.72 0.73 0.72 0.02 0.12
MedCPT Article 0.72 0.66 0.68 0.66 0.02 0.15
BioELECTRA 0.65 0.64 0.64 0.63 0.03 0.16
BioLinkBERT 0.74 0.84 0.84 0.83 0.01 0.07

dataset. This dataset comprises complex and fine-grained medical visual
questions that demand both domain expertise and multi-modal reasoning ca-
pabilities. General-purpose language models often fall short in understand-
ing radiological terminology, anatomical references, and pathology-specific
descriptions. Hence, we selected models that are pretrained or fine-tuned
on biomedical corpora, clinical texts, or vision-language data. We included
encoder-only models (e.g., BioClinicalBERT, PubMedBERT, BioBERT, Bi-
oLinkBERT, BioELECTRA), decoder-only models (e.g., MedCPT, MedCPT-
Article), and multimodal encoder-decoder models (e.g., BiomedVLP) to pro-
vide a comprehensive architectural comparison and determine which paradigm
best supports hierarchical visual reasoning in medical VQA.

Based on the evaluation metrics, PubMedBERT achieved the highest
overall accuracy (0.8187) along with a strong F1-score (0.7820), indicating
robust performance across metrics. Meanwhile, BioLinkBERT attained the
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Table 17: Impact of LoRA Fusion on Model Accuracy in Multi-Modal VQA
Model - Metric Accuracy
With LoRA in Multi-Modal Fusion 0.88
Without LoRA in Multi-Modal Fusion 0.82

highest F1-score (0.8395), supported by excellent precision and recall, al-
though its slightly lower accuracy might be due to class imbalance. Models
like BiomedVLP, BioELECTRA, and MedCPT-Article showed significant
gaps between training and validation F1-scores for example, BiomedVLP ex-
hibited a gap of 0.2101 suggesting potential overfitting. These models may
benefit from additional regularization techniques or early stopping strategies
to improve generalization. In contrast, PubMedBERT, BioClinicalBERT,
and BioLinkBERT demonstrated more stable and generalizable performance,
as reflected by their minimal train-validation performance gaps. On the
lower end, BioELECTRA and BiomedVLP exhibited the weakest results,
with the lowest accuracy and F1-scores overall. Furthermore, applying LoRA
in the multi-modal fusion framework improved accuracy from 0.8266 (with-
out LoRA) to 0.8887, underscoring the effectiveness of this fusion technique
in enhancing model performance.

4. Discussion

This section interprets and contextualizes the key findings of the study.
We first summarize the main results, emphasizing their significance and im-
plications for the field. Next, we compare our outcomes with those reported
in previous studies, highlighting similarities, differences, and potential rea-
sons for discrepancies. Finally, we discuss the limitations of our current work
and propose directions for future research to address these challenges and
further improve performance.

4.1. Summary of Findings

This section outlines the main design components of our system, aimed
at providing an interpretable, computationally efficient, and practically de-
ployable approach for sarcopenia diagnosis. Rather than emphasizing scale
or complexity, our focus is on adaptability, integration of multimodal data,
and alignment with clinical needs.
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4.1.1. Adaptive Hierarchical Feature Extraction

The framework dynamically adjusts the depth of image processing based
on the informativeness of the available clinical data. Unlike models that
apply a uniform level of processing across all modalities, our approach selec-
tively scales visual feature extraction depending on the clinical context. This
can help prioritize computational resources for more complex or ambiguous
cases and reduce unnecessary processing when clinical indicators are already
informative.

4.1.2. Zero-Shot Use of Segmentation Models (SAM / MedSAM)

We utilized general-purpose segmentation models such as SAM and Med-
SAM in a zero-shot manner, without task-specific retraining. This choice
helps simplify deployment and reduces dependency on annotated training
data, particularly in scenarios where data collection is constrained. It also
aligns with recent trends in medical imaging, where pre-trained foundation
models are increasingly used for flexible segmentation tasks.

4.1.3. Anatomically-Informed Graph Construction for Spatial Rea-
soning

Following segmentation of relevant muscle regions, we constructed spatial
graphs to model anatomical relationships such as symmetry, alignment, and
relative positioning. This structure supports the learning of clinically relevant
spatial patterns and adds a level of interpretability not easily captured by
conventional CNN-based approaches. The use of graph reasoning aims to
support more informed predictions in sarcopenia assessment.

4.1.4. Knowledge-Augmented Reasoning via Semantic and Multi-
Hop Retrieval

To address complex medical queries, we developed a knowledge retrieval
module based on UMLS-guided multi-query generation. It combines sentence-
level semantic embeddings with topic-based LDA filtering to retrieve relevant
external information efficiently. Unlike earlier VQA systems that often rely
on shallow retrieval or static knowledge, our method supports multi-hop
reasoning and dynamic access to external content in a more controlled and
explainable manner.

