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Abstract

Despite significant breakthroughs in video analysis driven by the rapid develop-
ment of large multimodal models (LMMs), there remains a lack of a versatile eval-
uation benchmark to comprehensively assess these models’ performance in video
understanding and reasoning. To address this, we present VideoVista, a video
QA benchmark that integrates challenges across diverse content categories, dura-
tions, and abilities. Specifically, VideoVista comprises 25,000 questions derived
from 3,400 videos spanning 14 categories (e.g., Howto, Film, and Entertainment)
with durations ranging from a few seconds to over 10 minutes. Besides, it en-
compasses 19 types of understanding tasks (e.g., anomaly detection, interaction
understanding) and 8 reasoning tasks (e.g., logical reasoning, causal reasoning).
To achieve this, we present an automatic data construction framework, leveraging
powerful GPT-4o alongside advanced analysis tools (e.g., video splitting, object
segmenting, and tracking). We also utilize this framework to construct training
data to enhance the capabilities of video-related LMMs (Video-LMMs). Through
a comprehensive and quantitative evaluation of cutting-edge models, we reveal
that: 1) Video-LMMs face difficulties in fine-grained video tasks involving tem-
poral location, object tracking, and anomaly detection; 2) Video-LMMs present
inferior logical and relation reasoning abilities; 3) Open-source Video-LMMs’
performance is significantly lower than GPT-4o and Gemini-1.5, lagging by 20
points. This highlights the crucial role VideoVista will play in advancing LMMs
that can accurately understand videos and perform precise reasoning.

1 Introduction

With the burgeoning growth of online video platforms and the escalating volume of video content,
the demand for proficient video analysis tools has intensified markedly. Recently, large language
models (LLMs) [5, 33, 41] have shown remarkable capabilities in language and multimodal tasks,
which are often used to build general large multimodal models (LMMs) [50], particularly promot-
ing the development of open-source visual-language LMMs such as LLaVA [24], BLIP-2 [14], and
Mini-GPT4 [57]. Building on these advancements, there is a growing trend toward incorporating
LLMs into the field of video information processing [19], and some researchers have introduced
promising video-related LMMs (Video-LMMs), e.g., Video-LLaMA [54], VideoChat [15], and
Video-LLaVA [22]. These video models aim to enhance user interface and video content through
intelligent question-and-answer (QA) sessions, like ChatGPT [33] and Gemini [40]. By leverag-
ing the advanced language understanding capabilities of LLMs, these models can provide detailed
explanations, context-aware responses, and interactive engagement with video content.

A natural and significant research question is how to comprehensively assess these Video-LLMs’
understanding and reasoning capability, which will guide their future enhancements. However,
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Category Size

Task Classes 27
- Understanding 19
- Reasoning 8
Video Sources 894
- Categories 14
- Video Clips 3,402
- Maximum Duration 919s
- Average Duration 131s

Maximum Question Length 62
Maximum Option Length 142
Maximum Choice Number 5
Average Question Length 13.55
Average Option Length 8.55
Average Choice Number 4
Total Samples 24,906
Total Questions 24,906

Figure 1: Comprehensive statistics from different perspectives (left) and detailed sample counts for
each Task Class (right) in the VideoVista dataset.

current Video-LMMs are primarily tested on specific video QA tasks such as ActivityNet [51],
WildQA [2], and MSRVTT-QA [48]. These benchmark datasets mainly consist of short video clips
in limited scenes such as TV shows, cooking demonstrations, and simulated motion traces, focusing
on understanding but paying less attention to reasoning. Although MVBench [16] collects existing
task-specific videos to build a diverse benchmark, it focuses on short video understanding with
temporal reasoning and restricted video sources. These limitations hinder assessing Video-LMMs’
performance on challenging long videos, diverse video categories, and various video reasoning tasks.

To address this issue, we present a comprehensive video QA benchmark dataset named VideoVista,
encompassing challenges across diverse content categories, durations, and abilities (as shown in
Figure 1). We propose a task taxonomy to guide the development of VideoVista: 1) We collect 14
categories of videos to check the general understanding capability of models, which covers Sci-
ence and Technology, Sports, Entertainment etc. 2) We construct videos of varying lengths, ranging
from a few seconds to over 10 minutes, to assess the accuracy of models in processing both short-
and long-term videos; 3) We introduce 19 types of understanding tasks such as Event Location and
Anomaly Detection etc.; and 8 types of Reasoning tasks such as Relation Reasoning (Image/Video-
Video Relation) etc. To achieve this, we download 894 complete videos from YouTube1 and split
them into clips of diverse duration using a specialized video splitting technique. While formulat-
ing questions to test various abilities, we present an automatic data construction framework that
leverages the powerful GPT-4 model alongside advanced video analysis methods including video
splitting, object segmentation, and tracking. For challenging understanding and reasoning questions
such as Object Count, Anomaly Detection, and Logical Reasoning, we manually verify the quality
of the question-answer pairs and filter out incorrect examples to ensure the overall quality of the
dataset. Totally, VideoVista comprises 3,402 videos, with about 25,000 questions to evaluate the
total of 11 ability aspects (27 tasks) of Video-LMMs.

To better understand challenges posed by VideoVista, We conduct extensive evaluations and anal-
yses on 10 cutting-edge Video-LMMs. Experimental results reveal that: 1) Video-LMMs face dif-
ficulties in handling long videos and some fine-grained video understanding tasks, e.g., temporal
location and anomaly detection; 2) Video-LMMs present inferior logical and relation reasoning abil-
ities, especially for Video-Video relations inference; 3) Open-source Video-LMMs’ performance is
significantly lower than GPT-4o and Gemini-1.5. There are three main contributions in this work:

1https://www.youtube.com.
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Figure 2: An example of Action Location task from the Film & Animation category, demonstrating
Temporal Understanding Ability in the VideoVista dataset. The ground-truth answer is highlighted
in green. This video clip starts approximately at 57:55 of the original video (https://www.youtu.
be/dZr7oAB_fc0). Examples of all tasks are detailed in the Appendix §A.6.

Figure 3: The overview of the construction process of VideoVista.

• We build and release a versatile video QA benchmark comprising 14 categories, 3∼900s dura-
tions, and 27 types of tasks for thoroughly assessing the capabilities of Video-LMMs.2

• We develop an automatic video annotation framework that facilitates the efficient creation of large-
scale training and evaluation VideoQA datasets, as described in Sections 2.1 and 2.2.

• Our extensive analyses identify three principal shortcomings (understanding, reasoning, and com-
prehensive abilities) of the current Video-LMMs, highlighting areas for future enhancement.

2 VideoVista Benchmark

Figure 2 shows an example from our VideoVista dataset. The construction process is shown in Fig-
ure 3. We split long videos into clips, merge adjacent clips into videos of varying lengths, annotate
each clip using GPT-4o, and use the GPT-4 model to convert these annotations into question-answer
pairs for the merged videos. To construct a versatile benchmark, we follow these guidelines: 1)
include diverse video categories; 2) ensure varying video durations, from a few seconds to over 10
minutes; 3) incorporate comprehensive video understanding and reasoning tasks. Section 2.1 pro-
vides a comprehensive walkthrough of the video splitting and merging procedures, while Section
2.2 delves into the meticulous process of annotating video clips and converting these annotations
into the final question-answer pairs. Section 2.3 shows the statistics and companions of VideoVista.

2.1 Video Processing

Firstly, we randomly select 894 videos covering 14 categories from the test set of the Panda-70M
dataset [3]. Then we followed the Semantics-aware Video Splitting Algorithm presented in the
Panda-70M dataset to split a whole video into several short clips with consistent semantics. How-

2Dataset is available at https://github.com/HITsz-TMG/UMOE-Scaling-Unified-Multimodal-LLMs/
tree/master/VideoVista.
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(a) The statistics of 14 video categories (b) The distribution of video durations (minute)

Figure 4: An illustration of video categories and durations in VideoVista. (a) shows the number of
videos each category contains and (b) presents the duration distribution of all videos. The category
in (a) use abbreviations: Howto & Style (H&S), News & Politics (N&P), Pets & Animals (P&A),
Autos & Vehicles (A&E), Gaming (Gam.), Film & Animation (F&A), Sports (Spo.), Entertainment
(ENT.), People & Blogs (P&B), Travel & Events (T&E), Comedy (Com.), Science & Technology
(S&T), Education (Edu.), Music (Mus.)

ever, some of these split video clips are still long (several minutes) with fixed lenses, which makes
it difficult to annotate with video analysis tools.

To address this issue, we use CLIP [49] to split lengthy video clips. Specifically, we extract one
frame per second and use CLIP to obtain frame features. Starting with the 0th frame, we calculate
cosine similarity to identify the most deviating frame among the next 39 frames as the ith frame.
This can create a sub-clip of less than 40 seconds from the 0th to the (i − 1)th frame. We will
continue this process from the ith frame until all sub-clips are shorter than 40 seconds.

Finally, we randomly merge these foundational video clips to form videos with varying lengths. We
mainly merge short clips into long videos with four time intervals: less than 1 minute, 1-2 minutes,
2-5 minutes, 5-10 minutes, and over 10 minutes. During the merging process, we ensure that each
video clip is merged only once within the same time interval to retain the diversity of video content.
By doing so, we gain 3402 videos ranging from a few seconds to over 10 minutes. The detailed
categories and durations of all videos are shown in Figure 4.

2.2 Automatic QA Generation

With the guidance of task construction shown in Figure 1, we annotate video clips and generate the
video QA pairs from the following perspectives.

Action: Firstly, we employ GPT-4o to annotate actions for each short clip, which receives video
frames, titles, categories, and audio transcripts (extracted by Whisper [37]). While inputting video
frames, we create composite images from four frames each, with a maximum of ten images per video
clip (covering clips up to 40 seconds). The output format of GPT-4o is triplets of (Time, Subject,
Action) and it can output multiple triplets possible per clip to capture different actions by different
subjects at various times.

Event: Secondly, we use additional objects with bounding boxes and previously annotated action
triplets alongside the above inputs (Action) to annotate video events. Objects with bounding boxes
identified and detected by Segment Anything [11] and Recognize Anything [56], provide appearing
times and regions of objects in a video. We require GPT-4o to produce detailed event descriptions.

Objects: Thirdly, we leverage GPT-4 to directly generate question-and-answer pairs about objects
in a video clip. The input for this stage comprises video frames, titles, categories, and objects with
bounding boxes. Using this information, we instruct the model to select and generate three suitable
types of QA pairs based on the inputs, from a predefined set of eight object-relevant tasks.

