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Abstract

Inevitable domain and task discrepancies in real-world
scenarios can impair the generalization performance of
the pre-trained deep models for medical data. Therefore,
we audaciously propose that we should build a general-
purpose medical AI system that can be seamlessly adapted
to downstream domains/tasks. Since the domain/task adap-
tion procedures usually involve additional labeling work
for the target data, designing a data-efficient adaption al-
gorithm is desired to save the cost of transferring the
learned knowledge. Our recent work [23] found that vision-
language models (VLMs) are efficient learners with ex-
traordinary cross-domain ability. Therefore, in this work,
we further explore the possibility of leveraging pre-trained
VLMs as medical foundation models for building general-
purpose medical AI, where we thoroughly investigate three
machine-learning paradigms, i.e., domain/task-specialized
learning, joint learning, and continual learning, for train-
ing the VLMs and evaluate their generalization perfor-
mance on cross-domain and cross-task test sets. To alle-
viate the catastrophic forgetting during sequential training,
we employ rehearsal learning and receive a sharp boost in
terms of generalization capability. In a nutshell, our em-
pirical evidence suggests that continual learning may be a
practical and efficient learning paradigm for the medical
foundation model. And we hope researchers can use our
empirical evidence as basement to further explore the path
toward medical foundation model.1

*Equal contribution †Corresponding author
1work in progress.
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Figure 1. Results on three different paradigms for implementing
universal medical foundation models: specialized learning, joint
learning, and continual learning. Continual learning may be a
practical and efficient paradigm for the medical foundation model.

1. Introduction

Recently, foundation models have gained a lot of popu-
larity in deep learning. People use these huge pre-trained
models with billions or even trillion parameters to solve
downstream specific tasks such as machine translation and
document classification [18, 37]. Large language mod-
els (LLM) are the prototype of foundation models, which
are trained on a large corpus collected from the internet
with unsupervised tasks such as masked language model-
ing (MLM) [6]. Foundation models have been prevalent
in natural language processing fields for a while in recent
years, but it took years for this trend to deep vision learn-
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ing and its related fields. Compared to LLMs, foundation
models for vision tasks have two possible pre-training ap-
proaches. The first approach is to reconstruct the input im-
age using masked auto-encoders (MAE) [11] directly, and
the second is to introduce the pairing text descriptions of
images as weak supervising labels. The first approach has
shown its extraordinary imaging understanding capability
in many downstream vision tasks [1, 7]. However, based
on some recent research, the MAE method may not have
strong domain generalization capability compared to the
second approach. The models trained with the second ap-
proach are called vision-language models (VLM), and they
have promising generalization capability for unseen con-
cepts. Inspired by the development of foundation models
and the success of VLMs, we naturally think of applying
natural image foundation models to the future of medical
imaging models, as the medical imaging domain urgently
needs large models with generalization capability.

Although deep learning algorithms have been progress-
ing greatly in medical image analysis tasks, from classifi-
cation to target area detection/segmentation, a deep model
pre-trained on a specific dataset usually suffers from the
domain/task shift problem when facing a new incoming
dataset with different distribution. Due to this problem, ap-
plying a pre-trained medical imaging model to target data
collected from other sources is not a seamless procedure.
On the other hand, medical machine learning practition-
ers tend to develop task-specialized models that can only
be applied to a very specific medical task (e.g., classify-
ing a rare type of tumor), and those models, undoubtedly,
are also trained with a limited size of data. Thus, one may
need to train an ad-hoc model for different target data or
tasks, and this process usually involves additional label-
ing work and requires the data in advance for fine-tuning,
which is not applicable for real-time use cases. This rela-
tively cumbersome process has been a hurdle for adopting a
deep-learning-based image analysis system in practice.

In realistic scenarios, the incoming data may come with
all sorts of variations from acquisition to processing. Unfor-
tunately, we have no control over the aforementioned vari-
ables in real-world environments, and acquiring the target
data in advance is also unrealistic in many scenarios, espe-
cially for real-time clinical usage. Therefore, these issues
suggest we need to propose new paradigms to enhance the
domain/task generalization capability of our deep models
regarding the real-time incoming data. Therefore, we en-
vision there is a new paradigm for building a general-
purpose medical artificial intelligence (AI) model which
can easily be adapted for various medical tasks and do-
mains. And, as we mentioned before, building medical
image specialized foundation models may be the correct
path toward general-purpose medical AI.

