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Abstract—Accurate visual understanding is imperative for
advancing autonomous systems and intelligent robots. Despite
the powerful capabilities of vision-language models (VLMs) in
processing complex visual scenes, precisely recognizing obscured
or ambiguously presented visual elements remains challenging.
To tackle such issues, this paper proposes InsightSee, a multi-
agent framework to enhance VLMs’ interpretative capabilities
in handling complex visual understanding scenarios. The frame-
work comprises a description agent, two reasoning agents, and a
decision agent, which are integrated to refine the process of visual
information interpretation. The design of these agents and the
mechanisms by which they can be enhanced in visual information
processing are presented. Experimental results demonstrate that
the InsightSee framework not only boosts performance on specific
visual tasks but also retains the original models’ strength. The
proposed framework outperforms state-of-the-art algorithms in
6 out of 9 benchmark tests, with a substantial advancement in
multimodal understanding.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Visual perception and understanding are crucial for robotics
[1]]. Various models have been proposed to enable robots to
interpret their surroundings, make informed decisions, and
interact with the world effectively [2[]. Among these models,
the rise of large language models (LLMs) marks a significant
advancement in natural language processing [3]]. It paves the
way for the development of multimodal LLMs that combine
linguistic and visual comprehension. For example, GPT-4V
demonstrates impressive skills across a variety of tasks [4].
However, these models often struggle with scenarios where
objects are obscured or partially visible [5]]. They face chal-
lenges in identifying and interpreting intricate details within
images.

To address such issues, recent advancements mainly focus
on enhancing the specificity and accuracy of object recognition
within images. Models such as Flamingo [[6] incorporate the
Perceiver Resampler to handle diverse visual inputs better.
IDEFICS [[7] improves feature extraction by integrating CLIP
ViT features and herein enhances the model’s understanding
of complex visual scenes. Similarly, BLIP-2 [8] introduces
learnable queries with its Q-Former module to refine the
interaction between visual and textual components. Qwen-VL
[Ol compresses visual features into a fixed-length sequence by
utilizing a cross-attention layer.

The LLaMA-Adapter [[10] and LaVIN [11] have pushed
the boundaries further by integrating zero-gated self-attention

layers and modality-specific adapters, respectively. The mod-
els maintained high fidelity in processing multimodal data.
LLaVA-1.5 integrates advancements such as the use of a
vision-language connector and extensive fine-tuning across
various datasets to improve multimodal understanding [/12].

However, current vision-language models (VLMs) perform
poorly in recognizing obscured objects, particularly in clut-
tered or dynamic environments. Such limitations often lead to
misinterpretations that may impair functionality and limit the
deployment of autonomous systems [13]]. By contrast, human
can typically recognize such obscured objects by relying on
contextual cues and environmental information.

Inspired by the merit of the multi-agent strategy in group
decision-making, this paper proposes InsightSee, a multi-agent
framework to enhance VLMSs’ capabilities for interpreting
complex images within visual scenes. As shown in Fig. [I}
adding a reasoning step after VLM can improve the model’s
ability to interpret complex images correctly. In this study, a
description agent is introduced to analyze and describe images.
Two reasoning agents are developed to interpret and synthesize
the output of the description agent. An adversarial process is
presented to refine these interpretations. A decision agent is
suggested to evaluate the analysis and formulate a conclusion.
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Fig. 1. Adding a reasoning process can enhance the VLM’s ability to resolve
complex visual tasks.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows.

(1) This study proposes InsightSee, a multi-agent frame-
work for visual understanding and interpreting. Multi-agent
strategies are introduced to enhance VLMs in intricate tasks.

(2) An adversarial reasoning mechanism is presented to
evaluate and refine the interpretations from multiple agents.
The results are optimized through such an adversarial process.

(3) Multiple experiments on public datasets are conducted
to evaluate the efficacy of the proposed method. Experimental
results demonstrate the superiority of the proposed InsightSee,
with a higher accuracy on benchmark tasks.
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Fig. 2. Overview of the InsightSee

II. METHODOLOGY

This section presents InsightSee, a multi-agent framework
to address the challenges faced in complex image recognition
and understanding. As illustrated in Fig. 2] the framework
comprises a description agent, two reasoning agents, and a
decision agent. Each agent refers to a VLM. The design and
functionality of each component are detailed as follows.