4



Table 1: The comparison of various benchmarks involves several key aspects: total number of videos
(#Videos), number of clips (#Clips), average video duration (Len.), number of QA pairs (#QA
Pairs), annotation method (Anno., where M/A indicates manual/automatic), whether the videos
span multiple duration levels (Multi.), if the videos are sourced from diverse open domains (Open.),
and whether subtitles are provided alongside audio information (S.A.).

Benchmarks #Videos #Clips Len.(s) #QA Pairs Anno. Multi. Open. S.A.

MSRVTT-QA 2,990 2,990 15.2 72,821 A % ! %

MSVD-QA 504 504 9.8 13,157 A % ! %

TGIF-QA [9] 9,575 9,575 3.0 8,506 A&M % ! %

ActivityNet-QA [51] 800 800 111.4 8,000 M % % %

TVQA [12] 2,179 15,253 11.2 15,253 M % % %

How2QA 1,166 2,852 15.3 2,852 M % ! %

STAR 914 7,098 11.9 7,098 A % ! %

NExT-QA [45] 1,000 1,000 39.5 8,564 A % ! %

MVBench [16] 3,641 3,641 16.0 4,000 A % ! %

Video-Bench [32] 5,917 5,917 56.0 17,036 A&M % ! %

EgoSchema [30] 5,063 5,063 180.0 5,063 A&M % % %

AutoEval-Video [4] 327 327 14.6 327 M % ! %

TempCompass [26] 410 500 11.4 7,540 A&M % ! %

Video-MME [7] 900 900 1024.0 2,700 M ! ! !

VideoVista 894 3,402 131.0 24,906 A ! ! !

Reasoning: We instruct the GPT-4 model to generate reasoning QA pairs based on the input video
clip from predefined reasoning task types, descriptions, and reference examples. The input informa-
tion for this stage includes frames, video titles, video categories, and audio transcripts.

Long Video Annotation: After annotating the foundational video clips, we create QA pairs for
the merged videos. We first adjust time and transform annotations of short clips into merged video
annotations. Based on these, GPT-4 generates Action and Event relevant QA pairs, specifically in-
corporating annotations from subsequent clips for prediction tasks. For the Objects and Reasoning
tasks, we merge the QA pairs of short video clips to form new QA pairs of merged video clips. In
particular, we provide GPT-4 with instructions to adjust time, merge similar questions, and add time
intervals in answers. However, this process sometimes results in incorrect or biased answers because
of GPT-4’s instability, so we perform human filtering for task types with high error rates. Addition-
ally, we also use a template-based construction method for Relation Reasoning and Anomaly De-
tection. For video-video relation task, the candidates contain four predefined relationships (before,
after, in, and none) between two videos. When merging videos, we can determine the relationship
between any two videos and effectively construct relation-inferring questions through templates with
fixed questions and candidates. For anomaly detection, the candidates include four risk types (hate
and fairness, sexual, violence, and self-harm) from the content safety of Azure OpenAI Service.

Human Filtering: Upon reviewing QAs generated by GPT-4, we discovered obvious shortcomings
in Object Count questions. Specifically, GPT-4o tended to focus solely on individuals in the centre
of the frame, disregarding those in the background. Consequently, we implemented human filtering
for the Object Count task. Additionally, errors were detected in the Objects Temporal Relation task
(e.g., changes in the first appearance time of individuals for merged videos) and Human Activity
Analysis task. Therefore, we also conducted human filtering for these two tasks.

Option Generation: To ensure fairness and accuracy during evaluation, we convert all open-ended
QAs generated by GPT-4 into multiple-choice QA pairs. Given open-ended QAs and auxiliary
information such as video titles and audio transcripts, we instruct GPT-4 to generate one correct
answer option and three incorrect distractors for each input question. Ensuring the options have
similar lengths helps mitigate the common issue where ’longer options tend to be correct’. All
detailed instruction prompts are shown in the Appendix §A.3.

2.3 Dataset Statistics

As shown in Figure 1, our VideoVista dataset encompasses 3,402 videos ranging from a few seconds
to over 10 minutes in duration across 14 categories, and includes 24,906 questions across 27 task

5



Table 2: Evaluation results on VideoVista dataset. The language model used by Video-LLMs
(Language Model), frames input (Frames), evaluation scores in the Video Understanding Task
(Unders.), evaluation scores in the Video Reasoning Task (Reason.), overall evaluation scores
(Overall). While 1 fps means the model samples one frame per second from the video.

Model Language Model Frames Unders. Reason. Overall
VideoChat+ChatGPT [15] gpt-3.5-turbo 40 16.64 23.04 17.99
Video-LLaMA [54] Vicuna-7B 16 25.40 25.16 25.35
Video-ChatGPT [31] Vicuna-7B 100 36.09 38.73 36.65
IVA [19] Vicuna-7B 200 37.38 48.38 39.70
Video-LLaVA [22] Vicuna-7B 8 53.82 66.91 56.59
LLaMA-VID [17] Vicuna-7B 1 fps 54.00 67.61 56.87
LLaVA-NeXT-Video [23] Vicuna-7B 16 54.12 66.14 56.66
VideoChat2-Vicuna [16] Vicuna-7B 16 51.79 60.55 53.64
VideoChat2-Mistral [16] Mistral-7B 16 54.91 65.95 57.24
Gemini-1.5-Flash Gemini 1 fps 74.73 82.30 76.39
GPT-4o GPT-4o 100 75.15 87.97 78.26

Table 3: Results on Video Understanding Tasks. Objects Existence (OE), Objects Count (OC),
Action Count (AC), Detailed Description (DD), Brief Description (BD), Event Description (ED),
Event Sequence (ES), Optical Character Recognition (OCR), Action Recognition (AR), Action Se-
quence (AS), Action Location (AL), Event Location (EL), Objects Temporal Location (OTL), Ob-
jects Temporal Relation (OTR), Objects Spatial Location (OSL), Objects Spatial Relation (OSR),
Objects Spatial Tracking (OST), Human Activity Analysis (HAA), Anomaly Detection (AD).

Model Avg. Content Temporal Spatial HAA AD
OE OC AC DD BD ED ES OCR AR AS AL EL OTL OTR OSL OSR OST

VideoChat+ChatGPT 16.6 35.4 18.3 6.1 26.5 43.4 6.2 13.8 6.6 12.1 23.5 5.0 8.5 8.0 20.1 2.1 9.4 7.0 15.8 50.0
Video-LLaMA 25.4 26.9 30.4 24.6 26.3 25.3 23.9 24.8 24.7 25.2 25.4 24.5 24.7 24.0 27.6 25.7 27.8 25.2 27.7 11.1
Video-ChatGPT 36.1 49.6 23.5 26.7 45.8 40.3 50.4 29.9 29.9 42.1 33.2 30.2 35.2 25.3 36.2 27.8 26.1 37.7 53.5 10.2
IVA 37.4 37.9 21.7 23.4 44.9 58.9 50.6 32.3 29.3 44.6 33.8 31.1 35.0 26.0 34.6 25.2 27.7 35.8 54.5 16.7
Video-LLaVA 53.8 66.6 35.7 19.8 78.6 84.2 75.0 46.1 43.6 71.5 63.3 32.8 39.2 29.3 49.0 28.4 37.1 50.8 87.1 16.7
LLaMA-VID 54.0 64.9 37.4 22.5 65.4 87.7 75.7 48.4 44.1 71.1 62.4 34.4 43.1 34.7 48.5 28.8 36.2 50.7 91.1 17.6
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 54.1 68.3 32.2 23.1 65.8 86.3 70.6 45.1 51.9 71.8 59.9 35.3 35.1 43.3 53.5 34.4 37.3 50.3 81.2 16.7
VideoChat2-Vicuna 51.8 73.7 20.9 21.3 79.7 85.1 67.2 39.0 46.1 70.3 57.9 28.0 34.2 28.7 45.6 31.8 34.4 39.6 85.1 9.0
VideoChat2-Mistral 54.9 64.8 43.5 24.1 83.3 89.1 73.4 52.3 48.7 75.2 68.6 32.7 31.7 20.0 49.1 32.4 32.7 42.6 89.1 4.6

Gemini-1.5-Flash 74.7 80.9 61.8 41.8 95.4 98.5 96.3 77.9 85.7 93.7 84.8 58.6 69.1 67.4 59.9 47.4 55.2 55.2 95.6 30.0
GPT-4o 75.2 83.1 54.8 40.8 96.0 98.6 94.7 78.5 86.3 94.3 87.6 50.3 67.3 44.0 64.5 46.9 61.9 59.8 97.0 55.6

types. We compare our benchmark’s key characteristics with others in Table 1. As seen, existing
benchmarks focused on specific video categories or lacked videos of varying durations. Video-MME
addressed these but had fewer task types and questions due to manual annotation.

3 Experiments

In this section, we evaluate latest open-source Video-LLMs, including Video-LLaMA [54], Video-
ChatGPT [31], IVA [19], Video-LLaVA [22], LLaMA-VID [17], LLaVA-NeXT-Video [23],
VideoChat2 [16], as well as commercial models GPT-4o [34] and Gemini-1.5-Flash [40]. Detailed
introductions of these models are shown in the Appendix §A.4.

3.1 Main Results

Overall Performance. The overall evaluation results are shown in Table 2. We further present
the evaluation results of the Video Understanding Task in Table 3 and the Video Reasoning Task
in Table 4. Inspired by MVBench [16], we utilize answer prompts like "Best Option:" in task
instructions to guide open-source Video-LLMs in generating answers in the desired formats. Table 2
demonstrates that commercial LMMs GPT-4o and Gemini significantly outperform the open-source
Video-LMMs, exceeding their performance by approximately 20%.

Video Understanding. As shown in Table 3, there is no significant performance gap between the
GPT-4o and the Gemini-1.5-Flash in understanding. The performance of GPT-4o is worse on tasks
that require answering a specific time, such as Action/Object/Temporal Location, especially on the
first two tasks. This is likely because the GPT-4o model uses a uniform sampling of 100 frames

6



Table 4: Comparison of various models on Video Reasoning Tasks. Relation Reasoning Image-
Video (I-V), Relation Reasoning Video-Video (V-V), Temporal Reasoning Event Prediction (EP),
Temporal Reasoning Action Prediction (TP-R), Causal Reasoning (CAR), Counterfactual Reason-
ing (CFR), Commonsense Reasoning (CSR), Logic Reasoning (LR).