As one of the pioneering work pushing toward this vi-

sion, we can see there is still a huge vacancy left for re-
search and development to build a general-purpose AI sys-
tem, but a foundation model may be the answer to our goal.
And in our recent series of studies, we have the very first
taste of how to build a foundation model for medical AI
systems efficiently. Our previous work [23] showed that
large-scale pre-trained vision language models have such
generalization capabilities in the new domains (e.g., from
the natural image domain to the medical domain) by acti-
vating the knowledge with appropriate text prompts. In that
work, we proposed multiple prompt generation approaches,
which can either artificially or automatically generate text
prompts. These prompts contain the expressive attributes
described in the target concept to trigger the aligned visual
representation acquired during the pre-training stage in a
new domain. And the effectiveness of our method has been
supported by excessive experiments and the superior perfor-
mance we achieved in many public medical image datasets.
Therefore, from the lessons we learned in the above work,
we assume the strong cross-domain stability of VLM not
only exists in prompt-based learning but also exists in train-
ing with heterogeneous data and general-purpose tasks, ap-
proaching the vision of medical foundation models.

In this work, we thoroughly examine the generalization
capability of the VLMs trained with our newly proposed
paradigms and explore the possibility of leveraging pre-
trained VLMs as medical foundation models for building
general-purpose medical AI. The first learning paradigm we
evaluate is domain/task-specialized learning, i.e., to train a
model on a specific domain/task and test its generalization
performance on unseen domains/tasks. With the unsatisfy-
ing results, we then move on to the joint learning paradigm
which feeds the models with heterogeneous data for general
purposes. Although the cross-domain or cross-task general-
ization results are acceptable compared to specialized learn-
ing, jointly training such a model usually requires accessing
the target data in advance, which is not applicable in the real
world. Therefore, we finally evaluate the continual learning
paradigm to train the VLMs on sequentially arriving data.
By only including a small size of replay buffer for rehearsal,
the catastrophic forgetting can be efficiently alleviated and
thus improving the models’ generalization. The overall per-
formance pattern for the above learning paradigms is visu-
alized in Fig. 1. We can see that both joint learning and con-
tinual learning show promising generalization performance
among different domains of polyp detection data and among
different medical tasks (hippocampus, thyroid nodule, dia-
betic foot ulcer, and polyp detection).

The main contribution of this work can be concluded
as follows: 1) We thoroughly evaluate the vision-language
models under three learning paradigms for their cross-
domain and cross-task generalization capability; 2) We pro-
pose to use the continual learning paradigm as an efficient
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and practical way to build medical foundation models to-
ward general-purpose medical AI; 3) We find the catas-
trophic forgetting problem is a vital problem that under-
mines the models’ generalization capability, which can be
efficiently restored by employing rehearsal learning.

2. Related Work

2.1. Foundation models in healthcare

Foundation models have gained popularity and become
a new paradigm for AI. When we say foundation model,
we usually refer to those models which are pre-trained
with large-scale heterogeneous data and can be transferred
to various downstream tasks. The related review studies
have discussed the opportunities and risks of the foundation
model [4] and foundation model in healthcare [38], where
the foundation model was labeled as the “new AI”. The
intelligence exhibited by the foundation model is mainly
manifested by emergence and homogenization capability,
which is not available in past AI models, providing a new
direction for general AI [4]. Emergence is mainly demon-
strated by the ability to in-context learning and to adapt to
different downstream tasks, while homogenization lies in
the ability to process different heterogeneous data and can
be transferred to a broader range of tasks. By any mea-
sure, the foundation model brings more convenience to AI
practices, including in healthcare. Medical AI has always
been limited by the size of clinical data and has struggled to
go deeper. The medical foundation model may be a game-
breaker for medical AI by learning from a wide range of
medical data and being transferred to data-limited down-
stream tasks. Currently, it is worth exploring how to de-
sign the datasets and learning strategies needed to build the
medical foundation model. In our study, we do some explo-
rations in this direction and give some problem summaries.

