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Abstract

Radiology reports needed for clinical practice and research
are written and stored in free-text narrations making extrac-
tion of relative information for further analysis difficult. In
these circumstances, natural language processing (NLP) tech-
niques can facilitate automatic information extraction and
transformation of free-text formats to structured data. In
recent years, deep learning (DL)-based models have been
adapted for NLP experiments with promising results. De-
spite the significant potential of DL models based on Ar-
tificial Neural Network (ANN) and Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN), the models face some limitations to im-
plement in clinical practice. Transformers, another new DL
architecture, have been increasingly applied to improve the
process. Therefore, in this study, we propose a transformer-
based fine-grained Named Entity Recognition (NER) archi-
tecture for clinical information extraction. We collected 88
abdominopelvic sonography reports written in free-text for-
mats and annotated them based on our developed informa-
tion schema. The text-to-text transfer transformer model (T5)
and Scifive, a pre-trained domain-specific adaptation of the
T5 model, were applied in two phases of pre-training and
fine-tuning to extract entities and relations and transform the
input to a structured format. Our transformer-based model
applied in this study outperformed previously applied ap-
proaches such as ANN and CNN models based on ROUGE-
1, ROUGE-2, ROUGE-L, and BLEU scores of 0.732, 0.633,
0.635, and 0.727, respectively while providing an inter-
pretable structured report.

Keywords: Structured Reporting; Named Entity Recog-
nition; Relation Extraction; Natural Language Processing;
Deep Learning; Transformers

Introduction
A radiology report narrative is a text-based interpretation of
the acquired images, containing essential information about
the patient’s history, imaging procedure, and radiologic find-
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ings. However, these reports are mainly written in unstruc-
tured, free-text narrations that are hard for computers to in-
terpret and extract clinical information. The variety of med-
ical lexicons used by different radiologists besides the com-
plexity and ambiguity of free-format narrations make the au-
tomated analysis more difficult.

Despite these challenges, radiology reports created by dif-
ferent institutions mostly follow the same semantic frame-
work consisting of observations, observation modifiers such
as anatomy, quantity, and severity, and negation provid-
ing substantial opportunity for natural language processing
(NLP) techniques to convert these free-text narrations to
structured format (Hassanpour and Langlotz 2016). Medi-
cal NLP experiments mainly consist of two critical steps,
named entity recognition and relation extraction. “Named
Entity Recognition (NER)” or “entity extraction” is defined
as scanning the unstructured texts to find, label, and classify
specific terms into categories such as observation, anatomy,
location, etc. For instance, in the sentence “a simple cortical
cyst is seen in the left kidney”, NER can extract the terms
“simple”, “cortical cyst”, and “left kidney” and categorize
them in the form of “simple: modifier”, “cortical cyst: clin-
ical finding”, and “left kidney: anatomy” without establish-
ing any relations between them. This step can be followed
by “relation extraction” which aims to find meaningful rela-
tions among the entities identified through NER tasks. Con-
sidering the mentioned example, relation extraction methods
can establish a relationship among “simple”, “cortical cyst”,
and “left kidney” in the way that “simple” and “left kidney”
are the type and anatomical modifiers of the “cortical cyst”
(Perera, Dehmer, and Emmert-Streib 2020; Steinkamp et al.
2019). However, although in NLP tasks, NER should be ac-
companied by relation extraction to transform unstructured
free texts to a structured format, most studies have focused
only on one of these methods and in particular the NER.
Structured radiology reporting has been globally advocated
as a promising solution to improve the quality and clarity
of radiology reports and enable data mining needed for re-
search processes. However, obstacles towards the conversion
of free-text to the structured format such as variability in
language, length, and writing style have limited its global
application.
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For years, some traditional NLP techniques such as rule-
based and dictionary-based models have been used; how-
ever, recent advances in deep learning (DL) algorithms have
improved NLP performance (Sorin et al. 2020; Monshi,
Poon, and Chung 2020). Recent studies in the general En-
glish domain have reported that the new deep learning archi-
tecture called ”transformers” has provided further improve-
ments leading to the global interest for applying transform-
ers in clinical domains (Wolf et al. 2020; Devlin et al. 2018;
Lan et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2019; Raffel et al. 2020). The use
of attention models such as transformers may also enable
the system to control long-range text dependencies more
effectively than Recurrent Neural Network (RNN) models.
Several studies have examined the transformer-based mod-
els for some clinical domains such as the biomedical data
with promising results confirming their practical applicabil-
ity (Lee et al. 2020; Si et al. 2019; Peng, Yan, and Lu 2019;
Alsentzer et al. 2019).

