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Abstract. Radiology reporting is an essential yet time-consuming and
error-prone task for radiologists in clinical examinations, especially for
volumetric medical images. Rigorous quality control is also critical but
tedious, ensuring that the final report meets clinical standards. Existing
automated approaches, including radiology report generation methods
and medical vision-language models, focus mainly on the report gener-
ation phase and neglect the crucial quality control procedure, limiting
their capability to provide comprehensive support to radiologists. We
propose Radiologist Copilot, an agentic AI assistant equipped with or-
chestrated tools designed for automated radiology reporting with qual-
ity control. Leveraging large language models as the reasoning back-
bone, the agentic system autonomously selects tools, plans, and executes
actions, emulating the behavior of radiologists throughout the holistic
radiology reporting process. The orchestrated tools include region lo-
calization, think with image paradigm directed region analysis planning,
strategic template selection for report generation, quality assessment and
feedback-driven adaptive refinement for quality control. Therefore, Ra-
diologist Copilot facilitates accurate, complete, and efficient radiology
reporting, assisting radiologists and improving clinical efficiency. Exper-
imental results demonstrate that Radiologist Copilot significantly sur-
passes other state-of-the-art methods in radiology reporting. The source
code will be released upon acceptance.

Keywords: Medical Agent · Radiology Reporting · Quality Control.

1 Introduction

Radiology reporting is an essential component of radiological examinations,
which requires radiologists to meticulously interpret medical images and to pro-
duce a detailed report that summarizes key findings and impressions. However,
radiology reporting is often time-consuming and prone to errors, particularly for
3D medical imaging modalities such as CT and MRI [7]. In addition, rigorous
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quality control is also a critical step in radiology reporting to ensure that the
final report is accurate, complete, and free of errors [20]. This verification proce-
dure is tedious, involving detailed checks of content, structure, terminology, and
other elements. Therefore, automated radiology reporting with quality control
is of great significance for assisting radiologists and improving clinical efficiency.

Previous methods for automated radiology reporting of volumetric medical
imaging, such as radiology report generation (RRG) approaches like CT2Rep [7],
have made significant progress. More recently, medical vision-language models
(VLMs) [22,8,10] and agentic methods [15] have been applied to tasks such as ra-
diology report generation and visual question answering (VQA). However, these
approaches cannot fully support radiologists in accomplishing the radiology re-
porting process, as report generation represents only one phase of the holistic
process and lacks the critical quality control procedure.

We propose Radiologist Copilot, an AI agentic assistant with orchestrated
tools for automated radiology reporting with quality control. Radiologist Copi-
lot is designed to assist radiologists throughout the entire radiology reporting
process, encompassing medical image analysis, report generation, and quality
control. The agentic assistant, utilizing large language models (LLMs) as the rea-
soning backbone, autonomously selects appropriate tools from its tool library,
plans and executes actions, thereby emulating the behavior of radiologists to
complete the radiology reporting process with quality control. The orchestrated
tools comprise a segmentation model for organ and lesion localization, combined
with the Think with Image paradigm [19] for region analysis planning and in-
vestigation of region-of-interest images. We also implement strategic template
selection to facilitate report generation, perform quality assessment of the ra-
diology reports, and provide feedback for feedback-driven adaptive refinement.
Together, these tools enable the simulation of radiologists’ behavior and support
automated radiology reporting.

In conclusion, our main contributions are summarized as follows:

– We propose Radiologist Copilot, which assists radiologists in achieving auto-
mated radiology reporting with quality control through an agentic framework
with orchestrated tools.

– The agentic system, leveraging a reasoning backbone, automatically selects
tools, plans, and executes actions, emulating the behavior of radiologists to
accomplish the complete radiology reporting process.

– The tool library, consisting of region localization, region analysis planning,
strategic template selection, quality assessment, and feedback-driven adap-
tive refinement, enables comprehensive radiology reporting.

– The experimental results demonstrate that Radiologist Copilot surpasses
other state-of-the-art methods in radiology reporting by a large margin.

