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Abstract. The emergence of large multimodal models has unlocked re-
markable potential in Al, particularly in pathology. However, the lack of
specialized, high-quality benchmark impeded their development and pre-
cise evaluation. To address this, we introduce PathMMU, the largest and
highest-quality expert-validated pathology benchmark for Large Mul-
timodal Models (LMMs). It comprises 33,428 multimodal multi-choice
questions and 24,067 images from various sources, each accompanied by
an explanation for the correct answer. The construction of PathMMU
harnesses GPT-4V’s advanced capabilities, utilizing over 30,000 image-
caption pairs to enrich captions and generate corresponding Q&As in a
cascading process. Significantly, to maximize PathMMU’s authority, we
invite seven pathologists to scrutinize each question under strict stan-
dards in PathMMU'’s validation and test sets, while simultaneously set-
ting an expert-level performance benchmark for PathMMU. We conduct
extensive evaluations, including zero-shot assessments of 14 open-sourced
and 4 closed-sourced LMMs and their robustness to image corruption.
We also fine-tune representative LMMs to assess their adaptability to
PathMMU. The empirical findings indicate that advanced LMMs strug-
gle with the challenging PathMMU benchmark, with the top-performing
LMM, GPT-4V, achieving only a 49.8% zero-shot performance, signifi-
cantly lower than the 71.8% demonstrated by human pathologists. Af-
ter fine-tuning, significantly smaller open-sourced LMMSs can outperform
GPT-4V but still fall short of the expertise shown by pathologists. We
hope that the PathMMU will offer valuable insights and foster the de-
velopment of more specialized, next-generation LMMs for pathology.
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Question: Based on the morphological features observed in the image,
how does the extracellular matrix appear?
A) Hyalinized and acellular
B) Osteoid in composition
€) Myxoid with scattered spindle-shaped cells
D) Calcified with absence of cells

{ Explanation: The extracellular matrix in the image appears myxoid, as
indicated by the pink-staining, homogenous substance, and it contains
scattered spindle-shaped cells, which s typical for a well-differentiated
liposarcoma. Options A, B, and D describe other types of extracellular
matrix that are not observed in this image.
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Fig.1: An overview of the PathMMU benchmark: PathMMU is constructed using a
diverse range of rich data sources. It comprises expert-level, multimodal, multi-choice
questions in pathology, collaboratively crafted by Al and human pathology experts. No-
tably, even the most advanced LMMs substantially underperform when benchmarked
against human experts on the PathMMU.

Pathology is integral to modern medicine, serving as the foundation for di-
agnosing and understanding diseases. For example, liquid-based cytology plays
a crucial role in early detection during cervical cancer screening. Concurrently,
assessing biomarkers like HER2 in breast cancer and PD-L1 in various cancers
in treatment informs the choice of targeted therapies and immunotherapies [23].

In recent years, the field of pathology has undergone a significant transforma-
tion, driven by advances in digital pathology and the rise of artificial intelligence
(AI). This shift marks a departure from conventional microscope-based slide
reading to Al-powered image analysis, greatly easing the workload of patholo-
gists. Traditional pathology models are tailored for specific tasks, such as cervical
cytology and liver lesion classification, leading to an abundance of task-specific
models [56,58]. In contrast, recent advancements in large multimodal models
(LMMs) focus on offering general task-solving capabilities, thereby making uni-
versal pathological region recognition possible. This breakthrough not only rep-
resents a significant stride in the field, but also paves the way for more versatile
and efficient diagnostic approaches in pathology [13,27,43].

Given the demands of precision interpretation in the field of pathology, con-
ducting comprehensive evaluations of LMMs’ abilities in interpreting pathol-
ogy images is essential. Yet, the field faces a notable scarcity of high-quality
benchmark datasets. Currently, the representative large-scale dataset available
is PathVQA, which contains over 30,000 visual question-answering samples with
4,998 images. Nevertheless, these samples are derived from a limited source of
textbooks, with image captions being converted into questions through heuristic
approaches, limiting the generation of diverse and logical Q&As. Additionally,
textbook captions often fail to accurately reflect the image contents. For instance,
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some captions might introduce supplementary details that are not evident in the
images or partially cover the image content, thereby leading to unsolvable Q&A
pairs or questions that inadequately capture the essence of the images. Moreover,
the absence of expert review and validation in the data curation process may
introduce substantial noise into the dataset. These challenges pose significant
obstacles to effectively validating LMMs’ capabilities in pathology.

To address these challenges, we introduce PathMMU, an multimodal expert-
level benchmark designed to evaluate LMMs in pathology image understand-
ing and reasoning, comprising 33,428 Q&As along with 24,067 pathology im-
ages. As depicted in Fig. 1, PathMMU draws from a diverse range of high-
quality sources, including PubMed scientific documents, pathology atlas from
textbooks and guidelines, Twitter posts by pathology experts, commonly used
pathology classification datasets and educational teaching content from YouTube
videos, covering multiple organ systems (e.g., gastrointestinal, pulmonary, en-
docrine, etc.) and multiple subjects (e.g., dermatopathology, hematopathology,
cytopathology, etc.). In developing PathMMU, we adopt a meticulously designed
cascading approach. Initially, we prompt GPT-4V with collected image-caption
pairs to enhance the original captions, crafting descriptions that delve deeper
into details and highlight crucial morphological features. Subsequently, we use
these enhanced descriptions along with the images to prompt GPT-4V to gener-
ate professional multi-choice, multimodal pathology Q& As, each accompanied by
detailed explanations for their answers. To ensure the questions are specifically
designed for multimodal pathology understanding, we employ a collaboration
of multiple large language models (LLMs) to eliminate questions that can be
solved or guessed using text alone. Most importantly, we invite seven pathology
experts to manually review approximately 12,000 Q& As from the test and val-
idation sets of PathMMU. The above carefully executed procedures, ensure the
generation of professional, logical, and high-quality Q&As.

