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How do the functions of the tables relate to the surrounding objects in the images?

Compare the torso parts of the cats, persons, and sheep. How do these differences 
relate to their postures and interactions?

How do the purposes of the cabinets in Image 1 and Image 2 differ based on their 
parts and overall setup?

Compare the presence of appliances across the two images. How does the presence 
of certain appliances in each image affect the potential use of the space?

In Image 1, the table serves as a central piece for the various chairs around it, 
including chair, chair, chair, and chair, likely for communal or dining purposes. In 
Image 2, there is no table but the bed and desk are central, with the desk supporting 
tasks through components like desk’s drawer. In Image 3, the desk functions as a 
workspace, supported by objects such as the lamp and computer.

In Image 1, the cabinets, such as cabinet and cabinet, are mainly used for kitchen 
storage, indicated by their parts like cabinet’s door and cabinet’s door, which are 
typical of kitchen cabinetry. In Image 2, the cabinets, like cabinet and cabinet, serve 
a more general storage function, and parts such as cabinet’s shelf and cabinet’s 
front suggest a design that accommodates electronics and household items, rather 
than exclusively kitchen use.

In Image 1, the cat’s torso is positioned close to the ground, showing a natural, 
relaxed posture. In Image 2, the person’s torso is upright, indicative of standing or a 
bending position while feeding the sheep. In Image 3, the person’s torso is shown 
as bent, suggesting they are kneeling or crouching closer to sheep for interaction.

In Image 1, the presence of the microwave and refrigerator suggests a kitchen 
primarily designed for cooking and food storage. Image 2 features a refrigerator and 
washer, indicating a mixed-use space that accommodates both food storage and 
laundry tasks. Thus, the functionality of Image 2's space extends beyond cooking to 
include laundry capacity.

Figure 1. We introduce the new task of multi-image pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation at both object and part levels. To
support this task, we curate M4SEG, a benchmark providing question-answer pairs alongside image sets annotated with object and part
segmentation masks. Additionally, we propose PRIMA, a model trained on M4SEG, designed to efficiently identify and compare object
functionalities and contextual relationships across scenes.

Abstract

Despite significant advancements in Large Vision-
Language Models (LVLMs), existing pixel-grounding
models operate on single-image settings, limiting their
ability to perform detailed, fine-grained comparisons
across multiple images. Conversely, current multi-image
understanding models lack pixel-level grounding. Our work
addresses this gap by introducing the task of multi-image
pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation, and PRIMA, a
novel LVLM that integrates pixel-level grounding with
robust multi-image reasoning capabilities to produce
contextually rich, pixel-grounded explanations. Central
to PRIMA is an efficient vision module that queries fine-
grained visual representations across multiple images,

reducing TFLOPs by 25.3%. To support training and
evaluation, we curate M4SEG, a new reasoning segmen-
tation benchmark consisting of ∼224K question-answer
pairs that require fine-grained visual understanding across
multiple images. Experimental results demonstrate PRIMA
outperforms state-of-the-art baselines.

1. Introduction

Large Vision-Language Models (LVLMs) have demon-
strated remarkable success in reasoning and perception
tasks, due to their ability to jointly understand and process
visual and textual information. LVLMs leverage large-scale
multimodal data that leads to improved performance on var-
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ious downstream tasks, i.e., question answering [29], im-
age captioning [26, 44], object detection [8], etc. The syn-
ergy between vision and language has also paved the way
for more sophisticated image understanding capabilities, in-
cluding spatial reasoning [7], semantic segmentation [23],
reasoning segmentation [22], etc. These advancements have
enabled precise pixel-level grounding and reasoning refer-
ring to objects within an image, which improves both the
quality and the explainability of the generated response.

Despite these advances in single-image visual percep-
tion, fine-grained comparative analysis across images re-
mains an open challenge, especially in scenarios where un-
derstanding subtle differences or similarities between im-
ages is crucial. Such multi-image understanding is fun-
damentally different from single-image understanding be-
cause different tasks would require a joint understanding
of different visual elements across images. For example,
as shown in Figure 1, depending on the nature of the task,
the model must identify varied fine-grained differences in
visual scenes, such as the presence and functions of ob-
jects, compare objects in terms of spatial arrangements, and
ground part-level functionalities across diverse contexts.

The ability to analyze multi-image contexts allows mod-
els to discern specific visual features that may differ across
instances of the same object, or that serve as distinguishing
features between different objects, enabling a wide range
of applications, from detailed visual analysis (e.g., medical
imaging) to tasks like e-commerce, where comparing prod-
uct details is crucial. Furthermore, fine-grained cross-image
comparisons with pixel-level grounding can also enhance
the interpretability of LVLMs, offering localized visual ex-
planations for why certain visual elements are prioritized.

Existing works on LVLM-based pixel grounding and
reasoning, e.g., LISA [22] or GLaMM [37], have focused
on aligning textual descriptions with specific regions or
pixels within an image. However, they primarily focus
on single-image scenarios, lacking the ability to perform
coherent multi-image reasoning. On the other hand, re-
cent works such as SparklesChat [16] and VPG-C [25]
have explored multi-image understanding by facilitating di-
alogue systems and visual perception across multiple im-
ages. These approaches highlight the importance of cross-
image comparison and dialogue-based understanding but
lack the detailed pixel-level grounding essential for fine-
grained multi-image visual analysis.