Model Avg. Relation Temporal CAR CFR CSR LR
I-V V-V EP AP

VideoChat+ChatGPT 23.0 - - 19.8 31.4 5.8 49.4 17.9 26.9
Video-LLaMA 25.2 - - 23.1 24.3 26.1 26.5 25.5 24.4
Video-ChatGPT 38.7 - - 34.9 33.0 52.4 38.1 36.8 29.3
IVA 48.4 - - 41.2 42.8 55.8 58.5 50.3 34.6
Video-LLaVA 66.9 - - 60.8 61.1 76.0 74.8 69.8 50.1
LLaMA-VID 67.6 - - 59.3 61.8 77.5 83.7 68.3 46.4
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 66.1 - - 51.3 58.4 73.8 86.9 68.2 50.6
VideoChat2-Vicuna 60.6 - - 50.0 53.7 70.6 65.5 64.8 47.3
VideoChat2-Mistral 65.9 - - 50.0 57.9 73.5 86.4 66.3 55.8

Gemini-1.5-Flash 82.3 85.8 30.2 66.8 73.5 95.2 96.8 93.0 65.2
GPT-4o 88.0 94.8 56.0 83.7 85.3 93.1 97.8 91.3 77.0

as input when testing videos longer than 100 seconds, while the Gemini-1.5-Flash model uses a
one-frame-per-second encoding method. This endows the Gemini-1.5-Flash with stronger temporal
perception and detail capture capabilities.

Meanwhile, VideoChat2-Mistral leads open-source Video-LLMs with a performance of 54.9%,
highlighting its superior capability in video understanding. Recent open-source Video-LLMs also
show commendable performance in macro-analysis tasks like Brief Description. However, these
models struggle with tasks requiring detailed video information, such as Objects Temporal Location
and Spatial Relation. Most of these open-source Video-LLMs use a simple fixed frame encoding
method when processing videos, and they often extract only a small number of frames from the
videos. This approach is very disadvantageous when it comes to answering tasks that require spe-
cific video details. Overall, there remains a notable gap in video understanding between current
open-source Video-LLMs and mature commercial models like GPT-4o.

Video Reasoning. The results in the Table 4 indicate that GPT-4o achieves the highest results
on the Video Reasoning Task, outperforming Gemini-1.5-Flash by 5.7%. It is worth noting that
the GPT-4o and Gemini-1.5-Flash both demonstrate subpar performance on the Relation Reasoning
Video-Video task, struggling to effectively reason about relationships between input videos. This
may be attributed to a lack of complex multi-video data during their training processes. In the realm
of open-source Video-LLMs, LLaMA-VID achieves the highest evaluation scores in Video Reason-
ing tasks. The primary differences between these open-source models and commercial Video-LLMs
are observed in the Causal Reasoning and Commonsense Reasoning tasks, possibly due to differ-
ences in the parameters and performance of the language models. From the experimental results, it
can be observed that the capabilities of open-source Video-LLMs in coarse-grained Event Prediction
are already quite close to those of the Gemini-1.5-Flash model. However, there is still a significant
gap in more fine-grained Action Prediction and Logic Reasoning tasks.

3.2 Detailed Analysis

Duration. As shown in (a) of Figure 5, we can see that once the video length exceeds 1 minute,
the performance of almost all models on the Video Understanding tasks declines significantly. This
decline also occurs in Gemini-1.5-Flash and LLaMA-VID, which use a one-frame-per-second en-
coding method. It indicates that, besides the video frames encoding method, current Video-LLMs
struggle with understanding long contextual information when processing long videos.

Category. Based on the experimental results in (b) of Figure 5, we find that Video-LMMs exhibit
some variability in performance across different categories. Gemini-1.5-Flash surpasses GPT-4o in
the Music category, possibly due to its capability to process video audios. Similarly, open-source
Video-LLMs like Videochat2-mistral also struggle in the Music category due to their inability to
incorporate audio information from videos.
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(a) Evaluation results divided by Duration. (b) Evaluation results divided by Category.

Figure 5: Detailed analysis of Video-LLMs: GPT-4o, Gemini-1.5-Flash, LLaMA-VID, VideoChat2-
Mistral. (a) shows the video understanding performance divided by Duration and (b) presents the
overall performance divided by Category. The Duration in (a): 0-60s (Tiny), 60-120s (Short), 120-
300s (Med.), 300-600s (Long), 600s+ (Huge).

Table 5: Evaluation results on other dataset after model
trained on VideoVista. ♣ indicates the model is trained
with same-size Video-ChatGPT-100K. SEEDPU: SEED-
Bench Proceduce Understanding.

Model SIQ-2 LQA WildQA SEEDPU

Video-LLaMA 55.8 35.8 - -
Video-ChatGPT♣ 57.5 33.9 - 21.1
IVA♣ 54.0 46.5 51.2 27.5
IVA-VideoVista 61.9 47.3 55.1 38.0

Data Value. We retrain the IVA
model using all 93K constructed data
without manual filtering and evalu-
ate it on dataset Social-IQ2 [43],
LifeQA [1], WildQA [2] and SEED-
Bench [13]. Table 5 shows that the
model trained on VideoVista achieves
significant improvements compared
to those trained on the same-size
video dataset, i.e., Video-ChatGPT-
100K dataset. Moreover, the compar-
ative results suggest the effectiveness of our automatic annotation method of videos.

4 Related Work

Video-LMMs: LLMs for Video Understanding Recent progress in LLMs has led to revolution-
ary achievements in in-context learning [53] and the modelling of extensive contexts [27]. This
technological evolution has opened new avenues for merging LLMs with computer vision technolo-
gies, as exemplified by projects such as Visual-ChatGPT [44], LMEye [20], and InstructBLIP [6].
These models surpass conventional limitations by integrating vision model APIs [36], thereby solv-
ing intricate problems within the field of computer vision. Fusing language models with video
understanding technologies [29, 55, 15, 47, 38, 19, 35, 42] has significantly improved multimodal
interpretation, allowing for sophisticated analyses of the relationships between visuals and textual
elements. Additionally, applying LLMs to video understanding tasks [39] represents an important
advancement in utilizing their capacity to analyze and reason about visual information effectively.

Video QA Datasets VideoQA tasks have led to the creation and adaptation of several datasets,
which are designed to address different aspects of video comprehension. MSVD-QA [46], built
on the MSVD dataset, focuses on content-specific questions, shifting from mere caption genera-
tion to interactive video understanding. MSRVTT-QA [48] utilizes narrative-style video descrip-
tions to provide a controlled environment for examining QA mechanisms. TGIF-QA [18] intro-
duces a unique angle by emphasizing temporal reasoning and the understanding of repetitive ac-
tions. ActivityNet-QA [51] encourages comprehension of prolonged and complex activities. Poro-
roQA [10] leverages animated children’s stories to explore story-based video understanding, while
TVQA [12] utilizes long-form TV show episodes to create a multimodal challenge that involves
intricate plots and character interactions. Recently, with the rapid development of large models
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that take natural language question-answer as the interaction scope, diverse multimodal tasks are
becoming unified into a unified benchmark [21, 28, 52]. MVBench [16] is a typical diverse video
understanding benchmark including 20 tasks.

5 Discussion and Future Work

The evaluation results on VideoVista demonstrate that current open-source Video-LLMs still have
considerable room for improvement and reveal some potential directions for enhancement.

Improving the encoding method for long videos. The assessment on VideoVista indicates that
open-source Video-LLMs need significant improvements, suggesting two main enhancements: 1)
Enhancing long-context processing by increasing context data during training to better manage long
videos, and 2) Optimizing video frame downsampling by minimizing the representation tokens per
frame while preserving the video’s original semantics, as current encoding methods with a fixed
frame count lead to suboptimal performance in detailed video analysis and temporal tasks.

Introducing information from more modalities. Our experimental results indicate a significant
improvement in model performance on certain categories with the addition of audio information.
Additionally, audio information is indispensable for the model to correctly understand video con-
tent. With the rise of Mixture of Experts (MoE) technology, integrating information from different
modalities through different modal experts has become a potential solution.

6 Limitations

The proposed method has several limitations: 1) The VideoVista dataset’s maximum video length
of 919 seconds does not cater adequately to real-world applications involving longer content like
movies. There is a pressing need to expand the dataset to encompass longer videos. 2) Utilizing
GPT-4o for video annotation can lead to errors due to ’hallucinations’ caused by insufficient data.
Developing efficient strategies to minimize these errors is crucial and remains a significant challenge.

7 Conclusion

We have developed a comprehensive video evaluation benchmark for Video-LLMs that covers both
video understanding and reasoning across 27 tasks. This benchmark includes standard tasks such as
action recognition and video description, as well as more complex tasks like Action Location and
Relation Reasoning. Additionally, we introduce an effective automatic data construction framework
that employs tools like GPT-4o for efficient annotation of long videos. Our approach provides a
robust framework for assessing and enhancing the capabilities of Video-LLMs.
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A Dataset Document

A.1 Usage

• VideoVista can be reviewed at https://huggingface.co/datasets/VideoVista/
VideoVista

• License: VideoVista is under apache-2.0 license.

A.2 Data Sources

The dataset includes 24,906 questions and their corresponding answers, all of which were anno-
tated and generated by the generative large language model GPT-4. The 894 video sources used
in the dataset all come from YouTube and we randomly selected them from the test set of Panda-
70M. As shown in Fugure 6, we introduce 19 types of understanding tasks such as Description
(Short-Long), Event (Location, Sequence, and Description), Actions (Location, Recognition, Se-
quence, and Count), and Objects (Existence, Count, Location (Temporal-Spatial), Objects Relation
(Temporal-Spatial), and Tracking), Optical Character Recognition, Human Activity Analysis, and
Anomaly Detection; and 8 types of Reasoning tasks: Causal Reasoning, Temporal Reasoning (Ac-
tions and Events), Logical Reasoning, Counterfactual Reasoning, Commonsense Reasoning, and
Relation Reasoning (Image/Video-Video Relation).

Figure 6: All 27 task types across VideoVista.

The specific example of each ability is given in Table 6.

A.3 Data Processing Guidelines

We present the overall data construction process from video downloading, preprocessing, and
question-answers generation.

Video Downloading The videos utilized in VideoVista are sampled from the test set of the Panda-
70M dataset. Every video in the Panda-70M can be identified by a unique YouTube video ID. To
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Table 6: Task examples of VideoVista for every task category.
Ability Task Type Video Source (Secs) Example

Content
Understanding

Object People & Bog
(148)

Are there any stuffed animals visible in the video?
Existence (A) No stuffed animals. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Object Howto & Style
(60)

How many pink shoes appear in the video from 0 to 14 seconds?
Count (A) Four pink shoes. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .
Action Comedy

(71)
How many different actions does it take for the man with . . . hit by a broom?

Count (A) four. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .
Detailed

Description
People & Blogs

(758)
What are the detailed steps taken in the video to prepare the dish?
(A) Heating oil in a purple pan, sautéing vegetables (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Brief
Description

Pets & Animals
(35)

What happens at the video?
(A) A person extends their hand towards two Siberian Huskies. (B) . . . (D) . . .