2 Related Work

Automated radiology reporting with quality control is crucial for supporting
radiologists, since the process for 3D medical imaging modalities is extremely
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time-consuming. CT2Rep [7] utilizes an auto-regressive causal transformer ar-
chitecture and relational memory for radiology report generation of 3D chest CT
images. Besides, Reg2RG [4] leverages a region-guided referring and grounding
framework for chest CT report generation. Nevertheless, report generation con-
stitutes only one stage of the entire radiology reporting process and lacks the
critical quality control procedures.

Medical VLMs have been proposed to address medical tasks such as RRG and
VQA. In particular, 3D medical VLMs have shown effectiveness for 3D medical
modalities, including CT and MRI. RadFM [22] introduces a generalist vision-
language foundation model that unifies both 2D and 3D medical data for radi-
ology. M3D [1] presents M3D-Data, a large-scale multi-modal medical dataset,
together with M3D-LaMed, a multi-modal LLM for 3D medical image analysis.
Merlin [3] develops a 3D VLM that leverages both structured and unstructured
data for abdominal CT interpretation. CT-CHAT [8] is a vision-language foun-
dation model for 3D chest CT volumes, combining the CT-CLIP vision encoder
with a pretrained LLM. Med3DVLM [23] is a 3D VLM that enhances multi-
modal representations via an efficient encoder, a contrastive learning strategy,
and a dual-stream projector. Hulu-Med [10] provides a generalist medical VLM
that unifies text, 2D and 3D images, and video within a single architecture.

The advent of AI agents enables autonomous reasoning, planning, and tool
usage. Recently, medical agents have been introduced for complex medical tasks.
For example, MMedAgent [12] presents a multi-modal medical agent that lever-
ages various tools to handle medical tasks across different modalities, such as
radiology report generation for chest X-rays (CXR). MedRAX [6] provides a
specialized agent framework for chest X-ray interpretation that integrates state-
of-the-art CXR analysis tools. CT-Agent [15] is an anatomy-aware and token-
efficient agent for 3D CT VQA, enabling effective reasoning. However, for the
RRG task, these agentic methods typically rely on a single tool and lack co-
operation among tools. In contrast, our Radiologist Copilot provides a diverse
and comprehensive toolset, enables rich inter-tool collaboration, and supports
substantially more complex tool planning and execution.

3 Methodology

Radiology reporting is essential but time-consuming and error-prone, particu-
larly for 3D medical imaging. Moreover, rigorous quality control is a critical yet
tedious step to ensure that the final report is clinically qualified, which is often
overlooked in previous studies. To address these challenges, we propose Radiol-
ogist Copilot, an AI agentic assistant equipped with an orchestrated set of tools
for automated radiology reporting with quality control, to support radiologists
and enhance clinical efficiency.

3.1 Radiologist Copilot

The proposed Radiologist Copilot, as shown in Fig. 1, is designed to assist radi-
ologists throughout the holistic radiology reporting process, comprising medical
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Fig. 1: An overview of the proposed Radiologist Copilot with an agent framework
and orchestrated tools for radiology reporting with quality control.

image analysis, report generation, and quality control. Given a user query Q and
a 3D CT image I ∈ RC×H×W×D, where C, H, W , and D denote the channel,
height, width, and depth, respectively, the Radiologist Copilot, as an agentic
assistant, receives these inputs and outputs a qualified radiology report R.

The agentic assistant, leveraging a large language model LLMθ(·) as its rea-
soning backbone, performs inference directly without additional training. With
a curated set of tools in its library, the agentic assistant employs an action plan-
ner and an action executor to automatically select and coordinate appropriate
tools to complete tasks. The orchestrated tools T = {Ti}ni=1, where n denotes
the number of tools in the tool library, comprise region image localization, re-
gion analysis planning for region images, strategic template selection to facilitate
report generation, and quality control for radiology reports. These tools cooper-
atively support automated radiology reporting with quality control, emulating
the behaviors of radiologists.

3.2 Agentic Assistant

The agentic assistant first initializes the tool library and then iteratively utilizes
the action planner and the action executor to plan and execute actions. The
memory module records these actions and their outcomes, enabling the verifica-
tion of task completion.



Radiologist Copilot 5

User

Query: Provide a liver radiology report for 

the CT image with report quality control.

ImageRadiologist Copilot

Next Action: Segmentator Tool, segment liver and liver lesions in the CT image.