To bridge the research gap between multi-image under-
standing and pixel-level grounding, in this work, we in-
troduce the new task of multi-image pixel-grounded rea-
soning segmentation, where given a comparative free-form
question involving two or more images, a model must pro-
duce a natural language response accompanied by pixel-
level grounding of the relevant objects and parts. To our
knowledge, this is the first work to formalize this com-
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Figure 2. Computational Efficiency Comparison. TFLOPs vs.
mIoU performance, with marker size representing # tokens/image.
PRIMA outperforms SoTA baselines on M4SEG while using only
57.9 tokens on average, which is approximately 4 times fewer
tokens than LISA (256) and nearly 10 times fewer tokens than
GLaMM (576), reducing TFLOPs over GLaMM by 25.3%.

bined fine-grained reasoning and grounding task. To facil-
itate evaluation in this novel task, we introduce M4SEG,
a new benchmark consisting of ∼224K comparative ques-
tions that require simultaneous reasoning across multiple
images along with corresponding answers grounded on the
objects and part information. M4SEG contains 115 unique
objects and 251 unique parts, with each question-answer
pair featuring multiple cross-image target objects and part
segmentation masks, making it a challenging benchmark for
multi-image pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation. Ad-
ditionally, we propose PRIMA, the first Pixel-gRounded
Multi-Image SegMentation ReAsoning Vision-Language
Model for this task. PRIMA employs an instruction-guided
multi-image adaptation module to reason across multiple
images with fine-grained grounding. Experimental results
demonstrate strong performance and computational effi-
ciency compared to state-of-the-art baselines (Figure 2). In
summary, the contributions of this work are as follows:
• We propose the novel task of multi-image pixel-grounded

reasoning segmentation, which necessitates fine-grained
comparison and contextual understanding across multiple
images at the pixel level, requiring models to produce re-
sponses grounded in specific objects and parts.

• We introduce M4SEG, a new challenging benchmark with
over 224K multi-image QA pairs, annotated with multiple
object and part segmentation masks to enable and evalu-
ate pixel-grounded multi-image visual understanding.

• We propose PRIMA, a vision-language model specifi-
cally designed for this new task. Unlike existing models,
PRIMA excels in generating natural language responses
accompanied by contextually grounded segmentations
across multiple images. PRIMA is optimized for compu-
tational efficiency by incorporating a cross-modal atten-
tion mechanism, which enables instruction-guided align-
ment of relevant visual features across images, reducing
overhead while maintaining high accuracy in pixel-level
reasoning. Extensive experiments demonstrate PRIMA’s
performance and efficiency against strong baselines.



2. Related Work

LVLMs have made significant strides in reasoning, seg-
mentation, and multimodal understanding. However, as
summarized in Table 1, existing models either gener-
ate ungrounded responses or perform single-image pixel-
grounding, restricting their utility for fine-grained multi-
image visual reasoning tasks. Our work aims to address
this gap with a new multi-image pixel-grounding reasoning
segmentation task that supports detailed, cross-image com-
parisons and contextual reasoning for objects and parts.

2.1. Large Vision Language Models (LVLMs)

Recent advancements have broadened the research focus
from traditional text-only language models to models inte-
grating both visual and textual information, thereby enhanc-
ing multimodal reasoning capabilities. Models like LLaVA
[29], BLIP-2 [26], and Flamingo [1] have explored com-
bining visual and language modalities through various in-
tegration techniques, from embedding visual features into
the LLM input space to deeper fusion within intermedi-
ate layers. Other developments, such as Kosmos-2 [33],
Shikra [5], and Ferret [55], have introduced object local-
ization tasks to enhance visual comprehension, while Emu
[42], CogVLM [45], and DreamLLM [14] have focused on
incorporating visual generation capabilities.

Building on this foundation, various methods have
emerged to further enhance LVLM reasoning. VICL
[67] aligns relevant visual examples with text prompts to
improve prediction accuracy without parameter updates,
while ViGoR [52] enhances visual grounding through fine-
grained reward modeling, leveraging both human feedback
and automated visual perception tools for better alignment
between generated text and image content. STIC [13] em-
ploys a two-stage self-training process by generating pref-
erence datasets from unlabeled images and fine-tuning the
model on this data, enhancing comprehension without the
need for pre-labeled inputs. Multimodal-CoT [64] extends
chain-of-thought prompting to multimodal inputs to im-
prove logical coherence across modalities, while MVP [34]
addresses hallucinations with a multi-view multi-path rea-
soning mechanism that selects accurate answers. However,
these models primarily focus on high-level reasoning, un-
like specialized segmentation approaches that improve the
capabilities LVLMs to perform pixel-level understanding.

2.2. LVLM-Based Multi-Image Understanding

Recent developments in LVLM-based multi-image under-
standing have introduced various methods aimed at en-
hancing fine-grained reasoning, cross-modal interactions,
and multimodal dialogues. SparklesChat [16] and VPG-
C [25] improve coherence across images in multimodal
instruction-following tasks by integrating multiple images

Dataset (Model, Venue) Objects Parts Seg.
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l AS-V2 (ASMv2, ECCV-24) [46] ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗

LVIS-Ground (Groma, ECCV-24) [30] ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗
MANTIS-INSTRUCT (MANTIS, CVPR-24) [18] ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓
MMRA (arXiv-24) [50] ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓
CompBench (NeurIPS-24) [20] ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓
M4-Instruct (LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave, CVPR-24) [24] ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓
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FP-RefCOCO (SESAME, CVPR-24) [51] ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
RecapD (RGPT, CVPR-24) [15] ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
MUSE (PixelLM, CVPR-24) [39] ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
LLM-Seg40K (LLM-Seg, CVPR-24) [43] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
MMR (M2SA, under review ICLR-25) [3] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
MGSC (MGLMM, arXiv-23) [66] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
MRES-32M (UniRES, CVPR-24) [47] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
GranD (GLaMM, CVPR-24) [37] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗
ReasonSeg (LISA, CVPR-24) [22] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗

M4SEG (ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 1. Comparison of existing benchmarks and mod-
els for Vision-Language Reasoning and Segmentation. Each
dataset/model is evaluated on reasoning capabilities, multi-image
understanding, and its focus on object and part-level understand-
ing. The first column differentiates datasets that provide pixel-
level annotations, and conversely, models that can perform finer-
grained reasoning, from those that operate primarily at an image
level. Our proposed benchmark (M4SEG) and LVLM (PRIMA)
uniquely offer multi-image pixel-grounded conversational reason-
ing capabilities at both object and part levels.