We evaluate the zero-shot performance of 18 advanced LMMs and their ro-
bustness on the PathMMU test sets. We also fine-tune two representative LMMs
on the training set to assess their transfer learning capabilities. The key insights
from this extensive analysis are: (1) Cutting-edge LMMs struggle with the
PathMMU, with 15 out of the 18 achieving no more than 40% accuracy. Even
the most advanced model currently available, GPT-4V, only attains an accu-
racy of 49.8%. This reveals a notable discrepancy of nearly 20% compared to
professional pathologists, indicating significant deficiencies of current LMMs in
the specialized field of pathology and emphasizing the challenging nature of the
PathMMU benchmark. (2) While these LMMs show considerable robust-
ness in robustness tests, the full extent of their robustness is still in
question. On the one hand, given their limited performance, the scope for fur-
ther performance degradation is somewhat constrained. On the other hand, these
models tend to capture only superficial image features, and sometimes may not
even utilize image information for reasoning. As a result, even when image cor-
ruption obscures minor details, the impact on these models’ performance might
not be significantly pronounced. (3) The text-only performance of GPT-4
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Turbo surpasses the top-performing open-source LMMs on the Path-
MMU benchmark. We observe that GPT-4 Turbo sometimes takes
shortcuts to guess answers. This involves choosing the correct answer based
either on the options most commonly encountered in real-world pathological sce-
narios, or by identifying the most distinctive option, rather than conducting an
in-depth analysis of the pathology image. (4) Fine-tuning general-purpose
LMMs with substantial amounts of data significantly boosts their abil-
ity to comprehend and reason with pathological images, enabling them
to easily surpass the zero-shot performance of GPT-4V. However, there still re-
mains a discernible gap between their performance and that of human experts.

2 Related Works

Multimodal Models. The emergence of powerful large language models such
as BERT [12], GPT-3 [8], T5 [38], LLaMa [45], ChatGPT [33], GPT-4 [34], and
Vicuna [10] has significantly advanced the field of natural language processing
(NLP). These models demonstrate exceptional general capabilities, motivating
researchers to explore the integration of LLMs with vision models to develop
versatile multimodal models. This integration is primarily achieved through the
pretraining approach, leading to the creation of groundbreaking LMMs. Repre-
sentative models of this approach include CLIP [37], Flamingo [1], BLIP-2 [29],
and Fuyu [5], all of which demonstrate remarkable multimodal understanding
abilities. Furthermore, by adapting instruction-tuning techniques from the NLP
domain, a variety of multimodal instruction-tuning datasets have been devel-
oped. This initiative aims to guide LMMs in generating outputs that are more
controllable, practical, and adaptable to various tasks. Simultaneously, this ap-
proach facilitates the integration of LLMs into LMMs using lightweight fine-
tuning, significantly reducing both costs and time. Key models that embody
this advancement include GPT-4V [35], Gemini Pro Vision [14], Qwen-VL [1],
LLaVA [30], MiniGPT-4 [59], BLIP-2 [29] and InstructBLIP [11].

LMM Benchmarks. In the general domain, the rise of various large models has
led to the creation of extensive benchmark datasets, designed to evaluate the uni-
versal capabilities of these models across a range of tasks and domains. Notable
examples include LAMM [51], LVLM-eHub [50], SEED [26], MMBench [31], MM-
Vet [52] and BenchLMM [9], which have been used to assess the basic perception
abilities of large models. More recently, MMMU [53], a massive and challenging
dataset covering 30 university-level subjects, has been developed. It is specifi-
cally designed to evaluate the general multimodal understanding and reasoning
capabilities of LMMs. Furthermore, HaELM [17] and HallusionBench [16] are
proposed to evaluate the degree of hallucination in LMMs.

In the medical field, datasets such as VQA-RAD [24] and VQA-Med [0]
provide a collection of Q&A pairs based on radiology images, facilitating the
evaluation of the capabilities of AI in radiological diagnostics. Additionally,
PMC-VQA [54] is a large-scale dataset within this domain. It generates a vast
number of Q&A pairs by prompting ChatGPT with text-only image captions
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Fig. 2: The comparison between PathMMU and existing benchmarks. The Q&A pairs
in PathMMU are sourced extensively and comprehensively, undergoing rigorous multi-
tiered filtering. This includes the initial filtering by multiple LLMs and the strict re-
views by professional pathologists. Additionally, each question is accompanied by a
detailed explanation. These attributes establish PathMMU as the most professionally
curated, comprehensive, and highest-quality large-scale pathology dataset available.

from PubMed. In the pathology domain, limited dataset construction efforts
have been performed to date. The representative large-scale dataset available,
PathVQA [18], is constructed in a manner similar to PMC-VQA. It utilizes
a heuristic approach to generate questions based on the text-only captions of
pathology textbook images, yielding over 30,000 Q& As and 4,998 images. More
recently, Quilt-VQA [39] is proposed, which is constructed by automatically ex-
tracting question and answer pairs from the narrations of professional teachers
in YouTube videos. This approach guarantees the professionalism of the Q&A
pairs, although it comprises a relatively smaller dataset with 1,283 Q&As and
985 images. Nonetheless, datasets reliant solely on image captions for question
generation, face several notable limitations: (1) The creation of questions typi-
cally requires the consideration of both the image and its accompanying caption.
Relying only on captions can introduce inaccuracies, making some questions
unanswerable or solvable using only the text, bypassing the need for image anal-
ysis. (2) Since captions tend to be simplistic and may not capture the detailed
information evident in images, generating an excessive number of Q&As from
the same image’s caption can lead to either too simplistic or insufficient ques-
tions. (3) Automatically generated questions, whether through predefined rules
or by prompting ChatGPT, are susceptible to containing numerous errors.

Given the current situation of limited and low-quality benchmarks in the
pathology domain, we develop PathMMU, a large-scale, high-quality, and expert-
verified pathology benchmark, to fill this gap. Our approach encompasses the
generation of Q&As derived from a diverse range of image-caption pairs, with
subsequent rigorous expert review and filtering applied to both the images and
the questions. Moreover, we provide detailed explanations for each answer as a
reference to enhance the interpretability of answers, which is absent in previous
works. As shown in Fig. 2, PathMMU distinguishes itself in the pathology domain
through its professionalism and superior quality.
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3 The Proposed PathMMU Benchmark

3.1 Design Principle

PathMMU is designed to provide the community with a specialized dataset for
evaluating pathology LMMs. We adhere to five principal guidelines in its de-
velopment: (1) Comprehensive and Specialized Data: Our benchmark is
gathered from a diverse range of authoritative materials, including respected
scientific publications from PubMed, pathology atlas from textbooks and guide-
lines, educational videos, pathologist-shared images with explanations on Twit-
ter, and widely recognized pathology classification datasets. Additionally, we
involve seven human experts in manually reviewing the dataset to ensure it
meets professional standards. (2) Effective and Valuable Questions: The
questions in PathMMU are carefully formulated to necessitate answers based
on detailed observation of pathology images, rather than being solvable through
mere textual interpretation or guesswork. We ensure that these questions are
answerable, effective, and aligned with the standards of professional pathology
examinations. (3) Large-Scale: We present the largest pathology dataset cur-
rently available. This scale enables researchers to thoroughly explore the full
potential of LMMs in the field of pathology. (4) High-Quality Images: We
prioritize clarity in our images to ensure that every detail is discernible, as ev-
idenced by our dataset’s average resolution of approximately 900 x 700 pixels.
(5) Explainable Answer Choices: In line with the ongoing interest in under-
standing the decision-making logic of large models, our dataset includes reference
explanations for each answer choice. This feature enhances the interpretability of
model responses, contributing to the broader research on model explainability.