Event
Description

Education
(105)

How does the speaker describe the transformation brought by the women . . . ?
(A) They saw themselves as victims and didn’t take action. (B) . . . (D) . . .

Event
Sequence

Film & Animation
(172)

Can you list the events in the order they occur in the video?
(A) A woman in a white dress searches for ’Daniel’ [......] (B) . . . (D) . . .

OCR News & Politics
(10)

What is written on the screen at the start of the video?
(A) ALBINO COBRA (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Temporal
Understanding

Action
Recognition

People & Blogs
(35)

What action does the person with . . . perform in the early part of the video?
(A) painting daisies on a canvas (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Action
Sequence

Gaming
(90)

Describe the sequence of actions performed from the beginning to the end . . .
(A) Green-haired man watches, groups march, blue [......] (B) . . . (D) . . .

Action
Location

Science & Technology
(28)

At what time . . . person’s hands start using pliers to work with a metal wire?
(A) from 6 to 8 seconds (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Event
Location

Pets & Animals
(110)

When does the individual in the blue shirt hold a . . . puppy inside the vehicle?
(A) Around 75-85 seconds (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Object
Temporal Location

Travel & Events
(10)

Which second does the woman start placing squash on the plate?
(A) 10th second (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Object
Temporal Relation

Film & Animation
(98)

How does the brick building visually change throughout the video?
(A) It changes color and texture. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Spatial
Understanding

Object
Spatial Location

Education
(61)

What is the bounding box coordinates of the tree at 14 second of the video?
(A) [0.3, 0.0, 0.71, 1.0] (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Objects
Spatial Relation

Film & Animation
(284)

How does the pink pig character with a red dress typically hold the football?
(A) On her head, balancing it. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Object
Spatial Tracking

Film & Animation
(127)

What direction is the car moving in the video?
(A) towards the right (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Understanding Human Activity
Analysis

Travel & Events
(100)

Why are various people gathered in the video?
(A) To visit a historical monument. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Understanding Anomaly
Detection

Travel & Events
(336)

Which of the following violations might be present in the video?
(A) Sexual. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . . (E) . . .

Relation
Reasoning

Image-Video News & Politics
(12)

What role does the person in the image portray in the video?
(A) A teacher (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Video-Video Sports
(7 and 10)

What’s the relationship between video 1 and video 2?
(A) video 1 is before video 2 (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Temporal
Reasoning

Event
Prediction

Howto & Style
(73)

What will the person do next after concluding their exercise on the yoga mat?
(A) The person will start doing jumping jacks beside the mat. (B) . . . (D) . . .

Action
Prediction

Film & Animation
(107)

What action is expected to occur immediately after the video concludes?
(A) The drawing man in blue and the skunk will walk together. (B) . . . (D) . . .

Causal
Reasoning Why Comedy

(593)
Why do the people in the last scene seem excited?
(A) They received unexpected gifts. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Counterfactual
Reasoning Counterfactual Sports

(63)
Imagine if the SUV . . . had proper winter tires instead of . . . , what is the result?
(A) It has a smoother ride on the snowy surface. (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Commonsense
Reasoning Commonsense Entertainment

(64)
What type of fruit is being shown at the market in the video?
(A) Mangosteen (B) . . . (C) . . . (D) . . .

Logical
Reasoning Logic Science & Technology

(70)
What will happen right after this video comes to an end?
(A) A woman will be presenting a new armor design on a stage. (B) . . . (D) . . .
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access a specific video, prepend the ID with ’https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=’. For download-
ing these videos, we employ Python library youtube-utils, which enables direct downloading and
local saving of videos using their video IDs. Additionally, through the extract-info method of the
YoutubeDL class, we can also obtain auxiliary information such as the title, category, tags, and
description of the corresponding YouTube video.

Video Processing The processing of the videos consists of video splitting, merging, and pre-
annotation. We present the details of each processing step in the following paragraph.

Video splitting. For video splitting, the first step is Semantics-aware Video Splitting. We follow
the method outlined in Panda-70M[3] for semantics-aware video splitting. This two-stage algorithm
divides a long video into semantically coherent clips: 1) Shot Boundary Detection: In the first stage,
we split the video based on shot boundary detection, as semantic content often changes with the start
of a new scene. 2) Stitching Adjacent Clips: In the second stage, adjacent clips that were incorrectly
separated in the first stage are merged to avoid overly short segments. This is achieved by using
ImageBind[8] to extract frame embeddings and merge clips with similar embeddings. Different
from Panda-70M, we did not filter out videos with complex transitions or redundant clips to maintain
continuity for later merging.

The second for video splitting is to use CLIP[49] to split videos longer than 40 seconds, so that the
video clips can be annotated using GPT series tools. Specifically, we extract one frame per second
and use CLIP to obtain frame features. Starting with the 0th frame, we calculate cosine similarity
to identify the most deviating frame among the next 39 frames as the ith frame. This can create a
sub-clip of less than 40 seconds from the 0th to the (i − 1)th frame. We will continue this process
from the ith frame until all sub-clips are shorter than 40 seconds. Using this method, all the video
clips we obtain are within 40 seconds. The clip model we used here is CLIP-ViT-L-patch14.

Video merging. For video merging, we combined videos specifically for the four-time ranges of
the 60s-120s, 120s-300s, 300s-600s, and 600s+. While merging videos into a specific time range,
we ensured that at least one clip in the merged video had an action annotation that was ’none’. We
also ensure that each merged video has no same video clips within the same range of time intervals.
With the help of this strategy, we successfully merged video clips into videos of different lengths.

Video pre-annotation. First, we use Whisper [37] to extract the audio information from the video.
The model we use is from https://github.com/m-bain/whisperX. With the help of Whisper,
we can efficiently extract audio information from video clips and convert it into transcripts, which
can then serve as auxiliary information for subsequent annotation. Next, we use the Segment Any-
thing [11] to perform object detection and labelling on the previously extracted frame images. We
use the model from https://github.com/IDEA-Research/Grounded-Segment-Anything,
specifically employing the Grounded-SAM with RAM pipeline. With this pipeline, we can obtain
labels and bounding boxes corresponding to all objects in the image. After filtering out objects that
occupy too much (usually the background) or too little space in the image, we use them as auxiliary
information during annotation. In addition, we also download the video title and category, which
users write, as the topic information to help GPT-4o understand the topics of video clips.

Detailed Prompts In this section, we present all the prompts we used to construct question-answer
pairs based on video clips. We first annotate the video clips from different aspects in the order of
Figure 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11. Regarding the specific input, we convert the concatenated image into
base64 format, while for textual information, it is input in the form of "Video Title: {title}\nVideo
Category: {category}\n," where {title} and {category} represent the actual title and category of the
video, respectively. Then, we use Figure 12, 13, 14 15, and 16 to transform the annotations of
the video clips into annotations of longer merged videos and construct the corresponding question-
answer pairs. Finally, we use Figure 17 to convert the previously constructed open-ended question-
answer pairs into multiple-choice question-answer pairs.

A.4 Evaluation Description

To streamline the evaluation of models like GPT-4o and Gemini-1.5-Flash, which necessitate API
calls, a video is submitted alongside multiple questions, with a cap of eight questions at once. For
GPT-4o, a specific methodology is applied to process videos for assessment. This involves sampling
one frame per second for videos less than 100 seconds long, and for videos exceeding this duration,
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Table 7: Evaluation results on VideoVista sorted by Category. These categories come from
YouTube’s classification of videos. Autos & Vehicles (A&E), Comedy (Com.), Education (Edu.),
Entertainment (ENT.), Film & Animation (F&A), Gaming (Gam.), Howto & Style (H&S), Music
(Mus.), News & Politics (N&P), People & Blogs (P&B), Pets & Animals (P&A), Science & Tech-
nology (S&T), Sports (Spo.), Travel & Events (T&E).

Model A&V Com. Edu. Ent. F&A Gam. H&S Mus. N&P P&B P&A S&T Spo. T&E
Video-LLaMA 26.7 26.0 24.9 24.2 25.0 23.9 24.3 26.8 24.8 26.3 26.1 26.0 25.4 26.4
Video-ChatGPT 36.5 34.8 38.4 36.1 34.4 36.0 36.1 48.8 38.4 37.7 35.6 39.3 38.3 36.9
IVA 38.7 38.4 39.7 40.9 35.0 41.4 37.0 46.3 41.6 40.3 41.2 39.5 46.0 45.2
Video-LLaVA 52.9 57.5 54.9 58.9 52.5 53.8 53.5 56.1 59.4 56.6 62.7 58.8 60.6 63.6
LLaMA-VID 54.4 58.8 55.5 57.6 52.5 57.3 52.8 58.5 59.4 58.6 60.3 58.4 61.6 63.8
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 55.6 58.3 54.3 58.5 54.0 59.5 53.0 51.2 61.3 56.1 60.9 56.5 60.7 60.4
VideoChat2-Vicuna 50.5 53.8 52.7 57.4 48.7 49.4 53.1 53.7 57.3 53.5 55.7 57.8 56.1 58.0
VideoChat2-Mistral 53.6 59.7 55.4 61.7 49.9 50.9 58.0 63.4 63.5 58.9 63.7 60.6 60.4 59.2

Gemini-1.5-Flash 74.2 75.5 75.4 80.8 68.3 76.5 77.7 83.8 81.1 77.6 79.2 78.1 79.3 79.8
GPT-4o 75.6 77.5 76.3 80.1 71.1 77.5 79.4 72.1 83.3 80.2 80.1 79.0 81.4 81.8

Table 8: Evaluation results on VideoVista sorted by Duration. The videos were divided into
five duration ranges: 0-60s (Tiny), 60-120s (Short), 120-300s (Med.), 300-600s (Long), and 600s+
(Huge). The evaluation scores for the Video Understanding tasks were then calculated for videos
within each duration range.

Model Tiny Short Med. Long Huge
Video-LLaMA 25.1 25.9 26.2 23.3 21.7
Video-ChatGPT 35.6 36.4 35.6 38.6 35.4
IVA 37.5 36.6 36.3 40.5 45.6
Video-LLaVA 58.0 52.9 51.0 53.9 54.3
LLaMA-VID 57.8 53.5 50.7 55.0 54.6
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 59.8 52.7 50.9 52.6 53.8
VideoChat2-Vicuna 57.1 51.5 47.5 50.6 51.2
VideoChat2-Mistral 58.0 52.9 51.0 53.9 54.3

Gemini-1.5-Flash 84.1 72.8 69.1 71.1 68.4
GPT-4o 83.5 73.2 70.9 70.9 73.1

a uniform sampling of 100 frames is employed. When inputting frame images into the GPT4-o,
we use the same method of composed images as during annotation. We concatenate four adjacent
frame images horizontally into one image, thus controlling the maximum number of images input
into GPT-4o to be within 25. In contrast, for the Gemini-1.5-Flash model, the original, full-length
video is utilized directly in evaluations, accommodating its capability to handle extensive multi-
modal contexts.