Since the development of structured radiology reports are
required and most experiments in this field have focused on
clinical text mining approaches rather than providing both
physician and machine-readable systematic structured re-
port, in this study, we propose a practical model of fine-
grained NER which employs transformers, e.g. T5 (Raffel
et al. 2020) and domain-specific pre-trained versions such
as Scifive (Raffel et al. 2020) as an element of transfer
learning to transform radiology free texts to structured re-
ports. Instead of iterating through a document, we use a ma-
chine learning model with generating a machine-readable
representation of the extracted information utilizing the pre-
existing schemas as supervision.

This paper introduces an end-to-end information extrac-
tion system that directly utilizes schemas that are generated
manually as training data for a text generation model and
requires little to no custom configuration and eliminates the
need for additional manual annotation or a heuristic align-
ment step. We jointly learn to extract, select, and standardize
values of interest, enabling direct generation of a machine-
readable data format.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
2 provides a brief review of related works. Section 3 de-
scribes an information model, the corpus, and the annota-
tion scheme. In Sections 4 and 5, we report and discuss the
results of our experiments and their limitations. Finally, Sec-
tion 6 summarizes and concludes our work.

Related Works
In this section, we have a brief review of literature on struc-
tured reporting, strategies used for NER and relation extrac-
tion as the main steps of NLP, and the application of DL for
this purpose.

Structured reporting
Structured reporting was primarily introduced by DICOM in
1999 with generic models of various reports (of Radiology
ESR). However, the models did not receive global adoption.
In 2007-2008, the Radiological Society of North America
(RSNA) created a structured reporting initiative (Langlotz

2006). For this purpose, data mining approaches based on
images and clinical texts known as clinical text mining were
used (Tayefi et al. 2021). To develop image-based structured
reports, Keek et al. and Lambin et al. had used ”Radiomics”
to convert clinical images to quantitative representation for
data mining (Lambin et al. 2017; Keek et al. 2018). In an-
other approach, Litjens et al. and Lundervold et al. applied
deep learning to interpret images and extract relative fea-
tures (Litjens et al. 2017; Lundervold and Lundervold 2019).

For clinical text mining, many institutions have focused
on developing reporting templates such as the disease-
specific reporting templates collected in the RadReport or
other cloud-based solutions with proprietary template for-
mats such as the Smart Reporting application (Pinto dos
Santos and Baeßler 2018). In recent years, the conversion
of free-text formats to structured data has been advocated.
Taira et al. have introduced a natural language processor to
automatically structure medical data. For this purpose, NER
and relation extraction are also needed (Taira, Soderland,
and Jakobovits 2001).

Named entity recognition and relation extraction
Early applications used for bio-NER such as cTAKES and
Metamap matched text phrases with dictionaries and rules.
Clinical Text Analysis and Knowledge Extraction System
(cTAKES) was created by Mayo Clinic integrating rule-
based and ML-based approaches (Savova et al. 2010).
Metamap, a widely available application created by the Na-
tional Library of Medicine (NLM) used specific dictionaries
to find concepts in the biomedical texts and mapped them to
the UMLS metathesaurus (Aronson and Lang 2010). How-
ever, rule-based and dictionary-based applications need ra-
diologist expertise to define the rules and templates and cre-
ate dictionaries manually. Also, due to the large-scale med-
ical terminologies that exist, one dictionary cannot cover
all available medical terms leading to missing entities (Sun
et al. 2018; Rebholz-Schuhmann et al. 2011). Recently,
these models have been integrated or replaced by Machine
Learning (ML)-based models (Ji, Wei, and Xu 2020; Soysal
et al. 2018). In any case, these models also require annotated
datasets for the training phase.

As mentioned, the next step of the NLP process after the
NER is relation extraction. Basically, three approaches have
been introduced for this purpose; co-occurrence approaches
(Rebholz-Schuhmann et al. 2007; Pennington, Socher, and
Manning 2014; Hoffmann and Valencia 2005; Garten and
Altman 2009), pattern-based models (Hakenberg 2010), and
machine learning-aided algorithms (Muzaffar, Azam, and
Qamar 2015). However, to handle complex text mining and
relation extraction processes, systems based on a combi-
nation of two approaches or ML and DL-based algorithms
were created.

Application of DL-based approaches
DL-based NLP models including convolutional neural net-
works (CNN), recurrent neural networks (RNN), long short-
term memory (LSTM), and transformer-based models have
outperformed traditional NLP techniques in recent years.