3.2 The Construction of PathMMU

To guarantee the quality of our benchmark, we meticulously develop a three-
step data processing and generation protocol. The overall data collection and
generation process is illustrated in Fig. 3.

Step 1: Data Collection and Preprocessing. Our data collection draws
from a wide variety of sources, which we integrate as subsets into the PathMMU
framework. We name these subsets and detail their collection workflows as fol-
lows. PubMed: This subset consists of scientific pathology image-text pairs
sourced from scientific documents. We gather these pairs from the open-access
section of PubMed Central. Given the significant presence of non-pathological
data within this resource, we meticulously annotate 20,000 samples as either
pathological or non-pathological, and subsequently train a ConvNeXt [32] model
to identify pathology data within the remaining dataset. EduContent: De-
rived from educational YouTube teaching videos, this subset is sourced from
QuiltIM [20]. Given that YouTube videos often contain a wide range of vi-
suals not related to pathology, such as computer desktops and unrelated im-
agery, the initial phase involved the precise annotation of pathological regions
in 3,000 YouTube video images. This critical step is followed by the training
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Fig. 3: An illustrative overview of the three main processes in PathMMU Q&A gener-
ation: data collection and preprocessing, detailed pathology image description genera-
tion, and question generation with LLMs filtering and expert validation.

of a YOLOv6-based detector [28] to automate the identification of pathological
regions within remaining YouTube content. Atlas: This subset is a compilation
of authoritative pathology textbooks and guidelines, we transform them from
PDFs to HTML to facilitate the extraction of image-caption pairs. SocialPath:
This subset aggregates image-text pairs from Twitter posts by pathology ex-
perts, using Twitter URLs provided by OpenPath [19]. PathCLS: Encompass-
ing widely recognized pathology classification datasets, including PatchCame-
lyon [46], CRC-100K [21], SICAPv2 [40], BACH [2], Osteo [3], SkinCancer [22],
MHIST [19], WSSSLUAD [17], LC-Lung and LC-Colon [7]. We reformulate these
datasets into a Q&A format and randomly sample from these datasets. We di-
rectly make the gathered samples from PathCLS a part of the PathMMU dataset
without undergoing the following two steps Q&A generation process. Finally, we
manually review and filter irrelevant or unclear images to ensure the quality of
collected data. As a result, approximately 30,000 high-quality image-text pairs
are obtained, forming the foundation of the PathMMU.

Step 2: Detailed Description Generation and Question-answer Pairs
Generation. When dealing with data sources from platforms like Twitter and
YouTube, it’s common to find a weak correlation between an image and its
accompanying caption. For instance, in the SocialPath dataset, captions might
only describe the aesthetic appeal of the image, which is irrelevant to pathological
findings. Similarly, in other data sources, captions tend to describe only a fraction
of the features present in the image. To tackle this issue, we prompt GPT-
4V to focus on describing the morphology of cells and tissues. It is crucial to
note that merely prompting GPT-4V to output image descriptions might lead
to incoherent content. Therefore, we provide GPT-4V with original captions
for reference, significantly reducing the incidence of such occurrences and thus
ensuring the generation of more precise and relevant descriptions.
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Step 3: Question Generation and Expert Validation. Following the gen-
eration of image descriptions, GPT-4V is tasked with creating three questions
per image, each accompanied by multiple-choice options, the correct answer, and
detailed explanations for the answer. The creation of these explanations serves
a dual purpose: it not only offers valuable insights into the model reasoning
process, but also facilitates the subsequent manual review phase.

It’s crucial to note that despite the careful design of question generation
prompts for GPT-4V, the text-only GPT-4 is capable of correctly answering
over 60% of these questions through educated guesses, bypassing the need for
visual cues. GPT-4 explains that its deductions are drawn from patterns such as
one option being more common in typical pathological scenarios or exhibiting no-
ticeable differences from other options. We delve deeper into this phenomenon in
Sec. 4.3 to offer a more thorough experimental analysis. To ensure that LMMs do
not rely on educated guesses, thereby obscuring their true multimodal capabili-
ties, we employ GPT3.5 Turbo, GPT-4 Turbo, Gemini Pro, and ERNIE-Bot-4 to
perform educated guesses. Questions that at least three of these models correctly
guess the answer are subsequently excluded.

We partitioned the remaining dataset into training, validation, and test sets.
The training set comprises 16,312 images and 23,041 Q& As, while the validation
and test sets contain roughly 12,000 Q&As and over 8,000 images, respectively.
For the validation and test sets, we invite seven professional pathologists to con-
duct a thorough manual review. These pathologists initially attempt to answer
the questions independently and then assess them based on the following criteria:
(1) Whether the question can be answered without an accompanying image. (2)
Whether the answer can be inferred from the provided question and image. (3)
Whether the supplied answer is incorrect, if there is no correct answer, or if mul-
tiple correct answers are possible. (4) Whether the generated question appears
unusual or atypical compared to standard questions in pathology examinations.
Questions failing to meet these standards are deemed invalid and consequently
removed from the PathMMU dataset.

Ultimately, after thorough expert review, we obtain 710 Q& As accompanied
by 510 images for the validation set, and 9,677 Q&As with 7,213 images for the
test set. Additionally, to establish a standard for expert performance, we extract
a smaller subset from the test set, named ‘test-tiny’, which includes 1,156 Q& As.
We invite two groups of professional pathologists to participate in this subset as
an examination, and we average their performance to set a benchmark for expert
performance in the PathMMU, serving as a comparison reference for LMMs.

4 Experiments

In this section, we carry out extensive experiments on PathMMU. Initially, we as-
sess the zero-shot performance of cutting-edge LMMs. To verify whether LMMs
effectively utilize the visual information of pathology images, we also evaluate the
performance of text-only LLMs on PathMMU as a reference. Additionally, we ap-
ply common corruptions to the images in the test-tiny set to test the robustness
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Table 1: Overall results of models on the PathMMU validation and test set. Besides
reporting the performance of LMMs, we add text-only LLM baselines that purely
accept text as inputs. The best-performing LMM in each subset is in-bold, and the
top-performing LLM is underlined.