into dialogue at the word level and generating intermediate-
layer guidance to enrich visual reasoning, respectively.
CaD-VI [28] and Leopard [17] both enhance comprehen-
sion of relationships between images, with CaD-VI focus-
ing on structured visual comparisons between image pairs
and Leopard leveraging an adaptive high-resolution encod-
ing module for text-rich, multi-image tasks. To address
challenges in handling diverse modalities and long image
sequences, methods such as MMMModal [68], LLaVA-
NeXT-Interleave [24], and MANTIS [18] employ inter-
leaving techniques to facilitate richer multi-modal reason-
ing. MMMModal aligns visual and audio data for complex,
context-aware interactions, while LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave
integrates images, videos, and 3D data to capture intri-
cate visual relationships. In contrast, MANTIS uses in-
terleaved text and images to develop co-reference, rea-
soning, and temporal understanding. mPLUG-Owl3 [54]
and LongLLaVA [48] address long image-sequence under-
standing using cross-attention mechanisms and hybrid ar-
chitectures to scale model performance for up to 1000 im-
ages. These approaches underscore the need for cross-
image comparisons and dialogue-based understanding, but
they lack the detailed pixel-level grounding required for
fine-grained visual analysis.

2.3. LVLM-Based Pixel Grounding

In the pursuit of enabling LVLMs to generate segmenta-
tion masks, several methods have been proposed to tackle
challenges in pixel-level grounding. GPT4ROI [60], Fer-
ret [56], Osprey [57] are multi-modal models that process
images with bounded regions and text prompts, using tech-
niques like spatial instruction tuning, hybrid region repre-
sentations, mask-text tuning, and localized visual tokeniza-



Input Images Output Masks

SAM Encoder SAM Decoder

Linear[SEG] Tokens

EVA-CLIP

Linear

DINOv2

Cross-Attention

Q-Former

LLM
LoRA

Input Text: How do the functions of the tables relate to the 
surrounding objects in the images?

Output Text
In Image 1, the table [SEG] serves as a 
central piece for the various chairs 
around it, including chair [SEG], chair 
[SEG], chair [SEG], and chair [SEG], 
likely for communal or dining purposes. 
In Image 2, there is no table but the bed 
[SEG] and desk [SEG] are central, with 
the desk supporting tasks through 
components like drawer [SEG]. In Image 
3, the desk [SEG] functions as a 
workspace, supported by objects such 
as the lamp [SEG] and computer [SEG].

Queries

Figure 3. Overview of the proposed PRIMA architecture. PRIMA integrates a multi-image vision encoder that combines DINOv2 for
dense semantic feature extraction and Q-Former’s selective query-based cross-attention to fuse relevant representations across images.
The encoder outputs are mapped to a shared semantic space to facilitate precise pixel-level multi-image grounding. Leveraging a LoRA-
finetuned language model and a SAM-based decoder, PRIMA dynamically generates segmentation masks corresponding to objects and
parts referenced in natural language queries, supporting pixel-grounded reasoning in complex multi-image tasks.

tion to deliver precise, context-rich descriptions for detailed
visual reasoning. On the other hand, BRAVE [19] and Mini-
Gemini [27] enhance vision-language models by broaden-
ing visual encoding and integrating dual-resolution inputs,
respectively, to improve holistic image understanding and
reasoning-based text generation, though they do not address
pixel-level segmentation.

Another line of research has significantly advanced seg-
mentation grounding through multimodal models that blend
language and vision, each with unique methods for gener-
alization and precision. Models like PSALM [63], OMG-
LLaVA [61], NExT-Chat [58], and GROUNDHOG [62]
leverage mask decoders, bounding boxes, holistic segmen-
tation, and pixel-level grounding to support complex seg-
mentation across varied object localizations. LISA [22]
pioneered referring segmentation by embedding a [SEG]
token within the language model for targeted segmenta-
tion responses, later extended by LISA++ [53], which
added instance segmentation and multi-turn dialogue. Pix-
elLM [39] further refines precision with a lightweight de-
coder for multi-target segmentation. GLaMM [37] en-
hances flexibility by supporting both textual and visual
prompts, enabling seamless multi-turn segmentation inter-
actions. While these approaches significantly improved
pixel-level visual grounding and reasoning segmentation,
they primarily target single-image scenarios and lack the
capability for coherent multi-image reasoning, specifically
w.r.t. generating natural language responses grounded in
multiple object and part segmentation masks across images.
We propose PRIMA to address this critical gap and establish
M4SEG as a new benchmark that supports training and eval-

uation for this new multi-image pixel-grounded reasoning
segmentation task.

3. Method
3.1. Problem Definition

In multi-image pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation, we
are given a natural language prompt TP and NI images
I={I1, · · · , INI

}, where each image Ij ∈ R3×Hj×Wj is of
height Hj and width Wj . The objective is to generate a re-
sponse that addresses the query by grounding relevant noun
phrases in segmentation masks across the series of images.
The resulting response includes sets of grounded segments
G={G1, · · · ,GNI

}, with each Gj =
{
gj1, · · · ,gjGj

}
∈

RGj×Hj×Wj containing Gj text groundings associated with
image j. These groundings correspond to a set of segmenta-
tion masks M: specifically, for image j, the groundings Gj

map to a set of binary masks Mj =
{
mj1, · · · ,mjGj

}
∈

{0, 1}Gj×Hj×Wj , where a pixel in mji is assigned the value
1 if it covers the visual element associated with grounding
gji in image j, and 0 otherwise. Each image may corre-
spond to any number of masks, including zero, provided
that there is at least one grounding in the response. In other
words, Gj ≥ 0 for any image j and

∑NI

j=1 Gj ≥ 1.
To accomplish this task, we propose PRIMA, a model

that integrates an LVLM L and a segmentation decoder
S. Here, the model response TPRIMA = L (TP , I) in-
herently enables grounding via special tags that enclose
the grounded noun phrases in G and segmentation tokens
S ⊂ TPRIMA immediately following G. The segmentation
masks M are obtained from embedded information in S us-



ing decoder S, formalized as M=S(I,S).