A. Framework of the Proposed InsightSee

The InsightSee framework is presented to handle complex
image analysis tasks through structured collaboration between
the description and reasoning agents. The decision agent
is then used to facilitate the synthesis and decision-making
process. This structured interaction provides a comprehensive
way for image interpretation, which is especially valuable in
challenging scenarios involving obscured or partially visible
objects. The process is conducted as follows.

The InsightSee begins with the description agent, which
receives the input image and associated queries. It leverages
VLMs to conduct an in-depth image analysis and identify key
visual elements. The description agent provides descriptions
from both a comprehensive and detailed perspective. In terms
of details, the agent thoroughly describes the various aspects
of the regions of interest, such as size, shape, and color. From
a comprehensive viewpoint, it outlines the main content of
the scene to capture essential elements that contribute to an
overall understanding.

Following the description agent, two reasoning agents delve
into a more complex analysis. Using the output from the
description agent, along with the image and related queries as
inputs, the reasoning agents engage in adversarial reasoning.
They develop and refine their interpretations by iteratively
challenging each other’s views. The process is concluded

either upon reaching a consensus or after a predetermined
number of rounds.

After the adversarial process, the decision agent is adopted
to synthesize and consolidate the analyses from the reasoning
agents. It collects and coordinates extensive inputs to enhance
the accuracy of the decision. The decision agent formulates a
conclusion that captures the reasoned insights without delving
into the specific analytical process used by the reasoning
agents.

B. Description Agent

The description agent is put forward to enhance the interpre-
tation of images by leveraging VLMs for a thorough analysis.
This agent systematically dissects and describes images from
both global and detailed perspectives, which adopts a chain-of-
thought [[14] strategy to enhance the depth and accuracy of its
analysis. It utilizes specific prompting techniques to achieve a
nuanced understanding of visual data.

Global Perspective: The initial step involves identifying the
main objects and characters within the image. Then, the agent
examines interactions and attributes among these elements to
infer their social and cultural properties. Lastly, it integrates
such information with the scene’s background to outline the
societal or cultural messages conveyed.

Detailed Perspective: For a detailed analysis, the descrip-
tion agent begins with a comprehensive observation of the
scene to establish context. It then identifies key regions or
elements that are critical to the query at hand. Focusing on
these areas, it examines details such as shape, color, and
distinct markers.

C. Reasoning Agent

The reasoning agent is introduced to interpret and synthesize
the detailed descriptions provided by the description agent to
enhance the understanding of complex images. It leverages



object attributes and environmental context to improve rea-
soning accuracy, particularly in scenarios with obscured or
ambiguously presented objects. The prompts for the reasoning
agent are divided into two parts: analysis and adversarial
reasoning mechanism.

Analysis: The agent analyzes the image by focusing on
specific object attributes such as size, shape, color, and posi-
tioning, as well as the broader environmental context including
lighting, spatial arrangement, and interactions between ele-
ments. This comprehensive analysis helps the agent formulate
hypotheses about the scene based on detailed observations
and overall scene interpretation. These functions are guided
by specific prompts designed to ensure thorough analysis.

Adversarial Reasoning Mechanism: The reasoning agent
adopts an adversarial reasoning mechanism to enhance their
analyses. In this process, each agent is asked to provide
interpretations and predictions about the scene independently,
which are then evaluated and refined through structured debate
or comparison. This adversarial interaction prompts each agent
to critically assess its hypotheses and adjust its reasoning based
on the strengths and weaknesses revealed during the debate.

D. Decision Agent

The decision agent is proposed to synthesize the analyses
provided by the reasoning agents and make the final decision.
It consolidates the various interpretations from the reasoning
agents to formulate a conclusion about the visual under-
standing tasks. When the reasoning agents reach conflicting
conclusions, the decision agent performs a voting mechanism
to resolve these discrepancies. Each agent’s conclusion is
considered a vote. The final decision is determined by the
majority vote.

III. EXPERIMENTS

This section provides the details of the experiments. The
datasets, baseline methods, and implementation details are
outlined.

A. Datasets

As shown in Fig. 8] a modified version of the SEED-Bench
dataset [15] is used in this study. This dataset is initially
proposed to evaluate the understanding and reasoning capa-
bilities of multimodal LLMs across various visual and textual
tasks. SEED-Bench consists of a wide range of multiple-choice
questions distributed across twelve dimensions. This study
mainly focuses on spatial image comprehension. Accordingly,
we select nine dimensions: scene understanding, instance iden-
tity, instance attributes, instance location, instance counting,
spatial relation, instance interaction, visual reasoning, and text
recognition. We exclude dimensions related to temporal under-
standing, such as procedure understanding, action prediction,
and action recognition, to concentrate on spatial reasoning
capabilities.