2.2. Prompting for foundation models

Recently, prompt based model inference and knowledge
extraction has been widely adopted in NLP field [22]. Peo-
ple find that prompts can activate the knowledge contained
in LLMs without tuning their parameters [25]. Thus, we fol-
low this line of works [22, 28, 39] to design the our model
generation method. Along with the development of pre-
trained VLMs [15, 24], prompt learning become more and
more important in tasks such as text-image retrieval and
image classification through template prompts. In our last
work [23], we mainly focus on leveraging the prompt text
to activate pre-trained VLMs knowledge of unseen objects,
and show excellent performance on various public medical
datasets across different domains and tasks.

2.3. Joint learning and continual learning

The foundation model has emerged to better adapt to
different downstream tasks that can span different imag-
ing modalities, disease domains, and even processing tasks.
There have been many strategies for how to make neu-
ral networks learn to multitask knowledge. Joint train-
ing/learning is a training strategy directing joint training of
datasets with different domains and tasks, which has been
reported for successfully working in image processing and
language modeling [32, 40].

In addition, continual learning (CL) provides another
training strategy for learning from different task data, which
also be called incremental learning or life-long learning.
Neural networks often suffer from catastrophic forget-
ting [9] when learning different data again and again, i.e.,
forgetting what they learned from the previous data, and this
limits deep learning models to handle different downstream
tasks. Continual learning tries to solve this problem and
usually includes the following implementations: context-
specialized components, model regularization, feature re-
play [16], and dynamic network expansion, et al [31, 33].
The continual learning scenarios include class-incremental,
domain-incremental, and task-incremental learning for both
classification and generation tasks [17, 33], and it is pre-
cisely this need for the foundation model to learn as much
knowledge as possible and migrate them to across-class,
across-domain, and across-task datasets for efficient reason-
ing. Recent studies have demonstrated that transformer can
do continual learning [8] and Contrastive Language-Image
Pretraining (CLIP) model as a VLM is an efficient continual
learner [31], which all provide ideas for our research.

3. Methods
In this section, we first briefly discuss how to ap-

ply VLMs to different medical image analysis tasks in
zero/few-shot manners with text prompts. And we will dis-
cuss how to leverage LLMs as knowledge source to gen-
erate our text prompts. Then we will move toward the
first training paradigm we proposed, in which we train the
VLMs with heterogeneous data and different medical im-
age understanding tasks jointly. Ultimately, We will explain
our two continual learning implementations and discuss the
catastrophic forgetting problem and our solution.

3.1. Pre-trained VLMs

Vision-language models can learn from the massive on-
line image-text paired data using aligned language informa-
tion as supervision labels. These models usually have sep-
arate text and visual encoders that are aligned semantically
in a joint embedding space, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Since
the language descriptions of a concept are typically consis-
tent across various data domains, using language prompts to
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Figure 2. Overview of the roadmap to universal medical foundation model. The roadmap is made up of three steps: a. model is pre-trained
on a huge number of image-text pairs in the natural domain to obtain generic concepts which can be transferred to the medical domain;
b. incremental extension of the medical domain/task concepts through continual learning applicable to real-life medical scenarios; c. the
ideal model will have a balanced performance across a range of medical domains and tasks and generalizable to unseen domains/tasks.

substitute the class labels gives the VLMs impressive zero-
shot vision task performance. Grounded Language-Image
Pre-Training (GLIP) [19] is a recently proposed model
which reformulates object detection as phrase grounding
tasks. GLIP takes the text phrase prompts instead of class
labels to supervise the grounding module. And the model
will learn to align the grounded visual area with the regard-
ing text phrase in the prompts during the training process,
and, therefore, GLIP can semantically align the visual rep-
resentation and the concept in a joint embedding space. To
be specific, the above process can be formulated as the fol-
lowing:

O = EncI(Image), P = EncL(Prompt),

Sground = OP>, Lcls = Loss(Sground;T ), (1)

where O ∈ RN×d, P ∈ RM×d denote the image and
text features respectively, Sground ∈ RN×M represents the
cross-modal alignment scores, and T ∈ {0, 1}N×M is the
target matrix.

