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Abstract—Video captioning is a critical task in the field of
multimodal machine learning, aiming to generate descriptive
and coherent textual narratives for video content. While large
vision-language models (LVLMs) have shown significant progress,
they often struggle to capture the causal and temporal dy-
namics inherent in complex video sequences. To address this
limitation, we propose an enhanced framework that integrates
a Causal-Temporal Reasoning Module (CTRM) into state-of-
the-art LVLMs. CTRM comprises two key components: the
Causal Dynamics Encoder (CDE) and the Temporal Relational
Learner (TRL), which collectively encode causal dependencies
and temporal consistency from video frames. We further de-
sign a multi-stage learning strategy to optimize the model,
combining pre-training on large-scale video-text datasets, fine-
tuning on causally annotated data, and contrastive alignment for
better embedding coherence. Experimental results on standard
benchmarks such as MSVD and MSR-VTT demonstrate that
our method outperforms existing approaches in both automatic
metrics (CIDEr, BLEU-4, ROUGE-L) and human evaluations,
achieving more fluent, coherent, and relevant captions. These
results validate the effectiveness of our approach in generating
captions with enriched causal-temporal narratives.

Index Terms—Video Narratives, Vision and Language, Large
Vision-Language Models

I. INTRODUCTION

Video captioning has become a pivotal task in multimodal

machine learning, enabling systems to generate natural lan-

guage descriptions of video content. Recent advancements in

large vision-language models (LVLMs) have showcased im-

pressive capabilities in aligning visual and textual modalities,

leading to significant progress in video captioning tasks [1]–

[3]. However, a critical limitation remains: these models often

fail to capture the causal and temporal narratives inherent

in complex video sequences. This deficiency hampers their

effectiveness in applications requiring a deep understanding of

event sequences and their interrelations, such as instructional

videos, surveillance analysis, and storytelling [4].

The primary challenges contributing to this shortcoming

are twofold. First, existing LVLM architectures lack explicit

mechanisms to model causal and temporal dependencies be-

tween events. Second, there is a scarcity of annotated datasets

that explicitly encode these relationships, limiting the models’

ability to learn and generalize such narratives effectively.

Consequently, the captions generated by these models tend

to be descriptive yet fail to convey the underlying causal

and temporal dynamics, resulting in narratives that are often

fragmented or contextually inaccurate [1].

To address these challenges, we propose a novel approach

that augments LVLMs with a Causal-Temporal Reasoning

Module (CTRM). This module is designed to explicitly model

the causal and temporal relationships between events within

a video. By integrating CTRM into a state-of-the-art LVLM

backbone, such as Flamingo or BLIP-2, we enable the model

to generate captions that are not only descriptively accurate but

also narratively coherent. Our training framework involves a

multi-stage process: (1) pre-training the LVLM on a diverse set

of video-text pairs to capture general visual-linguistic patterns,

(2) fine-tuning the model on a curated dataset enriched with

causal-temporal annotations to instill a deeper understanding

of event interrelations, and (3) employing a contrastive loss

function to align the learned causal and temporal represen-

tations between video frames and their corresponding textual

descriptions.

We evaluate the effectiveness of our approach using standard

video captioning datasets, such as MSVD and MSR-VTT, as

well as a newly curated dataset specifically annotated with

causal and temporal narratives. Our evaluation metrics include

CIDEr, BLEU-4, and ROUGE-L, which assess the semantic

accuracy, fluency, and relevance of the generated captions.

Experimental results demonstrate that our method significantly

outperforms existing state-of-the-art models across all metrics,

particularly in capturing and articulating the causal and tem-

poral aspects of video content.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:

• We introduce a Causal-Temporal Reasoning Module

(CTRM) that enhances LVLMs’ ability to generate cap-

tions with coherent causal and temporal narratives.

• We develop a comprehensive training framework that

combines pre-training on general video-text data with

fine-tuning on causally and temporally annotated datasets,

ensuring the model effectively learns and generalizes

these narratives.

