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Scene I: Can you describe this room Dense I: Deliver a brief/detailed Multi-Round Dlalogue

DeSC”Pt"m in a detail manner? Capti0n description of the r ; Human: Looking around the room, | see a wooden dining chair at
the table. It's on the back side, closest to the wall.

R: The room appears to be a'living—'dining space, R: A square wooden table./The target Al: Yes, and there's another wooden dining chair at the front of the
fe'a.turmg a variety of furnlturg pieces. The. object is a square wooden dining table table. They seem to be part of a set.
dining area houses a square dining table with a with a light brown top. There are four Human: In front of the tan couch, is there a wooden two-tiered
light brown top, surrounded by four wooden chairs surrounding the table, one on coffee table.
dining chairs. One chair is positioned at the back each side, and they are all tan in color. Al: That's correct. And the tan couch is facing this coffee table.
of the table, closest to the back wall and to the The placement of the table and chairs Behind the couch, there's a wide curtain in front of a window.
left of the tan couch. Another chair is against suggests a dining area...
the wall, facing the living room... Visual Grounding

I: Can you locate objects in the scene in
the same category as i ?

Object Detection

I: \dentify all objects within the
point cloud, specifying both their
categories and locations.

R:
Multi-Region
Embodied Reasoning
Question Answering Embodied Planning Visual Question Answering
J: Isthe sofa@ closer
I S-tand|r:jg aroht‘mdhat tI;e arnéhalrd I: If1am at the object close to I: What is the size of the object close to the to the table(®) or the
situated within the <box>(2) an (1.87,-0.15,0.12) and want to get pointed spot <point>(1)? armchair?
facing the coffee table, what is on some fresh air, where should | go?
my left?
st ff le that h I hof 1.1 .
R: You should move to the door to R r:]lstarco ‘\E:i;:: efto ztmai ar enitd ° R: The sofais closer
R: The door is on your left. get some fresh air. RidiHE or 0.5 meters, and a to the armchair .

height of 0.25 meters.

Figure 1. Examples from M3DBench, which encompasses a variety of 3D-centric tasks. The dataset supports multi-modal instructions
that interleave text with visual prompts and covers a variety of fundamental abilities in real-world 3D environments, such as visual percep-
tion, scene understanding, spatial reasoning, navigation, and planning.

Abstract progress in Large Language Models (LLMs) and Multi-
modal Language Models (MLMs) have demonstrated ex-
ceptional general language and imagery tasking perfor-
mance. Therefore, it is interesting to unlock MLM’s poten-
tial to be 3D generalist for wider tasks. However, current
MLMs’ research has been less focused on 3D tasks due to

Recently, 3D understanding has become popular to fa-
cilitate autonomous agents to perform further decision-
making. However, existing 3D datasets and methods are
often limited to specific tasks. On the other hand, recent
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a lack of large-scale 3D instruction-following datasets. In
this work, we introduce a comprehensive 3D instruction-
following dataset called M3DBench, which possesses the
following characteristics: 1) It supports general multi-
modal instructions interleaved with text, images, 3D ob-
jects, and other visual prompts. 2) It unifies diverse 3D
tasks at both region and scene levels, covering a variety
of fundamental abilities in real-world 3D environments.
3) It is a large-scale 3D instruction-following dataset with
over 320k instruction-response pairs. Furthermore, we
establish a new benchmark for assessing the performance
of large models in understanding multi-modal 3D prompts.
Extensive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of our
dataset and baseline, supporting general 3D-centric tasks,
which can inspire future research.

1. Introduction

The past year has witnessed remarkable success of Large
Language Models(LLMs) families[20, 49, 52, 54] in ad-
dressing various natural language processing tasks through
general instruction tuning [41]. Multi-modal Language
Models (MLMs), such as Flamingo [2], BLIP-2 [33],
LLaVA [35] have progressed various visual comprehen-
sion and reasoning tasks on 2D domain, including vi-
sual captioning [6, 50, 58], dialogue [14] and question-
answering [23, 25]. To unlock the full potential of
these MLMs, it is essential to curate a well-constructed
instruction-following dataset [30, 35] that covers diverse
vision language (VL) tasks, which empowers the models
to handle these tasks without extensive modifications to
the architecture. However, current research on MLMs has
predominantly overlooked 3D visual and a comprehensive
dataset for 3D instruction tunning is missing due to the
daunting workload of collecting instructions in ambiguous
and cluttered 3D environments.

Previous works have made efforts to construct datasets
for specialized 3D task, such as object detection [21, 53],
visual grounding [1, 12], dense captioning [1, 12], VQA [4,
62], and navigation [3]. Consequently, most of the mod-
els [4, 9, 13, 19, 38, 47] are specialist in only one or two
of these tasks, potentially limiting their adaptability across
various applications. Works such as LAMM [64], 3D-
LLM [24], and Chat-3D [60] have made preliminary at-
tempts in constructing 3D instruction-following datasets,
achieving inspiring results. However, the range of vi-
sual tasks covered by these datasets is relatively limited,
which constrains their effectiveness under diverse scenar-
ios. These datasets primarily focus on language-only in-
structions, posing challenges in identifying specific object
within a scene. For example, there might be multiple in-
stances of “wooden chair” in a scene, yet the language
prompt pertaining to a specific wooden chair might result in

ambiguity. Furthermore, the lack of a comprehensive eval-
uation benchmark poses challenges in accurately assessing
the capability of large models on 3D-centric tasks. Current
works, such as LAMM[64], primarily evaluate model’s per-
formance on previous benchmarks that are not designed for
assessing MLMs with open-form output [24].

In this paper, we introduce a comprehensive 3D
instruction-following dataset called M3DBench, serving
as the foundation for developing a versatile and practical
general-purpose assistant in the real-world 3D environment.
Our dataset comprises a variety of 3D vision-centric tasks at
both object and scene levels and over 320K 3D instruction-
response pairs, covering fundamental capabilities such as
visual perception, scene understanding, spatial reasoning,
and embodied planning, VL navigation, as depicted in
Tab. 1. Furthermore, to tackle the challenge of ambiguity in
language-only instructions, we interleave text instructions
with other prompts that provide rich clues about instances
in the scene, such as numerical coordinates, pointed region,
image, 3D object (as shown in Fig. 1) in M3DBench, to en-
hance the capabilities in comprehending different granular-
ity, diversity and interactivity concepts (such as “the pointed
region” or “find the (image of a whiteboard) in the room”)
in the multi-modal instructions.

To evaluate the effectiveness of M3DBench, we de-
velop a simple yet effective baseline model capable of pro-
cessing interleaved multi-modal instructions, consisting of
three components: scene perceiver, multi-modal instruc-
tion encoder, and LLLM decoder. Furthermore, we develop
a comprehensive benchmark aimed at systematically as-
sessing various capabilities of 3D MLMs across multiple
dimensions with multi-modal instructions . The evalua-
tion benchmark comprises approximately 1.5K instruction-
response pairs, encompassing both region-level and scene-
level tasks, such as object localization, scene description,
multi-round dialogues, embodied planning, among others.
Each instance comprises an instruction, a corresponding 3D
scene, and a human-validated response. We will release
M3DBench dataset, code, and evaluation strategies to ac-
celerate future research on 3D MLMs.

To summarize, our contributions are listed as following:

* We introduce a large-scale 3D instruction-following
dataset that unifies diverse region-level and scene-level
3D-centric tasks, focusing on scene perception, under-
standing, reasoning, and planning.

* We present a interleaved multi-modal instruction formula
designed to enhance the granularity, diversity and interac-
tivity of generated instructions.

* We establish a comprehensive benchmark for evaluating
the capabilities of MLMs within 3D scenarios. Exten-
sive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of both
the dataset and the baseline.
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Table 1. Comparison between M3DBench and other 3D VL datasets as well as 3D instruction datasets. M3DBench has the follow-
ing characteristics: 1) A comprehensive instruction-following dataset tailored for 3D scenes. 2) Supporting multi-modal instructions
that interleave text, coordinate, image, 3D object, and so on. 3) Encompassing diverse 3D visual-centric tasks that span a variety of
fundamental abilities in real-world 3D environments, such as visual perception, scene understanding, spatial reasoning, navigation, and

planning.

2. Related Work

Multi-modal Datasets and 3D Benchmarks. The progress
of MLMs [26, 32, 33, 48] has been greatly accelerated
by the availability of large-scale image-text data, such as
MS COCO Caption [17], Visual Genome [28], LAION-
5B [51]. In order to improve models’ comprehension of
human instructions in visual tasks, several visual instruc-
tion following datasets [22, 30, 35, 64] have been pro-
posed. Additionally, while numerous studies in the field of
3D have presented benchmark datasets for visual ground-
ing [1, 12], dense captioning [1, 12], and visual question
answering [4, 37], these datasets are limited to specific
tasks. In this paper, we propose a comprehensive dataset
that supports interleaved multi-modal instructions and cov-
ers various 3D-centric tasks, including visual grounding,
dense caption, embodied question answering, multi-region
reasoning, scene description, multi-round dialogue, and so
on. Refer to Tab. 1 for a detailed comparison between our
dataset and other 3D VL datasets [1, 4, 12, 37] as well as
exiting 3D visual instruction datasets [24, 60, 64]. Further-
more, rather than providing demonstrations only, we evalu-
ate diverse tasks with quantitative results.