3.2. Adapting VLMs to the medical domain through
text prompts

In our last work [23], we proposed multiple methods
for prompt generation, including manual and automatic ap-
proaches. The essential idea of prompts designation is to
inject prior knowledge of the target concept/object into the
prompts. To be more specific, we need knowledge about
the visual appearance of a target object. We show that
such knowledge can more efficiently activate the pre-trained
VLMs and the related visual representation with which
the text prompts are aligned. Therefore, we propose sev-

eral methods to gain such knowledge from different knowl-
edge sources. The manual method is straightforward, but
it requires much effort for human annotators to find useful
prompts. So we decide to automize this process by leverag-
ing the knowledge contained in LLMs or VLMs. To elicit
knowledge from the LLMs, we make the specialized med-
ical LLMs do the masked token prediction task by giving
a template sentence. We use the masked token to represent
the attribute desired adjective in the template sentence. For
example, if we want to know the color attribute of polyps,
we then feed a template – ‘The color of polyps is [masked]’
to the LLMs and let the LLMs predict the masked token.
The predicted word should be the attribute value we are
looking for. As for extracting knowledge from the VLMs,
we simply find a pre-trained VQA model [36] to answer our
question regarding a given image. And the question is, of
course, about the attribute we need.

3.3. Exploration of medical foundation model

After we show the amazing generalization capability of
the pre-trained VLMs from the natural image domains to
medical domains, we further investigate whether such ca-
pability exists in the process of adapting different medical
domains and tasks. In this work, we design several ap-
proaches to verify the generalization power of the VLMs in
a range of data domains and medical tasks. Therefore, we
trained a series of domain/task-specialized models. As our
preliminary experiment results suggest, neither domain nor
task-specialized pre-trained models show acceptable cross-
domain or cross-task performance. Therefore, we adopt two
advanced methods to make the very first step on the path to-
ward medical foundation models. The first method allows
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us jointly train our large models with mixed data from dif-
ferent domains and tasks. Furthermore, the second method
is more practical in the real world. We explain these two
methods in detail in the following passages.

3.3.1 Generalization through joint learning

Joint learning usually refers to an approach aiming to learn
from a range of datasets at once instead of training an inde-
pendent model on one dataset each time. Suppose we are
given n datasets from different domains/tasks, and we want
to train a neural network M to learn the patterns contained
in the data. Instead of training n models on each dataset
separately, we want to use just one model to simultaneously
capture the patterns across various domains or tasks. To
achieve this goal, we optimize the parameters through a uni-
fied training paradigm for different datasets to let our mod-
els learn the patterns across domains/tasks jointly.

Formally, we are given n different datasets D =
{(xi, yi)}ni=1, and each one of them is from a separate do-
main/task. Then we train a model M to approach the joint
distribution of P (xi, yi). This process can be formalized
as follows:

Pθ(x, y) =
1

n

n∑
n=1

θ(x = xi, y = yi), (2)

The joint dataset D is more representative because the
data come from different domains/tasks can better reflect
the unknown original data distribution.

And that’s the essential motivation driving us to train
a model for all domains/tasks instead of training several
domain/task-specialized models. As mentioned above, we
will use experiments to show that domain/task-specialized
models’ generalization performance is not comparable with
the joint-training large models. Though we’ve discussed so
many advantages of joint learning, some remaining prob-
lems still deter the joint learning method from becoming
the only correct path toward the medical foundation mod-
els. Firstly, in clinical scenarios, target-domain/task data is
not accessible in advance. So they are not available for joint
training, and we have to finetune them accordingly.

However, in this process, we may encounter the catas-
trophic forgetting problem, which means the pre-trained
model forgets the acquired knowledge during the pre-
training stage and, thus, lose the generalization capability.
Secondly, Training a large-size pre-trained model may not
be practical in real-world circumstances, considering the
sensitivity and privacy of the data. Thus, we may only start
training our model with a relatively small-size and homo-
geneous data distribution at the beginning. All of the above
problems point to another machine learning paradigm and a
natural option – continual learning.