• We curate a new dataset with explicit causal-temporal

annotations and demonstrate through extensive experi-

ments that our approach achieves superior performance

over current state-of-the-art methods in both qualitative

and quantitative evaluations.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Large Vision-Language Models

Large vision-language models (LVLMs [5], [6]) have

emerged as a prominent paradigm in multimodal learning,

bridging visual and textual understanding to solve complex

tasks such as video captioning, image-text matching, and

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.10720v1


visual question answering. These models leverage the large-

scale pre-training paradigm to align visual and linguistic

embeddings effectively, leading to substantial improvements

across various benchmarks.

Recent studies have explored the architecture and capa-

bilities of LVLMs. Initial works focus on integrating vision

and language features through transformer-based architectures,

demonstrating the ability to handle tasks like image captioning

and object recognition [1], [7]. More advanced LVLMs extend

these capabilities to video data by introducing temporal rea-

soning modules and leveraging large-scale video-text datasets

for pre-training [8]–[10]. These approaches have proven par-

ticularly effective for video captioning tasks, where under-

standing causal and temporal relationships between events is

crucial.

Fine-tuning strategies have also been a key area of inves-

tigation. Methods such as reinforcement learning have been

employed to adapt LVLMs for decision-making tasks, enabling

these models to solve multi-step, goal-directed challenges

[11], [12]. Another line of work highlights the importance of

designing evaluation protocols tailored to LVLMs, addressing

challenges like redundant visual content and reliance on pre-

trained language model biases [7]. These findings have led to

the development of more robust evaluation frameworks.

In addition to task-specific adaptations, there has been a

push toward building generalist LVLMs capable of solving a

wide array of vision-language tasks within a unified framework

[8]. These models excel in tasks such as visual question

answering, image generation, object localization, and pose

estimation [13]. Advances in long-context modeling have fur-

ther enhanced LVLMs, allowing them to process and generate

extended contextual information, which is critical for complex

narratives [14], [15].

While these advances have significantly expanded the scope

of LVLMs, the challenge of capturing causal and temporal

dependencies in video narratives remains underexplored. Our

work addresses this gap by introducing a novel framework that

explicitly models causal and temporal reasoning, significantly

enhancing the performance of LVLMs in video captioning

tasks.

B. Video Captioning

Video captioning is a multifaceted task that involves gen-

erating coherent textual descriptions for video content, inte-

grating insights from computer vision and natural language

processing. Recent advancements have introduced various

methodologies to enhance the accuracy and efficiency of video

captioning systems.

Traditional approaches often rely on offline processing,

where the entire video is analyzed before generating captions.

However, this method can be inefficient and may not cap-

ture dynamic events effectively. To address these limitations,

researchers have proposed online and streaming models that

generate captions in real-time as the video progresses. For

instance, Zhou et al. introduced a streaming dense video

captioning model that processes incoming video frames se-

quentially, enabling prompt and temporally localized caption

generation [16]. Similarly, Blanco-Fernández et al. proposed a

live video captioning framework that anticipates future events

to produce timely and contextually relevant captions [17].

Another significant advancement is the incorporation of

large-scale pre-trained models to enhance video captioning

performance. Ma et al. developed a retrieval-enhanced zero-

shot video captioning approach that leverages pre-trained

vision and language models to generate captions without re-

quiring extensive task-specific training data [18]. This method

utilizes learnable tokens to bridge the gap between visual

content and textual descriptions, facilitating effective zero-shot

learning.

Efficiency in processing video data has also been a focal

point. Shen et al. proposed a compressed video captioning

model that operates directly on compressed video streams, re-

ducing computational overhead while maintaining high caption

quality [19]. This approach bypasses the need for full video

decompression, enabling faster and more resource-efficient

caption generation.

Furthermore, the integration of multimodal information has

been explored to improve captioning accuracy. Jin et al.

introduced a dual-graph and gated fusion model that aggre-

gates appearance and motion features from videos, capturing

complex spatio-temporal relationships for more descriptive

captions [20]. This method employs graph-based reasoning

to model interactions between objects and actions within the

video.

