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Figure 1: Overview of CoDA. (a~c) Three pipeline stages: acquisition-like shading (A), reconstruction and display remapping
(R), and delivery and export degradations (D), illustrated on brain MRI, chest X-ray, and abdominal CT. (d) CoDA optimizes
over seven stage compositions and within-stage parameters under masked similarity constraints to produce visually plausible
adversarial samples. (e-1~e-2) Technical-authenticity auditing and reliability diagnostics.

Abstract

Medical vision-language models (MVLMs) are increasingly used
as perceptual backbones in radiology pipelines and as the visual
front end of multimodal assistants, yet their reliability under real
clinical imaging workflows remains underexplored. Prior robust-
ness evaluations often assume clean, curated inputs or study iso-
lated corruptions and pixel-level perturbations, overlooking routine
acquisition, reconstruction, display, and delivery operations that
preserve clinical readability while subtly shifting image statistics.
To address this gap, we propose CoDA, a chain-of-distribution
framework that constructs clinically plausible pipeline shifts by
composing acquisition-like shading, reconstruction and display
remapping, and delivery and export degradations. Under masked
structural-similarity constraints, CoDA jointly optimizes stage-
composition families and within-stage parameters to induce fail-
ures while preserving visual plausibility. Across brain MRI, chest
X-ray, and abdominal CT, CoDA substantially degrades the zero-
shot performance of CLIP-style MVLMs, with ablations showing
that chained compositions are consistently more damaging than
any single stage. We also evaluate multimodal large language mod-
els (MLLMs) as technical-authenticity auditors of imaging realism
and quality rather than pathology. Proprietary multimodal models

show degraded auditing reliability and persistent high-confidence
errors on CoDA-shifted samples under a single-call self-challenge
protocol, while the medical-specific MLLMs we test exhibit clear de-
ficiencies in medical image quality auditing. Finally, we introduce
a post-hoc repair strategy based on teacher-guided token-space
adaptation with patch-level alignment, which improves accuracy
on archived CoDA outputs. Overall, our findings characterize a
clinically grounded threat surface for MVLM deployment and show
that lightweight alignment improves robustness in deployment.

CCS Concepts

« Computing methodologies — Computer vision; Machine
learning; « Security and privacy — Systems security.

Keywords

Robustness and security evaluations, CoDA, Post-hoc repair strat-
egy

1 Introduction

MVLMs are increasingly adopted as general-purpose perceptual
backbones in radiology Al, enabling zero-shot recognition and re-
trieval, report-aware representation learning, and language-guided
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visual grounding. Their progress has been driven by contrastive
pretraining and domain-specific adaptation, including CLIP-style
vision-language pretraining [29], medical image—-text contrastive
learning [43], report-based radiology representation learning [45],
and large-scale biomedical figure—caption pretraining [42]. Special-
ized CLIP variants for radiology and expanding biomedical archives
have further improved medical encoders [23, 24], while visually
instructed MLLMs are emerging in parallel as multimodal assis-
tants [10, 22, 28]. Since the vision encoder governs visual evidence
for downstream reasoning, front-end robustness is safety-critical.

Clinical images, however, rarely arrive as pristine tensors. They
are shaped by imaging workflows in which acquisition conditions
affect intensity profiles, reconstruction and display settings remap
physical measurements to pixels (e.g., window and level in DI-
COM viewers) [26], and delivery operations such as resampling
and compression introduce systematic artifacts [5]. These steps
usually preserve human interpretability, yet they can alter low-
level statistics in ways that MVLM representations may depend
on. More broadly, distribution shift is known to degrade deployed
models [9, 16, 27, 35, 41], and recent robustness benchmarks for
large vision—language models show that routine, non-malicious
perturbations can induce substantial failures even when seman-
tics remain intact [3, 4, 31, 34, 39, 44]. Nevertheless, robustness
evaluations for MVLMs still often emphasize clean public datasets
or isolated perturbations, leaving limited coverage of multi-stage
variability introduced by real clinical pipelines.