Multi-modal Foundation Models. With the triumph of
LLMs [8, 20, 49, 54, 69], recent studies [2, 31, 33, 35] start
to explore Vision Language Models (VLMs), extending the
capabilities of LLMs in solving diverse visual-related tasks.
Early attempts include Flamingo [2], which incorporates
visual features through gated cross-attention dense blocks,
and BLIP-2 [33], which uses a Q-former as a bridge to rec-
oncile the modality gap between the frozen image encoder
and LLMs. In order to enhance the VLMs’ comprehen-
sion of human instructions, several visual instruction tun-
ing methods [31, 35] have been proposed. Addressing the
adaptation of LLMs to 3D-related tasks, LAMM [64] uses
a simple projection layer to connect the 3d encoder and
LLM. 3D-LLM [24] utilizes point clouds and text instruc-
tions as input, leveraging 2D VLMs as backbones. How-
ever, prior works that attempt to integrate the 3D world into

MFMs have exhibited limitations in handling interleaved
multi-modal instructions and accomplishing various tasks.
In this work, we propose to improve the abilities of MFMs
in addressing diverse 3D-centric tasks and handling inter-
leaved multi-modal instructions with on a comprehensive
3D instruction-following dataset.

3D Vision-language Learning. Recently, there has been
growing interest in 3D VL learning. While various 3D rep-
resentations exist, including voxels, point clouds, and neu-
ral fields, previous works have primarily focused on point
cloud-text data. Among those, 3D dense captioning [18, 68]
aims to generate description of target object within a 3D
scene, while 3D visual grounding [63, 65, 71] involves iden-
tifying object in a scene based on textual description. In
3D question answering [4, 62], models are required to an-
swer questions based on the visual information. Although
these works have achieved impressive results in connecting
3D vision and language, they heavily rely on task-specific
model design. In contrast, we develop a unified baseline
model capable of decoding multiple 3D-related tasks with-
out the need for specific model designs. Furthermore, we
establish a comprehensive benchmark to assess the model’s
performance across various tasks.

3. Multi-modal Instruction Dataset

We introduce the strategy for constructing the multi-
modal 3D instruction dataset (details in Sec. 3.1), along
with the design formula for interleaved multi-modal instruc-
tions (details in Sec. 3.2). We then detail the tasks at both
the region-level and scene-level covered by the dataset in
Sec. 3.3, followed by a statistical and analytical examina-
tion of the dataset in Sec. 3.4.

3.1. Dataset Construction

To construct a comprehensive 3D multi-modal
instruction-following  dataset, we utilize existing
datasets [1, 10-12, 21, 27, 29, 67] for 3D-only [47, 66]
and 3D-language tasks [4, 18], and collect extensive
instruction-response data by prompting LLMs. For 3D-



only tasks, like object detection and visual grounding, we
designed instruction and response templates corresponding
to specific tasks. Specifically, we collect instructions
for 3D-only tasks by providing task descriptions and
specifying the desired output format. Responses interleave
object coordinates (follow the specified output format in
the instructions) and text. For the 3D-language tasks, such
as dialogue and question answering, we provided object
attributes, textual descriptions, and manually written task
construction instructions as well as few-shot in-context
learning examples to the GPT-API [40, 52] to generate
task-specific instruction data.

Although most responses generated by GPT-API [40, 52]
are of high quality, some were irrelevant to the instruction.
For instance, certain responses may refer to information de-
rived from the provided textual descriptions. To improve
the quality of the 3D instruction-following data, we employ
pattern matching with specific keywords to filter out such
responses.

3.2. Interleaved Multi-modal Instruction

We design four types of visual prompts, namely, point-
level prompt (user click), box-level prompt (pointed re-
gion), image prompt, and 3D object prompt. For point-level
prompt, we sample points near the specified region of the
scene and randomly select one. The box-level prompts are
derived from the ground truth bounding boxes in the 3D
scene. Image prompts consist of corresponding image re-
gions with 3D scenes, publicly available image data[29],
and synthetic images[45]. Regarding 3D objects, we se-
lect instances from 3D scenes with ground truth per-point
annotations, additionally collecting objects from [11]. Fur-
thermore, we provide specific descriptions, such as “in the
pointed region” in instructions to guide the large model to
identify visual prompts within the scene. Finally, an inter-
leaved multi-modal instruction I can be defined as an or-
dered sequence composed of text and visual prompts, rep-
resented as [ = [z, 22, ... 2M], where each element z°
in {text, point, box,image, objectsq}. Additional details
can be found in the supplementary materials.

3.3. Task Coverage

Our dataset introduces a unified instruction-response
format to cover diverse 3D-centric tasks, encompassing es-
sential capabilities ranging from visual perception and un-
derstanding to reasoning and planning (detailed in Tab. 1).

3.3.1 Visual Perception

Object Detection(OD) aims at identifying and locating all
the objects of interest in a point cloud [39, 42]. Here, we
transform the classic OD task into an instruction-following

format by providing task descriptions and specifying the de-
sired output format. Following LAMM [64], we manually
design a set of instruction-response templates with place-
holders, and each instruction includes the expected out-
put format. The instruction and response templates can be
found in the supplementary.

Visual Grounding(VG) involves identifying the target ob-
ject in the scene based on a natural language referring ex-
pression [61, 66]. In M3DBench, we expand the task format
of VG. Specifically, our description information for query-
ing extends beyond textual input and includes various vi-
sual prompts, such as coordinate, clicked point, image, 3D
object, and so on. Moreover, our output is not limited to
locating a single target object but can also involve finding
objects belonging to the same category.

3.3.2 Scene Understanding and Reasoning

Dense Caption(DC) requires a model to generate natural
language descriptions for each object [16, 18]. However,
existing DC datasets like ScanRefer [12] and Nr3D [1] pro-
vide only short captions. In M3DBench, we reconstruct the
DC datasets and introduce terms like brief or detailed in in-
struction to generate either concise title or detailed descrip-
tion for the object, which allows for better control over the
granularity of the generated caption. The instruction tem-
plates can be found in the supplementary.

Visual Question Answering(VQA) is a task that requires
the model to correctly answer a given question based on the
information present in a visual scene [4, 44]. In this work,
we curate a collection of free-form, open-ended question-
answer pairs using publicly available 3D-language datasets.
These VQA pairs cover various aspects at both the object
level and scene level, including instance locations and at-
tributes, object counts, room functions, and more.

Embodied Question Answering(EQA). Unlike traditional
VQA tasks [4, 44] that primarily focus on answering ques-
tions related to global information, EQA requires the agent
to first comprehend and analyze the surrounding environ-
ment to answer questions under that situation [37]. To col-
lect instruction-following data for EQA, we start by ran-
domly selecting a location within the scene and choosing
to face a nearby object for reference direction, and then
prompt GPT-4 to generate EQA pairs based on the given
situation and text information.

Multi-region Reasoning(MR). Datasets such as DC [1, 12]
facilitate understanding and reasoning for individual ob-
jects. However, reasoning between distinct regions is often
overlooked. For instance, inquiries about the spatial rela-
tionship between (region 1) and (region 2). Here, we intro-
duce MR, which is designed to enhance fine-grained com-
prehension of multiple regions of interest. Our methodol-
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ogy involves feeding object location, descriptions [67], few-
shot learning examples, and language instructions to GPT-4
to obtain corresponding responses.

Scene Description(SD). Unlike DC [16, 18], which gen-
erates a caption for each object, SD focuses on producing
descriptions of the entire scene, extending the descriptive
ability of MLMs from the region level to the scene level. To
construct the instruction-following data for SD, we extract
3D bounding box annotations from ScanNet [21] and dense
captions from the 3D VL datasets [1, 12] as data sources.
By prompting the GPT-4, we can generate detailed descrip-
tions for each scene.

Multi-round Dialogue(MD). To construct MDs, we make
use of 3D VL datasets and follow a similar approach to that
used in LLAVA [35]. During this process, we prompt GPT-
4 to generate MDs in a self-questioning and self-answering
format, taking advantage of coordinate information and lan-
guage descriptions from [1, 12].

3.3.3 Planning and Navigation

Embodied Planning(EP). Unlike EQA, which primarily
focuses on answering questions, EP requires agents to pos-
sess planning and decision-making capabilities. Specifi-
cally, the agent needs to perceive the environment, under-
stand user’s intentions, and generate appropriate action in-
structions to achieve predefined goals [24].

Vision Language Navigation(NLV) require an agent to
navigate and move in a real-world 3D environment based on
human language instructions. We leverage annotations from
existing 3D-language navigation tasks [27] and transform
them into an instruction-following format. Instructions are
expressed in natural language, while the corresponding re-
sponse is a trajectory formed by points in space.

3.4. Dataset Statistics and Analysis

Tab. 1 presents the statistics of M3DBench. M3DBench
contains over 320K pairs of instruction-following data.
Among these pairs, more than 138K instructions include the
interleaved multi-modal prompts we proposed.