In summary, recent research in video captioning has focused

on developing models capable of real-time processing, lever-

aging large-scale pre-trained models for zero-shot learning, en-

hancing computational efficiency, and integrating multimodal

information. These advancements contribute to more accurate,

timely, and contextually relevant video captions, broadening

the applicability of video captioning systems across various

domains.

III. METHOD

In this section, we present the proposed method for en-

hancing large vision-language models (LVLMs) to generate

video captions with coherent causal-temporal narratives. Our

approach falls under the category of generative models,

where the objective is to produce captions that explicitly

capture the causal and temporal dependencies within video

sequences. The core innovation lies in the integration of

a Causal-Temporal Reasoning Module (CTRM) into the

LVLM framework, which explicitly encodes causal dynamics

and temporal relationships to improve narrative coherence.

A. Model Architecture

The overall architecture consists of two key components:

(1) a vision-language backbone, which serves as a strong

foundation for general video-text understanding, and (2) the

proposed CTRM, which encodes causal and temporal depen-

dencies. Given a video sequence V = {v1, v2, . . . , vT }, where
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vt represents the features of the t-th frame, the goal is to

generate a natural language caption C = {w1, w2, . . . , wN}
that accurately reflects the causal and temporal structure of

events in the video.

The model estimates the conditional probability of the

caption P (C|V), decomposed autoregressively as:

P (C|V) =
N
∏

i=1

P (wi|w<i,V), (1)

where w<i denotes all words generated up to the i-th step.

B. Causal-Temporal Reasoning Module (CTRM)

The CTRM is composed of two submodules: the Causal

Dynamics Encoder (CDE) and the Temporal Relational

Learner (TRL).

1) Causal Dynamics Encoder: The CDE is designed to

identify and encode causal relationships between video events.

Given frame features V , the CDE employs a self-attention

mechanism to model the causal structure. Specifically, a causal

attention matrix Ac is computed as:

Ac = softmax

(

QcK
⊤
c√

dk

)

, (2)

where Qc,Kc ∈ R
T×dk are the query and key matrices

derived from the frame embeddings, and dk is the embedding

dimension. The resulting causal embeddings Hc are computed

as:

Hc = AcVc, (3)

where Vc ∈ R
T×dk is the value matrix.

2) Temporal Relational Learner: The TRL captures tem-

poral dependencies across video frames. Using the causal

embeddings Hc, the TRL applies a transformer-based encoder:

Ht = Transformer(Hc +P), (4)

where P ∈ R
T×dt represents positional encodings to preserve

temporal order. The resulting temporal embeddings Ht serve

as the input to the caption decoder.

C. Caption Decoder

The caption decoder is an autoregressive language model

that generates captions token by token. At each decoding step

i, the decoder computes the probability of the next word wi

as:

P (wi|w<i,Ht) = softmax(Wohi), (5)

where hi is the hidden state of the decoder at step i, and Wo

is a learnable output projection matrix.

D. Learning Strategy

To train the proposed model, we adopt a three-stage learning

strategy: pre-training, fine-tuning, and contrastive alignment.

1) Pre-training: The LVLM backbone is pre-trained on

large-scale video-text datasets to learn general visual and

textual representations. The pre-training loss is the standard

cross-entropy loss:

Lpre = −
N
∑

i=1

logP (wi|w<i,V). (6)

2) Fine-tuning: The CTRM is fine-tuned on a curated

dataset enriched with causal and temporal annotations. To en-

courage the model to learn causal and temporal dependencies,

the fine-tuning loss combines the captioning loss with auxiliary

losses:

Lfine = Lcaption + λ1Lcausal + λ2Ltemporal, (7)

where Lcaption is the cross-entropy loss for caption generation,

Lcausal promotes the alignment of causal features, and Ltemporal

ensures temporal consistency.