Notably, the evaluation of the Relation Reasoning task is somewhat special, as this task involves an
additional image input or video input besides the regular video input. Most existing open-source
Video-LLMs do not support video-image joint input or multi-video input. Therefore, we only con-
ducted related evaluations on GPT-4o and Gemini-1.5-Flash. When evaluating the Image-Video
task of GPT-4o, we place the single image at the front of all composed images. For the Video-Video
evaluation, we specify in the system message up to which frame image corresponds to video 1. The
API interface of Gemini already supports mixed image and video input or multiple video inputs. We
have pre-implemented declarations of the input information in the text.

A.5 Result Reproduction

A.5.1 Comparative Models

Video-LLaMA [54] leverages Vision Encoder and Audio Encoder to process video independently.
The Vision Encoder uses 16 video frames as input.

Video-ChatGPT [31] utilize average pooling to generate temporal and spatial features. It uniformly
samples 100 frames from the video and obtains frame-level embeddings. These embeddings undergo
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average pooling to generate temporal and spatial features. The features are concatenated to form
video-level features, which are then input into the LLM.

Video-LLaVA [22] binds visual signals to the language feature space, unifying visual representa-
tions, and proposes a solution to align before projection. When processing input videos, it uses 8
frames uniformly sampled from the video.

LLaMA-VID [17] representing each frame with two distinct tokens, namely context token and
content token. The context token encodes the overall image context based on user input, whereas
the content token encapsulates visual cues in each frame. As for video input, LLaMA-VID extracts
frames at a speed of 1 FPS.

IVA [19] present an interactive visual adapter within LLMs, designed to enhance interaction with
fine-grained visual elements. The IVA model uses a high-frequency sampling method of five frames
per second for shorter videos, while it samples 200 frames from the video for longer videos.

LLaVA-NeXT-Video [23] employs the same model architecture as LLaVA[25], effectively reduces
the feature dimension of a single image representation through spatial pooling.

VideoChat2 [16] effectively compresses the visual features using the UMT-L visual encoder and
Qformer. It also samples 16 frames from each video as input.

Gemini-1.5-Flash is the newest Gemini model published by Google. It has a default context window
of up to one million tokens and has demonstrated strong performance in long videos.

GPT-4o is the latest GPT model published by OpenAI. It achieves GPT-4 Turbo-level performance
on text, reasoning, and coding intelligence while setting new high watermarks on multilingual, au-
dio, and vision capabilities.

A.5.2 Detailed Experimental results

We further present the tables of experimental results about model performances divided by Duration
and Category in Tables 7 and 8.

A.6 Case Data

In Figures 18- 44, we provide a specific case for each proposed task type. The case shows sampled
frames from the video, along with the corresponding questions, options and ground truth. Besides,
we included the responses to the questions from two commercial models, GPT-4o and Gemini, as
well as four high-performing open-source Video-LLMs: LLaMA-VID, LLaVA-NeXT, Videochat2,
and VideoLLaVA. From these cases, we can also observe the significant gap between open-source
Video-LLMs and commercial models.
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Prompt to Annotate Action:
You are an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive a series of composed images and each composite image contains temporal frames. All composed 
images form a clip of a video. Additionally, we provide you with some additional information about the video: Title, 
Category, and Audio transcripts.
# For the video frames:
1. Except for the last image, each of the composed images contains 4 temporal frames from the video from left to 
right. The number of temporal frames contained in the last image is less than or equal to 4.
2. The first frame of first image corresponds to the 0 second of the video, the second frame of first image 
corresponds to the 1 second of the video, while the first frame of second image corresponds to the 4 second of the 
video, and so on.
# For the Title:
The video title provides insight into the video's main theme but shouldn't be solely relied upon for action 
information.
# For the Category:
The video category is self-labeled by users upon upload, hence errors may exist.
# For the Audio Transcripts:
1. The audio transcript may be none, and its format is starting with 'Second {begin_second} to {end_second}'.
2. The audio transcript may be noisy. When using it, you need to judge for yourself whether the information in it is 
valid.
3. The actions mentioned in the audio transcript may not be the actions being performed by the speaker.
-----
## Task Instruction:
Your task is to recognize all the actions in the provided video along with the subjects corresponding to the actions, 
and segment them based on time.
1. The 'Time' consists of two parts: start second and end second.
2. The 'Subject' should include prominent features such as gender, clothing, etc., and be expressed as an adjective 
phrase. If possible, the subject is preferably a person.
3. The 'Action' should be as detailed as possible. You don't need to break down a single action into multiple smaller 
actions; instead, output a detailed and complete action.
4. If there are no obvious actions in the image, use 'none' to represent it. Therefore, you need to carefully analyze the 
input frames to make a judgment.
5. When multiple subjects are executing actions simultaneously, you need to provide multiple recognition results for 
the corresponding time periods. Just like the last example in the Reference Examples.
Based on the above demands, generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary strings with keys 
"Time" for the time segment, "Subject" for the subject of the action and "Action" for the recognized action.
The final output format is: [{"Time": [begin_second, end_second], "Subject": "Subject of Action", "Action": "Your 
recognized action"}, ..., {"Time": [begin_second, end_second], "Subject": "Subject of Action", "Action": "Your 
recognized action"}]
## Reference Examples:
[{"Time": [0, 3], "Subject": "Woman athletes wearing different colored clothes", "Action": "Running on the sports 
field"}, {"Time": [3, 5], "Subject": "A dense crowd of spectators in the stands", "Action": "Cheering for the 
athletes"}]
[{"Time": [0, 1], "Subject": "Woman with mustard sleeve and green apron", "Action": "Using a screwdriver to 
loosen the screws on the kitchen cupboard doors"}, {"Time": [1, 3], "Subject": "Woman with mustard sleeve and 
green apron", "Action": "Removing the loosened screws from the kitchen cupboard doors by hand"}]
[{"Time": [0, 5], "Subject": "Man in a black t-shirt and woman in a red hoodie", "Action": "Walking down a rural 
road"}, {"Time": [0, 2], "Subject": "A woman wearing black pants and a black-and-white top", "Action": "Walking 
backwards on a rural road"}, {"Time": [3, 5], "Subject": "A woman wearing black pants and a black-and-white top", 
"Action": "Turn around and run to chase the brownish-yellow dog"}, {"Time": [1, 5], "Subject": "A brownish-
yellow dog", "Action": "Running down a rural road"}]
[{"Time": [0, 3], "Subject": "none", "Action": "none"}]

Figure 7: Prompts of annotating action of video clips.
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Prompt to Annotate Event:
You are an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive a series of composed images and each composite image contains temporal frames. All composed 
images form a clip of a video. Additionally, we provide you with some additional information about the video: 
Action Information, Title, Category, Audio transcripts and Boxes.
# For the video frames:
1. Except for the last image, each of the preceding images contains 4 temporal frames from the video from left to 
right. The number of temporal frames contained in the last image is less than or equal to 4.
2. The first frame of first image corresponds to the 0 second of the video, the second frame of first image 
corresponds to the 1 second of the video, while the first frame of second image corresponds to the 4 second of the 
video, and so on.
# For the Action Information:
1. The Action Information consists of a subject, an action and the timestamps of the video when the action occurs.
2. The Action Information may be error, before use, you need to judge it in combination with the input frame images.
# For the Title:
The video title provides insight into the video's main theme but shouldn't be solely relied upon for action 
information.
# For the Category:
The video category is self-labeled by users upon upload, hence errors may exist.
# For the Audio Transcripts:
1. The audio transcript may be none, and its format is starting with 'Second {begin_second} to {end_second}'.
2. The audio transcript may be noisy. When using it, you need to judge for yourself whether the information in it is 
valid.
# For the Boxes:
1. For the video frame at the {second} second of input, we provide corresponding the boxes, starting with 'Second 
{second}'.
2. The boxes for each second is provided in the form of '{label}: {box}', and if there are multiple boxes, they are 
separated by ','.
3. The label within the boxes may be error; you need to judge based on the image when using it.
-----
## Task Instruction:
Your task is to describe the input video into one specific event, each part of the event requiring a temporal 
relationship. The description of characters in the event should include observable information such as clothing and 
gender.  Note the temporal action change and the main content this video presents.
When using the information from the frame and audio transcript, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that 
the information source is the frame or audio transcript. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.
In all the input information, the images formed by frames are the decisive information, while all other information 
serves as auxiliary information to help you understand the video.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary strings with keys Event for the event you 
detected, same as: [{"Event": "your detected event".}]
## Reference Examples:
[{"Event": "A man wearing a red shirt uses a fork to dig food out of a shell. Subsequently, he places the retrieved 
food into his mouth and begins to chew."}]
[{"Event": "The person wearing a white shirt first pours an ounce of simple syrup into a small glass. Then, he pours 
the liquid from the small glass into a large glass."}]
[{"Event": "A man in a business suit stands at a busy urban intersection, checking his watch. He waves down a 
yellow taxi, which pulls up beside him. He opens the door, exchanges a few words with the driver, and climbs into 
the backseat of the cab."}]

Figure 8: Prompts about the annotating event of video clips.
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Prompt to Annotate Object (Part I):
You are an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive a series of composed images …
# For the video frames: …
# For the Title: …
# For the Category: …
# For the Boxes: …
-----
## Task Types:
1. Object Existence. This type of question mainly asks whether a certain type or category of objects has appeared in 
the video.
2. Object Count. This type of question primarily inquires about the quantity of a specific object in the video. Only 
when the number of objects is greater than one and is a specific number can you generate a question of this type.
3. Object Temporal Location. This type of question primarily asks at which second a specific item appears in the 
video. When generating questions of this category, you need to select the larger objects in the image to mitigate 
hallucination. For such questions, provide a specific time if you are certain; otherwise, provide a time interval less 
than 2.
4. Object Spatial Location. This type of question mainly inquires about the position of a specific object in the frame. 
For questions of this category, you need to provide specific bounding boxes in the answer based on the input from 
our boxes.
5. Object Spatial Tracking. This type of question primarily asks how a specific object is moving. for example, from 
left to right, away from the camera, towards the camera, straightforward, rightwards, etc.
6. Object Temporal Relation. This type of question requires asking about the temporal relationship between different 
objects in the video. For example, which object appears first, which one disappears first, etc.
7. Object Spatial Relation. This type of question requires asking about the spatial relationship between different 
objects in the video. For example, what position is object A in relative to object B?
8. Optical Character Recognition. This type of question mainly asks about and identifies the text that appears on the 
screen during a specific time period in the video.
## Task Instruction:
Your task is to use the provided information, create three questions about the video, and provide corresponding 
answers.
When generating questions, you need to select three types of questions from the above task types that can provide 
accurate answers, and generate questions corresponding to these types.
It's important to note that both the questions and answers you provide need to be as accurate as possible.
f you cannot create questions from the input visual content, then output 'none'
When using the information from the frames or boxes, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that the 
information source is the frames or boxes. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.
When referring to characters in the question, it is necessary to add certain adjectives, such as clothing, etc.
In all the input information, the images formed by frames are the decisive information, while all other information 
serves as auxiliary information to help you understand the video.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary string with keys Q for question, A for answer 
and Type for question type. Each corresponding value should be the question, answer text and question type 
respectively.
For example, your response should look like this: [{"Q": "Your first question here...", "A": "Your first answer here", 
"Type": "Corresponding question type"}, {"Q": "Your first question here...", "A": "Your first answer here", "Type": 
"Corresponding question type"}, ...]