We address this gap with an adversarial yet clinically grounded
threat model. Rather than considering classic norm-bounded pixel
attacks, we study an attacker who manipulates plausible pipeline
operations and their parameters through realistic acquisition, re-
construction, and delivery processes. We propose CoDA, a chain-of-
distribution attack that composes three stages: acquisition-like shad-
ing, reconstruction and display remapping, and delivery and export
degradations. Under masked structural-similarity constraints that
preserve visual plausibility [37], CoDA optimizes failure-inducing
parameterizations over both composition families and within-stage
parameters. This design reflects clinical workflows in which de-
viations accumulate across multiple processing steps and interact
under realistic clinical operating conditions.

Using CoDA, we show that chained pipeline shifts substantially
undermine zero-shot CLIP-style MVLMs across brain MRI, chest
X-ray, and abdominal CT. Ablations restricting the shift space to
individual stages confirm that chained compositions are consis-
tently more damaging than any single-stage variant under the
same plausibility constraints. We then examine whether MLLM-
based multimodal assistants can serve as a safety layer by auditing
technical authenticity, assessing imaging realism and quality rather
than pathology. Motivated by evidence that MLLMs can hallucinate
visual content and remain confidently wrong [13, 20], we adapt relia-
bility diagnostics to the medical pipeline setting and evaluate these
auditors under CoDA-shifted inputs. This setting is particularly
challenging because the induced shifts remain visually plausible
while perturbing the technical cues that auditing-oriented systems
are expected to detect. We find that several strong proprietary
assistants behave reliably on clean inputs yet fail to consistently
flag adversarial pipeline outputs, even under self-challenge-style
prompting [36, 38]. We further find that the medical-specific MLLMs

we evaluate exhibit clear deficiencies in medical image quality au-
diting, limiting their utility as a quality-control layer under realistic
clinical pipeline variability.

We further investigate a lightweight post-hoc repair strategy
to improve robustness without full retraining. The design com-
bines parameter-efficient adaptation methods such as LoRA and
SSF [15, 40] with ideas from knowledge distillation [12], efficient
visual adaptation [14, 25], and recent robustness-oriented adapta-
tion for vision-language models [7, 21]. Specifically, we introduce a
teacher-guided token-space adaptation scheme that aligns a student
vision encoder with the token structure of a stronger teacher while
preserving the student’s interface and computational profile. Eval-
uated on archived CoDA outputs, this repair improves MVLM zero-
shot classification accuracy, suggesting that post-hoc alignment can
recover performance under clinically plausible deployment-time
pipeline shifts. We summarize our main contributions as follows:

e We propose CoDA, a clinically grounded attack space that
composes acquisition-like shading, reconstruction and dis-
play remapping, and delivery and export degradations, and
optimizes both the stage composition and the stage parame-
ters under masked similarity constraints.

e We conduct a multi-stage robustness evaluation of CLIP-
style MVLMs on brain MR, chest X-ray, and abdominal CT,
including controlled ablations that isolate each stage and
budget analyses that quantify how attack strength scales
with optimization iterations.

o We show that CoDA degrades zero-shot MVLM performance
and weakens technical authenticity auditing by multimodal
assistants under realistic pipeline shifts. We further show
that lightweight teacher-guided token-space repair can re-
cover robustness without full retraining, while remaining
compatible with practical deployment requirements in clini-
cal workflows.

2 Related Work
2.1 Robustness and Distribution Shift

Recent work on robustness increasingly emphasizes structured per-
turbations and realistic distribution shifts, rather than synthetic
worst-case noise alone. In multimodal and vision-language set-
tings, robustness degrades under adversarial attacks [31, 39, 44],
as well as under compositional shifts, spurious correlations, and
changing evaluation settings [3, 4, 16, 34, 35]. This perspective is
especially relevant for real-world clinical deployment, where im-
ages may undergo acquisition variability, reconstruction changes,
export artifacts, and other workflow-induced transformations while
remaining clinically interpretable and diagnostically usable. Our
work follows this line by targeting clinically plausible multi-stage
pipeline variability across acquisition, reconstruction, and delivery
processes in realistic medical imaging workflows.