3) Contrastive Alignment: To align the causal and tempo-

ral embeddings with textual representations, we introduce a

contrastive loss:

Lcontrast = − log
exp(sim(Ht,Etext)/τ)

∑B

j=1 exp(sim(Ht,E
(j)
text)/τ)

, (8)

where sim(·, ·) is a similarity function, Etext represents the

textual embedding, τ is a temperature parameter, and B is the

batch size.

E. Overall Loss Function

The final loss function is a combination of all the above

components:

L = Lpre + Lfine + Lcontrast. (9)

This comprehensive learning strategy ensures that the model

generates captions that are both narratively coherent and

semantically accurate.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present a thorough evaluation of our

proposed method. We compare our approach against several

state-of-the-art models on standard video captioning datasets,

including MSVD and MSR-VTT. Furthermore, we conduct

ablation studies to assess the contributions of individual com-

ponents in our model and perform a human evaluation to

analyze the subjective quality of generated captions.

A. Experimental Setup

We benchmark our proposed method (Proposed+) against

the following baseline models:

• CEN: Cause-Effect Network designed for causal reason-

ing in video captioning.

• GIT: A transformer-based generative model tailored for

video captioning tasks.

• MARN: Memory-Augmented Recurrent Network that

incorporates contextual features for captioning.

• Transformer: A standard transformer adapted for video

captioning.
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TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS ON MSVD AND MSR-VTT DATASETS.

Model MSVD MSR-VTT

CIDEr BLEU-4 ROUGE-L CIDEr BLEU-4 ROUGE-L

CEN 17.88 45.3 49.2 17.44 42.6 46.8
GIT 16.52 44.1 47.5 15.97 41.3 45.2
MARN 14.65 39.8 44.2 14.11 37.6 41.9
Transformer 15.74 42.0 45.8 15.12 39.2 43.0
Proposed+ 18.20 46.5 50.0 17.90 43.8 47.6

TABLE II
ABLATION STUDY RESULTS ON THE MSVD DATASET.

Model Variant CIDEr BLEU-4 ROUGE-L

Full Model (Proposed+) 18.20 46.5 50.0
Without CDE 17.10 45.0 48.5
Without TRL 16.80 44.6 48.2
Without CTRM 15.74 42.0 45.8

TABLE III
HUMAN EVALUATION RESULTS (AVERAGE SCORES OUT OF 5).

Model Fluency Coherence Relevance

CEN 4.1 4.0 4.1
GIT 3.9 3.8 4.0
MARN 3.6 3.5 3.7
Transformer 3.7 3.6 3.8
Proposed+ 4.4 4.5 4.6

The evaluation metrics include CIDEr, BLEU-4, and

ROUGE-L to measure semantic accuracy, fluency, and rele-

vance. For human evaluation, we assess the captions based

on fluency, coherence, and relevance using a five-point Likert

scale.

B. Quantitative Results

Table I shows the results of our model compared with base-

lines. Our method achieves state-of-the-art performance on

both datasets, demonstrating the effectiveness of incorporating

causal and temporal reasoning.

C. Ablation Study

To assess the importance of each component, we performed

ablation studies by removing or modifying key modules in

our model. The results, summarized in Table II, highlight

the critical role of the Causal Dynamics Encoder (CDE) and

Temporal Relational Learner (TRL).

D. Human Evaluation

We also conducted a human evaluation to assess the sub-

jective quality of the generated captions. Annotators rated

captions on fluency, coherence, and relevance using a Likert

scale from 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent). Table III demonstrates

that our method consistently outperformed baselines across

all dimensions.

TABLE IV
CAUSALITY UNDERSTANDING ANALYSIS ON MSVD DATASET.

Model Captions with Causality (%) Average Score (1-5)

CEN 65.2 4.0
GIT 61.8 3.8
MARN 57.3 3.5
Transformer 59.1 3.6
Proposed+ 72.5 4.4

TABLE V
TEMPORAL CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS ON MSVD DATASET.