Chen et al. created a deep learning convolutional neural net-
work (DL-CNN) model for medical text processing (Chen
et al. 2018). An automatic text classification method was
proposed by Wang et al. in (Wang et al. 2019). The re-
sults revealed that the CNN model outperformed the rule-
based NLP and other ML models in two of three clinical
datasets implying that CNN can reveal hidden patterns that
are not captured in the rule-based NLP models. Recurrent
neural networks and in particular Long short-term memory
(LSTM) have also been used for medical text processing. In
a study conducted by Lee et al., LSTM-RNN was applied
for automatic classification of orthopedic images based on
the presence of a fracture (Lee et al. 2019). Carrodeguas et
al. created an LSTM-RNN model to extract follow-up rec-
ommendations from radiology reports (Carrodeguas et al.
2019).

Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transform-
ers (BERT) models have been recently applied for text pro-
cessing. In (Smit et al. 2020), a BERT-based model named
“CheXbert” was created to perform automatic labeling and
identify the presence of specific radiologic abnormalities in
the chest X-rays. Wood et al. also introduced an attention-
based model for automatic labeling of head MRI images
(ALARM) regarding the presence and absence of five ma-
jor neurologic abnormalities (Wood et al. 2020). Addition-
ally, transformers and pre-trained language models are used
in some other studies for various purposes such as machine
translation (Vaswani et al. 2017), document generation (Liu
et al. 2018), and Text-to-SQL approaches (Lyu et al. 2020).
Overall, although these studies have paved the way for the
global adaptation of DL-based models and in particular the
transformers in the medical practice, their application in the
development of structured radiology reports is less exam-
ined. Our research is inspired by works that have been done
in the task of Text-to-SQL transformation (Lyu et al. 2020).

Structured Reporting using Transfer Learning
In this section, similar to what has been done in (Lyu et al.
2020), we also formulate the structured reporting prob-
lem as a multi-task learning problem by adapting a pre-
trained Transformer model and translating free-format re-
ports to structured representations. We describe how to de-
velop schemas, prepare data, and train tasks that produce
structured output.

Developing schemas
Examining a set of available reports, we developed a schema
of all the information documented in the radiology reports.
For feasibility studies, we used only abdominopelvic radiol-
ogy reports to limit possible information domains. However,
most information schemas can be applied to all parts of the
body.

For this purpose, two experts in the field of radiology were
asked to extract this information. The main unit of infor-
mation in our design is a clinical statement, statement, or
”fact,” such as ”a radiological finding was observed”. This
modifying range includes common linguistic elements such
as negation, uncertainty, and conditionality, as well as fac-
tual information (e.g., a radiological finding has ”location”,

”size”, and “description”). Figure 1 shows an example of a
diagram designed for the Gallbladder.

Datasets
For our dataset, we used a practical sample of 88 ab-
dominopelvic radiology reports from people who had made
a consensus that their medical information could be used for
medical research. The reports were obtained from Namazi
and Faghihi Hospitals, the affiliated medical centers of Shi-
raz University of Medical Sciences, Shiraz, Iran in January
2020. We eliminated all the personal and gender-specific in-
formation. The reports included adult patients of all ages and
genders written by various attending radiologists and res-
ident radiologists using their personal reporting templates
without a unified format and headings and were written in
prose.

Data annotation was performed with two annotators in
two steps. In the first step, multiple reports were assigned
to each annotator. They read reports and based on schemas,
the value was assigned to a corresponding key in the schema
(see Figure 2). The second step is cross-validation, in which
the annotated data from one annotator was cross-checked
by the other annotator. The agreement of the two annota-
tors calculated by Cohen’s kappa was 0.86. This shows that
the annotators had a high degree of agreement in annotating
data.

Transformer models
One of the main challenges of our research was the limita-
tion of training data. To address this problem, we came up
with the idea of using transfer learning. A transfer learning
model typically consists of two stages: first, unsupervised
training on a general-purpose corpus and then, supervised
training for a specific task known as the downstream task.
In the first stage, the transformer-based model is optimized
with a large amount of unannotated text data through lan-
guage modeling techniques that are independent of specific
downstream NLP tasks. In the second stage, the pre-trained
transformer-based model is fine-tuned for a particular NLP
task using a supervised approach.