2.2 Medical Vision-Language Pretraining

Medical vision-language models extend CLIP-style contrastive
learning by leveraging paired reports, biomedical captions, and
large-scale medical corpora to acquire transferable representations
for zero-shot transfer and cross-task generalization in radiology [23,
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Table 1: Attack success rate (%). Each entry gives the success rate after optimizing the within-family parameters for its CoDA
composition family. Bold indicates the best within each modality block (MRI/X-ray/CT) for the same model and setting.

MRI X- CT
Model Setting ray
A R D A+R R+D A+D A+R+D A R D A+R R+D A+D A+R+D A R D A+R R+D A+D A+R+D
Random (7 =0.90) 11 40 33 35 54 26 38 71 61 75 33 45 75 24 69 73 67 66 68 67 74
. Random (7 = 0.80) 22 61 17 52 62 25 44 75 77 100 53 63 67 61 69 88 50 70 81 75 76
BioMed-CLIP
Bayes (7 = 0.90) 0 61 25 45 58 7 45 69 68 90 44 42 100 37 62 76 60 64 68 87 79
Bayes (z = 0.80) 0 51 100 o1 47 45 68 73 73 90 70 85 100 78 71 76 54 70 92 94 79
Random (7 =0.90) 83 21 71 19 48 80 50 019 9% 6 100 100 50 76 86 67 84 76 79 90
=0. 2 9 4 9 2 1 1 1 4 9 1 2 1
UniMed-CLIP Random (7 = 0.80) 67 26 6 37 7 83 5 0 23 97 5 00 9 0 89 87 81 90 97 9 7
Bayes (7 = 0.90) 75 31 79 23 35 66 68 0 33 9 11 94 100 75 80 92 68 91 89 88 86
Bayes (7 = 0.80) 67 27 70 41 57 73 74 9 29 97 22 95 80 64 90 91 8 91 97 91 89
Random (7 =0.90) 0 42 47 33 54 20 42 019 9% 6 100 100 50 80 83 29 77 56 21 50
BMC-CLIP Random (r =0.80) 0 47 45 42 49 47 38 0 23 97 15 100 91 40 78 83 30 72 59 18 45
Bayes (7 = 0.90) 0 30 47 33 50 40 48 0 33 95 11 94 100 75 83 84 37 69 48 23 37
Bayes (7 = 0.80) 0 39 47 33 60 27 52 9 29 97 22 95 80 64 83 90 21 66 45 33 49
Random (7 = 0.90) 73 16 100 20 27 33 15 - 50 50 85 36 20 67 100 45 32 69 42 53 71
Rad-CLIP Random (7 = 0.80) 58 29 100 48 36 79 45 - 58 50 88 57 43 81 94 88 61 80 45 61 58
ad-
Bayes (7 = 0.90) 56 15 50 34 27 62 23 0 52 50 87 33 25 77 82 57 38 66 49 53 62
Bayes (r =0.80) 67 38 - 50 50 64 59 - 61 71 91 44 0 85 100 90 50 82 55 69 69

24, 42, 43, 45]. These advances have substantially broadened the
practical scope of medical vision-language pretraining across recog-
nition and retrieval tasks in diverse radiological settings and institu-
tions worldwide. However, deployment reliability remains shaped
by heterogeneity in scanners, acquisition protocols, reconstruction
settings, and downstream processing, where small yet systematic
variations can alter pixel statistics without compromising clinical
interpretability. Prior medical Al studies have shown that dataset
bias and shortcut features can inflate benchmark performance while
degrading generalization under real-world shift [9, 41]. Comple-
menting this line of work, we study pipeline-consistent shift spaces
that stress-test MVLMs under clinically plausible variability and
show how compounded stages can expose vulnerabilities often
missed by standard single-stage evaluations in prior robustness
studies of medical imaging systems.