Validation most Overall PubMed SocialPath EduContent,  Atlas  PathCLS

- Tiny ALL Tiny ALL Tiny All Tiny All Tiny ALL Tiny ALL
(710) (1156) (9677) (281) (3068) (235) (1855) (255) (1938) (208) (1007) (177) (1809)

Random Choice 24.6 22.1 23.7 25.5 26.5 25.5 26.0 19.7 23.0 15.3 16.3
Frequent Choice 27.5 27.7 25.5 27.7 26.7 29.8 26.5 28.4 275 220 210
Expert performance - 71.8 - 71.5 - 69.0 - 68.3 - 78.9 -
Large Multimodal Models (LMMs): Text + Image as Input
OpenFlamingo2-9B 26.2 24.1 242 249 255 255 253 196 244 288 255 220 204
Kosmos2 26.9 26.1 249 278 258 272 243 251 259 231 242 271 228
LLaMA-Adapter2-7B 26.2 26.6 264 260 283 277 265 271 28.0 308 274 209 205
MiniGPT4-Vicuna-13B 27.2 255 27.7 28.8 30.1 243 272 255 293 279 286 19.2 21.8
Otter 26.1 293 281 349 302 260 284 30.6 300 293 282 232 213
Fuyu-8B 27.5 30.1 292 359 305 289 30.7 306 29.8 279 30.6 243 239
CogVLM 29.9 30.6 29.7 320 321 31.1 304 306 299 351 33.7 226 224
Qwen-VL-7B 29.4 321 315 349 329 336 358 341 336 356 338 186 21.7
BLIP-2 FLAN-T5-XL 32.8 326 31.8 359 346 349 33.6 33.7 328 346 374 203 208
BLIP-2 FLAN-T5-XXL 334 33.3 335 370 374 357 346 302 345 394 40.7 19.8 20.6
InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XL 33.1 349 31.8 370 332 353 339 365 333 370 367 266 23.1
InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL 32.7 343 339 391 372 336 343 345 36.0 385 393 226 227
LLaVA-1.5-7B 36.6 349 354 416 399 379 381 325 365 356 392 232 219
LLaVA-1.5-13B 37.9 388 37.6 44.5 41.0 404 404 34.1 394 471 443 249 235
Qwen-VL-PLUS 38.0 39.3 343 435 377 413 36.0 39.6 36.0 44.7 37.1 232 233
Qwen-VL-MAX 43.6 49.2 459 53.0 50.9 53.6 49.3 522 479 51.4 49.8 30.5 29.6
Gemini Pro Vision 41.9 42.8 427 438 449 424 42.0 435 437 495 494 328 34.7
GPT-4V 49.3 53.9 49.8 59.4 53.5 58.7 53.9 60.4 53.6 48.1 52.8 36.2 338
Large Language Models (LLMs): Only Text as Input

ERNIE-Bot 4.0 31.8 34.3 309 370 312 336 329 40.0 345 36.1 374 209 20.6
Gemini Pro 31.0 31.6 31.0 31.3 335 319 314 333 327 380 377 215 209
Vicuna-v1.5-13B 32.0 312 316 352 338 306 343 31.0 335 346 357 220 20.7
GPT-3.5 Turbo 30.4 294 284 327 31.2 315 30.1 31.0 30.1 269 268 220 20.8
GPT-4 Turbo 36.5 418 38.1 48.8 424 434 423 471 40.6 413 432 223 211

of the LMMs against image corruptions. Furthermore, we select representative
LMMs and evaluate their performance to explore their transfer-learning capa-
bilities. Finally, we conduct experimental analysis on the issues of LLMs being
able to guess answers identified during the data construction process.

4.1 Zero-shot Evaluation of LMMs and LLMs

In this study, we evaluate the zero-shot capabilities of the latest and most ad-
vanced LMMs on the PathMMU. Specifically, we use the PathMMU validation
set to conduct prompt engineering for these models, followed by testing their
performance on the test set. The tested model include 14 open-source LMMs:
OpenFlamingo [1], Kosmos2 [36], LLaMA-Adapter2 [14], MiniGPT-4 [59], Ot-
ter [25], Fuyu [5], CogVLM [18], Qwen-VL [41], BLIP-2 [29], InstructBlip [11],
LLaVA-v1.5 [30], as well as 4 closed-source LMMs: Qwen-VL-PLUS, Qwen-VL-
MAX [4], Gemini Pro Vision [44] and GPT-4V [35]. For BLIP-2, InstructBLIP,
and LLaVA-v1.5, we deploy various sizes of these models to examine the appli-
cability of scaling rules in LMMSs. Moreover, we extend our evaluation to pure
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Fig. 4: Left: Illustration of corrupted pathology images. Right: LMM'’s performance
across various levels of color-related (brightness, hue, saturation) and image quality-
related (pixelation, JPEG compression, bubble blur, motion blur, defocus blur) corrup-
tions on the PathMMU test-tiny set, with level O representing the uncorrupted images.

Table 2: Evaluation of the model’s robustness on the PathMMU test-tiny set, where
green indicates performance improvement and red signifies performance degradation
compared to the model’s performance with uncorrupted images.

Brightness Bubble Defocus Hue JPEG Motion Pixelate Saturate Overall

Qwen-VL-7B 32.7 106 323102 32.1 100 324 03 323102 33.8+1.7 33.1 1.0 33.0 0.9 32.7 + 0.6
BLIP-2 FLAN-T5-XL 329103 324 02 32.810.2 329103 324 0.2 32.8 0.2 32.6 +0.0 32.710.1 32.7 | 0.1
BLIP-2 FLAN-T5-XXL 33.1 102 33201 335102 33.7+10.4 335102 33.1 102 33.1 02 33.6 103 33.3 00
Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XL ~ 34.0 ;oo 34.1 108 33.9 1 1.0 34.1 L os 33.7 1.2 34.0 100 344 105 33.8 1.1 34.0 109
Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL 34.0 1 0.3 33.8 1 0.5 34.2 (0.1 34.1 (0.2 34.3 j 0.2 343 10.0 34.1 ;0.2 33.8 105 34.1 0.2
LLaVA-1.5-7B 34.8 101 353104 34.1 08 343 06 34.0 109 34.3 106 346 0.3 347 02 345 0.4
LLaVA-1.5-13B 38.9 101 383 05 383 105 384 04 38.0 05 38.6 02 387 01 391103 385 03

text-based LLMs, including ERNIE-Bot 4.0 [11], Gemini Pro [14], Vicuna-v1.5-
13B [10], GPT-3.5 Turbo [33], and GPT-4 Turbo [34]. This assessment aims to
quantify their ability to infer correct answers through educated guesses without
visual inputs, reflecting the extent to which LMMs integrate and leverage image
information compared to their text-only counterparts.

Results and Discussion. The advanced LMMs struggle with the Path-
MMU dataset. As shown in Tab. 1, among the 18 models tested, 15 show
an accuracy below 40%. Notably, the highest-performing open-source model,
LLaVa-1.5-13B, and the top-performing closed-sourced model, GPT-4V, achieve
only 37.6% and 49.8% accuracy, respectively. Those are significantly lower than
human expert performance, which stands at 71.8%, underscoring a substantial
gap between current LMMs and professional pathologist standards. This gap
indicates that the practical application of LMMs in real-world pathological sce-
narios remains significantly constrained.