Figure 9: Prompts about the annotating objects of video clips. The description of the input informa-
tion is partially omitted here because it is the same as the previous prompt.
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Prompt to Annotate Object (Part II):
## Reference Examples:
[{"Q": "Does cat appear in this video?", "A": "Yes, a cat appears in the second half of the video.", "Type": "Objects 
Existence"}, {"Q": "At what second does the brown dog appear in the video?", "A": "The brown dog first appears in 
the video around 14-15 seconds.", "Type": "Objects Temporal Location"}, {"Q": "Who appears first in the video, the 
dog or the cat?", "A": "The dog appears in the video before the cat.", "Type": "Objects Temporal Relation"}]
[{"Q": "At what second does the red ship appear in the video?", "A": "Around the 8th second of the video, we can 
see a red ship on the river.", "Type": "Objects Temporal Location"}, {"Q": "When the red ship appears, where is it 
positioned in the video frame?", "A": "[0.62, 0.41, 1.0, 0.94].", "Type": "Objects Spatial Location"}, {"Q": "In which 
direction is the ship driving?", "A": "The red ship is moving from right to left.", "Type": "Objects Spatial Tracking"}]
[{"Q": "Does a zookeeper appear in the video?", "A": "No, there is no zookeeper appearing in the video.", "Type": 
"Objects Existence"}, {"Q": "How many elephants appear in total in the video?, "A": "In total, two elephants appear 
in the video.", "Type": "Objects Counts"}, {"Q": "What animal is on the left side of the elephants?", "A": "A group 
of giraffes is positioned to the left of the elephants.", "Type": "Objects Spatial Relation"}]
[{"Q": "How many different items does the person show in the video?", "A": "The person shows two different items 
in the video: a small white bag and a brown beanie.", "Type": "Objects Counts"}, {"Q": "What objects are to the 
right front of the person in the video?", "A": "To the right front of the person is a MacBook laptop.", "Type": 
"Objects Spatial Location"}, {"Q": "At what second does the person start showing the brown beanie?", "A": "The 
person starts showing the brown beanie around the 25th second.", "Type": "Objects Temporal Location"}]
[{"Q": "Who disappears from the video frame first, the person or the horse?", "A": "The person disappears first in 
the video.", "Type": "Objects Temporal Relation"}, {"Q": "In what direction is the horse moving in the video?", "A": 
"The horse first moves to the left, and after a while, it turns around and begins to move to the right.", "Type": 
"Objects Spatial Tracking"}, {"Q": "Does a horse appear in this video?", "A": "Yes, a horse appears in the video.", 
"Type": "Objects Existence"}]
[{"Q": "What is written on the sign above the entrance of the fortress?", "A": "The sign above the entrance of the 
fortress reads 'Medieval Times'.", "Type": "Optical Character Recognition"}, {"Q": "Does a person appear at the 
entrance of the fortress in the video?", "A": "Yes, multiple people appear at the entrance of the fortress in the video.", 
"Type": "Objects Existence"}, {"Q": "At the first second of the video, what are the bounding box coordinates of the 
building?", "A": "The bounding box for the building is [0.00, 0.12, 0.98, 0.98]", "Type": "Objects Existence"}]

Figure 10: Prompts about the annotating objects of video clips.(continued)
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Prompt to Annotate Reasoning:
You are an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive a series of composed images…
# For the video frames: …
# For the Title: …
# For the Category: …
# For the Audio Transcripts: …
-----
## Task Types:
1. Counterfactual Reasoning. This type of question primarily focuses on considering what would have happened if a 
certain event or circumstance had been different. These question typically begins with phrases like 'What if...' or 
'Imagine if...'.
2. Commonsense Reasoning. This type of question typically requires you to apply everyday knowledge about the 
physical and social world to understand and reason about the video content. For example, asking whether the 
architecture appearing in the video is Gothic or Baroque, inquiring about the phylum of animal, inquiring about the 
founder of specific brand, inquiring about the sports position of athlete, asking about the material of a specific object, 
etc. 
3. Causal Reasoning. This type of question mainly focuses on inferring the causal relationship between events. For 
instance, determining why a particular action occurred based on preceding events. These question typically begins 
with words like 'Why' or 'How'.
## Task Instruction:
Your task is to use the provided information, create one question about the video, and provide corresponding 
answers.
When generating question, check the three task types above, select one that matches the input video, and then 
generate a complex question related to the video based on that task type, along with its corresponding answer.
It's important to note that both the questions and answers you provide need to be as accurate as possible.
When using the information from the frames and audio transcript, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that 
the information source is the frames and audio transcript. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.
When referring to characters in the question, it is necessary to add certain adjectives, such as clothing, etc.
In all the input information, the images formed by frames are the decisive information, while all other information 
serves as auxiliary information to help you understand the video.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python dictionary string with keys Q for question, A for answer and 
Type for question type. Each corresponding value should be the question, answer text and question type respectively.
For example, your response should look like this: {"Q": "Your first question here...", "A": "Your first answer here", 
"Type": "Corresponding question type"}
## Reference Examples:
{"Q": "What if the people in the video doesn't put the food from the beginning into the pot and instead eat it directly, 
what would be the result?", "A": "The food shown at the beginning of the video is raw beef. Eating raw beef can 
pose significant health risks due to the potential presence of harmful bacteria such as E. coli, Salmonella, and 
Listeria. If the people in the video eat raw beef, they are likely to experience symptoms such as nausea, vomiting, 
diarrhea, abdominal pain, fever, and so on.", "Type": "Counterfactual Reasoning"}
{"Q": "Which country does the food eaten by the man in the video come from?", "A": "The food the man in the 
video is eating is hot pot. Hot pot originated from China.", "Type": "Commonsense Reasoning"}
{"Q": "Why does the boy stand on one leg after moving to the front?", "A": "This boy is striking a pose.", "Type": 
"Causal Reasoning"}
{"Q": "Imagine if the animal on the man's hand in the video bites his arm, what would happen?", "A": "The animal 
in the video is a Burmese python. Burmese pythons are non-venomous snakes. Therefore, if the man in the video is 
bitten, he will feel pain but will not be poisoned.", "Type": "Counterfactual Reasoning"}
{"Q": "What is the ride in the center of the screen at the beginning of the video?", "A": "The ride at the beginning of 
the video is the London Eye.", "Type": "Commonsense Reasoning"}
{"Q": "How does the woman make a hole in the paper bag?", "A": "She uses scissors to make a hole in the paper 
bag.", "Type": "Causal Reasoning"}

Figure 11: Prompts of annotating reasoning of video clips. The description of the input information
is partially omitted here because it is the same as the previous prompt.
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Prompt to Merge Event:
You're an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive event information in the form of JSON dictionary. Additionally, we provide you with some 
additional information about the video: Title, Category and Audio Transcripts.
# For the event information:
1. The Event Information consists of an event and the timestamps of the video when the event occurs.
2. The input event may contain hallucination. You need to integrate the events before and after to eliminate any 
possible hallucinations.
3. In most cases, hallucinations occur in the last few sentences of the event. Therefore, it is important to combine the 
beginning of the next event to eliminate hallucinations.
# For the Audio Transcripts: …  # For the Title:…   # For the Category: …
-----
## Task Type:
1. Brief Description. This type of task requires providing a brief description of the video, with the description 
limited to one to two sentences.
2. Detailed Description. This type of task requires providing a detailed description of the video, with the description 
limited to five to six sentences.
3. Event Location. This type of task mainly inquires for starting time or duration of a specific event in the video. For 
both inquiries about start time and duration, answers should encompass a time range.
4. Event Description. This type of task mainly asks how a specific event progresses in the video. This type of 
question usually involves only a single event in the video.
5. Event Sequences. This type of task requires providing a brief description of all events occurring in the video and 
arranging them in order. In response, the detected events must be labeled with numbers like 1, 2, 3.
-----
## Task Instruction:
You need to create a question and its corresponding answer for each of the five Task Types mentioned above.
Ensure that the questions can be answered from the event information.
When using the information from the event information, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that the 
information source is the event information. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.
When referring to multiple characters in the question, it is necessary to add certain adjectives, such as clothing, etc.
In generated answer, you can use 'second' to indicate time, but don't mention 'frame'.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary string with keys Q for question and A for 
answer. Each corresponding value should be the question and answer text respectively.
For example, your response should look like this: [{"Q": "Your first question here...", "A": "Your first answer 
here...", "Type": "Corresponding question type"}, ..., {"Q": "Your third question here...", "A": "Your third answer 
here...", "Type": "Corresponding question type"}]
------
## Reference Examples:
[{"Q": "What is the primary focus of the video?", "A": "The video primarily focuses on demonstrating how to cook 
great scrambled eggs, starting with whisking eggs and ending with scrambling them in a pan until they are ready to 
be served.", "Type": "Brief Description"},
{"Q": "Could you describe the process of making scrambled eggs as shown in the video?", "A": "The process begins 
with a person whisking eggs in a bowl to create a smooth, uniform mixture. Next, the mixture is poured into a pan 
prepped with butter (and a bit of bacon as mentioned), where it is continuously stirred with a spatula by a person in a 
patterned top. The stirring and folding technique ensures even cooking and prevents the eggs from sticking, resulting 
in light and fluffy scrambled eggs. The cooked eggs are finally transferred from the pan onto a plate for serving.", 
"Type": "Detailed Description"}, 
{"Q": "At approximately which second in the video does the person transfer the eggs to the plate?", "A": "At around 
86-90 seconds into the video, the person transfers the eggs to the plate.", "Type": "Event Location"}, 
{"Q": "How does the person initially prepare the scrambled eggs before cooking them in the pan?", "A": "The 
person starts by whisking eggs in a bowl with a wire whisk, ensuring they are all broken up before pouring the egg 
mixture into the pan.", "Type": "Event Description"}, 
{"Q": "In what sequence do the events occur in the video?", "A": "1) Whisking eggs in a bowl using a wire whisk. 2) 
Adding butter to the pan and heating it. 3) Pouring the whisked eggs into the hot pan. 4) Using a spatula to 
repeatedly stir-fry the eggs in the pan. 5) Plate the cooked eggs and present them.", "Type": "Event sequences"}]