To assess the diversity of generated instructions, we ana-
lyze the distribution of instructions based on the first word,
as shown in Fig. 2 (a). Specifically, we extract the first word
of each instruction and collected instructions starting with
that word. Then we parse the instructions using the Natural
Language Toolkit [7], performing processes like tokeniza-
tion and part-of-speech tagging to extract nouns and verbs
from instructions. The findings indicate that instructions
in M3DBench are diverse, including various types such as
“What” (query), “Can” (request), “Is” (confirmation), “T”
(first-person), “Where” (location), and so on. Analyzing
the word cloud of responses, as depicted in Fig. 2 (b), we
observe answers pertaining to shape, color, count, action,
object category, spatial relations, and so on. Furthermore,
we demonstrated diversity in the lengths of instructions and
responses, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (c) and Fig. 2 (d).

4. Multi-modal Instruction Tuning

We introduce a baseline model that connects scenes with
interleaved multi-modal instructions and accomplishes di-
verse tasks using a unified decoder. As shown in Fig. 3, the
framework consists of three parts: scene perceiver, multi-
modal instruction encoder, and LLM. First, the 3D scene is
processed by the scene perceiver, and the features are then
projected into the same feature space as the language em-
bedding using a trainable projection layer (Sec. 4.1). Simul-
taneously, prompts from different modalities within instruc-
tions are encoded using their corresponding prompt encoder
(Sec. 4.2). Then the visual and instruction tokens are con-
catenated and fed into the LLM (Sec. 4.3). Next, we will
provide a detailed description of each module.
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4.1. 3D Scene Perceiver

Given the point cloud of a scene, denoted as P, we em-
ploy a pre-trained 3D encoder to extract 3D feature:

fs =EP(P). 6]

Similar to LLAVA [35], we alao utilize a trainable visual
feature projection matrix W3P to project the visual features
into the language embedding space and obtain scene tokens:

X, =W . f,. 2)

The scene embeddings are represented as X, = {x?}gzl,
where 27 € R? and N represents the number of visual to-
kens. d represents the dimension of hidden states in LLM.

4.2. Multi-modal Instruction Encoder

There are a total of six types of prompt formats (Tab. 1)
in the interleaved multi-modal instructions: text, numerical
coordinate, user click (point), pointed region (box), image,
and 3D object. We treat numerical coordinate as a spe-
cific text [15, 72] and use the tokenizer and word embed-
ding from LLM to obtain corresponding tokens. For user
click and pointed region, we utilize two learnable projec-
tion matrices to extract point-level and box-level tokens, re-
spectively. In the case of image prompt, we employ the
frozen CLIP [48] to extract image features, followed by
a pre-trained projector from LLaVa [35] to compute im-
age tokens. For 3D object input, we downsample them
to 1024 points and normalize their coordinates into a unit
sphere [73]. Then a pre-trained encoder is used to extract
object’s features, and a Feed Forward Network (FFN) is in-
serted between the encoder and LLM to adjust these tokens.

4.3. LLM Decoder

We utilize the pre-trained LLM [20, 55, 69] as a uni-
fied decoder for various vision-centric tasks. To accomplish

this, we employ a 3D scene perceiver (Sec. 4.1) to encode
the input scene P into discrete scene tokens X = {;cg}ff:l.
These tokens are then concatenated with the multi-modal
instruction tokens X; = {x?}ﬁil. LLM takes both the
scene tokens and the multi-modal instruction tokens as in-
put and predicts the probability distribution of the output
token X, = {:cg}ﬁ: | in an auto-regressive manner:

Py(Xo| X, Xi) = [[ Po(al |25t Xo, X3). 3)

Furthermore, for tasks that rely on coordinates for assess-
ment, such as visual grounding, we decouple them from the
output of LLMs (detailed in the supplements). This simple
approach enables us to develop a unified framework for a
wide range of 3D-only tasks without the need for modifica-
tions to the existing LLMs [8, 54, 69].

4.4. Training Strategy

The training objective is to maximize the likelihood of
generating this target response sequence X, = {:cg}ﬁzl,
given the visual input X, and multi-modal instruction X;:

L
Lo=—) log Py(zhlas's Xs, X;). “
n=1

Here, 0 represents the trainable parameters. Note that dur-
ing training, we freeze the 3D encoder, image encoder, as
well as language decoder, and only train all the projection
layers to enable rapid iterations. Exploring alternative ar-
chitecture or refining the training strategy could potentially
yield further improvements. We leave this as a direction for
future work.



Task 3D Vision Encoder LLM Decoder BLEU-14 BLEU-2t BLEU-3% BLEU-4f ROUGEf METEORt CIDErt
OPT-6.7B [69] 3.56 143 0.52 0.21 14.18 9.79 17.01
Pointnet++ [46]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 10.60 4.53 1.70 0.73 18.70 13.40 22.05
Dense Caption Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20]  2.97 1.04 0.32 0.00 11.78 9.04 13.88
OPT-6.7B [69] 10.72 4.44 1.45 0.0 14.58 10.35 23.76
Transformer [56] ~ LLaMA-2-7B [55] 10.07 371 1.38 0.0 17.32 12.03 20.72
Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20] 1196 438 1.28 0.0 14.13 9.46 2372
OPT6.7B [69] 57.45 49.48 4357 3878 5834 30.30 336.96
Pointnet++ [46]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 61.01 53.35 47.63 43.00 61.59 32.05 379.05
Visual Question Answering Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20] 4630 38.13 32.20 27.56 51.55 27.03 239.98
OPT-6.7B [69] 57.26 50.35 44.97 40.50 59.55 30.64 365.60
Transformer [56]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 60.23 52.41 47.02 42.61 59.24 30.96 356.42
Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20]  17.77 14.22 11.86 10.07 22.12 11.32 95.98
OPT-6.7B [69] 4755 37.69 30.91 2444 1917 26.04 212.12
Pointnet++ [46]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 45.85 35.92 29.32 22.79 48.34 24.89 194.09
Embodied Question Answering Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20]  21.09 15.61 12.28 9.41 44.06 20.55 169.72
OPT-6.7B [69] 4737 37.86 31.33 24.76 50.83 25.95 218.01
Transformer [56]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 44.20 33.86 27.49 21.58 45.83 22.74 179.33
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20]  38.24 29.71 24.63 19.64 40.62 21.00 155.12
OPT-6.7B [69] 57.53 50.03 4357 3827 6123 3374 363.87
Pointnet++ [46]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 56.24 49.32 4342 38.46 61.48 34.01 378.17
Multi-region Reasoning Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20]  47.98 39.18 3228 26.82 49.87 27.59 212.93
OPT6.7B [69] 36.92 30.78 2591 21.60 44.51 24.27 240.89
Transformer [56]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 55.00 47.88 4231 37.60 59.90 32.56 351.96
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20]  21.96 17.21 13.87 11.06 27.07 12.68 95.40
OPT-6.7B [69] 4922 4111 35.04 2971 50.90 26.65 133.94
Pointnet++ [46]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 57.66 50.18 44.86 40.76 56.46 29.77 253.09
Eobodied Planning Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20]  21.68 15.27 10.87 8.10 3273 19.78 83.39
OPT6.7B [69] 59.47 53.24 48.08 43.46 61.14 33.34 213.15
Transformer [56]  LLaMA-2-7B [55] 52.98 45.17 39.05 34.27 49.95 28.70 171.51
Vicuna-7B-v1.5[20]  37.50 30.71 2533 20.54 38.55 21.50 114.91

Table 2. Benchmark for multiple tasks: Dense Caption (DC), Visual Question Answering (VQA), Embodied Question Answering
(EQA), Multi-region Reasoning (MR), Embodied Planning (EP). We present the performance of baseline methods on our evaluation

dataset. T means the higher, the better.

5. Experiments

We first introduce the baseline model, metrics, and im-
plementation details in Sec. 5.1. Additionally, we provide
a benchmark on 3D scene understanding, reasoning and de-
scription in Sec. 5.2. Finally, we showcase some visualiza-
tion results in Sec. 5.3. More details, quantitative results,
and qualitative examples are provided in supplements.

5.1. Baseline, Metrics, and Implementations

Baseline. Since no prior method that works out of the
box with our interleaved multi-modal instruction setup,
we develop several variant models as baseline based on
LLM [20, 55, 69] to accommodate M3DBench. Specifi-
cally, we incorporate two different types of 3D encoders,
based on PointNet++ [46] and Transformer [56], into our
baseline model. Furthermore, we consider three versions of
LLMs as our language decoder: OPT-6.7B [69], LLaMA-
2-7B [55], and Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20]. After end-to-end in-
struction tuning, we evaluate baseline models on the evalu-
ation dataset to assess their effectiveness.