The SEED-Bench dataset distributes unevenly across differ-
ent dimensions, with categories ranging from 97 questions in
instance interaction to 3158 questions in scene understanding.

This variation could distort performance metrics, which leads
to a misleading assessment of their capabilities in visual scene
understanding. To address such issues, this study uses a task-
average approach, which averages the model’s performance
across the selected nine dimensions before calculating the
overall average. The task-average tactics reduce bias from
question distribution disparities and obtain a clearer view of
the model’s spatial reasoning abilities. Additionally, SEED-
Bench operates without human or GPT intervention during
evaluations, which can enhance the efficiency and objectivity
of the process.

B. Baseline Methods

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed InsightSee
framework, comparative studies are conducted on the ex-
perimental dataset. Some state-of-the-art algorithms include
InstructBLIP-Vicuna [17]], InstructBLIP [[17], Qwen-VL [9],
LLaVA-1.5 [12], GPT-4V [20], InternVL-Chat-V1.2-Plus [19]],
and ShareGPT-4V-13B [[18]] are introduced as the baseline
methods.

C. Implementation Details

First of all, the description agent is implemented to initiate
the analysis by conducting a detailed scan of the visual
input. Based on the chain-of-thought strategy, the description
agent deconstructs the image, gets a broad overview of the
scene, and gradually narrows it down to specific details. The
prompt guides the agent in identifying and inferring obscured
objects by examining visible elements and integrating these
observations with environmental cues.

After that, the reasoning agents operate on the output pro-
vided by the description agent and conduct their independent
analysis. These reasoning agents are asked to engage in an
adversarial interaction process, where they iterative challenge
each other’s interpretations and hypotheses. The adversarial
process runs several rounds. In each round, one reasoning
agent presents a proposal, which the other agents evaluate and
challenge. The process ends after a preset number of rounds
or once a consensus is reached.

Finally, the decision agent finalizes the decision-making
process by synthesizing insights from the VLMs and the
analyses provided by the reasoning agents. It uses meticulous
prompts to guide the reasoning process. If the conclusions
provided by the reasoning agents are contradictory even after
adversarial interaction, conflict resolution rules will be intro-
duced to finalize a final solution. The decision agent integrates
the image descriptions and its own analysis as a neutral third-
party input to adjudicate and arrive at the final decision.

Furthermore, a thousand image understanding questions
are selected from the dataset and used for testing. Each
question is tested three times to alleviate the randomness in
the content generated by agents. A question is considered
correctly answered when at least two out of the three responses
are correct. Accuracy is introduced as the evaluation metric,
which is defined as the percentage of the questions correctly
answered out of the total.
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TABLE I
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS [[16]

Model SU IIden 1A IL ICount SR IInter ViR TR Average
InstructBLIP-Vicuna [[17] 60.2% | 589% | 65.6% | 43.6% 57.2% 403% | 52.6% | 47.7% | 43.5% 52.14%
InstructBLIP [17] 60.3% | 58.5% | 63.4% | 40.6% 58.4% 38.7% | 51.6% | 459% | 25.9% 49.26%
Qwen-VL [9] 712% | 664% | 67.7% | 53.5% 44.8% 438% | 629% | 749% | 51.2% 59.60%
LLaVA-1.5 [12] 749% | 71.3% | 689% | 63.5% 61.3% 514% | 732% | 77.0% | 60.5% 66.89%
ShareGPT4V-13B [18] 759% | 74.1% | 73.5% | 66.8% 62.4% 548% | 753% | 77.3% | 46.5% 67.40%
InternVL-Chat-V1.2-Plus [[19] | 80.2% | 80.0% | 77.8% | 71.3% | 72.3% 63.3% | 77.3% | 79.8% | 50.0% 72.44%
GPT-4V [20] 77.5% | 739% | 70.6% | 61.8% 56.8% 56.9% | 742% | 78.5% | 57.6% 67.53%
InsightSee-GPT4V(Ours) 82.1% | 80.0% | 79.3% | 70.7% 68.6% 63.6% | 80.6% | 87.7% | 57.6% | 74.47%

IV. RESULTS

A. Experimental Results

In the experiment, GPT-4V is selected as the VLMs of the
agents in the proposed InsightSee. Table[l| presents the models’
experimental results on the nine dimensions of the SEED-
Bench dataset. As shown in Table [, the proposed InsightSee
achieves an accuracy of 82.1% on scene understanding, 80%
on instance identity, 79.3% on instance attributes, 70.7%
on instance location, 68.6% on instance counting, 63.6%
on spatial relation, 80.6% on instance interaction, 87.7% on
visual reasoning, and 57.6% on text recognition. The proposed
framework outperforms the baseline methods on most of the
evaluation dimensions. It gets the highest average accuracy
and achieves the best in six evaluation dimensions.