3.2. PRIMA Architecture

Our PRIMA architecture, as illustrated in Figure 3, con-
sists of an LVLM backbone and a vision module that incor-
porates self-supervised semantic features, alongside a seg-
mentation module for pixel grounding.
Large Vision-Language Model L. To enable multimodal
understanding for text generation, we integrate a pretrained
Vicuna-7B architecture [9] L = {E , fi–t} with a vision
module E and an image-to-text projection layer fi–t that
aligns visual and text embeddings. The images are first
encoded by E : R3×H×W 7→ RLI×DI to get image em-
beddings IE = E(I) ∈ RNI×LI×DI with sequence length
LI and hidden size DI . These embeddings are then passed
into fi–t : RDI 7→ RD to obtain Iproj = fi–t (IE) in the
language model space of hidden size D, which are then
interleaved within the embedded text prompt Tembed =
fL embed (TP ) ∈ RLT×D to form multimodal embeddings
T ∈ R(LT+NI ·LI)×D to be fed into the Vicuna backbone.

In practice, given a text prompt or instruction, we
prepend it with a sentence that activates the model’s
visual processing, e.g., “The <image> (IMAGE1),
<image> (IMAGE2), and <image> (IMAGE3)
provide an overview of the pictures,”
where each <image> token is replaced with the corre-
sponding projected image embeddings Iproj ∈ RNI×LI×D,
and the remaining prompt content is embedded via a
standard text embedding layer fL embed. The LVLM is
trained to generate text that combines reasoning about the
question with information necessary for pixel grounding.
Vision Module E . To enable efficient multi-image under-
standing, we propose utilizing BLIP-2’s Q-Former cross-
attention mechanism [26] to query image representations
from visual foundation models. Standard LLaVA-style
LVLMs [22, 24, 37] incorporate a CLIP image encoder [35]
alongside a simple linear projection layer to bring visual in-
formation to the language space. However, this preserves
the image embeddings’ sequence lengths, which are often
large (e.g., 256 [22] or 576 [37]) and may quickly become
expensive as the number of images grows. On the other
hand, Q-Former has demonstrated strong results when used
in tandem with LVLMs [11], especially in multi-image un-
derstanding [25], while having a much shorter sequence
length. Therefore, we leverage Q-Former, which uses a set
of query tokens alongside an optional text prompt, to extract
visual representations from image features before project-
ing and feeding them into our PRIMA architecture.

Formally, we construct the pre-projection embeddings
from I using our vision module E , i.e., IE = E(I). Given
image features IV = V(I) ∈ RNI×LE×DE from an im-
age encoder module V , we employ Q-Former to query ef-
ficient embeddings from IV , utilizing a set of learnable

query tokens q ∈ RLq×DI and the embedded text TQ =
fQ-Former embed (TP ) ∈ RLQ×DI . Specifically, we use the
concatenation of these embeddings as the query and IV as
the and value for Q-Former to fuse representations:

IE = Q-Former (q⊕TQ, IV) ∈ RNI×LI×DI ,

where LI = Lq + LQ and ⊕ denotes concatenation.
Semantic Feature Extractor. To further improve fine-
grained object understanding and segmentation, we pro-
pose leveraging semantic features from self-supervised Vi-
sion Transformers, specifically the DINO series [4, 12, 32].
These features have been shown to contain strong semantic
signals useful for object-part understanding, particularly in
tasks like semantic correspondence, co-segmentation, and
co-part segmentation [2, 59]. To accomplish this, our vision
module V = {CLIP,DINO,Cross-Attention} is composed
of a Cross-Attention layer to fuse inputs from CLIP and
DINO. We first obtain global features from an EVA-CLIP-
g/14 model [41] to get ICLIP = CLIP(I) ∈ RNI×LC×DC .
Simultaneously, we also process input images through a
pretrained DINOv2-L model with registers [12] to extract
semantic features: IDINO = DINO(I) ∈ RNI×LD×DD . We
then employ cross-attention to fuse these features with ICLIP
as the query and IDINO as the key and value to get:

IV =Cross-Attention (ICLIP, IDINO) ∈ RNI×LC×DC .

Finally, IV is passed to the Q-Former to obtain image
embeddings IE , as discussed in the previous section. We
finetune the pretrained query tokens q to imbue them with
semantic understanding of the DINOv2 features.
Pixel Grounding. We equip PRIMA with pixel ground-
ing capabilities by incorporating SAM [21], a robust pre-
trained open-world segmentation model capable of gen-
erating segmentation masks from diverse types of input
prompts, including text. To leverage this, we follow past
works [22, 37] that utilize the LVLM’s text space by train-
ing a new token, [SEG], whose final hidden state serves as
the prompt for the segmentation model, alongside the en-
coded images. Consequently, each grounded noun phrase
gji in the LVLM’s output is paired with its unique [SEG]
token. To distinguish tokens associated with different im-
ages, we append an image identifier to each segmentation
token, e.g., [SEG] (IMAGE2). Finally, to clearly delin-
eate noun phrases within the text output, we train a pair of
grounding tokens, <p> and </p>, to enclose each noun
phrase. After text generation, we pass the [SEG] tokens,
alongside the corresponding SAM-encoded image embed-
dings, into the finetuned SAM decoder for segmentation.

Formally, from the generated output, we obtain the em-
beddings S = {S1, · · · ,SNI

} of the segmentation tokens
[SEG], each Sj =

{
sj1, · · · , sjGj

}
∈ RGj×D contain-

ing the Gj segmentation tokens corresponding to the j-th
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Figure 4. M4SEG distribution plots for (a) objects, (b) parts, and (c) segmentation targets. Here, (a) and (b) illustrates the frequency
of the i-th object and i-th part respectively, sorted by frequency, while (c) shows the percentage of answers containing m masks.