Evaluation Metrics. The evaluation metrics include both
traditional and GPT metrics. Traditional metrics, such as
CiDEr [57], METEOR [5], Acc@0.25IoU [12], and so on,

are used to measure the model’s performance on specific
tasks. For a more comprehensive evaluation of the models’
instruction-following abilities, we employ GPT-4 to assess
the quality of the different variants’ responses. Specifically,
we provide GPT-4 with the answers generated by different
variant models, the reference answers, and evaluation re-
quirements. GPT-4 evaluates these responses and assigns a
score ranging from O to 100. A higher average score indi-
cates better performance of the model. Furthermore, we re-
quest GPT-4 to provide justifications for the scoring results,
which helps us better judge the validity of the evaluation.

Implementations. Following previous works in 3D learn-
ing [16, 38], we downsample each 3D scene to 40,000
points as our scene input. For the PointNet++-based 3D
encoder, we initialize it with the checkpoint obtained from
Depth Contrast [70]. As for the Transformer-based encoder,
we employ the checkpoint from Vote2Cap-DETR [16]. Ad-
ditionally, we use the pre-trained encoder ViT-L/14 [48] as
our image feature encoder. We train all the baseline mod-
els using the Adam optimizer [36] with a cosine anneal-
ing scheduler where the learning rate decays from 10~° to
10~°. Our batch size is set to 2 during training, utilizing 4
Nvidia A100 (40G) GPUs, which allows us to complete the
training within 2 days.



5.2. Quantitative Evaluation

Understanding, Reasoning, and Planning. To establish
a benchmark for scene understanding, reasoning, and plan-
ning, we comprehensively evaluated six variant models and
reported the quantitative results on our evaluation dataset.
Tab. 2 presents the performance of baselines across five
tasks: Dense Captioning (DC), Visual Question Answer-
ing (VQA), Embodied Question Answering (EQA), Multi-
region Reasoning (MR), and Embodied Planning (EP). We
employed BLEU 1-4 [43], ROUGE-L [34], METEOR [5],
and CiDEr [57] as evaluation metrics.

Analyzing the results, one can see that when using the
same language decoder, the Pointnet++ [46]-based models
underperformed compared to the Transformer [41]-based
models in the DC and EP tasks, while outperformed them
in the MR task. However, upon switching the language de-
coder while keeping the 3D encoder constant, Vicuna-7B-
v1.5 [20] exhibited lower overall performance compared to
other LLMs across almost all tasks. The evaluation of our
benchmark dataset suggests a diversity in the performance
of MLMs, with each demonstrating unique strengths and
weaknesses across diverse tasks. Moreover, the subopti-
mal performance of current baseline models across various
tasks offers potential direction for further development of
3D MLMs. For instance, enhancing the performance of
MLMs on benchmark tasks such as scene understanding,
perception, and planning is crucial and we leave them for
future work to explore.

3D Vision Encoder LLM Decoder GPT-4 Score
OPT-6.7B [69] 9.87
Pointnet++ [46] LLaMA-2-7B [55] 27.89
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20] 32.37
OPT-6.7B [69] 16.84
Transformer [56] LLaMA-2-7B [55] 27.37
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20] 29.08

Table 3. Benchmark for detailed description. In practice, we
randomly select 39 scenes and provide detailed descriptions gen-
erated by GPT-4 for each scene. We then assess the relative scores
achieved by different variants. Responses generated by variant
models and GPT-4" descriptions are fed back into GPT-4 for com-
parative analysis and scoring, along with the provision of relevant
explanations for each variant’s answer. Experiments demonstrate
that the model based on Vicuna-7B-V1.5 [20] demonstrated supe-
rior performance.

Detailed Description. As shown in Tab. 3, regarding de-
tailed description capabilities, utilizing PointNet++ [46] as
the scene encoder and Vicuna-7B-V1.5 [20] as the language
decoder yielded the best performance, surpassing the sub-
optimal variant by a margin of +3.29 points. Another ob-

Which object is closer to the double
doors, the trash can or the TV?

@ The trash can is closer to the double
doors than the TV.

Q What is the position of the mirror
found within the region <box>

relative to the shower curtain?

@ The mirror is located on the wall to
the right of the shower curtain.

Q Deliver a brief, straightforward
description of the toolbox situated

near the pointed point <point>.

@ (A small, rectangular toolbox. )

Q ES the “
@ (Yes, the window is next to the desk )

Q Standing at the door and facing the
shelf, is the window visible? 4
M ( )
Q What is the position of the door
relative to the closet?

@ [The door is located to the right of j

™

” next to a desk? j

the closet.

- J

Figure 4. Qualitative Results. We provide visualization results
on various 3D-centric tasks in diverse 3D environments.
highlights the wrong answer.

servation is that all variants based on OPT [69] demon-
strated relatively lower performance. Furthermore, we note
that overall, all baseline models demonstrate inferior per-
formance, suggesting that current baseline models possess
limited capabilities in handling detailed descriptions. In
supplements, we provide a qualitative presentation of the
description results and the criteria for GPT-4 scoring.

5.3. Qualitative Results

We showcase some qualitative examples of our base-
line model on the evaluation dataset in Fig. 4. One can see
that our proposed method, trained on M3DBench, is capa-
ble of performing corresponding tasks under a variety of
interleaved multi-modal instructions.



6. Conclusion

In this paper, we present M3DBench, a comprehensive
multi-modal 3D instruction-following dataset, designed to
facilitate the development of MLMs in the 3D domain.
M3DBench encompasses a wide range of 3D vision-centric
tasks and over 320K pairs of 3D instruction-following pairs,
covering fundamental functionalities such as visual percep-
tion, scene understanding, spatial reasoning, planning, and
navigation. Additionally, M3DBench introduces a novel
multi-modal prompting scheme, interweaving language in-
struction with coordinate, image, pointed region, and other
visual prompts. We also develop a simple yet efficient
baseline model to validate the effectiveness of M3DBench,
providing benchmarks for multiple tasks. Comprehensive
quantitative and qualitative results demonstrate that models
trained with M3DBench can successfully follow human in-
structions and complete 3D visual-related tasks. We hope
that our proposed multi-modal 3D instruction dataset, base-
line model, and benchmarks will inspire and fuel future ex-
plorations in the field of 3D MLMs.
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Supplementary Material

This supplementary material provides further details about M3DBench (Sec. A), quantitative experiments (Sec. B) on multi-
round dialogue and 3D localization, additional experiments for held-out evaluation (Sec. C), implementation details (Sec. D)
of baseline model and prompt for GPT-4 evaluation (Sec. E).

A. Dataset

In Sec. A.1, we provide more examples in M3Dbench for each task. Following that, we will introduce the dataset construction
in Sec. A.2 and provide statistics for the evaluation dataset in Sec. A.3.

A.1. More Examples

Instruction:

Can you determine the category and location of
each object found within the point cloud? The
output should be a list of tuples in the format (c, x,
v,z |, w, h), where c represents the class label,
while x, y, z denote the bounding box center
coordinates, and |, w, h indicate its size.

Instruction:

Review the point cloud and list all detected
objects, including information on their types and
locations. Output a list of tuples: (c, x, v, z, |, w, h)
where cis the class label, and x, y, z represent the
center coordinates, while |, w, h denote the
bounding box dimensions.

Instruction:

Using the data from the point cloud, identify the
type of each object and provide its spatial
coordinates. Generate a list of tuples (¢, x, v, z, |, w,
h), where c is the class label, and x, y, z represent
the bounding box center coordinates, while |, w, h
denote its size.

Figure 5. Examples of 3D object detection. The left column represents the 3D scene, the middle column displays the instructions, and
the right column shows the annotations for the object detection task. We save annotations in textual format and for visualization purposes
here, we extract the bounding boxes from the text.
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Instruction:

There is a black cylindrical trash can, which is
located to the right of the kitchen counter and in
front of the printer. Please give me the
coordinates of its center and the length, width,
and height of the bounding box.

Instruction:

Can you locate the armchair near the point
<point>0.93,-2.32,0.58</point> that is tight
against the wall with plain covered couches
nearby? Please provide the center coordinates
and dimensions of the bounding box in the form
of (cx, ¢y, cz, Ix, ly, 1z).

Instruction:

I'm seeing an image . Identify instances in the
point cloud that belong to the same category as
the objects in the image. Please represent the
bounding box in the form of (cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, 1z).

Figure 6. Examples of 3D visual grounding. The left column represents the 3D scene, the middle column displays the instructions,
and the right column shows the annotations for the visual grounding. M3DBench includes interleaved multi-modal instructions, and the
annotations extend beyond annotating a single target object, encompassing the identification of multiple objects.

Instruction:

What’s your concise interpretation of
the object positioned inside the
region <box>-2.17, 0.10, 0.96, 0.16,
0.92, 1.93</box>?

Instruction:
In brief, how can you depict

the target object near the
point (0.86, -0.486, 0.74)

Drawer
dresser

Response: Response:
A white door. A drawer dresser under bed.
Instruction:

Can you describe the kitchen cabinets in detail?

Response:

Another set of cabinets is located under the sink, between the stove and the
refrigerator. There is also a large kitchen cabinet unit with light wood coloring.
This unit has three doors and four drawers. One rectangular brown cabinet is
situated below the sink. The cabinets provide ample storage space for kitchen
appliances and utensils. To access the cabinets, one would need to move
around the kitchen counter and appliances, such as the stove and refrigerator.
The cabinets are well-designed and complement the overall style of the room.