2.3 Multimodal Reliability and Security

Multimodal assistants expand the threat surface beyond pixel ro-
bustness to the broader image—language interface. In medical set-
tings, reliability can be compromised by prompt injection [8], jail-
break and cross-modality mismatch behaviors [17], backdoor vul-
nerabilities in medical image—text models [18], and model stealing
under adversarial domain alignment [33]. These studies indicate
that safe clinical deployment depends on the stability of the full
image—language interface, not visual robustness alone. A related
but less explored question is whether multimodal models can act
as technical safeguards by auditing image realism and acquisition
quality. Our results further show that this capability is itself fragile
under clinically plausible chained shifts: proprietary multimodal
models degrade on CoDA outputs, while the evaluated medical-
specific MLLMs exhibit little reliable medical image quality auditing
capability under these challenging conditions.

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Definition

We study CLIP-style MVLMs consisting of an image encoder fi,
and a text encoder fi.; [29]. Given an image x € RFXW>3

the £,-normalized image embedding:

fimg(x) cR?
“ﬁmg )2
For zero-shot classification evaluation, we follow prompt ensem-
bling [29]. For each class ¢ € {0, 1} with prompt set 7¢, we construct
the corresponding class prototype representation:

— L ﬁext(t)
|Tel £ Wfeext (1)]l2

We score classes by cosine similarity s.(x) = (z(x), t.) and define
the margin as m(x) = s1(x) — so(x). Given label y € {0, 1}, we use
a signed correctness score:

, We use

(1)

z(x) =

t. er? ()

+1,
-1,

y=1

G

Jxy) =m(x)-o(y) oy = {
where o(-) maps the binary label to +1, so that J(x, y) < 0 indicates
a prediction flip.

3.2 CoDA Shift Space and Compositions

CoDA models pipeline variability using three parameterized stages:
acquisition-like shading (A), reconstruction and display remapping
(R), and delivery and export degradations (D). For the transfor-
mations below, we assume an intensity-normalized input image,
denote x € [0, 1]7*">3, and use clip(-) to clamp values to [0, 1].

Stage A (Acquisition-like Shading). We apply a smooth multi-
plicative gain field Ma (-; 04) € RF*W to model acquisition-induced,
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Table 2: Zero-shot accuracy (%). Clean vs. CoDA-shifted performance for CLIP-style MVLMs across modalities. Parentheses
denote the absolute drop from the clean baseline for Bayesian optimization with 7 = 0.8.

. BioMed-CLIP UniMed-CLIP BMC-CLIP Rad-CLIP

Setting

MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT
Clean 81.5 64.0 57.5 65.0 58.5 54.0 78.5 50.5 54.0 93.0 85.5 50.0
7 =0.9/Random 62.5 52.5 31.0 51.5 51.0 21.0 62.0 40.5 44.0 76.0 37.0 44.5
7 =0.8 / Random 50.5 32.0 25.0 47.5 46.5 11.5 57.5 38.0 425 56.5 315 33.0
7 =0.9/ Bayes 56.5 45.5 29.0 48.0 48.5 15.5 59.5 38.0 44.5 71.5 33.5 44.0
7 =0.8 / Bayes 44.0 245 22.0 44.0 425 8.5 57.0 32.5 40.0 50.5 28.0 30.0

spatially varying intensity gains (e.g., center shift, anisotropy, rota-
tion, and radial falloff) in routine clinical imaging. Fig. 1(a) shows
representative examples of this effect:

A(x;04) = clip(x © Ma(x;04)) (4)

Here, © denotes element-wise multiplication broadcast over chan-
nels, and 6,4 collects the gain strength and geometric parameters
that define M4.
Stage R (Reconstruction and Display Remapping). To capture
reconstruction and viewing variability, we apply robust window—
level normalization followed by a monotone tone curve, gamma
adjustment, and bit-depth quantization. These steps mirror common
clinical viewing and conversion toolchains [26], with qualitative
illustrations provided in Fig. 1(b):

RGx;68) = 0s(T(clip( =5+ ))') )

w+e 2

Here, (¢, w) are the window center and width computed from
robust quantiles of a grayscale proxy and then adjusted by off-
sets (A, Sy), € is a small constant for numerical stability, T(-) is a
piecewise-linear monotone tone curve defined by control points
(0,0), (0.25,y25), (0.5,ys0), (0.75,y75), and (1, 1) with monotonicity
enforced, and Qp(+) denotes b-bit uniform quantization. We denote
Or = {Ac, Sws Y25, Yso. Yrs. ¥, b}