Action Outcome:

Organ mask Lesion mask

Next Action: Quality Controller Tool, assess the quality of the generated report.

Action Outcome: Not Qualified. Recommend to revise the report using the Report 
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Action Outcome: Generated report

Next Action: Report Generator Tool, since the quality assessment failed, regenerate 

radiology report base on the quality assessment feedback.

Action Outcome: Regenerated report

Done!

Return: Qualified report

Fig. 2: An illustrative workflow of the Radiologist Copilot.

Action Planner. The action planner first analyzes the query task and provides
a high-level guideline for subsequent action planning. It then predicts the next
action by determining the intermediate goal and selecting the suitable tool Ti.
At the end of each iteration, the action planner accesses the memory to verify
whether the task has been completed, thereby deciding whether to continue or
stop.

Action Executor. The action executor is responsible for generating and exe-
cuting commands based on the next action determined by the action planner.
For each next action, it generates the corresponding command for the selected
tool, carries out the command, and derives the action outcome.

3.3 Orchestrated Tools

The tool library comprises the Segmentator Tool for region localization, the Ana-
lyzer Tool with the Think with Image paradigm [19] for region analysis planning,
the Report Generator Tool utilizing strategic template selection, and the Quality
Controller Tool, which performs quality assessment of radiology reports and pro-
vides feedback for feedback-driven adaptive refinement. These tools support the
entire process of automated radiology reporting. Figure 2 provides an illustrative
workflow of the Radiologist Copilot.
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Segmentator. The Segmentator Tool takes a 3D CT image I as input and
outputs segmentation masks Morgan and Mlesion for target organs and lesions
relevant to the user query, using pretrained segmentation models, such as To-
talSegmentator [21]. This tool facilitates subsequent region localization and re-
gion analysis in accordance with the Think with Image paradigm.

Analyzer. The Analyzer Tool integrates the CT image I with the organ mask
Morgan to localize and extract the region-of-interest image, denoted as Iregion.
We further propose a novel Region Analysis Planning (RAP) module to
define specific analysis items for this region, covering organ and lesion charac-
teristics such as size, shape, and density. RAP dynamically determines whether
lesion-related characteristics should be analyzed based on the presence of lesions
in the lesion mask Mlesion. These analysis items are then formulated as prompts
for 3D medical VLMs, which analyze the region image Iregion according to these
items and generate the corresponding analysis result.

Report Generator. In the Report Generator Tool, we introduce Strategic
Template Selection (STS). Given some template reports, the LLM selects the
most relevant template based on the analysis result. Using the chosen template
as a reference, the report is generated according to the analysis result, including
findings and impression. Therefore, report generation leverages existing template
reports while adapting to the current analysis. The optional feedback information
is utilized to direct the revision of previously generated reports that do not satisfy
quality standards. Since formal radiology reports often include key slices of the
CT image as references, we select the central three slices along the axial plane
of the organ for normal cases and of the largest lesion for abnormal cases, based
on the segmentation masks. Consequently, the generated report Rgenerated is
composed of three components: the findings section, the impression section, and
the key slice references.

Quality Controller. The Quality Controller is utilized to ensure that the ra-
diology report meets clinical standards. We perform Quality Assessment on
the generated report Rgenerated using the LLM, and output assessment com-
ments indicating whether it is qualified. If the report is qualified, it is considered
the qualified report Rqualified; if the report is not qualified, feedback informa-
tion is provided to enable feedback-driven adaptive refinement of Rgenerated.
The quality assessment performs a thorough validation of the radiology report,
covering its format, content, language, and expression. Specifically, the report
format is assessed to ensure that the findings provide an objective description
of imaging manifestations and the impression presents a diagnostic summary
highlighting key conclusions in order of importance. The content is evaluated for
anatomical correctness, lesion characterization, and consistency between find-
ings and impression. Language and expression are examined to ensure the use of
standardized radiological terminology, correct spelling, clarity, conciseness, and
avoidance of redundancy or vague statements.
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4 Experiments and Results