Figure 7. Examples of 3D dense caption. We design diverse multi-modal instructions for dense captions for M3DBench. Additionally,
we introduce terms such as brief or detailed within instructions to generate either concise titles or detailed descriptions for objects.

14



Instruction:

What is the function of the
rectangular silver object in
the kitchen?

Response:

The rectangular silver object
in the kitchen is a refrigerator,
used to keep food cool and
for long term storage of food.

Instruction:

What is the shape of the
kitchen counter?

Rectangular
silver object

Kitchen - Response:

counter [

The kitchen counter is
elongated and L-shaped.

Instruction:
What is the size of the table

Instruction:
How many chairs are

there next to the with next to the
window? bed?
Response: Response:

The size of the table with two
chairs next to the bed is
1.059m x 1.220m x 0.742m.

There are two chairs
next to the window.

Figure 8. Examples of 3D visual question answering. M3DBench comprises open-ended, free-form questions involving instance location,
shape and size, object count, scene type, object and room functionality, and more. For instance, when asked about the functionality of
a rectangular silver object in the upper-right scene, the answer begins by identifying the object and then describing its functionality.
Furthermore, the two examples below illustrate instances where there might be multiple objects of the same category in the scene.

Instruction: Instruction:

Toilet paper

Standing near the ~ and facing the
sink, can I reach the toilet paper

dispenser without moving?

dispenser

A
il
‘*

Standing at the stool in the region
<box>-0.77,-1.179,0.44,0.43,0.46</box>
and facing the kitchen counter, what is

on my right?

Response:
The closed doorway is on your right.

Response:

No, you would need to turn around or
move to reach the toilet paper
dispenser.

Closed
doorway

Figure 9. Examples of embodied question answering. Embodied question answering requires the agent to understand the surrounding
environment in order to answer questions under that situation.

Keyboard

Instruction:

If | am tired and want to lay down, where
should | go from the position near the region
<box>-1.40,1.434,0.92,1.151,0.48,2.24</box>?

Instruction:
What is the arrangement of the window, the

Instruction:
Are keyboard and that monitor part of the same
workstation?

white board, and a desk?

Response:

Yes, the keyboard and that monitor are part of
the same workstation, as they are set up next to
each other.

Response:

The window is in the middle of a white board
and a desk, with the white board being in the
middle of a door and the window.

Response:
You should go to the bed, which is on your
right if you're facing the cabinet.

Figure 10. Examples of multi-region reasoning (left) and embodied planning (right). In multi-region reasoning tasks (left), at least
two objects are involved, querying their relative relationships and sizes, which enables a detailed comprehension of the scene. On the
other hand, embodied planning (right) requires an agent to perceive the environment, understand the user’s intentions, and then generate
appropriate responses or actions to achieve predetermined goals.
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Instruction:
Can you describe the objects and
their locations in the room?

Instruction:

Can you describe the scene in
detail, including the room layout,
object types, and object locations?

Response:

The room is filled with various
objects, including bags hanging on
the wall, a black chair in front of a
computer monitor, a white desk
with a trash can underneath, a
bookshelf in between doors, and a
large round table with two white
objects on top of it. The bags on the wall come in different colors and are
located in various positions, such as the black bag with white writing
hanging close to the door, the red-ish bag closest to the floor, and the
black bag to the far right of the two sets of bags hanging on the wall to the
right of the doorway. The bookshelf in between doors is the second one
from the top and contains a group of books closest to the windows and
another group closest to the couch. The trash can underneath the white
desk is only visible when facing the wall with two white doors and a
bookshelf in between. The large round table is located behind a red table
next to the couch and has two white objects on top of it. The white desk
has a computer monitor on it, with a lamp next to it and a trash can
underneath. A black chair is in front of the computer monitor, and a tall
lamp is located close to the door of the room near bookshelves.

Response:

The scene appears to be an office
space with cubicle desks and
windows. The layout of the room
is not clear, but there are multiple
sets of doors and windows. The
desks are brown and appear to be
organized in rows. To locate a spe-
cific desk, one must stand at a certain point and face a certain direction.
For example, standing at the table and looking at the cubicle desks, the
middle option is the front left. The middle of the two cubicles in the
front right is also an option. If standing in front of the wall with smaller
windows, the rightmost desk directly next to the wall of windows
should be selected. Another option is the desk that is second from the
left and directly next to the window on the same wall. The desk closest
to the set of doors that are not parallel to each other and nearest to the
same door should also be selected. The largest highlighted box that is
not against a wall and closest to the cubicles is another option.
Additionally, the clear square located in the corner of the room closer
to the doors with the exit sign above it should be selected.

Figure 11. Examples of scene description. Scene description requires integrating the visual information of the entire scene to generate a
detailed and comprehensive introduction. This description will encompass aspects such as objects within the scene, the type of room, its
functionality, and so on.

Human: Looking around the room, | see a wooden dining chair at the table. It's on the back side, closest to
the wall.

Al: Yes, and there's another wooden dining chair at the front of the table. They seem to be part of a set.
Human: Right. And in front of the tan couch, there's a wooden two-tiered coffee table.

Al: That's correct. And the tan couch is facing this coffee table. Behind the couch, there's a wide curtain in
front of a window.

Human: | see. And the dining table, it's square with a light brown top, isn't it?

Al: And it's off to the side of the living room. Around the table, there are 4 wooden chairs.

Human: Let's start with the door. It's white and has a gold handle on the left side.

Al: Yes, the door is located on the far right of the room, next to a blue chair. It's a simple yet functional
design.

Human: | see a black suitcase under the table. It's the second one from the left.

Al: That's correct. The suitcase is conveniently placed under the table, perhaps for easy access or to save
space.

Human: There's also a small blue trash can with a fish design on it. It's right next to a white space heater.
Al: Yes, the trash can's unique design adds a touch of personality to the room. Its location next to the heater
suggests it's a frequently used area.

Human: Moving on, there's a dark brown curtain with long panels that touch the floor. It's right next to the
bed.

Al: Yes, the curtain is touching the headboard of the bed on the right. It probably provides privacy for the
bed area and adds an elegant touch to the room.

Figure 12. Examples of multi-round dialogue. Multi-round dialogue necessitates the agent’s ability to engage in natural and coherent
communication with humans. This capability involves not only understanding and generating language but also ensuring accuracy and
coherence in context.

A.2. Dataset Construction

In this work, we introduce a comprehensive 3D instruction tuning dataset, M3DBench, which serves as the foundation for
developing versatile and practical general-purpose assistants in the real-world 3D environment. M3DBench comprises 3D
data from publicly available datasets [1, 10-12, 21, 27, 67], along with interleaved multi-modal instructions and responses
generated using self-instruct methods[59] and GPTs [8, 40]. From Tabs. 4 to 10, we provide detailed description of the
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Instruction:

Walk through the kitchen and
take a right after the
refrigerator. Stop on the rug
under the mirror.

Instruction:

Walk out of the room walk
into the bathroom on the left
and wait there.

Figure 13. Examples of 3D vision language navigation. The 3D scene is depicted in the left column, instructions are presented in the
middle column, and annotations for the vision language navigation task are shown in the right column. Annotations are stored in textual
format, and for visual representation here, we extract the pathway from the text.

prompts designed for various 3D tasks, each comprising system messages and manually crafted context examples. For tasks
such as object detection, we manually design instruction and response templates, then replace the template’s keywords with
annotations to construct instruction-response data [64], as illustrated in Tab. 11 and Tab. 12. Furthermore, we have developed
an interleaved multi-modal instruction formula by substituting corresponding templates for the <target> in the instructions,
as shown in Tab. 13.

A.3. Evaluation Dataset

To quantitatively evaluate the effectiveness of instruction-tuned MLMs, we constructed an evaluation dataset to assess the
models’ performance across various dimensions such as visual perception, scene understanding, spatial reasoning, and em-
bodied planning. Our evaluation dataset consists of over 1.5K data samples, distributed as shown in Fig. 14.

10% " 9%

B Embodied Planning
L Embodied Question Answering
Multi-Region Reasoning
2% 4% B Dense Caption
" 3% » B Visual Question Answering
B Scene Description
Multi-Round Dialogue
Visual Grounding
Others

Figure 14. The evaluation dataset covers a range of fundamental abilities within real-world 3D environments, such as visual percep-
tion, scene comprehension, spatial reasoning, and embodied planning.
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messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing. In
addition, all instances of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and
coordinates. These coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, 1z] with
floating numbers in unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center
and length of bounding box along x, y, z axis.

Summary and describe the target object in a detail manner, including details like the object placements,
object attributes, object functions, relative position with the surrounding objects, and so on. Here are the
requirements: 1) Describe using the tone of seeing the target object and surroundings. Don't generate
descriptions that cannot be reasoned based on the given information confidently. 2) Descriptions should be
concise, effective, diverse and logical. 3) Do not mention any specific spatial coordinate values and do not
mention the source of information. The description should be more than 100 words and less than 150
words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample['context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample[’response’]} )

messages.append({"role":"user", "content": "\n" .join(query)}

messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing.