Stage D (Delivery and Export Degradations). We model delivery-
time artifacts using downsample-upsample resizing S,(-) and
compression-induced degradation J,(-), which together approxi-
mate common export and transmission artifacts in clinical image
pipelines [5]. The resulting degradations are shown in Fig. 1(c):

D(x;0p) = Jq(Sp (%)) (6)

Here, p € (0,1] is the resize factor, g is the compression-quality
factor, and 0p = {q, p}.

Compositions. CoDA evaluates seven composition families under
the canonical stage order A — R — D:

F ={A, R, D, AoR, RoD, AoD, AoRoD} (7)

For a family F € ¥ with parameters 6, we denote the shifted
candidate by xgz = F(x; 0), where 6 bundles the relevant subsets
of (04, 0r, Op) required by the chosen family.

To preserve visual plausibility, we enforce structural similarity
(SSIM) [37] constraints both globally and within a foreground re-
gion of interest (ROI). Specifically, we derive a binary ROI mask
Q(x) € {0, 1} W from the input image using threshold-based fore-
ground extraction [2], which separates the dominant anatomical

foreground from background areas. For local patches u and v, SSIM
is defined as:

(2pypty + C1) (204 + Ca)
(15 + 5 + C1) (0% + 05 + Co)

SSIM(u,v) = (8)
We compute SSIM(x, x") by averaging the SSIM map over all pixels,
and SSIMq (x,x’) by averaging only over pixels where Q(x) =
1, providing a foreground-sensitive assessment that emphasizes
clinically relevant structures:

SSIM(x, Xghifr) 2 T, SSIMq (X, Xspif) = T 9)

When xgp; violates the constraints, we project it into the feasible
set by mixing:

Xg=(1—a)x+axgp ac€[0,1] (10)

Here x,, is the mixed sample and & controls the perturbation strength.
We choose the largest feasible mixing coefficient via:

" =argmax a s.t. SSIM(x, x,) > 7, SSIMq(x,x,) > 7 (11)

ael0,1]

and denote the final constrained sample by x4, = x¢*.

3.3 Optimization and Family Selection

Let x44y(x; F, 0, ) denote the constrained output obtained by apply-
ing family F with parameters 0 to x, followed by a-projection under
threshold r. For each image-label pair (x,y), family F € ¥, and
threshold 7, we optimize the within-family parameters to minimize
signed correctness after projection, as illustrated in Fig. 1(d):

o = argmin J (xzqv(x; F, 0, 7), y) (12)
0eSf

where Sr denotes the admissible parameter domain for family F.
This formulation allows each family to be optimized within its own
clinically plausible parameter range while treating the underlying
model as a black box. It also decouples optimization over compo-
sition families from that over stage-specific parameters, enabling
CoDA to capture both structural and parametric failure sources in
realistic imaging workflows, where small deviations across stages
may accumulate and interact nonlinearly. This separation allows
CoDA to distinguish failures driven by stage composition from
those caused by stage-wise parameter sensitivity within the same
family. We optimize the objective using random search and TPE-

based Bayesian optimization in Optuna [1].
After obtaining 0P for each family, we select the final adversar-
ial output from the family yielding the lowest signed correctness
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Figure 2: Qualitative visualization of CoDA composition families. Representative clean and adversarial samples for MRI, X-ray,

and CT under the CoDA shift space in Eq. 7.

across all candidates:

F* =arg min](xadv(x;F, o), T),y) (13)
Fef
3.4 Post-hoc Repair via Teacher-Guided
Token-Space Adaptation

To mitigate failures without full retraining, we adapt a frozen stu-
dent encoder with a lightweight residual token-space adapter, draw-
ing on ideas from parameter-efficient adaptation methods such as

LoRA and SSF [15, 40], as well as knowledge distillation [12] and
efficient visual adaptation [14, 25].