From the experimental results, it can be observed that the
proposed InsightSee framework significantly enhances VLMs’
performance in multiple evaluation dimensions. Utilizing GPT-
4V as the base VLM, the InsightSee framework achieves
considerable improvements in the dimensions of instance
attributes, instance location, instance counting, and visual
reasoning, with accuracy gains of around 9% or more. Thanks
to the structured collaboration between the description agent
and the two reasoning agents, the multi-agent framework out-
performs the baseline methods with substantial enhancements.

Despite its generally strong performance, InsightSee shows
limitations, especially in text recognition. The InsightSee and
GPT-4V achieve the same accuracy in this dimension. As the

InsightSee framework is proposed for parsing and interpreting
complex visual and spatial data rather than detailed textual
content, its architecture prioritizes visual elements over textual
ones, which leads to less accuracy in text recognition.

B. Case Study

Fig. @] demonstrates how InsightSee enhances the image
understanding capabilities of GPT-4V. Through the multi-
agent framework, the proposed InsightSee is able to analyze
and interpret complex visual scenes more deeply. Here, we
illustrate the advantages and processes of our framework
through a specific case study. As illustrated in Fig. fi] we
analyze a case study where the input is an image depicting a
woman whose right hand is holding a purse that is significantly
obscured. The question posed to the model inquires what the
woman is holding in her hand.

Initial Processing by the Description Agent: The descrip-
tion agent begins by analyzing the visual input to identify
critical elements despite occlusions. In this case, it recognizes
a compact object in the woman’s hand, which could not be
fully discerned. The agent describes it as a small and dark item,
which is possibly a clutch or a similar accessory. Although the
shape is obscured, sufficient features are visible to hypothesize
the category of the object.

Enhanced Analysis Through Reasoning Agents: Two
reasoning agents analyze the information provided by the
description agent. The first reasoning agent focuses on the
object’s shape and compactness and tries to narrow it down
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Fig. 4. Real experimental scenarios

to a small handbag or a similar accessory based on visible
contours and the proportions in relation to the woman’s hand.
The second reasoning agent considers additional context, such
as the woman’s attire and the likely social setting, to find the
cues to support the hypothesis posed by the first reasoning
agent.

Adpversarial Process and Decision Making: The two rea-
soning agents engage in an adversarial interaction to challenge
and refine their hypotheses. This process fosters a dynamic
debate between the agents and prompts them to focus on the
most probable interpretation based on combined visual and
contextual analysis.

Decision Synthesis: The decision agent synthesizes the
inputs from both reasoning agents. Given that their analyses
converge on identifying the object as a small handbag, the
decision agent is supposed to validate this outcome as the
most probable answer to the question posed.

Fig. 5] shows examples where GPT-4V fails but InsightSee
succeeds. These examples involve hidden objects, complex
spatial relations, and subtle visual details. The success of the
InsightSee can be explained as follows.

Teamwork: The description and reasoning agents takes
account for different parts of the image, respectively. They
work as a team, which enable the framework a thorough
analysis of the image.

Adversarial Reasoning: The agents challenge each other’s
ideas, which refines their conclusions through multiple rounds
of debate.

Combining Details and Context: The agents look at the
small details and the overall context, which helps clear up
ambiguities.

With the aid of the above reasons, the proposed InsightSee
performs better than GPT-4V on complex visual tasks.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed InsighSee, a multi-agent framework to
enhance the capabilities of VLMs in complex visual under-
standing tasks. In this framework, GPT-4V was used as the
base model of the agent. A description agent was introduced
to describe and analyze images. Two reasoning agents were
put forward to interpret and synthesize the outputs of the
description agent. A decision agent was suggested to evaluate
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Fig. 5. Examples of which GPT-4V fails while InsightSee succeeds.

the results and formulate a conclusion. Experimental results on
public datasets demonstrated the superiority of the proposed
InsightSee, with a higher accuracy over baseline methods.

Although the proposed InsightSee works well on most tasks,
it performs poorly on text recognition. In the future, we will
optimize the framework by integrating sophisticated optical
character recognition tools to enhance its performance on such
tasks.
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