3.3.2 Generalization through continual learning

Continual learning, also known as lifelong learning, is a ma-
chine learning paradigm designed for learning patterns from
a continuous data stream, rather than learning from a fixed
dataset all at once. The common interest of continual learn-
ing and domain generalization is to find a way that can keep
the acquired knowledge and keep learning from incoming
data. As we pointed out before, one of the major challenges
of applying a pre-trained model for medical image analy-
sis tasks is that we have no control over the quality of in-
coming data. Thus, even if we could have enough labeled
data to finetune our pre-trained model, we still have to pre-
vent forgetting the knowledge acquired previously during
the finetuning process. So we think CL could be an ideal
solution for such worries. In fact, there are two subfields of
CL called task-incremental CL and domain-incremental CL
dedicated on solving the problem we just mentioned.

In this work, we borrow the idea of task-incremental CL
and domain-incremental CL to train our models and ver-
ify the generalization capability of our model. As Fig. 1(b)
illustrated, we first train a model with data Di from only
one domain/task, and we keep increasing data from differ-
ent domains/tasks during the continual learning process to
test the model’s performance. We apply two different meth-
ods of continual learning to train our model and observe
the forgetting patterns. The first method is called sequential
learning, which is the fundamental benchmark of contin-
ual learning. To be specific, we start by training the model
with data Di from a sole domain. Then we continually
train the model by feeding data Di+1, Di+2, ..., Dn from
incoming domains. We test the model’s performance af-
ter each training with one domain on all of the test sets to
see whether the model is enduring catastrophic forgetting
problems. The other method is called rehearsal or replay
learning, a popular and classical training method adopted in
continual learning. The training process of rehearsal learn-
ing is pretty much the same as sequential learning, except
for a small but vital change. This change is keeping a replay
buffer B = {xji , y

j
i |i ∈ ‖D‖, j ∈ n} that holds some data

and labels randomly sampled from the previous datasets,
and the data and labels in the replay buffer will be period-
ically fed to the model even if it’s learning the target do-
main’s data. Though there are some more sophisticated pri-
oritized sampling strategies rather than random sampling,
we still observe a huge improvement in terms of alleviat-
ing the catastrophic forgetting problem by introducing this
simple strategy. We will analyze this phenomenon in detail
in the experiments section. For the task-incremental CL,
we use the same training methods, except we add data from
another task at each time.
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Table 1. Cross-domain generalization performance on the polyp datasets (AP%)

Train

Test Polyp
AVG

BKAI CVC-ClinicDB Kvasir-SEG Kvasir-Sessile SinGAN CVC-300 CVC-ColonDB ETIS

BKAI 79.3 65.8 69.1 60.8 64.4 71.5 48.5 61.8 65.2

CVC-ClinicDB 64.5 82.2 61.6 60.4 62.8 72.4 61.1 53.2 64.8

Kvasir-SEG 62.1 59.6 75.9 60.0 66.8 70.0 53.0 69.9 64.7

Kvasir-Sessile 59.1 54.5 69.2 62.7 59.9 45.7 48.9 48.6 56.1

SinGAN 26.8 9.9 18.0 03.3 93.1 22.8 16.4 14.3 25.6
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Figure 3. Cross validation results on different domains and different tasks.

4. Experiments

4.1. Setup

Datasets For domain generalization experiments, we col-
lected a series of endoscopy image datasets for polyp de-
tection from different domains. There are five datasets,
Kvasir-SEG [13], Kvasir-Sessile [12], CVC-ClinicDB [2],
BKAI [21], SinGAN [30], having train and test sets that
are publicly available. Then we use them for training
our models for domain generalization tasks. We also col-
lect another three heterogeneous datasets: CVC-300 [34],
CVC-ColonDB [29], and ETIS [27], and use their test
sets to evaluate our models’ performance with out-of-
distribution(OOD) data.