4.1.5. Robustness in Low-Resource Clinical Settings

Instead of relying on large-scale models like GPT-3 or LLaMA, we se-
lected a smaller model (T5-small/base) and fine-tuned it using LoRA. This
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approach reflects a focus on practical deployment in real-world clinical envi-
ronments where data and computational resources are often limited. Despite
its lightweight design, the model demonstrates acceptable performance un-
der low-resource conditions, suggesting potential for broader applicability in
similar clinical contexts.

4.2. Comparison to previous study results

Given the size and domain-specific nature of our dataset, we opted for
smaller models such as T5-small/base rather than large-scale language mod-
els like GPT-3 or LLaMA. Previous work has shown that compact transformer-
based models can perform competitively on medical classification tasks, par-
ticularly when annotated data is limited. A recent scoping review in health-
care NLP reports that domain-adapted smaller models can match or exceed
the performance of larger ones in terms of accuracy, while offering benefits
such as interpretability and lower inference cost. For example, studies us-
ing ClinicalT5 variants indicate that ClinicalT5-base ( 220M parameters)
achieves adequate performance in tasks like NER, classification, and risk
prediction, without the overhead associated with larger models. In addition,
smaller models are less prone to overfitting and are more compatible with
clinical environments that have constrained computing resources. Our model
selection was based on these practical considerations, with an emphasis on
interpretability and resource efficiency rather than scale [47, 48, 49].

When compared to recent VQA systems such as ACMA and OphGLM,
our model employs a different design focus. ACMA uses asymmetric cross-
modal attention but does not incorporate hierarchical visual processing or
external clinical knowledge. OphGLM is tailored for ophthalmology and op-
erates primarily with static image-text pairs, lacking dynamic retrieval. Our
system introduces a level of adaptability modifying both the granularity of
image analysis and the depth of knowledge retrieval based on the input ques-
tion which may be beneficial for multimodal tasks like sarcopenia diagnosis
[50, 51].

Recent research on multi-modal, multi-granularity fusion has shown promis-
ing results in other areas, such as brain network analysis for epilepsy detec-
tion using MMF-NNs. These models combine structural and functional MRI
features at edge, node, and graph levels to model topology more effectively.
While that work targets brain networks, the principle of multi-level fusion
is relevant to our study. Our model applies a similar fusion strategy, but
across heterogeneous data types visual features from different levels of image
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processing (global features, segmentations, spatial graphs) and clinical nu-
merical data. Furthermore, MMF-NNs emphasize interactive feature learn-
ing at lower topological levels, while our method introduces dynamic gating
mechanisms that select the most relevant feature level for the given ques-
tion. This allows the model to adjust computation based on task complexity
and clinical context, potentially improving efficiency and interpretability in
resource-constrained settings [52].

4.2.1. Visual and Clinical Data Fusion

Many earlier approaches used general-purpose models (e.g., VGG, ResNet,
standard language models) to extract features separately from image and
text inputs. Our method introduces an adaptive framework that adjusts im-
age processing depth based on the informativeness of accompanying clinical
data. It extracts features at three levels: global orientation, anatomical seg-
mentation, and spatial graph representations. This layered approach allows
the model to reduce or expand visual processing depending on the available
context.

Compared to prior systems such as CPRD [53], self-supervised learn-
ing techniques [54] and visual-language foundation models like OphGLM
[51], which require substantial training and computational power, our sys-
tem emphasizes a balance between precision and efficiency. Unlike ACMA
[50], which applies a fixed attention strategy, our framework selectively pro-
cesses key anatomical regions, which may offer a more focused interpretation
for clinical use.

Additionally, by employing pretrained models like MedSAM for segmen-
tation and using graph-based reasoning, our approach reduces dependency
on large-scale annotated datasets and addresses domain mismatch issues that
can occur when transferring from general-purpose models [55].

4.2.2. Knowledge Retrieval Enhancement

Our method introduces a multi-stage knowledge retrieval system that in-
tegrates sentence-level semantic embeddings with topic modeling based on
LDA. This combination is designed to improve the precision and efficiency of
extracting clinically relevant information. In contrast to approaches such as
Med-CLIP [56] and Med-Flamingo, which primarily focus on static image-
text alignment and are susceptible to hallucination, our framework lever-
ages multiple UMLS-based query formulations alongside a multi-hop retrieval
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strategy. This enables more question-sensitive reasoning and supports tai-
lored evidence extraction for sarcopenia-related queries.