4.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. We leverage the liver radiology reporting task to validate the effec-
tiveness of our proposed Radiologist Copilot. We utilize the publicly available
3D CT dataset AMOS-MM [9] and its medical report generation task, which
includes more than 2,000 CT scans with comprehensive radiology reports. This
dataset contains 1,287 CT scans with reports for training and 400 CT scans
with reports for validation. For the liver radiology reporting task, we filter the
reports in the AMOS-MM dataset to identify those containing liver descriptions
and extract these descriptions as liver radiology reports. The resulting training
set consists of 1,149 CT scans with liver reports, and the validation set contains
367 CT scans with liver reports. For liver reports, the validation set is reserved
to evaluate our method, while the training set is used to conduct report analy-
sis. We first obtain report embeddings using BioBERT [11], and then perform
K-means clustering on these embeddings to derive template reports. These tem-
plate reports are summarized into liver analysis items, including liver surface,
liver parenchyma, bile ducts, and liver lesions, which are used in the Analyzer
Tool.

Implementation Details. Our Radiologist Copilot is implemented based on
the agentic framework OctoTools [14] using Python 3.10.18, and experiments are
conducted on NVIDIA L20 GPUs. The system operates in a training-free manner
using pretrained models. We utilize Qwen3-32B [24] as the LLM backbone for
agent reasoning. The Segmentator Tool employs TotalSegmentator [21] as the
segmentation model, while the Analyzer Tool leverages the 3D medical VLM
Hulu-Med [10] for CT analysis. The maximum number of steps is set to 10, and
the maximum execution time is limited to 500 seconds per case.

Evaluation Metrics. To thoroughly evaluate the effectiveness of the Radiol-
ogist Copilot, we conduct both agent-level and task-level evaluations. For task-
level evaluation of radiology reporting, we adopt natural language generation
(NLG) and clinical efficacy (CE) metrics. The NLG metrics include BLEU-1 [18],
ROUGE-L [13], METEOR [2], and BERTScore [25]. The CE metrics are used
to measure clinical accuracy, including F1-RadGraph [5] and GREEN [17]. For
agent-level evaluation of agentic tools, we use LLM-as-a-Judge [26], adopting
OpenAI GPT-5.1 [16] as the LLM judge. The evaluation assesses the entire
process that the agent handles the task, considering four dimensions (Analysis
Process, Tool Selection, Action Planning, and Action Execution) with scores
ranging from 1 to 5 (Poor, Fair, Moderate, Good, Excellent). Analysis Process
evaluates whether the query analysis is thorough, logical, and complete; Tool
Selection assesses whether the agent selects tools accurately and appropriately;
Action Planning evaluates the reasonableness of the planned actions; and Action
Execution assesses whether the agent successfully executes the planned actions.
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Fig. 3: Agent-level evaluation of the Radiologist Copilot using LLM-as-a-Judge.
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Next Action: Segmentator Tool, segment liver and liver lesions in the CT image.

Action Outcome:

Organ mask Lesion mask

Next Action: Analyzer Tool, perform region analysis planning and analyze the region image 

using 3D Medical VLM.

Action Outcome:

Analysis Result: Liver surface is smooth, the size and proportion of each lobe are coordinated, 
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Next Action: Report Generator Tool, conduct analysis result guided strategic template 
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Action Outcome: Qualified.

Done!

Return: Qualified report
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(b) Abnormal case

Fig. 4: Examples of the Radiologist Copilot workflow.

4.2 Experimental Results

To comprehensively evaluate the effectiveness of Radiologist Copilot, we perform
both agent-level evaluations of the agentic tools and task-level evaluations of liver
radiology reporting, along with ablation studies on its core components.

Agent-level Evaluation. To validate the overall process that the agent deals
with tasks, Fig. 3 presents the LLM-as-a-Judge assessments. The figure shows
the score distribution across four dimensions, with the majority of scores being
5 (Excellent), and most of the remaining scores being 4 (Good). These results
demonstrate that the Analysis Process of the agent is thorough, logical, and
complete; the Tool Selection is accurate and appropriate; the Action Planning is
reasonable; and the Action Execution proceeds successfully. Furthermore, Fig. 4
illustrates the workflow of Radiologist Copilot in handling user queries, showing
that the processes of action planning and action execution are coherent and
efficient, ultimately generating a qualified radiology report. The entire process
simulates the practices of radiologists and enhances clinical efficiency.
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Table 1: Task-level evaluation on the liver radiology reporting of our proposed
3D medical agent compared with 3D medical VLMs.