For across-tasks experiments, we focus on 8 differ-
ent medical tasks: polyp detection with endocopy im-

age dataset Kvasir-SEG [14]; cell detection with cytology
image dataset BCCD; cell detection with histopathology
image dataset CPM-17 [35]; Tuberculosis detection with
X-ray dataset TBX11k [20]; lung nodule detection with
LUNA16 [26]; Hippocampus area detection with ADNI [3],
a dataset prepared for Alzheimer’s Disease NeuroImaging
research; diabetic ulcer detection with diabetic feet image
dataset DFUC [5]; thyroid nodule detection with ultrasound
dataset TN3K [10]

Implementation details In our specific experiments, we
concentrated on the transferability and the continual learn-
ing capability of GLIP-T(C) from the natural domain to the
medical domain, which is a pre-trained VLM on two natural
domain datasets (Object 365 and GoldG). We carried out a
large number of experiments, and in order to ensure consis-
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Table 2. Cross-task generalization performance on the medical datasets (AP%)

Train

Test polyp
blood
cell

cell
nucleus

diabetic
foot ulcer

skin
disease hippocampus

lung
nodule

pulmonary
tuberculosis

thyroid
nodule

Polyp BM? BCCD CPM-17 DFUC ISIC2016 ADNI LUNA16 TBX11k TN3K

Polyp BM 68.1 26.6 24.0 25.1 29.8 0.0 0.0 0.3 11.1

BCCD 23.7 62.5 4.1 9.1 21.4 0.0 0.0 0.4 6.8

CPM-17 36.1 19.6 44.2 29.0 24.6 0.0 0.0 0.3 14.0

DFUC 29.4 24.6 16.4 50.3 28.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 13.3

ISIC2016 17.5 2.5 6.0 3.6 59.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 5.9

ADNI 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.1 48.6 0.0 0.0 0.0

LUNA16 12.1 18.0 11.3 8.2 10.7 0.0 40.6 0.0 0.1

TBX11k 30.9 16.9 10.3 16.2 28.6 0.0 0.0 37.2 2.3

TN3K 17.0 11.7 3.2 6.0 20.1 0.0 0.0 0.9 62.1
?includes CVC-300, CVC-ClinicDB, CVC-ColonDB, Kvasir, and ETIS. The results of Polyp BM are averaged over five datasets.

Table 3. Performance in different medical domains using data incremental learning methods v.s. data fixed learning methods (AP%)

Kvasir-SEG BKAI CVC-ClinicDB Kvasir-Sessile SinGAN CVC-300 CVC-ColonDB ETIS AVG

zero-shot 7.1 4.5 4.1 4.2 4.2 6.1 3.2 1.0 4.3

domain-specialized 79.3 82.2 75.9 62.7 93.1 72.4 61.1 69.9 74.6

joint (full data) 65.7 79.8 80.0 58.0 86.2 69.3 60.0 61.3 70.0

joint (100-shot) 66.2 72.0 72.5 58.1 78.2 74.1 59.5 64.1 68.1

sequential 18.4 26.8 19.2 4.1 85.2 26.0 18.7 19.5 27.2

rehearsal 65.6 68.9 64.5 54.2 84.4 69.4 56.3 55.6 64.9

Table 4. Performance in different medical tasks using data incre-
mental learning methods v.s. data fixed learning methods (AP%)

Kvasir-SEG DFUC TN3K ADNI AVG

zero-shot 8.7 0.8 1.9 0.0 2.9

task-specialized 75.9 50.3 62.1 48.6 59.2

joint (full data) 73.6 49.9 61.0 47.9 58.1

joint (100-shot) 64.1 40.2 45.5 38.6 47.1

sequential 1.5 2.2 16.7 48.8 17.3

rehearsal 57.1 37.7 49.2 47.8 48.0

tency across experiments, the design of our experiments: 1.
setting the batch size to 4; 2. using Adam optimizer; 3. set-
ting the base learning rate to 1× 10−4, setting the learning

rate of the BERT text encoder to 1 × 10−5; 4. setting the
weight decay to 0.05; 5. freezing the bottom two layers of
the image encoder. In the continual learning stage, we set
the buffer size to 100.