Model Consistent Captions (%) Average Score (1-5)

CEN 68.4 4.1
GIT 64.7 4.0
MARN 60.2 3.7
Transformer 62.8 3.8
Proposed+ 75.9 4.5

E. Analysis and Discussion

In this subsection, we delve deeper into analyzing the

effectiveness of our proposed method (Proposed+) from mul-

tiple perspectives. We explore its performance in terms of

causality understanding, temporal consistency, robustness to

diverse video content, and scalability.

1) Causality Understanding: One of the central goals of

this work is to enhance the model’s ability to understand

and generate captions that reflect causal relationships in

video narratives. To quantify this, we manually annotated

a subset of captions from the MSVD dataset with explicit

causal relationships. We measured the ratio of captions that

successfully captured the causal connections present in the

video content. As shown in Table IV, our method significantly

outperforms baselines in capturing causality, demonstrating the

effectiveness of the Causal Dynamics Encoder (CDE).

The results indicate that the CDE effectively encodes causal

dynamics, enabling the model to generate captions that are

logically connected and narratively coherent.

2) Temporal Consistency: Temporal consistency is another

critical aspect of video captioning, particularly for tasks in-

volving sequential actions or complex event structures. To

assess this, we analyzed the generated captions for temporal

errors, such as incorrect event order or omission of key

events. Table V summarizes the percentage of captions that

are temporally consistent.
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TABLE VI
ROBUSTNESS ANALYSIS ACROSS VIDEO COMPLEXITY LEVELS.

Model Simple Scenes Moderate Scenes Complex Scenes

CEN 18.2 17.1 16.3
GIT 17.5 16.3 15.2
MARN 15.8 14.5 13.2
Transformer 16.4 15.3 14.7
Proposed+ 19.0 18.4 17.6

TABLE VII
SCALABILITY AND COMPUTATIONAL EFFICIENCY.

Model Training Time (sec/batch) Inference Time (sec/sample)

CEN 1.32 0.21
GIT 1.27 0.19
MARN 1.45 0.23
Transformer 1.25 0.18
Proposed+ 1.35 0.20

The superior performance of our method in temporal consis-

tency is attributed to the Temporal Relational Learner (TRL),

which effectively captures sequential dependencies in video

frames.

3) Robustness to Diverse Video Content: To evaluate the

robustness of our method, we tested it across videos with vary-

ing levels of complexity, including action-packed sequences,

dialogues, and abstract scenes. We grouped videos into three

categories based on complexity and analyzed the CIDEr scores

for each category. The results, shown in Table VI, indicate that

our method maintains strong performance across all types,

particularly excelling in complex scenes where causal and

temporal reasoning is critical.

4) Scalability and Computational Efficiency: To ensure

the scalability of our method, we analyzed its computational

requirements during both training and inference. Despite the

additional modules (CDE and TRL), the overall increase in

computational overhead was minimal due to the efficient inte-

gration of these components. Table VII compares the training

and inference time per batch across models.

The results demonstrate that our method achieves superior

performance with only a marginal increase in computational

cost, making it both effective and efficient.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have addressed a key limitation in video

captioning: the inability of existing models to effectively

capture and articulate causal and temporal narratives. By

introducing the Causal-Temporal Reasoning Module (CTRM),

we enable large vision-language models to generate captions

that are not only descriptive but also narratively coherent.

The CTRM, composed of the Causal Dynamics Encoder

(CDE) and Temporal Relational Learner (TRL), significantly

improves the model’s ability to encode and reason about

causal dependencies and sequential event structures. Exten-

sive experiments on standard datasets, supported by ablation

studies and human evaluations, demonstrate that our method

achieves state-of-the-art performance in both qualitative and

quantitative analyses. Additionally, we show that our approach

is robust across diverse video content and computationally effi-

cient, making it practical for real-world applications. Moving

forward, we envision further extending this work to multi-

lingual video captioning and domain-specific scenarios, such

as instructional and medical videos, where causal and temporal

understanding is paramount.
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