Summary the target object in a brief manner, only containing the object attribute. Here are the
requirements: 1) Describe using the tone of seeing the target object. Don't generate descriptions that cannot
be reasoned based on the given information confidently. 2) Descriptions should be concise, effective, and
logical. 3) Do not mention any specific spatial coordinate values and do not mention the source of
information. The description should be less than 5 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample[’context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample['response’]} )
messages.append({"role":"user", "content": \n’ .join(query)}

Table 4. System message used to generate detailed (top) and brief (bottom) dense caption data in M3DBench.
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messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing. In
addition, all instances of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and
coordinates. These coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, I, ly, |1z] with
floating numbers in unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center
and length of bounding box along x, y, z axis.

Generate some questions and give corresponding answer of the target object, including details like the
object placements, object attributes, object functions, relative position with the surrounding objects, and
so on. Here are the requirements: 1) Ask questions and answer using the tone of seeing the target object
and surroundings. Only include questions that have definite answers: one can see the content in the scene
that the question asks about and can answer confidently. Do not ask any question that cannot be answered
confidently. Do not ask about uncertain details. 2) Replace the specific target object's name in the question
with the placeholder '<target>'. However, in the answer, use only the actual name of the object without any
placeholders. 3) Ask diverse questions (e.g., 'What...", '"How...", 'Which...", 'Where...", 'If...", 'Is...", 'Are...!, etc.)
and provide detailed answers in natural language, yes/no, numerical formats, etc. 4) Ensure questions and
answers are concise, logical and effective. 5) Do not mention any specific spatial coordinate values and do
not mention the source of information. Keep each question or answer under 50 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample['context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample[’response’]} )

messages.append({"role":"user", "content": ‘\n' .join(query)}

Table 5. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for visual question answering in M3DBench.

messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing. In addition,
all instances of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and coordinates.
These coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, 1z] with floating
numbers in unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center and
length of bounding box along x, y, z axis.

You need to generate embodied questions (e.g. Standing in front of the <target> and facing the towels. Can
| see myself in the mirror?) and give a corresponding answer. Assuming you are positioned at the target
object and facing a nearby object, please begin each question by describing the situation (position,
orientation, etc.). Then provide the corresponding answer for the question. Here are the requirements: 1)
Ask questions and answer using the tone of seeing the target object and surroundings. Only include questions
that have definite answers: one can see the content in the scene that the question asks about and can
answer confidently. Do not ask any question that cannot be answered confidently. Do not ask about
uncertain details. 2) Replace the specific target object's name in the question with the placeholder '<target>'.
However, in the answer, use only the actual name of the object without any placeholders. 3) Ask diverse
questions (e.g., 'What...", '"How...", 'Which...", 'Where...", 'If...", 'Is...", 'Are...", etc.) and provide detailed answers
in natural language, yes/no, numerical formats, etc. 4) Ensure questions and answers are concise, logical and
effective. 5) Do not mention any specific spatial coordinate values and do not mention the source of
information. Keep each question or answer under 50 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample[’context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample['response’]})

messages.append({"role":"user", "content": "\n' .join(query)}

Table 6. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for embodied question answering in M3DBench.
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messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing. In
addition, all instances of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and
coordinates. These coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, Iz] with
floating numbers in unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center
and length of bounding box along x, y, z axis.

Generate some questions and give corresponding answer based on the relationship between these objects.
Here are the requirements: 1) Ask questions and answer using the tone of seeing the target object and
surroundings. Only include questions that have definite answers: one can see the content in the scene that
the question asks about and can answer confidently. Do not ask any question that cannot be answered
confidently. Do not ask about uncertain details. 2) Replace the names of related objects in the question with
placeholders like '<region 1>', '<region 2>', '<region 3>', etc. However, in the answer, use only the actual
names of the objects without any placeholders. 3) Ask diverse questions (e.g., 'What...", 'How...", 'Which...",
'Where...", 'If...", 'Is...", 'Are...", etc.) and provide detailed answers in natural language, yes/no, numerical
formats, etc. 4) Ensure questions and answers are concise, logical and effective. 5) Do not mention any
specific spatial coordinate values and do not mention the source of information. Keep each question or
answer under 50 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample['context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample['response’]} )
messages.append({"role":"user", "content": "\n' .join(query)}

Table 7. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for multi-region reasoning in M3DBench.

messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant that can analyze a 3D scene. User
will give you several sentences, each describing the same scene you are observing. In addition, all instances
of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and coordinates. These
coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, Iz] with floating numbers in
unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center and length of
bounding box along x, y, z axis.

Summary and describe the scene in a detail manner, including details like the scenario, scene types, room
functions, object types, object counts, object locations, object attributes, relative relationships between
the objects, and so on. Here are the requirements: 1) You should design a question before describing the
scene. The question should be 1 to 2 sentences long. The type of question should be diverse. Either an
imperative sentence or a question is permitted. For example, describe the scene in detail.2) Describe using
the tone of seeing the whole scene. Don't generate descriptions that cannot be reasoned based on the given
information confidently. 3) Descriptions should be concise, effective, diverse and logical. 4) Do not mention
any specific spatial coordinate values and do not mention the source of information. The description should
be more than 200 words and less than 250 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample[’context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample[’ response’]})
messages.append({"role":"user", "content": ‘\n' .join(query)}

Table 8. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for scene description in M3DBench.
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messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant that can analyze a 3D scene. User
will give you several sentences, each describing the same scene you are observing. In addition, all instances
of objects in this 3D are provided, along with corresponding categories and coordinates. These coordinates
are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cx, cy, cz, Ix, ly, Iz] with floating numbers in unit of meters.
These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center and length of bounding box along x,
Y, Z axis.

Design a conversation between a human and you discussing various aspects related to the scene. Include
topics such as the given scenario, room functionality, type of scene, object categories, object counts, their
respective locations, attributes, relationships between objects, and so on. Here are the requirements: 1)
Both the human and you should discuss the scene in the tone of seeing the whole scene. Use a variety of
sentence structures in the conversation. Avoid discussing details that cannot be confidently answered or are
uncertain. 2) Initiate the conversation by choosing a specific topic. Ensure the conversation flows naturally
and covers a wide range of details while maintaining coherence. 3) Do not mention any specific spatial
coordinate values and do not mention the source of information. Each conversation should take at least 5
rounds."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample[’context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample['response’]} )

messages.append({"role":"user", "content": "\n’ .join(query)}

Table 9. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for multi-round dialogue in M3DBench.

messages = [ {"role":"system", "content": f"""You are an Al visual assistant, and you are seeing an object in a
3D scene. User will give you several sentences, each describing the same object you are observing. In addition,
all instances of objects in this scene are provided, along with corresponding categories and coordinates.
These coordinates are in the form of bounding boxes, represented as [cX, cy, cz, IX, ly, Iz] with floating
numbers in unit of meters. These values correspond to the x, y, z coordinates of bounding box center and
length of bounding box along x, y, z axis.

Generate embodied questions, including planning(e.g. | feel tired/l want to study and where should I go
next?), navigation (e.g. how to go from the <target> to the position of bed?). Assuming you are positioned
at the target object and facing a nearby object, please begin each question by describing the situation
(position, orientation, etc.). Then provide the corresponding answer for the question. Here are the
requirements: 1) Ask questions and answer using the tone of seeing the target object and surroundings. Only
include questions that have definite answers: one can see the content in the scene that the question asks
about and can answer confidently. Do not ask any question that cannot be answered confidently. Do not ask
about uncertain details. 2) Replace the specific target object's name in the question with the placeholder
'<target>'. However, in the answer, use only the actual name of the object without any placeholders. 3) Ask
diverse questions (e.g., 'What...", 'How...", '"Which...", 'Where...", 'If...", 'Is...", 'Are...", etc.) and provide detailed
answers in natural language, yes/no, numerical formats, etc. 4) Ensure questions and answers are concise,
logical and effective. 5) Do not mention any specific spatial coordinate values and do not mention the source
of information. Keep each question or answer under 50 words."""}
]
for sample in fewshot_samples:

messages.append({"role":"user", "content":sample[’context’]})

messages.append({"role":"assistant", "content":sample[’response’]})

messages.append({"role":"user", "content": "\n' .join(query)}

Table 10. System message used to generate instruction-response pairs for embodied planning in M3DBench.
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Can you determine the category and location of each object found within the point cloud? The output
should be a list of tuples in the format (c, x, y, z, |, w, h), where c represents the class label, while x, y, z
denote the bounding box center coordinates, and |, w, h indicate its size.

Identify the object types within the point cloud and deliver tuples (c, x, y, z, |, w, h) based on spatial data.
The format of the result should comprise tuples (c, x, v, z, |, w, h), where c denotes the class label, and x, y,
z represent the center coordinates of the bounding box, while I, w, h indicate its dimensions.

Review the point cloud and list all detected objects, including information on their types and locations.
Output a list of tuples: (c, x, y, z, |, w, h) where c is the class label, and x, y, z represent the center
coordinates, while |, w, h denote the.