M4SEG Train Test

# QA pairs 224,393 5,000
# Unique objects 115 114
# Unique parts 251 214
Average # object targets per QA 2.74 2.87
Average # part targets per QA 3.09 3.17
Average # total targets per QA 5.83 6.03

Table 2. M4SEG Dataset Summary Statistics.

image. We then feed these through a text-to-segmentation
projection layer ft–s : RD 7→ RDS to bring the tokens
to the SAM model S’s encoding space of hidden size DS

and get Sencode = ft–s (S). We also encode the images I
with S’s frozen encoder Sencode : R3×H×W 7→ RDS to
get Isegmentation = Sencode(I). Finally, we obtain segmenta-
tion masks M via the finetuned SAM decoder Sdecode by
M=Sdecode(Isegmentation,Sencode).
Training Objective PRIMA is trained for text generation
using a standard next-token prediction cross-entropy loss,
denoted as Ltext. The segmentation decoder is optimized
with a combination of Dice loss (LDice) [31] and focal
loss (Lfocal) [40] as employed in prior works [21, 22, 37].
The overall training objective is defined as L = αLtext +
βLDice + γLfocal, where α, β, and γ are hyperparameters.

4. M4SEGDataset
As summarized in Table 1, existing benchmarks either
do not contain part-level information [18, 24, 39], seg-
mentation masks [18, 24] or multiple images [3, 37, 39].
Given the lack of multi-image understanding benchmarks
for pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation, we introduce
M4SEG, a novel dataset that enables the evaluation of large
vision-language models on this task. Contrary to previ-
ous works, our proposed benchmark has open-set question-
answer pairs that incorporate object- and part-level informa-
tion with corresponding segmentation masks and bounding
boxes across multiple images.

Figure 1 presents several examples of our dataset, il-
lustrating the diversity and complexity of comparisons re-

quired at varied reasoning levels. For instance, in the
first example, chairs and tables appear in different contexts
across three images, with the answer capturing their distinct
functions—dining, storage, and workspace—along with the
corresponding segmented masks. In another example, our
M4SEG dataset includes comparisons of objects based on
subtle part-level differences, such as variations in the animal
and people poses across different images. The open-world
nature of examples makes M4SEG a challenging reasoning
segmentation benchmark that requires complex cross-image
visual co-reference, relational reasoning, and grounding at
both object and part-level specificities.

Dataset Construction: We utilize three publicly available
datasets that contain object- and part-level segmentation
masks, ADE20K-Part-234 [49, 65], Pascal-Part [6], and
PACO-LVIS [36], to synthesize multi-image comparison
question-answer pairs using the GPT-4o API. For each im-
age in these datasets, we sample a set of pairs and triplets
of images, ensuring that (1) images represent similar scenes
in terms of background or activities, and (2) they contain
comparable objects in the scenes that may share some sim-
ilarity but are not completely identical. We then pass each
sampled image set along with their associated bounding
box information for the annotated objects and parts to the
GPT-4o API and generate question-answer pairs. We ensure
that each question requires multi-image reasoning and en-
gages implicit relational understanding, while each answer
grounds specific objects and parts across the images. Apart
from meticulously designed prompts, we apply a series of
filtering steps to further ensure data quality. Specifically, we
exclude responses that lack grounding information across
multiple images, questions and answers referring to objects
or parts not present in the images, and responses involving
more than 16 segmentation masks.

The final M4SEG data consists of 224k question-answer
(QA) pairs. Figure 4 and Table 2 present detailed statistics
and distributions of objects, parts, and targets in the dataset.
Each QA pair corresponds to an average of 6 targets (objects
or parts), with the maximum number in a QA pair reaching
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Figure 5. Recall comparison for (a) # objects and (b) # target masks in images.

Segmentation Reasoning Computation

Model mIoU↑ Recall↑ SS↑ SIoU↑ TFLOPS↓ Throughput↑
LISA 21.9 10.8 24.5 22.2 88.9 5.20
GLaMM 36.4 22.9 43.2 38.6 83.0 3.37
PRIMA (ours) 38.5 25.0 46.3 42.0 62.0 5.79

∆Ours - GLaMM +2.1↑ +2.1↑ +3.1↑ +3.4↑ -25.3%↓ +71.8%↑

Table 3. Experimental Results on M4SEG. We report perfor-
mance metrics for segmentation (mIoU and Recall) and reasoning
(Semantic Similarity and S-IoU) to evaluate each model’s ability
in multi-image pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation. Compu-
tational efficiency metrics (TFLOPs and #samples/sec.) showcase
PRIMA’s optimized processing for multi-image tasks.

up to 16. These targets are identified at both object and part
levels, making M4SEG a valuable resource for advancing
models in fine-grained multi-image visual understanding.
Additional details are provided in Appendix A.

5. Experiments
To the best of our knowledge, PRIMA is the first model ca-
pable of addressing complex coarse to fine-grained pixel
reasoning tasks that involve multiple targets across multi-
ple images. To establish baselines, we adapt two state-of-
the-art LVLMs, LISA [22] and GLAMM [37] to take mul-
tiple images as inputs. Specifically, we append image iden-
tifiers (e.g., (IMAGE2)) to the segmentation tokens in the
input to differentiate tokens from distinct images, then re-
trieve image-specific segmentation tokens to generate the
corresponding masks using SAM. For a fair comparison,
we finetune all three models on M4SEG using the same hy-
perparameters. Each model is fine-tuned for 30 epochs with
a batch size of 4, using four A100-40GB GPUs. Follow-
ing prior works [37, 57], we employ multiple metrics to
evaluate the generated segmentation masks and natural lan-
guage responses, including mIoU, Recall, Semantic Simi-
larity (SS), and S-IoU. Details are provided in Appendix B.