Figure 12: Prompts of merging event annotation of video clips.
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Prompt to Merge Action (Part I):
You're an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive Action Information and Event Information in the form of JSON dictionary. 
# For the Action Information:
1. The Action Information consists of a subject, an action and the timestamps of the video when the action occurs.
2. The input actions may contain errors. You need to consider the actions in the preceding and following time 
periods, to determine and remove error actions.
3. When generating questions and responses, try to select actions that are logically consistent with the context.
4. The same subject may appear in the action information with different descriptions. You need to merge the subjects 
in the action information.
# For the Future Action:
1. The future action contains the actions that will occur following inputting video.
2. This future action is only needed when you are constructing an 'Action Prediction' task; otherwise, ignore this part 
of the information.
3. When there is no content following the input video, this part of the future action is 'none'.
# For the Event Information:
1. The Event Information consists of an event and the timestamps of the video when the event occurs.
2. The input event may contain hallucination. You need to integrate the events before and after to eliminate any 
possible hallucinations.
3. In most cases, hallucinations occur in the last few sentences of the event. Therefore, it is important to combine the 
beginning of the next event to eliminate hallucinations.
# For the Audio Transcripts: … # For the Title: … # For the Category: …
-----
##Task Type:
1. Action Recognition. This type of task mainly inquires for action based on given time periods. Note that the answer 
is preferably specific actions rather than scene description. Besides, you need to provide an approximate tim range in 
the question. 
2. Action Location. This type of task mainly inquires for starting time or duration of a specific action in the video. 
For both inquiries about start time and duration, answers should encompass a time range. For questions asking about 
the starting time, the size of the time interval provided in the answer should not exceed 5. 
3. Action Sequence. This type of task requires providing a brief description of all actions occurring in the video and 
arranging them in order. In response, the detected actions must be labeled with numbers like 1), 2), 3). If the actions 
before and after are the same, they need to be merged. 
For videos longer than ten minutes, then action sequences you provide should be around 10. If there are too many 
actions in the video, you only need to provide the main actions.
4. Action Prediction. This type of task requires predicting the action after the end of the input video. You can refer to 
'Future Action' for anticipating the answer. If the future action is 'none', you should predict it based on events 
information. 
5. Action Count. This type of question mainly ask about the number of actions required to **complete a task** in 
the video. It should be noted that when answering such questions, you need to merge similar actions and only retain 
actions with a certain degree of distinction. 

Figure 13: Prompts of merging action annotation of video clips.
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Prompt to Merge Action (Part II)
-----
##Task Instruction:
You need to create a question and its corresponding answer for each of the five Task Types mentioned above.
Ensure that the questions can be answered from the action and event information.
When generating questions and answering questions, event information can help you better understand the entire 
video.
When using the information from the action information, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that the 
information source is the action information. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.
When referring to multiple characters in the question, it is necessary to add certain adjectives, such as clothing, etc.
In generated answer, you can use 'second' to indicate time, but don't mention 'frame'.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary string with keys Q for question and A for 
answer. Each corresponding value should be the question and answer text respectively.
For example, your response should look like this: [{"Q": "Your first question here...", "A": "Your first answer 
here...", "Type": "Corresponding question type"}, ..., {"Q": "Your third question here...", "A": "Your third answer 
here...", "Type": "Corresponding question type"}]
------
##Reference Examples:
[{"Q": "What action does the person with a ring perform between the first and fourth second of the video?", "A": 
"The person with a ring on their left hand is whisking eggs in a white bowl with a wire whisk.", "Type": "Action 
Recognition"}, 
{"Q": "When does the person start pouring the egg mixture into the pan?", "A": "The subject starts pouring the egg 
mixture into the pan from 19 seconds to 24 seconds.", "Type": "Action Location"}, 
{"Q": "Can you describe the sequence of actions performed from the beginning to the end of the video?", "A": "1) A 
person with a ring on their left hand starts whisking eggs in a white bowl with a wire whisk. 2) The same person 
continues to whisk the eggs, making sure they are all broken up. 3) The person then prepares a pan with butter and 
bacon, and adds the egg mixture. 4) Using a spatula, the person stirs and cooks the scrambled eggs in the pan, 
continuously ensuring even cooking. 5) Finally, scrambled eggs are transferred out of the frying pan.", "Type": 
"Event Location"}, 
{"Q": "What action will happen right after this video comes to an end?", "A": "none", "Type": "Action Prediction"}, 
{"Q": "How many actions does it take for the person in the video to fry an egg?", "A": "The person in the video 
requires four different actions to fry the egg:  whisking the eggs in a glass bowl, pouring the eggs from the bowl into 
a frying pan, flipping and stirring the eggs in the frying pan, and plating the cooked eggs.", "Type": "Action Count"}]

Figure 14: Prompts of merging action annotation of video clips(continued).
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Prompt to Merge Object (Part I):
You're an AI visual assistant specialized in analyzing videos.
You will receive a series of Question and Answer Pairs in the form of list of JSON dictionary and Event Information 
to help you understand the video.
# For Question and Answer Pairs:
The original video is divided into several segments of varying lengths, and for each segment, we provide three 
questions along with their corresponding answers and time position of the video segment in the original video.
All of input questions can be categorized into the following eight task types:
1. Objects Existence. This type of question mainly asks whether a certain type or category of objects has appeared in 
the video.
2. Objects Count. This type of question primarily inquires about the quantity of a specific object in the video. Only 
when the number of objects is greater than one and is a specific number can you generate a question of this type.
3. Objects Temporal Location. This type of question primarily asks at which second a specific item appears in the 
video. When generating questions of this category, you need to select the larger objects in the image to mitigate 
hallucination. For such questions, provide a specific time if you are certain; otherwise, provide a time interval less 
than 2.
4. Objects Spatial Location. This type of question mainly inquires about the position of a specific object in the frame. 
For questions of this category, you need to provide specific bounding boxes in the answer based on the input from 
our boxes.
5. Objects Spatial Tracking. This type of question primarily asks how a specific object is moving. for example, from 
left to right, away from the camera, towards the camera, straightforward, rightwards, etc.
6. Objects Temporal Relation. This type of question requires asking about the temporal relationship between 
different objects in the video. For example, which object appears first, which one disappears first, etc.
7. Objects Spatial Relation. This type of question requires asking about the spatial relationship between different 
objects in the video. For example, what position is object A in relative to object B?
8. Optical Character Recognition. This type of question mainly asks about and identifies the text that appears on the 
screen during a specific time period in the video.
# For Event Information:
1. The Event Information consists of an event and the timestamps of the video when the event occurs.
2. The Event Information can help you understand the video, thereby mitigating the possible hallucinations in the 
question and answer pairs.
# For the Title: … # For the Category: …

Figure 15: Prompts of merging object annotation of video clips.
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Prompt to Merge Object (Part II): 
-----
## Task Instruction:
You need to merge and modify the input questions based to the following steps. 
# Step 1. Modify all directly mentioned times in both questions and answers.
1) For questions or answers that directly mention time, you need to add the **start time of the video segment** to 
the time mentioned in the question or answer, ensuring the accuracy of the question and answer under the original 
video.
2) For 'start' and 'end' in questions and answers, you need to replace them with the start and end times of the 
corresponding video segment.
# Step 2. Determine whether questions of the same task type can be merged.
1) For questions of Optical Character Recognition, you can merge them directly. And it is necessary to add time 
segments in the answers
2) For questions of Objects Existence, Objects Temporal Location, Objects Spatial Tracking and Objects Spatial 
Relation, if the task type of the questions and the queried objects are completely identical, you can merge them 
under the same type. For questions inquiring about different objects, you don't need to merge them.
# Step 3. Determine whether it is necessary to add a time range in the question.
1) When the question already contains specific time or when the question is asking about time, don't add a time 
range in the question.
2) For questions of Objects Count, add a time range in the question to ensure the accuracy of the answer. For 
example, in the video from 11 to 16 seconds, how many elephants appeared in total?
3) For questions of Objects Temporal Relation, add a time range in the question to ensure the accuracy of the answer. 
For example, within 10 to 39 seconds in the video, which one appeared first, the dog or the cat?
4) For questions of Optical Character Recognition that have not been merged, if the question does not include time 
but the answer includes a time, you can move the time mentioned in the answer to the question.
5) Except for the above three types, questions from the remaining types should not include a time range.
-----
##Output Instruction:
Please generate the response in the form of a Python list of dictionary string with keys "Q" for question, "A" for 
answer and "Type" for question type.
The time interval provided during input is no longer required during output; you only need to output the merged and 
modified question.
When using the information from the event information, directly explain the scene, and do not mention that the 
information source is the event information. Always answer as if you are directly looking at the video.

Figure 16: Prompts of merging object annotation of video clips.
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Prompt to Generate Options:
You're an helpful AI visual assistant.
You will receive a JSON dictionary with questions and answers. Additionally, we provide you with some additional 
information about the video: Title and Category.
# For JSON dictionary:
The JSON dictionary contains the following three keys:
1. 'Question' represents the original question.
2. 'Answer' represents the correct original open-ended answer.
3. 'Type' represents the task type of question.
# For the Title and Category:
The video title and category provides insight into the video's main theme but don't include the video title or category 
in the generated questions and answers.
-----
## Task Instruction:
You task is to generate one multi-choice question with four answer choices based on the input JSON dictionary. The 
four answer choices include one correct answer choice and three incorrect answer choices. Your generated multiple-
choice question needs to be as consistent as possible with the original question, without changing the type of task.
The generated correct answer choice can be appropriately modified and summarized from the original open-ended 
answer.
The generated incorrect answer choices should not include negative words.
Specifically, for the question where the origin answer has a bounding box in the form of [0.33, 0.31, 0.59, 1.0], all 
four answer choices you generate must also have similar bounding boxes
.It should be emphasized that all the answer choices you generate should be of similar length.
Please generate the response in the form of a Python dictionary string with keys "Question" for question and 
"Answer" for answer. Each corresponding value should be the question and answer text respectively.
For example, your response should look like this: {"Question": "Your first question here...", "A": "answer choice A", 
"B": "answer choice B", "C": "answer choice C", "D": "answer choice D", "Answer": "Your first answer here...", 
"Type": "Corresponding question type"}
-----
## Reference Examples:
{"Q": "In which direction is the boat driving?", "A": "straightforward", "B": "leftwards", "C": "rightwards", "D": 
"backwards", "Answer": "C. rightwards", "Type": "Objects Spatial Tracking"}
{"Q": "What is the boy doing at the beginning of video?", "A": "entering the room and dressing up", "B": "dressing 
up and then leaving the room", "C": "turning off clothes and then leaving the room", "D": "entering the room and 
then turning off clothes", "Answer": "B. dressing up and then leaving the room", "Type": "Action Recognition"}

Figure 17: Prompts of generating multi-choices question answer pairs for open-ended question an-
swer pairs.
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Question: Is a lamp visible in the video?
Options:
A. Only a table appears, no lamp.
B. No, there are no lamps present.
C. Lamps are mentioned but not shown.
D. Yes, a lamp is clearly visible.