The overall repair workflow is summarized in Fig. 4(a). Let
Ts(x) € RUFN)*d denote the student’s post-layernorm token se-
quence, where token index 0 is the CLS token and the remaining
N tokens correspond to image patches. We insert a token-wise
residual linear adapter:

Ts(x) = Ts(x) + Ts(x)WT, W € R4 (14)
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Table 3: Ablation under Bayesian optimization (r = 0.8). Zero-shot accuracy (%) under single-stage shifts (Only A/Only R/Only

D) versus the full chained CoDA shift (A+R+D).

Attack BioMed-CLIP UniMed-CLIP BMC-CLIP Rad-CLIP

MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT MRI X-ray CT
Only A 75.5 61.0 475 62.0 56.5 44.0 71.0 48.0 63.0 73.0 68.0 46.0
Only R 57.0 33.0 31.0 56.0 49.0 315 61.5 415 48.0 56.5 40.0 35.0
Only D 76.5 60.5 40.5 56.0 52.5 37.5 69.5 42.0 58.0 65.0 52.0 39.0
CoDA 44.0 24.5 22.0 44.0 42.5 8.5 57.0 32.5 40.0 50.5 28.0 30.0

Here W is the only trainable parameter, while the student backbone
remains frozen throughout.

Let Ps(x) € RNV*4 denote the patch tokens extracted from Ts(x)
after excluding the CLS token, and let Ps(x) denote the correspond-
ing patch tokens extracted from Ts(x) for alignment. A teacher
encoder provides patch tokens Pr(x); when the teacher and stu-
dent token dimensions differ, we apply a fixed projection to obtain
projected teacher tokens P7.(x) in the student token space.

We define a token-geometry operator through the normalized
Gram matrix of patch tokens:

G(P) = norm(P) norm(P)"T € RVN (15)

where norm(-) row-normalizes tokens to unit £, norm.

We train W on clean images with three components: (i) a task
loss L4k that preserves the original downstream objective, (ii) a
view-consistency term weighted by Acons that encourages invariant
margins across two mild workflow-inspired augmentations, and
(iii) an optional teacher-guided geometry alignment weighted by
Adist that matches the student and teacher patch-token similarity
structure. The total objective is:

= 2
L= Lzask“'/lcons(m(x(l))_m(x(z)))2+)~dist||g(PS (x))_g(Pé‘ (x))HF

(16)
Here || - || denotes the Frobenius norm. We evaluate repair directly
on archived CoDA outputs without regenerating attacks.

4 Experiments
4.1 Experimental Settings

Datasets. We evaluate three imaging modalities using publicly
available datasets spanning distinct anatomical regions. For brain
MRI and chest X-ray, we follow the data organization protocol of
Cheng et al. [6], which curates public source collections for robust-
ness evaluation. For abdominal CT, we use the RSNA Abdominal
Traumatic Injury CT (RATIC) dataset [30]. For each modality, we
construct a balanced clean evaluation set with 100 positive and
100 negative images to isolate robustness effects under distribution
shift [16, 34, 35].

Threat models. We evaluate CoDA under two plausibility thresh-
olds, 7 € {0.90,0.80}, over the seven composition families in Eq. 7.
For each image, the final adversarial output is obtained by con-
strained optimization with subsequent winner-family selection
(Eq. 13). The evaluation covers three complementary target set-
tings. Zero-shot robustness is assessed on a diverse set of medi-
cal vision-language models, namely BioMed-CLIP [42], UniMed-
CLIP, BMC-CLIP [23], and Rad-CLIP [24]. Technical-authenticity