4.2. Generalization Performance Analysis

4.2.1 Domain/task specialized models have poor gener-
alization performance

As mentioned before, domain/task-specialized models can
not satisfy the need of generalization capabilities in clinical
use cases. In this section, we will use experimental results
to show such incompetence of the domain/task-specialized
models. Table 1 and Table 2 record the domain/task-
specialized models’ performance on domain-generalization
and task-generalization tasks, respectively. Fig. 3a and
Fig. 3b are the visualized heatmap figures of these two
tables. As we explained before, each row in either Ta-
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Figure 4. Two typical generalization performance patterns: elasticity v.s. forgetting

ble 1 or Table 2 represents a model trained with the ac-
cording data and its performance on the test sets with all
other domains/tasks. As illustrated in those two tables, we
can conclude that the domain/task-specialized models can
achieve strong performance on the test data from its own
domain/task, but their performance on other datasets is not
satisfying enough. This pattern can be clearly observed
from the visualized heatmap Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b. The diag-
onal numbers in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b are clearly larger than
those in other positions, and these tell us the domain/task
gaps are significant. Compared with Fig. 3a, the task gaps
are more evident in Fig. 3b since the performance differ-
ences are much larger. And this observation suggests that
domain/task-specialized models are definitely not the cor-
rect path toward the foundation models because we need
models that can handle different downstream tasks simulta-
neously.

4.2.2 General knowledge acqusition: two patterns

We also visualized two typical generalization performance
patterns in Fig. 4. As illustrated in Fig. 4a, the generaliza-
tion performance pattern on various datasets of the model
trained with the Kvasir-SEG dataset is called elasticity in
continual learning. As one can tell, the model’s test re-
sults on other datasets keep the same, while the performance
on its own test set is increasing. This pattern can be inter-
preted from two perspectives. Firstly, the model in the left
figure doesn’t suffer from the catastrophic problem, since
it doesn’t lose two much generalization capability during
training. Secondly, the model is not learning any transfer-

able knowledge from this dataset. On the other hand, the
model, which is trained with the ADNI dataset, has another
performance pattern on the test sets from different tasks.
The pattern in Fig. 4b illustrates that the task-generalization
capability is actually decreasing during training with more
data. The reason for such a phenomenon, as we guess,
is probably because of the relatively large difficulty of the
ADNI dataset’s detection task, compared to other datasets.
This observation shows that the model can lose generaliza-
tion capability during training, which suggests that we need
an approach to prevent forgetting common knowledge.

Therefore, in the later sections, we will show that joint
learning and continual learning show more promising re-
sults for cross-domain and cross-task experiments.

4.2.3 Joint learning sharply increases the generaliza-
tion performance

For joint learning, we use data from different domains/tasks
to train the model simultaneously, and we test the pre-
trained model on the test sets from various domains/tasks.
Table 3 exhibits the generalization performance of the
model that was jointly trained on all the available polyp
train data we mentioned before. Row 3 and 4 in Table 3,
respectively show the results of the model jointly trained
under full data and 100 shots setting. And the second row
records the test result of the model that was trained and
tested on the same data domain, which is the result on
the diagonal line in Fig. 3. And the zero-shot line shows
the benchmark results of directly using the not finetuned
VLM to do the tests by giving them the class name as text
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Figure 5. The performance of rehearsal training v.s. sequential training on cross-domain/cross-task datasets

prompts. From the first four rows of Table 3, we can con-
clude that joint training does boost the model’s generaliza-
tion capability, but the results are still relatively lower than
those of the upper bound one average. This pattern is under-
standable since the models have to sacrifice some domain-
specialized performance to exchange the increase of gener-
alization capability. We also notice that the though the joint
learning model with 100 shots has a relatively weak perfor-
mance on average, the few-shot model achieves better re-
sults on the OOD test data ( CVC-300, CVC-ColonDB, and
ETIS). This interesting phenomenon gives us some inspira-
tion. Is it possible to train a joint learning model without
using the full-size dataset and losing no generalization ca-
pability? As we are sampling the 100 shots data randomly,
we think that, with a more advanced sampling strategy, a
few-shot joint learning model may achieve satisfying re-
sults. And we there are some data which are more repre-
sentative compared to their counterparts. However, we will
leave this discussion in our future works due to space lim-
itations. We believe this direction is worth exploring since
a few-shot joint learning model is much more realistic and
practical in the real world.