We leverage pre-trained language models such as BERT
in NLP tasks. BERT is not a unified transfer learning method
because BERT-style models can only produce a single pre-
diction for a given input. These models are simply not de-
signed for text generation tasks such as question-answering
or summarization. The text-to-text transfer transformer (T5)
model overcomes this limitation by outputting a string of
text for each input, allowing for both question-answering,
summarization, and other tasks where a single output is gen-
erally insufficient. In our work, we applied the T5 model and
Scifive which is a pre-trained, domain-specific adaptation of
the T5 model that is intended for tasks relating to biomedical
literature which is very important for the learning process.

• T5: The Text-to-Text Transfer Transformer (T5) trained
on the ”Colossal Clean Crawled Corpus” (C4) uses a
basic encoder-decoder transformer architecture as orig-
inally proposed by Vaswani et al. (Vaswani et al. 2017).
Each encoder block consists of a self-attention layer and



Figure 1: An example of the information schema designed as a hierarchical diagram summarizing the information that can be
reported for the gallbladder organ in sonography reports including clinical statements or facts and modifiers such as location or
quantity.

a feed-forward neural network. Each decoder block con-
sists of a self-attention layer, an encoder-decoder atten-
tion layer, and a feedforward neural network. T5 is pre-
trained on masked language modeling with a learning ob-
jective called “span masking”, where spans of text are
replaced with a mask token randomly and the model is
trained to predict the real masked spans.

The T5 has five different model sizes – Small (60 million
parameters), Base (220 million), Large (770 million), 3B,
and 11B.

• Scifive: Like T5, Scifive follows a text-to-text encoder-
decoder architecture that transforms an input sequence
into an output sequence. Scifive is a domain-specific
adaptation of the T5 model pre-trained on a large
biomedical corpus. Two different corpora of biomedical
language are utilized to generalize the model within the
biomedical domain (Phan et al. 2021):

– PubMed Abstract: It contains over 32 million citations
and abstracts of biomedical literature.

– PubMed Central: This database is a corpus of free full-
text articles in the domain of biomedical and life sci-
ences.

Input representation

As mentioned, we formulate our task as a text-to-SQL prob-
lem. Since the fine-grained structure is a complicated task
and hard to reach consensus on specific terms, to remove the
burden of this we provided a separate schema to our model
which acts as the context for our model as explained in sec-
tion 3.1. This is fairly similar to a recent text-to-SQL archi-
tecture where the schema of the tables is concatenated along
with input. From our formulation, each input includes the
schemas and a document.

Scarce of datasets in medical areas, unlike general tasks
like question-answering, summarization, etc. may lead to
poor performance. To mitigate this issue, we first trained our
model on a biomedical question-answering task to further
enhance its generalization power. Moreover, we used the
masked-language-model technique to train our model using
an unsupervised objective. We use one of the strategies ex-
plored in the original T5 paper (Raffel et al. 2020) to estab-
lish an unsupervised object to improve the discerning power
of our model. To generate training data of sequence span
rewriting in a self-supervised fashion, we first randomly re-
placed tokens of arbitrary length in a natural language med-
ical report with a mask token. The model is fed with this
masked token sequence, and trained to produce the original
sequence. Masking is governed by the corruption rate pa-



Figure 2: An example of the free text sonography report with the annotated text for the gallbladder organ and the final expected
structured report for the gallbladder.

rameter which in our findings corruption rate of 15% works
best on generalizing power.

Pre-training and fine-tuning of transformer models
The training process of our model was done in two stages:
(i) pre-training and (ii) fine-tuning. For the first stage, the
pre-trained model on domain-specific data was reused. Hy-
perparameters were the same among our experiments. To
train and evaluate the proposed model, we randomly sep-
arated 80% of reports as the training set, and 20% as the
test set. Models were trained until validation loss increased.
The performance of each of our models was evaluated us-
ing ROUGE (ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, and ROUGE-L) in ad-
dition to SacreBLEU and BLEU scores. Another metric
utilized was exact-match, considering the number of key-
value pairs matching their reciprocal targets. For the second
phase of pre-training, our model was trained on 80 hand-
transformed free-text reports. Here, the model should not
only learn the granularity of input but also our ReportQL
syntax that the output should be structured with.

Results and Experience
Annotation performance
As mentioned above, 88 abdominopelvic sonography free-
text reports were divided into training and test sets (80%-
20%). The train set was manually annotated by two radi-
ologists using the mentioned information schema and used
to train our base NER model. Then, the model was eval-
uated with the validation set of abdominopelvic sonogra-
phy reports. An example of the input free-text report with
the annotated structured result is shown in table 1. Each in-
put report consists of the description of approximately 17
abdominopelvic organs with an average of 22 fine-grained
properties (min: 8, max: 35) in the free-text format which
is annotated to extract the mentioned entities and relations
and designed in the form of structured data containing the
entities related to each organ in the brackets.