auditing is conducted on proprietary multimodal assistants from
the OpenAI GPT family [28] and the Google Gemini family [10,
11], alongside medical-specific MLLMs including Lingshu [19] and
MedGemma [32]. For post-hoc robustness repair, we select modality-
specific teacher-student pairs according to attacked performance
in the zero-shot setting and train a token-space adapter (Eq. 14)
with the objective in Eq. 16. Specifically, BMC-CLIP is used as the
teacher for MRI and CT, whereas UniMed-CLIP is used for X-ray;
the student models are Rad-CLIP for MRI and X-ray, and UniMed-
CLIP for CT. Repair performance is measured directly on archived
CoDA outputs without regenerating adversarial samples.
Baseline methods. For classification, we report clean accuracy
and performance under CoDA at two plausibility thresholds, 7 €
{0.90,0.80}. For each 7, we optimize CoDA using both random
search and Bayesian optimization, and report the resulting zero-
shot accuracy. For technical-authenticity auditing, we evaluate all
auditors on clean inputs and on CoDA-shifted images generated by
Bayesian optimization at 7 = 0.80. For post-hoc repair, we compare
a token-space adapter trained without teacher guidance against a
teacher-guided variant with patch-token geometry alignment [12,
14, 25] to improve robustness in deployment.

Implementation. Constrained optimization is performed using
random search and TPE-based Bayesian optimization in Optuna [1].
For zero-shot classification, we evaluate brain MRI, chest X-ray,
and abdominal CT in a binary disease-presence setting, using four
semantically similar prompts for the positive and negative classes
of each modality to reduce prompt sensitivity; full prompt sets are
given in the appendix. For technical-authenticity auditing, we adopt
a single-call self-challenge protocol inspired by consistency-based
prompting [36, 38], and report accuracy and reliability diagnostics;
full MLLM interaction details are provided in the appendix. For
post-hoc repair, the adapter is trained only on clean images and
tested directly on archived CoDA outputs without regenerating
attacks, with Agist = 1 and Acons = 0.1 by default.

4.2 Zero-shot Classification Evaluation

We evaluate zero-shot classification on clean and CoDA-shifted
inputs across MRI, X-ray, and CT. Table 1 reports the attack suc-
cess rate of each composition family after optimizing within-family
CoDA parameters for every modality—model pair. CoDA achieves
high success rates across all modalities, with X-ray showing the
greatest vulnerability: for several models, distortion-involved fami-
lies approach or reach perfect success. MRI and CT exhibit a similar
trend, although the strongest family is more model-dependent,
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Figure 3: Auditing performance under clean vs. CoDA shifts. We compare proprietary and medical-specific MLLMs across MRI,
X-ray, and CT, reporting clean accuracy, overall accuracy, and accuracy on CoDA-shifted inputs.
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Figure 4: Post-hoc token-space repair. (a) A frozen teacher optionally guides a lightweight student token adapter (rotW) trained
on clean data with task, view-consistency, and distillation losses. (b) Accuracy on archived CoDA outputs for the baseline and
repaired models, comparing unguided vs. teacher-guided adaptation across MRI, CT, and X-ray.

suggesting that CoDA induces failures through multiple plausible
pipeline variants rather than a single dominant transformation.
Table 2 reports Top-1 accuracy (%) under clean inputs and different
CoDA settings, including random and Bayesian optimization with
7 € {0.90,0.80}. Across all models and modalities, CoDA substan-
tially degrades accuracy relative to the clean baseline, and Bayesian
optimization is generally more effective than random optimization.
These results show that clinically plausible pipeline shifts are suf-
ficient to consistently disrupt zero-shot recognition in CLIP-style
MVLMs, with X-ray and CT often exhibiting the largest degradation.

Fig. 2 shows representative clean and adversarial examples under
the seven composition families in Eq. 7; although the perturba-
tions largely preserve clinical readability, they introduce systematic
appearance changes that are sufficient to alter or flip zero-shot
predictions across modalities.