Closed-source LLMs achieve performance that is on par with or
even surpasses that of the most advanced open-source LMMs. When
considering text-only models, we prompt them to make educated guesses with-
out giving the image. We observe that GPT-4 Turbo, Vicuna-v1.5-13B, Gemini-
Pro, and ERNIE-Bot 4.0 outperform nearly half of the open-source LMMs. No-
tably, GPT-4 Turbo leads with a significant margin, achieving an accuracy rate
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Table 3: Results of LMMs on the PathMMU test set with the original images substi-
tuted by random Gaussian noise images.

Overall PubMed SocialPath EduContent Atlas PathCLS
Tiny ALL Tiny ALL Tiny All Tiny All Tiny ALL Tiny ALL
Qwen-VL-7B 28.8 3.3 283 [ 3.2 39.5 146 304 ;25 24.7 189 305 153 27.8 1 6.3 289 (a7 274 182 30.1 137 203117 20.8 09
BLIP-FLAN-T5-XL 30.9 1 1.7 30.8 1 1.0 30.6 5.5 33.1 5 345 104 334 102 322 115 31.9 Loo 341 105 351 023 209106 20.8 0.0
BLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL 324 109 31.6 1.9 345 34.6 L 2.8 340 1 1.7 325 20 30.6 104 32.8 1.7 385 09 381 26 222124 20.8 102
Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XL  31.1 | 5.8 29.7 | 2.0 32.4 ;a6 30.8 [ 2.4 32.8 | 2.5 32.0 1.9 33.7 1 2.8 324 o9 327 a3 304 63 215 150 224 o7
InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL 30.4 | 5.9 30.8 | 5.1 32.0 | 7.1 33.5 157 28.9 |47 31.9 2.4 32.2 | 2.3 31.7 1as 351 |54 352 41 215 110 21.7 110
LLaVA-1.5-7B 30.2 a7 30.9 a5 37.0 146 33.9 160 315 6.4 325 |56 28.2 | 43 327 |38 29.8 58 33.9 153 209 123 20.8 | 11
LLaVA-1.5-13B 32.7 161 33.2 |24 384 161 36.0 5.0 353 150 363 41 29.0 150 341 153 35.6 1115 38.8 155 22.0 129 21.0 | 25

of 38.1%, exceeding the second-best LLM by 6.5%, and even outperforming
the best-performing open-source LMM, LLaVA-1.5-13B. The 38.1% accuracy
of GPT-4 Turbo, on the one hand, demonstrates that under our strict filtering
criteria, even the best LLM, when provided with text alone, makes incorrect
answers for the majority of questions. This underscores the effectiveness of our
dataset in testing the capabilities of LMMs in pathological image analysis. On
the other hand, it reaffirms the analysis in Sec. 3.2 that GPT-4 possesses strong
logical reasoning abilities, enabling it to correctly guess a portion of the ques-
tions, significantly outperforming random selection. However, this brings up crit-
ical concerns in pathology diagnosis: the reliability of model outputs in clinical
scenarios remains questionable, especially when they rely on educated guesses,
particularly probabilistic ones, rather than comprehensive analysis. This empha-
sizes the urgent necessity to develop interpretable Al models and advocate for
their cautious application in pathology diagnostics.

The larger LMMs exhibit better performance. Specifically, LLaVa-
1.5-13B exceeds LLaVa-1.5-7TB model by 2.2% in overall performance, while
Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL and BLIP-2 FLAN-T5 XXL surpass their smaller
versions by 2.1% and 1.7%, respectively. This suggests that larger models typi-
cally possess stronger multimodal capabilities in the pathology field.

4.2 Robustness of LMMs to Image Corruption

In practical pathology, the interpretation of models significantly influences the
subsequent medical decisions and treatment strategies. Therefore, models with
strong robustness are crucial for clinical applications. The quality of pathological
slides can be affected by various factors during staining, scanning, and storage,
including JPEG compression, pixelation, blur (e.g., bubble blur, defocus blur,
and motion blur), and color variations (e.g., brightness, saturation, and hue).
Drawing inspiration from the study on the robustness of encoder-based mod-
els to pathology image corruptions [42,55,57], we incorporate these aforemen-
tioned types of corruptions into our analysis. To be specific, we simulate five
levels of each corruption type on the PathMMU to explore the robustness of
LMMs against these corruptions, as depicted in the left half of Fig. 4.
Results and Discussion. LMMs demonstrate notable robustness to var-
tous types and levels of image corruptions, yet their true robustness
is questionable, as shown in Tab. 2 and right half of Fig. 4. Notably, the
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88% Random Choice 25.8 213 2.5 2.8 253
86% GPT-4 Turbo 93.0 91.8 86.8 83.8 888
Random Swap Question ~ 44.3 45.5 50.0 515 478
82% GPT-3.5 Turbo 84.3 86.5 79.5 853  83.9
ﬁ - Random Swap Question ~ 44.0 445 53.8 513 484
Gemini Pro 85.5 90.1 76.5 715 84
- Random Swap Question ~ 43.8 1.8 50.3 513 475
ERNIE-Bot 4.0 94.5 92.3 89.3 820 895
74% ~ Random Swap Question ~ 47.0 16.5 56.5 510 50.3
BERT-large w/ NSP 2.5 36.0 375 343 331
BiomedBERT-large w/ NSP 443 18 123 375 423

Human Expert GPT4 Turbo GPT3.5 Turbo ERNIE-Bot4 Gemini Pro Vicuna-v1.5-138

Fig. 5: Left: The performance comparison between different LLMs and human experts
on 100 filtered samples where the answer can be guessed through text-only. Right:
Expand the sample size to 1600 to validate the source of LLLM’s ability to guess answers,
which includes: (1) Randomly replacing the original questions with others from the
dataset while keeping the options unchanged; and (2) utilizing the BERT series for
answer selection, specifically through its Next Sentence Prediction (NSP), to assess
whether an option is the sequential sentence following a question.

Qwen-VL-7B even shows a 0.6% overall performance increase under corruption
compared to its baseline. It is more plausible to hypothesize that these cor-
ruptions mainly alter minute details of the pathology image that are difficult
to discern with LMMs (such as chromatin morphology of the nucleus or vac-
uolization of the cytoplasm). This limitation stems from their pre-training in
general domains, where they learn to recognize larger and more prominent fea-
tures (e.g., humans, houses, cars, etc.) rather than the nuanced details that are
vital in pathology. Furthermore, they may even resort to exploiting spurious
correlations as shortcuts to answer the questions (e.g., deducing answers from
textual patterns instead of focusing on essential image details.)