Evaluation metrics
We evaluated the performance of our models using ROUGE
(ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, and ROUGE-L) besides the Sacre-
BLEU and BLEU scores. The Scifive base model has
achieved a ROUGE-1 score of 0.732 with subsequent scores

of 0.633 and 0.635 for ROUGE-2 and ROUGE-L met-
rics, respectively. The Scifive-Mask model also achieved
ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, and ROUGE-L scores of 0.723,
0.550, and 0.610.

Regarding BLEU scores (Papineni et al. 2002), the Sci-
five base model has achieved SacreBLEU and BLEU scores
of 0.738 and 0.727, respectively. The Scifive-Mask model
has shown the same performance with SacreBLEU and
BLEU scores of 0.721 and 0.710, respectively with a brevity
penalty and length ratio of 0.99. Tables 1 and 2 have sum-
marized the mentioned metrics.

Discussion
In this study, we proposed a Scifive-based transfer learning
model to annotate free-text radiology reports and provide
structured texts interpretable by both physicians and data
storage software. The model not only achieved BLEU and
ROUGE-L scores of 0.727 and 0.635, but also it can extract
entities and relations, identify abbreviations and negation,
provide a clinically interpretable structured report, and give
the operator freedom on which organs are in the structured
report.

Our proposed model has shown significant strengths com-
pared with the previous models. First, it can identify rela-
tions of the used entities in the report besides the entity ex-
traction. Although in NLP tasks, NER should be accompa-
nied by relation extraction to convert unstructured free texts
to a structured format, most studies have focused only on
one of these methods and in particular the NER. In a study
conducted by Sugimoto et al., BiLSTM-CRF, BERT, and
BERT-CFR models were used for entity extraction. Anno-
tated chest CT scans were used to train the model to extract
the terms and categorize them in the observation entity, clin-
ical finding entity, and modifier entity. Not extracting the re-
lations among the identified terms can limit the applicability
of the mentioned model that should be solved towards de-
veloping structured texts (Sugimoto et al. 2021). Therefore,
to enable the creation of a structured report in this study,
our proposed model has been designed to extract existing
relations. Considering the sentence “few stones up to 7 mil-
limeters are seen in the upper pole of the left kidney”, our
model provides the result of “stones quantity few, size up to
7 mm, and location upper pole” with identified entities and
relations.



Second, after extracting entities and their relations, it can
use these entities to provide a clinically interpretable struc-
tured report that can be used as an alternative to free-text nar-
ratives in clinical practice. As mentioned, most of the avail-
able NLP experiments have focused on entity extraction that
aims to answer a specific question such as the presence of a
finding or follow-up indication; however, scant studies have
provided an information model capable of transforming re-
ports to structured formats. In a study published by Huang et
al. in 2019, an encoder-decoder architecture based on Bidi-
rectional Long Short-Term Memory (Bi-LSTM) and the uni-
directional Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) was applied
to annotate chest CT reports. They first annotate the reports
as “normal” or “abnormal” and then use NER to annotate 23
possible pathologies found in chest CT scans followed by a
complete annotation step. The model can identify normal-
ity or abnormality of a report and extract entities presented
in the abnormal texts; however, the model cannot annotate
normal features and design the abnormal found entities in
the form of a structured text to present limiting its clinical
applicability (Huang et al. 2019).

Besides, heterogeneity of the grammatical formats and
terminologies used by different radiologists has limited this
process and made the development of encoded structured re-
ports cumbersome. For example, reports may provide some
normal or insignificant findings or normal variations of ob-
servations instead of a clear normality statement that should
not be interpreted as an abnormal feature. Also, negation de-
tection, heterogeneous sentences used to report abnormali-
ties, synonyms, abbreviations, not using common standard-
ized medical terminologies, etc. challenge medical text pro-
cessing.

However, our model has shown promising results in these
aspects facilitating the development of structured reports.
The model has demonstrated significant performance in
synonyms detection. As an example, all the phrases “di-
lated bile ducts”, “biliary tree dilatation”, and “intrahep-
atic biliary duct dilatation” were correctly detected by the
model as synonyms. Commonly used medical abbreviations
such as “CBD” (common bile duct), “GB” (gallbladder),
“SOL” (space-occupying lesion), etc. were also correctly di-
agnosed. The model has also shown accurate performance in
negation detection and in particular in grammatically com-
plex sentences. Besides, in sentences where the same find-
ings are reported for two organs such as “both kidneys” or
“both ovaries”, the model can differentiate and detect both
right and left organs separately and mention all the common
findings for both of them.