4.3 Technical Authenticity Auditing Evaluation

We evaluate multimodal assistants as technical-authenticity au-
ditors. This non-clinical task asks whether an input image is a
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plausible product of clinical acquisition and delivery, without as-
sessing pathology. We study both proprietary multimodal model
families [10, 11, 28] and medical-specific MLLMs [19, 32]. We use a
single-call protocol that emulates three interaction stages: an initial
judgment with confidence, one sentence of technical evidence, and
a symmetric peer challenge before the final decision, as shown
in Fig. 1(e-1). Beyond accuracy, we assess reliability using three
indicators in Fig. 1(e-2): contradiction rate, high-confidence error,
and stubborn-wrong behavior. Results show a clear split between
model groups. Proprietary multimodal models remain relatively
reliable on clean inputs, but their performance degrades markedly
on CoDA-shifted samples, with persistent high-confidence errors
despite the built-in self-challenge step. In contrast, the medical-
specific MLLMs exhibit severe deficiencies in technical-authenticity
auditing. As shown in Fig. 3, their accuracy falls to 0 on CoDA-
shifted MRI, X-ray, and CT images, indicating a complete failure
to judge whether such inputs remain technically plausible for real-
world clinical acquisition. Taken together, these findings suggest
that current medical-domain specialization alone is insufficient for
reliable authenticity auditing under distribution shift.

4.4 Post-hoc Token-Space Repair Evaluation

We evaluate whether CoDA-induced failures can be mitigated with-
out full retraining. For each modality, we adapt the student encoder
using the residual token-space adapter in Eq. 14, optionally en-
hanced with a stronger teacher through patch-token geometry
alignment. Training uses only clean images, while evaluation is
performed directly on archived CoDA outputs to reflect practical
deployment constraints. Fig. 4(b) compares the baseline student
with the repaired variants on MRI, CT, and X-ray. The results show
that token-space repair consistently improves robustness on adver-
sarial inputs across all modalities, and that teacher-guided repair
yields larger gains than the student-only variant. Nevertheless, a
clear gap to clean performance remains, especially on X-ray and
CT, indicating that lightweight post-hoc adaptation can partially
but not fully recover CoDA-induced failures.

4.5 Ablation Study

Ablation of Optimization Iterations. We vary the iteration bud-
get used by the constrained optimization routine and quantify how
attack effectiveness scales with additional optimization steps. Fig. 5
reports the attack success rate as a function of iteration count for
MRI, X-ray, and CT across four CLIP-style MVLMs. Increasing the
budget consistently improves success, while gains taper after mod-
erate iteration counts, indicating that most improvements can be
achieved within the masked-SSIM feasible set.

Ablation of Single-Stage Shifts vs. Full CoDA (r = 0.8). To
isolate the contribution of each pipeline component, we restrict the
shift space to a single stage (Only A, Only R, or Only D) and compare
against the full chained composition under the same plausibility
threshold. Table 3 reports the resulting accuracies. Across models
and modalities, the chained composition remains the most damag-
ing setting, supporting the hypothesis that cross-stage interactions
amplify brittleness beyond what any single stage induces.
Ablation of Repair Hyperparameters. We ablate two key hyper-
parameters in post-hoc token-space repair: the view-consistency
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Figure 5: Ablation of optimization iterations. Attack success
rate under CoDA as a function of the optimization iteration
budget, reported for MRI, X-ray, and CT across BioMed-CLIP,
UniMed-CLIP, BMC-CLIP, and Rad-CLIP.
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Figure 6: Ablation of repair hyperparameters. Robust accu-
racy under CoDA shifts as a function of 1., and A5, com-
pared against the clean baseline (gray) and the attack baseline
(red dashed), reported for MRI/X-ray/CT.

weight Aons and the teacher-guidance weight A4 in Eq. 16. Fig. 6
shows that, across modalities, post-repair accuracy under CoDA-
shifted inputs generally lies between the clean and attack baselines,
exceeding the latter in most cases. In a few CT settings, the repaired
model slightly outperforms the clean baseline, possibly because
the student model itself shows relatively weak performance under
clean baseline conditions in practice.

5 Conclusion

We propose CoDA, a chain-of-distribution framework that com-
poses clinically plausible pipeline shifts and optimizations for failure-
inducing parameterizations under masked similarity constraints.
Across MR, CT, and X-ray, CoDA substantially degrades the zero-
shot performance of CLIP-style MVLMs and exposes fragility missed

by single-stage testing. Multimodal assistants used as technical

authenticity auditors can also fail under these shifts, including per-
sistent high-confidence errors. A lightweight post-hoc repair via

teacher-guided token-space adaptation partially restores robustness

when evaluated directly on archived CoDA adversarial outputs.
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