Method NLG Metrics CE Metrics

BLEU-1 ROUGE-L METEOR BERTScore F1-RadGraph GREEN

3D Medical VLM
RadFM [22] 0.1492 0.1415 0.2340 0.5541 0.0686 0.0353
M3D [1] 0.1775 0.1302 0.1220 0.5359 0.0475 0.0209
Merlin [3] 0.0015 0.0908 0.0569 0.5119 0.1617 0.1024
CT-CHAT [8] 0.2440 0.2012 0.2599 0.6127 0.1196 0.0390
Med3DVLM [23] 0.1967 0.1422 0.1847 0.5608 0.0660 0.0539
Hulu-Med [10] 0.1867 0.1723 0.2380 0.5947 0.1209 0.2163

3D Medical Agent
Ours 0.4025 0.3222 0.4560 0.7024 0.2585 0.4379

Template Report

Findings: The size of the liver is normal, and no abnormal density 

changes are observed in the liver parenchyma. There is no clear 

dilation of the intrahepatic and extrahepatic bile ducts.

Impression: None.

Template Report

Findings: The liver surface is smooth, with multiple small round low-density foci 

in the right lobe of the liver. There is mild dilation of the intraheptic bile duct in 

the right liver, with no abnormal density inside.

Impression: Cysts in the right lobe of liver; mild dilation of the intrahepatic bile 

duct in the right liver.

Findings: The liver size and shape are normal, with a proportional ratio of 

liver lobes, and no obvious abnormal density in the liver parenchyma. The 

intrahepatic biliary system and common bile duct are not dilated, and the 

course is normal.

Impression: None.

Findings: The liver surface is regular, with normal size and shape. The 

density of the liver parenchyma is homogeneous, with no abnormal 

density observed. There is no obvious dilation of the intrahepatic and 

extrahepatic bile ducts.

Impression: None.

Normal case

The liver surface is smooth, the size and proportions of each lobe are 

coordinated. The liver parenchyma has a uniform density, with no 

abnormal density observed. The gallbladder is not enlarged, the wall is 

not thickened, and there is no dilation of the intrahepatic and 

extrahepatic bile ducts.

Abnormal case

Ground-truth

Hulu-Med

Radiologist Copilot

There is a 2.6 cm lobulated exophytic right liver lobe mass with central 

necrosis and peripheral enhancement on the arterial phase, suggestive 

of a triphasic hepatic protocol CT was not performed due to renal 

impairment. There is no washout in the portal venous or delayed phases. 

The lesion appears to have a minor arterial supply directly from the 

abdominal aorta. The differential diagnosis is mainly between focal 

nodular hyperplasia (FNH) and hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC).

Findings: The liver surface is smooth, and the size and proportion of 

each lobe are coordinated. The liver parenchyma density is uniform with 

no abnormal density. No obvious dilation is seen in the intrahepatic and 

extrahepatic bile ducts. A low-density lesion is seen in the left lobe of the 

liver, with a diameter of about 15mm, clear border, and no enhancement 

on enhanced scan.

Impression: Cyst in the left lobe of the liver.

Findings: The liver surface is smooth, and the size and proportion of 

each lobe are coordinated. Multiple small circular low-density lesions are 

found in the liver, with diameters of about 3-11mm. No clear enhanced 

lesions are seen in the scan.

Impression: Multiple small cysts in the liver.

(a)

Simulated Report

Findings: The liver surface is smooth, the size and shape are normal. A small 

round low-density lesion with a diameter of about 3mm is seen in the right 

lobe of the liver, with clear borders and no enhancement. The liver 

parenchema density is uniform with no abnormal density. The intrahepatic 

and extrahepatic bile ducts are not dilated.

Impression: Small cystic lesion in the left lobe of the liver.

Quality Controller Tool

Assessment: Not Qualified.

Justification: The Impression incorrectly identifies the lesion as being in the 

left lobe of the liver, while the Findings describe it in the right lobe, leading to 

content inconsistency. Additionally, there is a spelling error in *parenchema* 

(should be *parenchyma*).