5.1. Experimental Results

Table 3 compares PRIMA against reasoning segmentation
baselines. We observe that PRIMA improves both seg-
mentation and reasoning performance. Specifically, in the
segmentation-based metrics, PRIMA achieves 2.1 percent-
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Figure 6. Recall vs. object visibility comparison.

age improvements over the next best baseline. Similarly,
for the reasoning metrics, PRIMA improves performance by
up to 3.4 percentage points over the next best baseline.
Computational efficiency: Figure 2 and Table 3 high-
light the computational efficiency of PRIMA, compared to
baselines. PRIMA achieves a notable 25.3% reduction in
TFLOPs compared to GLaMM, with a mIoU improve-
ment of 2.1%, indicating that PRIMA not only enhances
performance but significantly reduces computational over-
head. Additionally, PRIMA uses 10 times fewer tokens
than GLaMM, resulting in a throughput relative increase of
71.8% (# samples per second). These results demonstrate
the proposed PRIMA model’s optimized design for multi-
image pixel-grounded reasoning tasks.

5.2. Ablation Experiments

Number of objects in the images: In Figure 5 (left plot),
we observe that models perform worse as the number of
objects in the images grows, which indicates that crowded
scenes pose a significant challenge. PRIMA consistently
outperforms GLaMM in most cases, demonstrating its ro-
bustness in handling higher object density.
Number of target masks: In Figure 5 (right plot), we also
observe that model performance degrades with the number
of target masks in the images, which is expected since it
implies a more complex task. Nonetheless, PRIMA consis-
tently outperforms baselines even in more challenging sce-
narios with a larger number of target masks.
Object visibility: In Figure 6, we observe that model per-
formance improves as the visibility of the objects in input



Q: How do the parts contribute to the structural stability of the stool in the first image and the lamp in the second image?
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In the first image, the leg of the stool provides support for the seat ,

contributing to overall stability. In the second image, the base of the
lamp supports the pipe and shade , ensuring it stands upright.

In the first image, the leg of the stool provides structural support
by connecting the seat to the ground, ensuring stability. In the second
image, the base of the lamp serves a similar supportive function,
ensuring the lamp stands upright and maintains its position.
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In the first image, the stool has parts like leg and seat that provide
stability and support, enabling it to stand upright. In the second image,
the lamp has parts like base and shade that ensure it remains upright
and serves its function of illuminating the space.

In the first image, the leg of the stool provides stability by supporting
the stool’s weight and maintaining an upright position. In the second
image, the pipe of the lamp contributes to its stability by supporting
the lamp’s structure and ensuring it stands upright.

Figure 7. Qualitative Results. PRIMA exhibits strong qualitative performance in both segmentation and reasoning, surpassing GLaMM,
which shows weak reasoning skills, and LISA, which underperforms in segmentation.

Q-Former DINOv2 mIoU Recall SS SIoU

✗ ✗ 36.4 22.9 43.2 38.6
✗ ✓ 38.5 25.2 47.4 42.9
✓ ✗ 37.9 25.4 46.2 41.2
✓ ✓ 38.5 25.0 46.3 42.0

Table 4. Ablation on PRIMA components. Both Q-Former
and DINOv2 modules enhance PRIMA’s ability to generate high-
quality visually grounded responses.

images increases. Object visibility is computed based on
the ratio of the object’s mask area to the total image area,
weighted by the relative scale disparity among multiple ob-
jects within a scene. PRIMA consistently outperforms both
GLaMM and LISA across all visibility ranges.
Contribution of the proposed modules: The ablation
study in Table 4 demonstrates the individual and com-
bined impact of the Q-Former and DINOv2 modules on
PRIMA’s performance. When neither module is used,
PRIMA achieves the lowest scores across all metrics, high-
lighting the necessity of these components for effective
grounding and reasoning. Notably, DINOv2 contributes
more substantially to fine-grained visual understanding,
with a 2.1 and 4.3 percentage increase in mIoU and SIoU
due to its inclusion, compared to a 1.5 and 2.6 percentage
increase due to Q-Former’s inclusion. While including only

the DINOv2 features without the Q-Former achieves bet-
ter results in some of the metrics, the absence of the Q-
Former module makes the model significantly more expen-
sive computationally. Specifically, PRIMA reduces the num-
ber of floating point operations by 37.6% TFLOPS (62.04
vs. 99.29) and increases the throughput by 88.0% samples
per second (5.79 vs. 3.08), leading to much faster training
and inference time. Therefore, we use Q-Former+DINOv2
as our main model for PRIMA.

5.3. Qualitative Analsysis

Figure 7 shows a qualitative comparison between PRIMA,
GLaMM, LISA, and Ground Truth data. The top row in the
table shows the questions posed to the models, while the
corresponding images display the answers and segmenta-
tion masks generated by each model, alongside the Ground
Truth reference. For clarity, we use the same colors for
segmentation masks as the highlighted text corresponding
to the object/part. Results demonstrate that PRIMA outper-
forms both baselines in segmentation tasks, while also pro-
viding more accurate answers. In contrast, GLaMM and
LISA confuse the reasoning for the stability of the stool and
lamp, respectively, while LISA demonstrates slightly better
reasoning than GLaMM.



6. Conclusion
In this work, we introduce the new task of multi-image
pixel-grounded reasoning segmentation. To support train-
ing and evaluation, we release the M4SEG benchmark, lay-
ing the foundation for future research in multi-image pixel-
grounding LVLMs. Finally, we propose PRIMA, a novel
vision-language reasoning segmentation model that com-
bines pixel-level grounding with multi-image reasoning ca-
pabilities. Experimental results demonstrate PRIMA’s supe-
rior performance and efficiency over SoTA baselines. We
hope this work encourages future vision-language applica-
tions in real-world, complex reasoning tasks.
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Jégou, Hervé and Mairal, Julien and Bojanowski, Piotr and
Joulin, Armand. Emerging Properties in Self-Supervised Vi-
sion Transformers. In International Conference on Com-
puter Vision, 2021. 5

[5] Chen, Keqin and Zhang, Zhao and Zeng, Weili and Zhang,
Richong and Zhu, Feng and Zhao, Rui. Shikra: Unleash-
ing Multimodal LLM’s Referential Dialogue Magic. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2306.15195, 2023. 3