To substantiate our argument, we employ an extreme test of corruption by
replacing the images with Gaussian noise images. As shown in Tab. 3, we discover
that even when the images contain no relevant information, LMMs can still
achieve results significantly better than random choice. The drop in performance
when using these random images ranged only from 1.0% to 4.5%. This finding
suggests that LMMs might rely on shortcuts to accomplish the multimodal task,
such as depending exclusively on the textual information to make predictions.
Additionally, it is intriguing to note that the performance drop across different
sizes of the same model is remarkably similar. In other words, the benefit that
images provide to models of various sizes appears to be consistent, suggesting
that the improvement in performance for different-sized models may primarily
stem from their LLM component, rather than the vision aspect.

4.3 Analysis of LLMs’ Ability to Guess Answers

In this section, we delve deeper into the phenomenon of LLM’s ability to make
educated guesses with more comprehensive experiments and analysis.

We hypothesize several key reasons for the guessing behavior exhibited by
LLMs: (1) Frequency-based guessing: LLMs may guess based on the preva-
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lence of certain options in real-world pathological instances. (2) Based on the
options that present a pattern of one supporting and three contradict-
ing, or vice versa: For example, when a question identifies a tumour diagnosis,
one option may match the pathological traits of a lesion, while the others sug-
gest non-lesional characteristics. (8) When only one option aligns with the
question’s object: For example, if a question asks which feature in the image
supports the diagnosis of a Low-grade Squamous Intraepithelial Lesion (LSIL)
cell, with only one option describes LSIL’s pathological characteristics.

To support our hypothesis, we randomly select 100 samples filtered during
the Q& A generation process that can be correctly guessed by multiple LLMs. We
then invite pathology experts to answer these questions, providing them with ref-
erence images. As shown in Fig. 5, even with access to images, their performance
is significantly lower than the closed-source LLMs, which reach approximately
90%, while slightly better than the much smaller open-source Vicuna-v1.5-13B
model. This suggests that the most advanced LLMs are superior to humans in
guessing correct answers by identifying potential shortcuts within the questions.

Furthermore, we expand the sample size to 1,600, with 400 from each source,
to empirically analyze how LLMs guess answers. Specifically, we swap the ques-
tions among these samples while keeping the options unchanged, creating sam-
ples where the questions and options are entirely mismatched. As shown in the
right half of Fig. 5, we observe that LLMs still manage to guess about 50% of
these samples correctly, significantly higher than random choice accuracy. This
finding suggests that the models tend to select the most common or prominent
option as the answer, supporting our hypotheses (1) and (2). To further explore
hypothesis (3), we design experiments using BERT-large [12] and BiomedBERT-
large [15], the latter being specifically pre-trained on biomedical data. Given that
the BERT series includes next-sentence prediction (NSP) in their pretraining,
which is inherently based on the similarity between two sentences, we apply
this to predict the relationship between questions and options. We select the
option with the highest probability of the next sentence to the question being
the correct answer. Our findings reveal that both BERT and Biomed BERT sub-
stantially surpass random guessing, indicating that direct matching of questions
and options is a viable method for models to guess answers, thereby support-
ing hypothesis (3). Moreover, BiomedBERT-large shows notable performance
enhancement compared to BERT. This suggests that pretraining on biomedical
data equips the model with a broader understanding of biomedical knowledge.

4.4 Fine-tuning Results

In order to explore LMMs’ adaptability to the pathology domain, we select the
representative LMMs, Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XL and Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-
XXL for fine-tuning experiments. Our experiments consist of two parts: (1) train-
ing the LMMs to directly generate answers, and (2) fine-tuning the LMMs to
generate a reasoning process before delivering the final answer.

Results and Discussion. All models exhibit significant improvements
on the PathMMU test set after fine-tuning on its training set, as de-
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Table 4: Results of LMMs on the PathMMU test set after the fine-tuning. The ‘w/
A’ and ‘w/ A&E’ denote the model is fine-tuned to output the answer directly or to
output the answer with an explanation for its answer.

Overall PubMed SocialPath EduContent Atlas PathCLS
Tiny ALL Tiny ALL Tiny All Tiny All Tiny ALL Tiny ALL

InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XL 34.9 31.8 37.0 33.2 35.3 33.9 36.5 33.3 37.0 36.7 26.6 23.1
+ fine-tune w/ A 55.7 1208 53.3 + 215 53.7 116.7 50.4 1 17.2 52.8 + 17.5 52.3 1 18.4 56.5 1 20.0 52.0 + 18.7 56.2 1 19.2 53.1 1 16.4 61.0 + 34.4 60.8 1 37.7
+ fine-tune w/ A&E 54.9 1 20.0 53.0 + 21.2 55.5 118.5 51.4 1 18.2 51.9 + 16.6 49.7 1 15.8 55.3 1 18.8 51.5 + 18.2 53.4 1 16.4 51.6 1 14.9 59.3 1 32.7 61.4 1 38.3
InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL 34.3 33.9 39.1 37.2 6 34.3 34.5 36.0 38.5 39.3 22.6 22.7
+ fine-tune w/ A 56.8 1+ 22.5 55.2 + 21.3 55.2 116.1 51.5 1 14.3 59.6 + 26.0 55.2 1 20,9 58.4 1 23.9 54.1 + 181 50.5 1 12.0 53.7 1 14.4 61.0 1 38.4 63.7 1t a1.0
t fine-tune w/ A&E 51.0 1167 52.9 + 19.0 488 1 9.7 50.8 1 13.6 55.3 1+ 21.7 51.2 1169 52.2 1 17.7 51.9 + 159 44.2 157 50.1 1 10.8 54.8 1+ 32.2 60.5 1 37.8

tailed in Tab. 4. Notably, during the fine-tuning for direct answer generation,
Instruct BLIP-FLAN-T5-XL and InstructBLIP-FLAN-T5-XXL achieve signifi-
cant improvements of 21.5% and 21.3%, respectively. This substantial improve-
ment enables them to outperform the current leading model, GPT-4V. While
still lagging behind expert performance, these results demonstrate a trend to-
ward approaching expert-level proficiency. This also reflects the superiority of
PathMMU in enhancing the LMMs’ abilities for pathology image analysis.
Unexpectedly, generating explanations before answers during fine-tuning does
not yield improvements. Instead, we observe slight performance decreases of 0.3%
and 2.3% compared to direct answer generation, respectively. We speculate that
generating explanations is relatively more challenging, and incorporating it with
answer generation might impede the models’ capacity to generate correct an-
swers. This finding raises an important question: how can we effectively leverage
the interpretability information within PathMMU to enhance models’ training?