Quality Control Example

(b)

Fig. 5: (a) Case study of Hulu-Med and Radiologist Copilot. (b) The validation
of the Quality Controller Tool.

Task-level Evaluation. We compare the liver radiology reporting performance
of our proposed method with state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches. The results
illustrated in Table 1 demonstrate that Radiologist Copilot substantially out-
performs other SOTA methods on both NLG and CE metrics, highlighting the
practical effectiveness of this training-free agentic assistant. Fig. 5a shows gen-
erated liver reports, including normal and abnormal cases. The results indicate
that the reports generated by Radiologist Copilot are highly consistent with the
ground-truth in both format and content, significantly surpassing Hulu-Med [10].

Ablation Studies. We perform ablation studies on the key components of Ra-
diologist Copilot, with results presented in Table 2. The results highlight the
importance of region analysis planning and strategic template selection, as re-
moving either component leads to a noticeable degradation of generated liver
reports. Although removing strategic template selection slightly improves the
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Table 2: Ablation study on the components of our proposed Radiologist Copilot.
RAP, STS, and QC denote region analysis planning, strategic template selection,
and quality control, respectively.
Method BLEU-1 ROUGE-L METEOR BERTScore F1-RadGraph GREEN

Ours 0.4025 0.3222 0.4560 0.7024 0.2585 0.4379
Ours (w/o RAP) 0.3600 0.2588 0.3610 0.6469 0.1675 0.2269
Ours (w/o STS) 0.2983 0.2698 0.3915 0.6553 0.2429 0.4582
Ours (w/o QC) 0.3998 0.3149 0.4462 0.6944 0.2545 0.4360

Table 3: Ablation study on Radiologist Copilot equipped with different VLMs.
Method BLEU-1 ROUGE-L METEOR BERTScore F1-RadGraph GREEN

RadFM 0.1492 0.1415 0.2340 0.5541 0.0686 0.0353
Ours (RadFM) 0.3215 0.2465 0.3633 0.6510 0.1994 0.3719

CT-CHAT 0.2440 0.2012 0.2599 0.6127 0.1196 0.0390
Ours (CT-CHAT) 0.3671 0.2784 0.3738 0.6558 0.2312 0.1485

Hulu-Med 0.1867 0.1723 0.2380 0.5947 0.1209 0.2163
Ours (Hulu-Med) 0.4025 0.3222 0.4560 0.7024 0.2585 0.4379

GREEN metric, possibly due to the inclusion of more information, other met-
rics decrease significantly. From the results in the table, the impact of quality
control is less prominent compared to other components, as reports generated
through the entire process of Radiologist Copilot generally meet the required
standards. Nevertheless, the quality control procedure plays an important role,
offering practical assurance that the generated reports adhere to clinical stan-
dards. Therefore, we provide a separate assessment of the Quality Controller
Tool, as shown in Fig. 5b, which effectively detects issues in the simulated re-
port, including content inconsistencies and spelling errors.

In addition, we conduct an ablation study on the Radiologist Copilot equipped
with different medical VLMs in the Analyzer Tool. The results shown in Table 3
indicate that even when equipped with different VLMs, Radiologist Copilot con-
sistently maintains strong radiology reporting capabilities, demonstrating the
superiority of our proposed agentic assistant.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

We validate our proposed Radiologist Copilot on the CT dataset, demonstrating
strong performance in generating liver radiology reports. It is feasible to gen-
erate chest or abdomen radiology reports, since the agent integrates 3D VLMs
that enable CT image analysis across different anatomical regions. In addition,
the agent leverages LLMs as the reasoning backbone, flexibly selecting appro-
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priate LLMs based on task complexity, model capability, and resource cost to
accomplish tasks efficiently.

In conclusion, Radiologist Copilot introduces an agentic AI assistant with
orchestrated tools for radiology reporting with quality control. The agentic sys-
tem automatically plans and executes actions using its toolset, which includes
region localization, region analysis planning, strategic template selection, quality
assessment, and feedback-driven adaptive refinement for the holistic radiology
reporting process. Experimental results demonstrate that Radiologist Copilot
enables accurate, comprehensive, and efficient report generation, highlighting
its potential to assist radiologists and improve clinical efficiency.
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