To further reduce irrelevant content and improve retrieval speed, we im-
plement a dual-layer indexing approach that merges fine-grained semantic
similarity with topic-based filtering, an aspect less emphasized in prior stud-
ies. Compared to models like OphGLM [51], which rely on pre-encoded
static corpora without dynamic knowledge expansion, our retrieval module
enables the integration of context-specific, updated evidence during infer-
ence. Ultimately, our architecture aims to improve the precision and coher-
ence of visual-textual knowledge integration. Compared to systems such as
XrayGPT [57] and skinGPT [58], which have reported limitations in effec-
tively aligning multimodal information, our method provides a task-specific
alternative optimized for sarcopenia-related decision support.

4.2.3. Adaptive Feature Selection and Fusion

Based on these observations, we propose a gate-level feature selection
mechanism that selectively activates relevant layers of multimodal feature
extraction depending on the specific question. This selective activation helps
reduce computational costs and filters out irrelevant or noisy information.
Using LoRA to fine-tune large language models, our framework integrates
heterogeneous features including images at multiple granularities, text em-
beddings, and external knowledge while maintaining complementary infor-
mation through a fusion module. Unlike ACMA, which applies uniform at-
tention across image-text features without adaptive selection, our method
provides more control over information flow. This approach aims to address
challenges such as computational demands, difficulties in accurate region se-
lection [59], and resource-heavy fusion techniques. It also supports improved
reliability and performance when annotated data are limited, making it prac-
tical for medical VQA applications.

4.3. Limitation and Future Work

While our model demonstrates strong performance in sarcopenia classifi-
cation, it also presents new opportunities for expansion and refinement.

First, thanks to the modular and lightweight design, the risk of overfitting
is inherently lower especially when compared to large end-to-end models.
Nonetheless, as part of ongoing work, we are currently developing a larger
dataset comprising over 140 patients, on which we plan to validate and refine
the current model’s performance and generalizability.
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Second, future efforts will aim to incorporate more diverse datasets, com-
bining different imaging modalities (e.g., ultrasound, MRI, CT) and anatom-
ical regions. To handle this variability, we plan to expand our feature extrac-
tion tree to adapt dynamically to different anatomical structures and imaging
types.

Third, although our current experiments focus on classification tasks, the
proposed framework is generalizable and has the potential to support a wide
range of downstream tasks such as report generation, image captioning, and
clinical question answering. This will be explored in future studies using
generative large language models (e.g., T5-3B or GPT-based models).

Moreover, in this work, our primary objective was disease prediction via
classification. In subsequent research, we intend to explore generative capa-
bilities by integrating our framework with large generative models, enabling
richer interpretive outputs and broader clinical utility.

Finally, the hierarchical tree structure in our model lends itself well to
interpretability analysis. Future work will systematically study how different
branches contribute to predictions, potentially enabling more transparent
and trustworthy decision-making in clinical settings.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we presented MedVQA-TREE, a novel hierarchical and
multimodal framework designed to improve sarcopenia diagnosis from ul-
trasound images. Our approach effectively combines multi-level visual fea-
ture extraction including anatomical classification, region segmentation, and
graph-based spatial reasoning with a gated fusion mechanism that integrates
clinical and textual knowledge retrieved via a UMLS-guided multi-hop query
system. This design addresses key challenges such as subtle imaging cues,
limited labeled data, and lack of clinical context. Evaluations on two pub-
lic medical VQA datasets (VQA-RAD and PathVQA) alongside a custom
sarcopenia ultrasound dataset demonstrated that MedVQA-TREE achieves
superior diagnostic accuracy, reaching up to 99%, and outperforms prior
state-of-the-art methods by a significant margin. The model’s ability to dy-
namically fuse visual, numeric, and external knowledge modalities enhances
both diagnostic performance and interpretability.
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List of Abbreviations

Abbreviation Full Form
AI Artificial Intelligence
AU-ROC Area Under the Receiver Operating Characteristics curve
BERT Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers
BIA Bioelectrical Impedance Analysis
BMI Body Mass Index
CSA Cross-Sectional Area
CT Computed Tomography
CUIs Concept Unique Identifiers
DRAG Dynamic Retrieval-Augmented Generation
DXA X-ray Absorptiometry
FetalCLIP Fetal Contrastive Language-Image Pretraining
FN False Negative
FP False Positive
IMUs Inertial Measurement Units
LDA Latent Dirichlet Allocation
LoGra-Med Low-level and Grounded Reasoning in Medicine
LoRA Low-Rank Adaptation
MDLMs Multimodal Deep Learning Models
MedSLIP Medical Semantic Language Image Pretraining
MedVQA Medical Visual Question Answering
MLLMs Multimodal Large Language Models
MRI Magnetic Resonance Imaging
RAG Retrieval-Augmented Generation
ResNet Residual Networks
RF Rectus Femoris
ROC Receiver Operating Characteristics curve
SAM Segmentation Anything Model
SARCUS SARCopenia through UltraSound
SPPB Short Physical Performance Battery
TN True Negative
TP True Positive
UMLS Unified Medical Language System
VGG Visual Geometry Group
VQA Visual Question Answering
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