[6] Chen, Xianjie and Mottaghi, Roozbeh and Liu, Xiaobai and
Fidler, Sanja and Urtasun, Raquel and Yuille, Alan. Detect
What You Can: Detecting and Representing Objects using
Holistic Models and Body Parts. In IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2014. 6, 1

[7] Chen, Yen-Chun and Li, Linjie and Yu, Licheng and El
Kholy, Ahmed and Ahmed, Faisal and Gan, Zhe and Cheng,

Yu and Liu, Jingjing. UNITER: UNiversal Image-TExt Rep-
resentation Learning. In European Conference on Computer
Vision, 2020. 2

[8] Cheng, Tianheng and Song, Lin and Ge, Yixiao and Liu,
Wenyu and Wang, Xinggang and Shan, Ying. YOLO-
World: Real-Time Open-Vocabulary Object Detection. In
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2024. 2

[9] Chiang, Wei-Lin and Li, Zhuohan and Lin, Zi and Sheng,
Ying and Wu, Zhanghao and Zhang, Hao and Zheng, Lian-
min and Zhuang, Siyuan and Zhuang, Yonghao and Gonza-
lez, Joseph E. and Stoica, Ion and Xing, Eric P. Vicuna: An
Open-Source Chatbot Impressing GPT-4 with 90%* Chat-
GPT Quality, 2023. 5

[10] Conti, Alessandro and Fini, Enrico and Mancini, Massim-
iliano and Rota, Paolo and Wang, Yiming and Ricci, Elisa.
Vocabulary-free Image Classification. In Conference on Neu-
ral Information Processing Systems, 2023. 2

[11] Dai, Wenliang and Li, Junnan and Li, Dongxu and Tiong,
Anthony Meng Huat and Zhao, Junqi and Wang, Weisheng
and Li, Boyang and Fung, Pascale and Hoi, Steven. Instruct-
BLIP: Towards General-purpose Vision-Language Models
with Instruction Tuning. In Conference on Neural Informa-
tion Processing Systems, 2023. 5

[12] Darcet, Timothée and Oquab, Maxime and Mairal, Julien
and Bojanowski, Piotr. Vision Transformers Need Regis-
ters. In International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, 2024. 5

[13] Deng, Yihe and Lu, Pan and Yin, Fan and Hu, Ziniu and
Shen, Sheng and Zou, James and Chang, Kai-Wei and
Wang, Wei. Enhancing Large Vision Language Models
with Self-Training on Image Comprehension. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2405.19716, 2024. 3

[14] Dong, Runpei and Han, Chunrui and Peng, Yuang and Qi,
Zekun and Ge, Zheng and Yang, Jinrong and Zhao, Liang
and Sun, Jianjian and Zhou, Hongyu and Wei, Haoran and
others. DreamLLM: Synergistic Multimodal Comprehen-
sion and Creation. In International Conference on Learning
Representations, 2024. 3

[15] Guo, Qiushan and De Mello, Shalini and Yin, Hongxu and
Byeon, Wonmin and Cheung, Ka Chun and Yu, Yizhou and
Luo, Ping and Liu, Sifei. RegionGPT: Towards Region Un-
derstanding Vision Language Model. In IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024. 3

[16] Huang, Yupan and Meng, Zaiqiao and Liu, Fangyu and
Su, Yixuan and Collier, Nigel and Lu, Yutong. Sparkles:
Unlocking Chats Across Multiple Images for Multimodal
Instruction-Following Models. In ICLR Workshop on Nav-
igating and Addressing Data Problems for Foundation Mod-
els, 2024. 2, 3

[17] Jia, Mengzhao and Yu, Wenhao and Ma, Kaixin and Fang,
Tianqing and Zhang, Zhihan and Ouyang, Siru and Zhang,
Hongming and Jiang, Meng and Yu, Dong. LEOPARD: A
Vision Language Model For Text-Rich Multi-Image Tasks.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.01744, 2024. 3

[18] Jiang, Dongfu and He, Xuan and Zeng, Huaye and Wei,
Cong and Ku, Max and Liu, Qian and Chen, Wenhu. MAN-



TIS: Interleaved Multi-Image Instruction Tuning. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2405.01483, 2024. 3, 6
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Supplementary Material

A. M4SEG Dataset Construction

A.1. Seed Datasets

• ADE20K-Part-234 [49, 65]: The ADE20K-Part-234
dataset [49] provides part-level annotations of 44 ob-
jects and 234 parts, derived from the widely used
SceneParse150 subset of the ADE20K [65] dataset by se-
lecting the objects with more than one frequently anno-
tated part and merging duplicated parts.

• Pascal-Part [6]: The PASCAL-Part dataset is an en-
hanced PASCAL VOC 2010 [6] dataset by adding seg-
mentation masks for each object’s body parts and silhou-
ette annotations for categories without consistent parts.

• PACO-LVIS [36]: PACO-LVIS [36] is a detection dataset
derived from LVIS images, providing rich annotations,
including part masks, object categories, object-part cat-
egories, and attributes, for 75 object classes.

A.2. Dataset Sampling

Feature Extraction. To find similar images, we first extract
DINOv2 [32] features DINO(Ii) corresponding to each im-
age sample Ii. We then define the distance between two
image samples Ii and Ij using the cosine distance

d(Ii, Ij) = 1− DINO(Ii)

∥DINO(Ii)∥
· DINO(Ij)

∥DINO(Ij)∥
. (1)

To ensure the diversity and relevance of the image sets in
the dataset, for each image, we sample a set containing 2 or
3 related images according to the following two criteria:
Nearest Neighbor Sampling: For each image in the
dataset, we sample n = {1, 2} images from its k-nearest
neighbors, where k is empirically set to 20. This ensures
that the M4SEG dataset contains image sets that compare
objects and parts in similar scenes.
Object-Category based Sampling: We also manually an-
notate all possible object pairs across the three datasets
by evaluating whether comparisons between objects from
given categories are meaningful. For each object, we then
sample all images containing at least one occurrence of that
object. Next, we filter images containing objects from rel-
evant categories and randomly sample n = {2, 3} images
from the remaining k2-nearest neighbors, where k2 is em-
pirically set to 5. This criterion ensures that the M4SEG
dataset consists of image sets that compare objects and parts
that are closely related.