Can you classify and locate objects within the point cloud? Provide (c, x, v, z, |, w, h) tuples for each.
Generate a result in the format of tuples (c, x, v, z, |, w, h), where c signifies the class label, and x, y, z
denote the center coordinates of the bounding box, while |, w, h represent its size.

Using the data from the point cloud, identify the type of each object and provide its spatial coordinates.
Generate a list of tuples (c, x, y, z, |, w, h), where c is the class label, and x, y, z represent the bounding box
center coordinates, while |, w, h denote its size.

From the point cloud data, extract object types and spatial coordinates as (c, X, y, z, |, w, h) tuples. The
result should be structured as tuples (c, x, y, z, |, w, h), where c represents the class label, and x, y, z
indicate the bounding box's center coordinates, while |, w, h specify its dimensions.

Positioned at the <bbox> location within the point cloud, an object within the <class> category can be
observed.

The point cloud includes an object at the <bbox> position, which can be classified under the category of
<class>.

At the <bbox> position in the point cloud, there is an item categorized as <class>.

The <bbox> position of the point cloud allows for the identification of an object that belongs to the <class>
category.

Within the point cloud, an object classified as <class> is situated at the <bbox> position.

An object that can be classified as <class> is located at the <bbox> position within the point cloud.

The <bbox> of the point cloud reveals the presence of an object categorized as <class>.

At the <bbox> position within the point cloud, there exists an object that falls under the <class> category.
The point cloud contains an object at the <bbox> position, which can be identified as <class>.

Table 11. Some examples of question (top) and answer (bottom) templates for 3D object detection in M3DBench.
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Describe the <target> concisely.

Can you provide a brief overview of the <target>?

Provide a brief description of the given <target>.

Can you relay a brief and clear account of the <target>?
Offer a clear and concise depiction of the <target>.

Sum up the main aspects of the <target> succinctly.

In brief, how can you depict the <target>?

Could you share a short summary of the <target>'s features?
Summarize the visual content of the <target>.

What'’s your concise interpretation of the <target>?

In a short description, what is the <target>?

Convey a brief description of the essential features of the <target>.
How would you describe the <target> in brief?

Describe the following <target> in detail.

Provide a detailed description of the given <target>.

Offer a thorough analysis of the <target>.

Clarify the contents of the displayed <target> with great detail.

Analyze the <target>in a comprehensive and detailed manner.

| would appreciate a full and detailed explanation of the <target>.

I'm interested in a detailed exploration of the <target>; could you provide that?
Can you dissect the <target>, giving us a comprehensive understanding?

Share a rich and detailed narrative of the <target>.

Offer a profound and comprehensive insight into the <target>.

Table 12. Some examples of instructions for brief (top) and detailed (bottom) dense caption in M3DBench.
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Replace <target> with point prompt:
f"{object_name} close to the pointed spot <point>{x} {y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} situated near the pointed point <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} positioned close to the pointed location <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} near the pointed point <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} close to the pointed location <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} situated near the given point <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} situated close to the pointed location <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"
f"{object_name} positioned near the pointed point <point>{x},{y},{z}</point>"

Replace <target> with box prompt:
f'{object_name} in the region <box>{x},{y},{z},{I},{w},{h}</box>
f'{object_name} situated in the region <box>{x},{y},{z},{I},{w},{h}</box>
f"{object_name} inside the area <box>{x},{y},{z},{I},{w},{h}</box>
f"{object_name} placed in the region <box>{x},{y},{z},{I},{w},{h}</box>
f"{object_name} with center at [{cx}, {cy}, {cz}] and dimensions [{Ix}, {ly}, {Iz}]
f"{object_name} positioned at center [{cx}, {cy}, {cz}] with size [{Ix}, {ly}, {Iz}]
f"{object_name} centered at [{cx}, {cy}, {cz}] with measurements [{Ix}, {ly}, {Iz}]
f"{object_name} having central coordinates [{cx}, {cy}, {cz}] and measurements of [{Ix}, {ly}, {Iz}]

Replace <target> with image prompt:
f'"

Replace <target> with 3d object prompt:
f'<obj_3d>{3d_object_path}</obj_3d>"

Table 13. The formula for interleaved multi-modal instruction generation in M3DBench.

B. Experiments on Dialogue and Localization

Quantitative Evaluation on Multi-round Dialogue. We score the conversational abilities of the baseline models using
GPT-4 [40]. For multi-round dialogue, the baseline model employing PointNet++ [46] as the scene encoder and Vicuna-
7B-V1.5 [20] as the language decoder demonstrates the optimal performance, surpassing the next best variant by +0.71
points. Similar to the conclusions derived from the results of detailed description (detailed in the Sec. 5.2), all OPT-based
variants [69] exhibit relatively lower performance. In Sec. E, we provide prompts used for scoring conversations with GPT-
4 [40], along with qualitative results for multi-turn dialogues and the GPT-4 [40] scoring criteria.

3D Vision Encoder LLM Decoder Relative Score 3D Vision Encoder LLM Decoder Acc@0.2510U

OPT-6.7B [69] 40.97 Pointnet++ [46] OPT-6.7B [69] 3.09
Pointnet++ [46] LLaMA-2-7B [55] 44.74 LLaMA-2-7B [55] 1.60
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20] 46.06 Transformer [56] OPT-6.7B [69] 1.22
OPT-6.7B [69] 29.52 : LLaMA-2-7B [55] 3.57
Transformer [56] LLaMA-2-7B [55] 38.61
Vicuna-7B-v1.5 [20] 45.35

Table 15. Benchmark for object localization. We assess the
baseline model’s ability to identify and localize objects in the
Table 14. Benchmark for multi-round dialogue. Relative 3D scene. Specifically, the baseline model is tasked with out-
Score is generated by the GPT-4 [40], based on the evaluation putting the location of the target object a given specific instruc-
of the model’s response. tion. The metric utilized is Acc@0.25I0oU.

Quantitative Evaluation on 3D object Localization. For the 3D object localization task (i.e., finding the object in a scene
that best matches a given instruction), we propose using a unified output format to represent object position. To acquire
localization data, we derive 3D bounding boxes from the “[cz, cy, cz, [, w, h]” provided in the generated text. Here, cz, cy,
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cz correspond to the X, y, z coordinates of the bounding box center, while [, w, h represent the size of the bounding box along
the X, y, z axes. For each value defining the 3D bounding box, we retain one decimal place. In Tab. 15, we present baseline
performances regarding 3D localization. Results indicate that our proposed baseline model exhibits suboptimal performance
on localizing. We leave the improvement of MLLMs’ abilities in 3D scene perception and localization for future work.

C. Held-out Evaluation

Training and Evaluation Protocols. In order to assess the zero-shot performance of the baseline model fine-tuned on
the multi-modal instruction data for unseen tasks, we partition our dataset into two types: held-in and held-out datasets.
Specifically, we consider embodied question answering (EQA) and embodied planning (EP) from M3DBench as unseen
tasks, with their corresponding dataset (held-out dataset) excluded during the training process. We train the baseline model
on the training dataset for the remaining tasks (held-in dataset) and evaluate the model’s performance using the validation set
from the held-out dataset.

Baselines and Metrics. We utilize a pre-trained masked transformer encoder[16] as the scene encoder and employ two large
language models, OPT-6.7B [69] and LLaMA-2-7B [55], as the decoder in our baseline model. Furthermore, we employ
BLEU 1-4 [43], ROUGE-L [34], METEOR [5], and CiDEr [57] as evaluation metrics.

Task LLM Decoder ~ BLEU-11¥ BLEU-2¢ BLEU-3{ BLEU-4t ROUGE? METEOR{ CIDEr}
Embodied Question Answering . CP1-0-7BL00] 28.76 21.67 17.51 13.96 30.78 17.64 139.06
LLaMA-2-7B [55]  35.76 27.42 21.89 16.83 40.04 20.47 163.71
Embodied Planning OPT-6.7B[69] 21.13 16.07 12.36 8.99 28.96 16.28 47.62
LLaMA-2-7B[55]  33.80 25.15 19.23 14.71 33.30 19.65 58.21

Table 16. Zero-shot results on Embodied Question Answering (EQA) and Embodied Planning (EP). For held-out evaluation, we
demonstrate the performance of baseline methods on two tasks. The upward arrow (1) indicates that higher values represent better perfor-
mance. Notably, we find that leveraging LLaMA-2 [55] as the language decoder exhibits superior zero-shot generalization compared to the
OPT-based [69] model.

Result Analysis. In Tab. 16, we present the performance of the baseline model for held-out evaluation. Additionally, we
compare baselines using different LLMs as language decoders. All baselines follow the same training and evaluation pro-
tocols described above. In summary, we draw three insights: 1) through instruction tuning and multi-task learning on the
held-in dataset of M3DBench, the baseline model exhibits reasoning ability when dealing with tasks that it hasn’t encoun-
tered before. 2) LLaMA-based [55] model outperforms the baseline model based on OPT [69] in zero-shot generalization.
3) There remain gaps in zero-shot results compared to results from full supervised instruction fine-tuning (detailed in the
Sec. 5.2). These findings indicate that through instruction tuning and multi-task learning on M3DBench, our model demon-
strates reasoning abilities on tasks that haven’t encountered before. This emphasizes the significance of instruction tuning for
achieving zero-shot generalization.