4.2.4 Basic sequential learning methods suffering from
catastrophic forgetting

We now present the experiment results of the models trained
with the continual learning paradigm. However, before we
step into the detail, we want to remind the readers that con-
tinual learning is a more practical option in many clini-
cal use cases. Compared with the joint learning paradigm
above, continual learning won’t require a large dataset to
train simultaneously and doesn’t need to train the model ev-
ery time we add unseen data from a new domain/task. In Ta-
ble 3 and Table 4, we can see the last two rows represent the
results of the model trained with sequential and rehearsal
methods respectively. The first conclusion we can make
is that the sequential learning method badly suffers from

the catastrophic forgetting problem and receives unsuccess-
ful results regarding generalization capability. Fig. 5 illus-
trates the detailed training process of the sequential learning
model and rehearsal learning model. Let’s take Fig. 5b as an
example. This figure displays the intermediate results from
the training process with the cross-domain scenario. The
left heatmap shows the training process of sequential learn-
ing, and the right heatmap represents the training process of
rehearsal learning. Each column of the heatmap represents
the cross-task results of the model at stepi, and a step means
the whole training process on a dataset for a specific task.
The order of adding the dataset is the same as the dataset
name on the y-axis from top to bottom. Thus, the results
in the diagonal lines are generated by the continual learning
model that is currently learning and testing with the same
dataset. After understanding the above facts, we can clearly
see that the sequential learning model forgets most of the
knowledge acquired after two steps. As illustrated in the
left heatmap of Fig. 5b, the result of Kvasir SEG dataset
sharply plunged from 75.9% at step 1 to 1.5% at step 4.

4.2.5 Rehearsal learning with replay buffer can pre-
vent forgetting

Compared to the unsatisfactory generalization performance
of the sequential learning models, the rehearsal learning
models achieve much better results in cross-domain/task
tests, while the only difference is the introduction of a re-
play buffer. In fact, the rehearsal learning method obtains
a better average result than the joint-100 method, meaning
rehearsal learning has a promising generalization capabil-
ity. Again, we want to remind the readers that we only use
the most straightforward sampling strategy, random sam-
pling, to implement rehearsal learning. We believe we could
achieve better performance by adopting another sampling
strategy, but we will leave this exploration to our feature
work. From the results in Table 3 and Table 4, we can con-
clude that the introduction of the replay buffer significantly
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increases the cross-domain performance. For example, the
average cross-task result of the sequential learning model
is 17.3%, and by introducing the replay buffer, this num-
ber comes to 48.0% of the rehearsal model. In Fig. 5b,
from the right heatmap, we can see the result of the Kvasir
SEG dataset only moderately dropped from 75.9% at step
1 to 57.1% at step 4. This drop is much more acceptable
compared to the former one. And this figure again supports
our conclusion before. Catastrophic forgetting of the mod-
els happens sooner than we thought, in only two or three
steps. Furthermore, the rehearsal learning paradigm is both
cost-efficient and data-efficient to alleviate the forgetting
problem. In the end, we can conclude that the catastrophic
forgetting problem is unavoidable for adapting pre-trained
models to a target domain. Thus, we must invest more elab-
oration in preventing such forgetting in practice.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we first highlight the rise of large-size foun-

dation models and their superiority in many fields. Then we
envision a future where foundation models can also serve
as a general-purpose system in medical image tasks. There-
fore, we discuss and evaluate several training paradigms
in terms of generalization capability for cross-domain and
cross-task tests. We observed some interesting patterns
from all the experiments we conducted and drew the follow-
ing conclusion: First, the domain/task-specialized models
have little generalization capability; Second, the joint learn-
ing method can increase the models’ generalization per-
formance but require large-size heterogeneous data; Third,
compared to sequential learning, rehearsal learning can bet-
ter alleviate the forgetting problem of the pre-trained mod-
els. Except for the above conclusions, we also leave some
open questions for future works moving toward the med-
ical foundation models. The first question is whether the
joint learning method requires full data to train the model.
Is there a strategy to sample more representative data from
each dataset? The second question is about the rehearsal
learning paradigm. Could a more advanced replay method
increase the rehearsal learning models’ generalization ca-
pability and prevent the forgetting problem? Ultimately, we
hope this work can provide some practical guidance for fu-
ture researchers.
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