Third, flexibility and lack of word count limitation can
also make this model more applicable. The operator can de-
termine which organs will be included in the structured for-
mat. For instance, if we aim to collect and analyze charac-
teristics of the liver organ in all the population of an area or
patients referring to a specific center, the model can be mod-
ified to extract only the information related to the liver or-
gan in all the reports and present them in a structured format
to use in the analysis. On the other hand, there is no lim-
itation regarding the number of words and sentences used
in the reports compared with previously mentioned models.

As mentioned, CheXbert is a BERT-based model for per-
forming automatic labeling of chest X-rays. Despite its ac-
curate performance, the model faces some limitations. First,
it can receive a maximum of 512 tokens as the input, and
second, it can only identify the presence of 13 predefined ra-
diologic abnormalities and all the other observations would
be marked as “no finding”. Besides, the model defines one
of the four categories of “positive, negative, uncertain, and
blank” for each of these 13 medical terms; however, it can-
not provide further information regarding the characteristics
of the positive findings (Smit et al. 2020). However, our pro-
posed model has no limitations regarding the size and num-
ber of medical terminologies that can label and can also pro-
vide further characteristics of each positive observation such
as the anatomic and severity modifiers. Besides, the accept-
able performance of our model despite using a small cor-
pus of abdominopelvic sonography reports as the train set
compared with the other recent studies would highlight the
strengths of the model.

In addition, the model performance was also evaluated
using BLEU and ROUGE-L scores. Regarding the BLEU
score, the Scifive model has achieved a score of 0.727
with almost the same score in the Scifive-Mask model. The
ROUGE-1 and ROUGE-L scores were also measured to be
0.732 and 0.635 in the Scifive model. Considering these
metrics, our proposed Scifive model has outperformed pre-
vious similar models. Mostafiz et al. in 2018 applied a
deep neural network (DNN) for NER in radiology reports
to extract pathological terms which achieved the BLEU-1
score of 0.49 reflecting better performance in comparison
to other medical annotation tools such as IBM-Natural Lan-
guage Understanding (IBM-NLU) and Medical Text Indexer
(MTI) with Non-MEDLINE and Mesh On Demand (MOD)
options (Mostafiz and Ashraf 2018).

From the modeling perspective, it seems that transformer-
based models outperformed RNN and CNN while requiring
less time to train the model and can be generalized to a wide
range of tasks (Vaswani et al. 2017).

The model also has some limitations. First, it was only
trained based on the abdominopelvic sonography reports
performed at two medical clinics in Shiraz, Iran. Testing
the model performance with radiology reports obtained from
other medical centers and including reports of other imag-
ing modalities such as CT scans and MRI images related to
chest, brain, and other organs should be performed in the
next steps. Second, although the model has shown perfect
performance despite the relatively small corpus of reports
used as the train set, more reports should be included to im-
prove the model performance. Third, the model is shown to
miss some phrases that are rarely reported in radiology texts
such as the description of a rare finding or some suggestion
statements. However, this problem would be solved by in-
creasing the input report’s number in further steps.

Conclusion
Considering the increasing application of transformer-based
NLP models in recent years, using a text-to-text transfer
transformer model (T5) and a pre-trained domain-specific
adaptation of T5 (Scifive) in this study has shown accepted



ROUGE-1 ROUGE-2 ROUGE-L BLEU SacreBLEU

Scifive 0.732 0.633 0.635 0.727 0.738

Scifive-Mask 0.723 0.550 0.610 0.710 0.721

Table 1: Summary of the ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, ROUGE-L, BLEU, and SacreBLEU scores for Scifive and Scifive-Mask
models.

Score Brevity penalty Length ratio Precision

Scifive 0.7382 1.0 1.01 [0.84, 0.76, 0.69, 0.62]

Scifive-Mask 0.7100 0.99 0.99 [0.85, 0.76, 0.68, 0.60]

Table 2: Brevity penalty, length ratio, and precision metrics used for BLEU score calculation.

performance for NER of radiology reports and translation
of free-text records to the structured data. The model would
also handle annotation of other imaging modalities and also
pathological and biological reports with minimal changes in
the model schema.
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