5 Conclusion

In this study, we introduce PathMMU, the largest and highest-quality pathology
benchmark to date, specifically crafted to evaluate the capabilities of LMMs in in-
terpreting and reasoning with pathology images. The construction of PathMMU
involves a meticulous data collection and curation process, supplemented by a
strict manual review by seven professional pathologists to ensure its efficacy and
professionalism. Moreover, we establish a human expert performance benchmark
to quantify the gap between cutting-edge LMMs and human experts. Our ex-
perimental results reveal that advanced LMMs significantly lag behind on Path-
MMU, with these models demonstrating poor performance in observing details
in pathology images and sometimes even neglecting visual information, high-
lighting a substantial gap in practical pathology application. However, LMMs
demonstrate notable performance improvements after fine-tuning on PathMMU,
even surpassing GPT-4V. While they do not achieve human expert-level perfor-
mance, these LMMSs show promising potential for analyzing pathology images.
Future Directions for Pathology LMMs: Based on our experience with
PathMMU, we identify several key areas where future large models in pathol-
ogy need to focus: (1) Current multimodal models, which are primarily based
on LLMs and fine-tuned in a lightweight manner, tend to over-rely on textual
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information while neglecting visual data. There is a significant need to explore
training methodologies or model structures that better integrate visual and tex-
tual modalities. (2) There’s a tendency for models to take shortcuts, solving
problems in a “lazy" manner. This necessitates the development of interpretable
models to advance the creation of trustworthy models for real-world clinical
applications. (3) Given that most current LMMs do not support multi-image in-
puts, PathMMU does not currently include a benchmark for processing multiple
images. However, in practical scenarios, pathologists often analyze samples at
various magnifications and from different perspectives, underscoring the impor-
tance of developing LMMs capable of handling multi-image inputs. Finally, we
believe PathMMU will catalyze significant advancements in the development of
next-generation LMMs in the pathology field.
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A Supplementary Information of PathMMU

A.1 Statistical Distribution

In this section, we present an overview of the fundamental statistics for the
PathMMU dataset. This includes the total count of questions and images, the
average length of questions, the average length of options, the average resolution
of images, and a detailed analysis of word frequency.

Basic Statistical Information: Tab. 5 and Tab. 6 showcase the statistical
information for the PathMMU train and test sets. Key observations include:
High Diversity and Quantity: Since each image encompasses a limited scope
of knowledge points, associating multiple Q& As with a single image could result
in a narrow and similar range of examined knowledge areas. Therefore, one
effective strategy to enhance the dataset’s diversity is to increase the number
and sources of images. In essence, given a fixed number of questions, a larger
selection of images and sources significantly broadens the overall spectrum of
knowledge covered. Therefore, PathMMU’s exceptionally low question-to-image
ratio, and diverse sources, coupled with the substantial volume of QA pairs,
highlight its strengths in terms of both diversity and quantity. Exceptional
Clarity: The images in our collection stand out for their exceptionally high
resolution and are primarily composed of single figures, instead of sub-figures.
Each image undergoes a rigorous manual review for clarity, ensuring the quality
and distinctiveness of every visual element within our dataset. Among them,
the images sourced from YouTube educational content typically boast higher
resolutions, largely owing to them being screenshots taken from screen-sharing
sessions employed in educational materials for pathologists.

Word Frequency Visualization: Fig. 8 illustrates the word frequency in
the original captions of image pairs from the SocialPath subset, while Fig. 9
demonstrates the word frequency in image descriptions. Notably, post-processing
and caption refinement with GPT-4V led to a significant decrease in irrele-
vant terms such as ‘Pathtwitter’ and ‘Gipath’, shifting the focus more towards
pathology-specific terminology like ‘cell’ and ‘tissue.” This change signifies a more
targeted emphasis on pathology-related features in the processed data. Fig. 10
visualizes the word frequencies in the questions. Certain key terms, including
‘what’, ‘which’, ‘observed’, ‘cells’ and ‘tissue’, stand out prominently, highlight-
ing a significant emphasis on questions related to specific tissue characteristics
and diagnostic procedures. Furthermore, Fig. 11 illustrates the word frequencies
in the answer options, revealing a noticeable focus on morphological features and
diagnostic terms. This pattern indicates that the questions and options are de-
signed to deeply explore the valuable aspects of pathology and diagnosis, thereby
exemplifying the professionalism and diversity of our PathMMU dataset.

A.2 Overview of the Composition of the PathCLS Subset

As detailed in Sec. 3.2, the PathCLS subset is developed by gathering data from
ten distinct pathology classification datasets. Below, we provide a comprehensive
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Table 5: Statistics of each subset in the PathMMU train set.

Avg. Question Avg. Option # Questions Avg. Image

Source Length Length / # Images Resolution
PubMed 16.7 4.5 6064 / 4342 702 x 558
SocialPath 16.2 4.7 7381 / 4606 1084 x 861
EduContent 16.1 4.7 5214 / 3250 1573 x 888
Atlas 16.5 4.2 622 / 386 589 x 451
PathCLS 20.1 3.2 3760 / 3760 526 x 494
Overall 17.0 4.4 23041 / 16344 940 x 692

Table 6: Statistics of each subset in the PathMMU test set.

Source Avg. Question Avg. Option # Questions Avg. Image

Length Length / # Images Resolution
PubMed 16.5 4.4 3068 / 2098 704 %558
SocialPath 16.3 4.3 1855 / 1218 1074x 852
EduContent 16.2 4.5 1938 / 1447 1451x 844
Atlas 16.3 4.3 1007 / 641 585x465
PathCLS 20.4 3.1 1809 / 1809 560x517
Overall 17.1 4.2 9677 / 7213 874 %650

overview of each dataset: CRC100K [21]: Comprising image patches extracted
from H&E stained histological samples, this dataset encompasses both colorectal
cancer tissues and normal tissues. It is organized into nine categories: Adipose,
Background, Debris, Lymphocytes, Mucus, Smooth Muscle, Normal Colon Mu-
cosa, Cancer-Associated Stroma, and Colorectal Adenocarcinoma Epithelium.
WSSS4LUAD [17]: This collection includes patch-level annotations from 87
whole slide images, focusing on differentiating between tumor and normal tissue
classes. LC25000 [7]: Featuring samples of lung and colon adenocarcinomas,
the dataset is divided into two subsets: LC-lung and LC-colon. The LC-lung
section includes lung adenocarcinomas, lung squamous cell carcinomas, and be-
nign lung tissues. The LC-colon segment comprises colon adenocarcinomas and
benign colonic tissues. PatchCamelyon [16]: Derived from histopathological
scans of lymph node sections, each image in this dataset is marked with a binary
label to indicate the presence or absence of metastatic tissue. SICAPv2 [40]:
This dataset contains images of prostate pathology magnified 10 times, classified
into non-cancerous and Grades 3-5 according to the Gleason grading system.
BACH [2]: Incorporating H&E stained breast histology images, this dataset
categorizes images into normal, benign, in situ carcinoma, or invasive carcinoma
based on the dominant cancer type present in each image. Osteo [3]|: Sourced
from whole slide images that capture the diverse nature of osteosarcoma and its
response to chemotherapy, this dataset aims to classify different tissue regions as
viable tumors, necrotic tumors, or non-tumors. SkinCancer [22]: This dataset
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Answer with
a educated
guess

Question: What type of vascular structures are primarily

A) Large, dilated blood vessels with thick walls

Image not Given

observed within the intercellular matrix of this tissue image?