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
Videochat2: B
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 18: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Existence.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: How many different items does the person show in the video?
Options:
A. four
B. three
C. two
D. one

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: B
LLaVA-NeXT: A
Videochat2: A
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 19: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Count. We
use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: How many different actions does the woman in the video perform while holding a child?
Options:
A. five different actions
B. two different actions
C. four different actions
D. three different actions

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
Videochat2: B
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 20: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Action Count. We
use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: Could you provide a detailed description of Timothy Meaker's tutorial on building a children's den?
Options:
A. Timothy talks about using cardboard boxes and flashlights, focuses on soundproofing, and shows a demo at the end.
B. Timothy recommends using plastic tents and battery-operated lamps, discusses safety measures, and ends the session with feedback.
C. Timothy discusses constructing a den using large umbrellas and mosquito nets, emphasizes colored lighting, and thanks everyone at the 

end.
D. Timothy explains building a den with sheets and clotheslines, highlights the importance of ventilation, and conducts a quiz at the end.

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
Videochat2: D
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 21: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Detailed Description.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What is the video primarily about?
Options:
A. A tutorial on basic CAD software for beginners
B. The history of the Alien movie franchise
C. An introduction to 3D printing technology
D. The process of designing and constructing Alien Xenomorph arm cosplay

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: A
Videochat2: A
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 22: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Brief Description.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: How does the person in the video strip the paint from the parts using Dettol?
Options:
A. They apply Dettol directly onto the parts, wait for a few minutes, and then scrub the paint away.
B. They pour Dettol into a container with the parts, shake it, and soak them overnight without adding water.
C. They dip the parts in Dettol, leave them for a few hours, and rinse them with water.
D. They mix Dettol with water, soak the parts for a day, and then wipe the paint off.

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: B
GPT-4o: B
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: C
Videochat2: C
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 23: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Event Description.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: What are the sequential steps followed in the video to replace the vacuum motor?
Options:
A. 1) Disassemble the entire vacuum, 2) Remove the old motor, 3) Install the new motor, 4) Apply glue around the new motor, 5) Test the 

vacuum
B. 1) Test performance, 2) Remove the motor casing, 3) Install the new motor, 4) Clean the motor area, 5) Reassemble the vacuum
C. 1) Access the motor, 2) Test the motor, 3) Install new cables, 4) Clean the vacuum interior, 5) Reassemble the vacuum
D. 1) Access the motor, 2) Remove the old motor, 3) Install the new motor, 4) Apply sound insulation, 5) Reassemble the vacuum

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: C
VideoChat2: A
VideoLLaVA: C

Figure 24: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Event Sequence. We
use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What text can be seen in every frame of the video?
Options:
A. SAFARI
B. TRAVEL
C. CONFLICT
D. BEAUTY

Ground-Truth: A
Gemini: A
GPT-4o: A
LLaMA-VID: D
LLaVA-NeXT: D
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: B

Figure 25: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the OCR. We use Green
to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What action does the person in a black apron perform at the start of the video?
Options:
A. Washing dishes
B. Holding a plate with food 
C. Cutting vegetables
D. Flipping a burger

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: B
GPT-4o: B
LLaMA-VID: C
LLaVA-NeXT: D
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: D

Figure 26: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Action Recognition.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: Can you describe the sequence of actions performed from the beginning to the end of the video?
Options:
A. The woman reviews the palette, discusses its look, and comments on the feel of the powders.
B. The woman shows the palette packaging, lists ingredients, and applies makeup.
C. The woman opens the palette, applies makeup, and shows the final look.
D. The woman reviews the palette, applies makeup, and gives a final rating.

Ground-Truth: A
Gemini: A
GPT-4o: A
LLaMA-VID: C
LLaVA-NeXT: C
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: C

Figure 27: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Action Sequence.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: When do the scrambled eggs start being transferred onto the plate in the video?
Options:
A. Between 70 to 75 seconds
B. Between 100 to 105 seconds
C. Between 55 to 60 seconds
D. Between 90 to 93 seconds

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: C
Videochat2: C
VideoLLaVA: A

50s 70s 90s

Figure 28: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Event Location. We
use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: At what second does a banana first appear on the plate?
Options:
A. At the 30th second
B. At the 90th second
C. At the 50th second
D. At the 79th second

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini-1.5-Flash: A
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: C
LLaVA-NeXT: C
Videochat2: C
VideoLLaVA: C

30s 50s 79s 90s

Figure 29: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Temporal
Location. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: Who appears first in the video, the bearded man or the man with glasses?
Options:
A. The bearded man
B. Both appear together
C. The man with glasses
D. Neither appears

Ground-Truth: A
Gemini: A
GPT-4o: A
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: C
VideoChat2: C
VideoLLaVA: C

Figure 30: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Temporal
Relation. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: Where is the knife located at the 160th second?
Options:
A. [0.13, 0.35, 0.57, 0.65]
B. [0.27, 0.20, 0.61, 0.65]
C. [0.27, 0.35, 0.61, 0.65]
D. [0.27, 0.35, 0.61, 0.90]

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: D

A

B

C

D

Figure 31: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Spatial Lo-
cation. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: At the 12th second of the video, where is the man relative to the woman?
Options:
A. on the left side
B. on the right side
C. behind her
D. in front of her

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: B
GPT-4o: B
LLaMA-VID: C
LLaVA-NeXT: D
VideoChat2: C
VideoLLaVA: D

Figure 32: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Spatial Re-
lation. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: In which direction does Santa Claus move relative to the Christmas tree throughout the video?
Options:
A. Santa Claus rotates around the Christmas tree.
B. Santa Claus moves towards the left side of the Christmas tree.
C. Santa Claus remains stationary on the right side throughout the video.
D. Santa Claus continuously moves back and forth beside the Christmas tree.

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: D
LLaVA-NeXT: D
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 33: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Object Spatial Track-
ing. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What is the crowd in the restaurant clapping for?
Options:
A. The announcement of an event
B. A live performance
C. A surprise guest appearance
D. A birthday celebration

Ground-Truth: A
Gemini: A
GPT-4o: A
LLaMA-VID: B
LLaVA-NeXT: B
VideoChat2: B
VideoLLaVA: B

Figure 34: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Human Activity
Analysis. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: Which of the following violations might be present in the video?
Options:
A. sexual
B. violence
C. hateful
D. Self-harm
E. None
Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: E
GPT-4o: B
LLaMA-VID: E
LLaVA-NeXT: D
VideoChat2: E
VideoLLaVA: D

Figure 35: An Example of Video-LLMs Responses and evaluation results of the Anomaly Detection.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: How does the person in the image react through the video?
Options:
A. starts with frustration and ends up working calmly on the laptops’
B. remains calm and focused throughout the video
C. expresses joy and excitement from start to end
D. starts with a calm posture and ends up expressing distress by covering ears and yelling

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D

Image Video

Figure 36: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Relation
Reasoning(Image-Video). We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What's the relationship between video 1 and video 2?
Options:
A. video 1 is before video 2
B. video 1 is after video 2
C. video 1 is in video2
D. none of above

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: B
GPT-4o: C

Video 1

Video 2

Figure 37: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Relation
Reasoning(Video-Video). We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What event will happen following the end of this video?
Options:
A. Tourists board a boat for a river cruise
B. A family prepares a meal in a cozy kitchen
C. Children play games in a bustling playground
D. People in varied attire walk through a vibrant market at night

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: C
VideoChat2: A
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 38: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Event Prediction.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: What is expected to occur immediately after this video concludes?
Options:
A. Women in blue uniforms starting a match on the field
B. Teams gathering for a group photo on the field
C. Men in yellow and green sports uniforms discussing and strolling on the field
D. Spectators leaving the stands in large numbers

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
VideoChat2: D
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 39: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Action Prediction.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: Why are the children raising their arms and moving in the video?
Options:
A. They are participating in a group exercise.
B. They are rehearsing for an upcoming musical.
C. They are mimicking an animal for a project.
D. They are playing a game outdoors.

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: B
GPT-4o: B
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: A
VideoChat2: A
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 40: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Causal Reasoning.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What if the people in the video had not used the paddles while in the canoe?
Options:
A. They would have sunk the canoe.
B. They would have paddled even faster.
C. They would have used a motor to move.
D. They would not have moved efficiently on the water.

Ground-Truth: D
Gemini: D
GPT-4o: D
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: A
VideoChat2: A
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 41: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Counterfactual
Reasoning. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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Question: What type of fish is shown in the video being prepared for eating?
Options:
A. Salmon
B. Tuna
C. Sandsmelt
D. Tilapia

Ground-Truth: C
Gemini: C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: A
LLaVA-NeXT: B
VideoChat2: B
VideoLLaVA: A

Figure 42: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Commonsense Rea-
soning. We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: What will happen right after this video comes to an end?
Options:
A. The person will set the paper flat and adjust it.
B. The person will start coloring the paper.
C. The person will fold the paper into a box.
D. The person will cut the paper into pieces.

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini-1.5-Flash : C
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: D
LLaVA-NeXT: D
Videochat2: D
VideoLLaVA: C

Figure 43: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Logic Reasoning.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.

Question: At what time in the video does the person's hand start dipping the fork into the sugar solution again
after the initial actions?
Options:
A. between 20 to 21 seconds
B. between 16 to 17 seconds
C. between 10 to 11 seconds
D. between 5 to 6 seconds

Ground-Truth: B
Gemini: A
GPT-4o: C
LLaMA-VID: D
LLaVA-NeXT: D
Videochat2: D
VideoLLaVA: A

5s 11s 17s 21s

Figure 44: An Example of Video-LLMs responses and evaluation results of the Action Location.
We use Green to indicate correct and Red to indicate incorrect.
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