A.3. Question-Answer Pair Generation

We use the GPT-4o API (gpt-4o-2024-08-06) to generate
question-answer pairs for the sampled image sets. We em-
ploy a temperature of 1.0 to maintain a balance between
correctness and diversity. We carefully design a prompt to
generate 3-5 question-answer pairs per image set.

To ensure precise identification and referencing, in each
prompt, we provide the GPT-4o model with a complete
list of all the objects and parts, along with their associ-
ated bounding-box information. To distinguish multiple in-
stances of the same object or part, we append unique iden-
tifiers to their names in the format NAME XYY for objects
and NAME XYYZZ for parts. Here, the first digit X de-
notes the image the annotation belongs to. The next two
digits YY provide a unique identifier for the object within
that image. Similarly, the last two digits ZZ denote a unique
identifier for the part in that image. These identifiers are
later used to extract the corresponding grounding informa-
tion during data preprocessing.

A.4. Dataset Filtering

Despite careful curation of image sets and prompts, the
GPT-4o API occasionally produces erroneous question-
answer pairs due to hallucinations, instruction-following er-
rors, and related issues. Consequently, to ensure the quality
of the M4SEG dataset, we implement a robust filtering strat-
egy to eliminate faulty question-answer pairs. Specifically:
(a) we discard questions that merely list objects or parts in
the images without grounding; (b) we filter out questions
referencing locations as bounding boxes; (c) we filter pairs
where answers do not encompass all provided images; (d)
we retain only pairs where answers include at least one seg-
mentation mask from each of the images; and (e) we ex-
clude pairs mentioning objects or parts not present in the
images. This process discards 38,873 question-answer pairs
(14.74% of the dataset).

B. Evaluation Metrics

Mean Intersection over Union (mIoU) [21]: mIoU is
a key metric to determine how accurately the model is
predicting the segmentation boundaries by providing the
average overlap between the predicted segmentation masks
and the ground truth masks across all classes.
Recall [37]: Recall is a metric that reflects the model’s
ability to capture all relevant instances by measuring the
ratio of true positive instances correctly identified by a



model from all the actual positive instances. In particular,
we follow recent work [37] to obtain true positives by
(1) identifying predictions with IoU values higher than a
threshold of 0.5, and, of these, (2) choosing the prediction
with the highest IoU that also has a SentenceBERT [38]
semantic similarity score over a 0.5 threshold, qualifying it
as a text-mask match, i.e., a true positive.
SS [10]: Following past works [10, 57], we compute
semantic Similarity (SS) as the similarity between pre-
dicted and ground truth labels in the SentenceBERT [38]
embedding space.
S-IoU [10]: Semantic IoU (SIoU) is the word overlap
between predicted and ground truth labels.

C. Implementation Details
We implement and optimize PRIMA using PyTorch, specif-
ically DeepSpeed for efficient parallel training. Our model
is initialized with the GLaMM [37] checkpoint1 and trained
on four NVIDIA A100 GPUs with 40GBs of memory for
30 epochs, each with 500 steps. LoRA layers are used on
attention queries and keys within the LLM and set with rank
8 and a scaling factor of 16. We leverage the AdamW op-
timizer with an initial learning rate of 3e-4 and beta coeffi-
cients of 0.9 and 0.95. We train PRIMA with a batch size of
4 and a gradient accumulation step size of 2.

D. Low Tail Analysis
In this experiment, we study the effect of object and part
frequency on PRIMA’s performance. In Figure 8 (a) and
(b), we observe that both objects and parts in the M4SEG
dataset have a low-tailed distribution, where less frequent
object and part categories exhibit significantly fewer exam-
ples, leading to class imbalance challenges. However, in
Figure 8 (c) and (d), we observe there is no clear pattern
in PRIMA’s performance against either object or part fre-
quency. This shows that PRIMA is robust to the low-tailed
distribution and does not overfit to more frequent categories.

E. PRIMA in the wild
We additionally provide examples of images collected from
the web that PRIMA has not seen during training. In Figure
9, we observe that PRIMA demonstrates strong generaliza-
tion to these unseen images.

1https://huggingface.co/MBZUAI/GLaMM-FullScope.

https://huggingface.co/MBZUAI/GLaMM-FullScope
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Figure 8. Low-tail analysis of objects and parts in M4SEG. (a) and (b) denote the frequency of the objects and parts, demonstrating a
low-tail distribution. (c) and (d) shows PRIMA’s performance across varying object and part frequency levels.

Q: What can I use to have a dinner with my family?

A: The table [SEG] from Image 1, which includes parts
like table's top [SEG] and table's leg [SEG] , to set up a dinner
for the family. The table's size and structure are suitable for
accommodating multiple plates and serving dishes.

Q: What can I use to cut a piece of paper and why?

A:  Scissor [SEG] in Image 2 can be used to cut a piece of
paper. This is because the scissors's blade [SEG] and
scissors's handle [SEG] provide the necessary cutting power
and grip for cutting paper.

Q: Which one can carry more people?

A: The bus [SEG] in Image 1 can carry more people due to its
larger body, as seen in bus's body [SEG], compared to car
[SEG] in Image 2 with car's body [SEG], which is smaller.

Q: Which one is more comfortable to sit on?

A: The armchair [SEG] in Image 1 is more comfortable to sit on
due to its seat base [SEG] and seat [SEG] , which provide a
supportive and cushioned seating surface. In contrast, the
bench [SEG] in Image 2 lacks such cushioning and might be
less comfortable for prolonged sitting.

Figure 9. PRIMA in the wild. Example questions and responses demonstrating PRIMA’s ability to ground multi-image reasoning at a
fine-grained part level on images from the web. For conciseness, we visualize only a few of the segmentation masks [SEG] from the ones
PRIMA generates for these images.
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