D. Implementation

Scene Encoder. As introduced in Sec. 5.1, we employ two commonly used types of 3D pre-trained feature extractors as
scene encoders: one based on PointNet++ [46] and the other based on Transformer [56]. The PointNet++-based scene
encoder comprises four layers for feature extraction and down-sampling, coupled with two layers for feature aggregation and
up-sampling [70]. The final layer generates features for sampled points, from which we derive scene-level 256-dimensional
features via global max-pooling. In addition, the Transformer-based encoder initially tokenizes input point clouds into 2048
point tokens through a set abstraction layer [46], followed by three cascaded Transformer encoder blocks with masking
radii of 0.16, 0.64, and 1.44 [16]. Between the first two Transformer blocks, there is an additional set abstraction layer that
downsamples the encoded tokens, with each token represented by 256 dimensions.

Multi-modal Prompt Encoder. We utilize the tokenizer and word embedding from pre-trained LLM [20, 55, 69] to process
text and coordinate instructions. For image inputs, we employed the pre-trained ViT-L/14 [48] as the image encoder, adopting
a trainable projector based on the LLaVA [35] to collect image tokens. Regarding 3D object inputs, we utilized a pre-trained
3D encoder [16] to extract object features, obtaining object-level tokens via another projector. For point-level and box-level
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prompts, we directly employ linear layers to project the corresponding prompt features into the LLM embedding space. We
leave the design of more optimal models for exploration in future work.

Trainable Parameters. The model comprises roughly 52 million trainable parameters, accounting for less than 1% of the
frozen LLM backbone’s (LLaMA-2-7B [55]) parameter count.

E. GPT-4 Evaluation

We employ the template in Tab. 17 to prompt GPT-4 [40] and obtain corresponding evaluation results. Specifically, we prompt
GPT-4 [40] with four inputs: system message, question, reference answer, and models’ responses, which comprise answers
from various baseline models. We prompt GPT-4 [40] to assess responses for accuracy, relevance, descriptive details, etc.,
and assign scores within a range of 0 to 100. Higher scores indicate better quality of the responses. Moreover, we request
GPT-4 [40] to provide explanations for the scoring results, assisting in our evaluation of the scoring results’ validity. In
Fig. 15 and Fig. 16, we present model’s (utilizing transformer [56] as the scene encoder and LLaMA [55] as the language
decoder) responses, GPT-4 scores, and GPT-4 justifications on detailed description and multi-round dialogue.

[System Message] You are an expert in scene details description. We will provide you a question, a reference
answer for this question, and responses from six Al assistants. We would like your feedback on the performance
of the Al assistants on their responses to the question. You need to evaluate each assistant's response based on
the question and reference answer. Please rate them on accuracy, relevance, naturalness, level of detail of their
answers, and correspondence score from 0 to 100. Higher scores indicate better overall quality of the model's
response. Please first output the first line indicating the scores for six Al assistants, respectively. In the next line,
provide a comprehensive explanation of your evaluation, avoiding any potential bias, and ensuring that the
order in which the responses were presented does not affect your judgment.

Table 17. The template employed to prompt GPT-4 for assessing the quality of responses across different models.

N\

Can you describe the 4 i Q(Can you detail the layout and]

cabinet found in the area contents of the scene?

<box>1.08,2.63,0.40,2.02,0.

83,0.79</box> in detail and
its surroundings?

@ (The scene appears to be a bathroom with various fixtures and amenities. The\
P N bathroom features a light-colored round sink, which is located on a cabinet to
@ The cabinet is located in the kitchen, specifically in the corner of the room. It the left of the toilet. A white wooden bathroom cabinet is situated at the
is a tall cabinet, with a white color and a rectangular shape. The cabinet is corner between the shower towel stand and the toilet bowl. Above the
situated in the corner of the room, which suggests that it is a prominent washbasin, there's another cabinet.The toilet, which is white and has an oval
feature in the space. The cabinet is also located near the sink, which suggests shape, is positioned between the bathtub and the bathroom cabinet. A white
that it may be used for storage or organization of kitchen supplies. The toilet paper roll is conveniently placed between the white cabinet and the
cabinet's placement in the corner of the room may also indicate that it is a toilet bowl. The bathtub, looking like a hollowed-out rectangular prism, is to
focal point in the kitchen. To access the cabinet, one would need to move the right of the toilet. A yellow shower curtain is hung on top of the bathtub,
towards the corner of the room. Overall, the cabinet's placement and color contributing to the color scheme of the room. Towels are strategically placed
_suggest a clean and organized kitchen space. ) in the bathroom for easy access. A dark green towel is hung on a rod.that is
attached to the wall. Another towel is located on the shower curtain rod,
@ - N hung on the left portion of the rod, with the curtain to its right. There's also a
GPT-4 Score: 40 towel hung on a rack, positioned on the right side of the rack, and located to
GPT-4 Explanations: The Al assistant's response is not very accurate when the left of and above the sink. Lastly, the bathroom has a white door, situated
compared to the ground truth answer. While the assistant provides a detailed between two towel holders. This well-arranged bathroom provides all the

description, it incorrectly identifies the location of the cabinet as being in the \ necessary amenities within easy reach. )

kitchen, whereas the ground truth specifies that the cabinet is near a wall and

to the left of a chair, suggesting a workspace or study area. The assistant also @ ((GPT-4 Score: 80 N\
fails to mention key details such as the painting above the cabinet, the paper GPT-4 Explanations: Assistant's response is quite accurate and detailed,
holder, the TV remote, and the office chair. These inaccuracies and omissions correctly identifying the main fixtures and their locations. It also provides
significantly reduce the relevance and usefulness of the assistant's response. additional details, such as the presence of a mirror and a light fixture. However,
The assistant does, however, provide a clear and detailed image of a kitchen it lacks the specifics of the towel placement and the color scheme of the room.
setting, which shows that it can provide useful information under different It also incorrectly describes the locations of the toilet and the sink. Overall, it
circumstances. provides a useful and relevant description of the bathroom, but with some

\_ \ U \ \inaccuracies. ))

Figure 15. Qualitative results on scene description. We present visualization results for scene description, along with the scores provided
by GPT-4 and the criteria used by GPT-4 for scoring.
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Let's start with the towels. | see a
couple of rectangular towels on a
rack at the left side of the room.

Yes, one towel is the leftmost on
the rack, and another is in the

middle of the rack. To the left of
the towels, there's a white door.

\J

Q (And to the right of the door, there's a gray trash can. It's next to the vanity sink.

That's correct. The trash can is conveniently located for easy disposal of waste.
The sink it's next to is part of a bathroom vanity that appears to be made of
marble or composite.

Q

And there's also a rectangular brown bench in the room. It's placed adjacent to

s

Q Let's start with the furniture. | see a
brown wooden chair and a nightstand.
What could they be used for?

5S)

The chair and nightstand could form a
comfortable reading corner or a place
to relax. The nightstand could hold a

lamp, books, or other personal items.

Q ( | see. Now, there are two doors in the room. Are they entry points to this room? )

Q)

Yes, they could be entry points to this room or they could lead to other rooms or spaces
within the house. They play a key role in the room's layout and function.

Q (Now, let's talk about the trash cans. | see a few of them around the room.

the door. )
@ Yeerthelbench i postioned[nearthe/aaor tcould belalconveniant spotior Al Yes, there' are several trash car.15 in the room. This suggests a focus on cleanliness and
L s organization. They are conveniently placed near the door and the table.
placing items or sitting down.
- n i ?
Q (So, this is a well-equipped bathroom. ) Q (Lastlv, | see two windows above the table. What do they add to the room? )
@ The towels are in a convenient location, and the trash can is nearby for easy @ The windows add natural light and a sense of openness to the room. They also provide a
disposal of waste. The bench could be used for sitting or placing items. view of the outside world, which could be a source of inspiration or relaxation.
@ GPT-4 Score: 60 @ GPT-4 Score: 95
GPT-4 Explanations: The Al assistant's response is partially relevant and GPT-4 Explanations: The Al assistant's response is highly relevant and accurate, providing
accurate, but it does not fully address the statement made by Agent 1. The a thoughtful interpretation of the function of the windows in the room. It correctly
assistant repeated information about the towels, trash can, and bench, which identifies the benefits of natural light and the view, which aligns with the ground truth
is accurate but not necessary in this context. Instead, the assistant should have answer. The assistant also adds a unique perspective by suggesting the view could be a
agreed with or added to Agent 1's conclusion about the bathroom being well- source of inspiration or relaxation. However, it lacks the detail about blinds and control
equipped, as the ground truth answer did. The assistant's response lacks the over privacy and light, which was mentioned in the ground truth answer. Therefore, the
necessary level of detail and correspondence in this specific context. response is not completely detailed, but it is still very useful and corresponds well overall.
& J

Figure 16. Qualitative results on multi-round dialogue. We present visualization results for multi-round dialogue, along with the scores

provided by GPT-4 and the criteria used by GPT-4 for scoring.
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