Text-only GPT-4 Response @

Given the importance of an informed decision and the
lack of visual information, I'll make an educated guess
based on typical in hi:

| would choose option B) "Numerous thin-walled,
tightly packed vascular channels."

This choice is made considering that in many types of
connective tissues, particularly those involved in rapid
growth, healing, or certain pathological conditions,
there's a need for an extensive network of blood
vessels to support these processes. Thin-walled, tightly
packed vascular channels are indicative of such a high

Text-only Vicuna Response

Based on the provided image, it appears that
the intercellular matrix of the tissue sample
contains numerous thin-walled, tightly packed
vascular channels (B). The channels are arranged
in a network-like pattern, which suggests that
they are involved in the distribution and
exchange of fluids and gases throughout the
tissue. There is little evidence of hemorrhage or
perivascular hyalinization, and the size and
shape of the vascular structures do not appear
to be dilated or thick-walled. Therefore, the

B) Numerous thin-walled, tightly packed vascular channels
C) Vascular spaces with extensive perivascular hyalinization
D) Sinusoidal spaces with evidence of hemorrhage

most likely answer is option B) numerous thin-

degree of vascularization, which is common in various -
= walled, tightly packed vascular channels.

types of ive tissues under specific

Fig. 6: Examples of how GPT-4 and Vicuna respond to questions without access to
images. GPT-4 admits that its answers are based on educated guesses, while Vicuna
experiences hallucinations, believing that it has visual access to the images.

consists of tissue patches from skin biopsies spanning 12 anatomical compart-
ments and 4 types of neoplasms. MHIST [19]: Featuring tissue patches from
Formalin-Fixed Paraffin-Embedded whole slide images of colorectal polyps.

B Supplementary Experimental Findings

B.1 Comparison of GPT-4 and Vicuna in Performing Text-only

Educated Guess

To compare the logic behind the most advanced closed-source LLM and the
most representative open-source Vicuna-v1.5-13B model in performing educated
guesses, we removed the images provided by PathMMU in the multimodal Q& A,
allowing them to make guesses based solely on text. As shown in Fig. 6, GPT-4,
when making guesses, acknowledges that its guesses are based on ‘typical occur-
rences in histology’. This contrasts with the approach of the smaller open-source
model, Vicuna-v1.5-13B, which generates hallucinations and falsely claims visual
access to the provided image. Interestingly, Vicuna behaves as though it has a
visual perception of the images, making guesses and fabricating observations to
support its answers. We hypothesize that the responses of both GPT-4 and Vi-
cuna are influenced by the commonality of certain options or their frequency in
their respective training datasets. The key distinction is that GPT-4 acknowl-
edges its inability to visually interpret images and relies on educated guesses,
whereas Vicuna undergoes hallucinations, responding under the false belief of
having visual access to the images.

B.2 LMMs’ Performance Degradation towards Different Levels of
Image Corruption

Fig. 12 illustrates visualizations of various corruptions across a range of image
corruption severity levels. Fig. 7 demonstrates the performance fluctuations of
different models as the severity of corruption changes. It is noticeable that from
corruption level 0 to 5, there is no significant downward trend in performance,
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Fig. 7: Illustration of the model’s performance towards different levels of corruption on
the PathMMU test-tiny set, where level 0 represents the model’s performance without
any image corruption.

suggesting that these corruptions have a minimal impact on the performance of
LMMs on PathMMU, which supports the hypothesis proposed in Sec. 4.2.

C Case Study

Please kindly refer to the project page, we show the detailed image description
generation cases, invalid cases, GPT-4V error cases and correct cases.

D Limitations

In the field of pathology, diagnosing pathological images is often influenced by
the following factors: (1) Individual Differences: Different pathologists have
variations in their understanding and application of diagnostic criteria. Even
among experienced pathologists, interpretations of specific criteria vary. For in-
stance, in liquid-based cervical cytology, whether a nucleus enlargement of 2.5-3
times or more than 3 times influences the diagnosis of Atypical Squamous Cells
of Undetermined Significance (ASC-US) or Low-grade Squamous Intraepithelial
Lesion (LSIL) to some extent. However, the understanding of the value 2.5 differs
among pathologists, ultimately leading to different diagnoses. (2) Emotional
and Physical State: A pathologist’s judgment can also be affected by their
emotional state, level of fatigue, and other physical conditions, which may lead
to variations in the reading of the same sample at different times. (3) Spe-
cialty Preferences: Pathologists may have more experience and expertise in
certain subspecialties of pathology (such as breast pathology, neuropathology,
etc.), which can affect their accuracy in interpreting samples from other areas.
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Table 7: The validity assessments of the same 100 samples by two pathologists.

Valid Invalid Consistency

Pathologist A 83 17
Pathologist B 89 11

90%

These factors impact the construction of our dataset in two significant ways:
(1) During the process of selecting effective data, these influencing factors can
lead to the excessive elimination of some valid samples or the omission of some
invalid ones. To address this, we conduct cross-experiments where 100 images are
annotated by two pathologists. As shown in Tab. 7, the agreement rate between
the two pathologists is 90%, indicating that there are invalid samples within the
samples deemed valid by pathologist A, and vice versa. (2) The benchmark of
human experts is not the upper limit of the dataset. Because a single doctor
cannot be highly proficient in all disciplines of pathology, we select some of the
most comprehensive doctors to conduct this test, even though they cannot cover
the entirety of the field’s expertise.
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Fig. 8: Visualization of the top 40 word frequencies in captions from SocialPath subset.
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Fig.9: Visualization of the top 40 word frequencies in generated descriptions from
SocialPath subset.
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Fig. 10: Visualization of the top 40 most frequent words in questions from the Path-
MMU test set.
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Fig. 11: Visualization of the top 40 most frequent words in options from the PathMMU
test set.



Pixelate

JPEG
Compression

Defocus
Blur

Motion
Blur

Brightness

Saturate

Hue

Bubble Blur

Level 1

Level 2

Level 3

)

Level 4

PathMMU

Level 5

27

Fig. 12: Examples of pathology images with five different levels of corruption severity.
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