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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLMs) have achieved impressive results in knowledge-based Visual Question
Answering (VQA). However existing methods still have challenges: the inability to use external tools
autonomously, and the inability to work in teams. Humans tend to know whether they need to use
external tools when they encounter a new question, e.g., they tend to be able to give a direct answer
to a familiar question, whereas they tend to use tools such as search engines when they encounter
an unfamiliar question. In addition, humans also tend to collaborate and discuss with others to get
better answers. Inspired by this, we propose the multi-agent voting framework. We design three LLM-
based agents that simulate different levels of staff in a team, and assign the available tools according
to the levels. Each agent provides the corresponding answer, and finally all the answers provided by
the agents are voted to get the final answer. Experiments on OK-VQA and A-OKVQA show that our
approach outperforms other baselines by 2.2 and 1.0, respectively.

Keywords: Large language models, Visual question answering, LLM-based agents, Knowledge-based visual
question answering

1 Introduction

Knowledge-based Visual Question Answering
(VQA) places higher demands on the VQA
task, requiring not only understanding of the
image information but also external knowledge.
Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) have
been used for knowledge-based VQA with encour-
aging results due to their robust capabilities.

PICa [1] introduces in-context learning for
knowledge-based VQA. A captioning model is
employed to transform the image into the caption,
and the VQA triplet Image-Question-Answer into

the Context-Question-Answer triplet, thus unify-
ing the input into text and making it comprehensi-
ble to GPT-3. Context refers to the caption. How-
ever PICa still has challenges: the caption may not
cover all the information in the image, and the
accuracy of the prediction is difficult to guarantee
in case of insufficient input information. Prophet
[2] inspires the LLM with a vanilla VQA model. It
uses the vanilla VQA model to generate candidate
answers and adds them into the prompt, expand-
ing PICa triplet Context-Question-Answer into a
quadruple Context-Question-Candidates-Answer.
This further enriches the input information and

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

18
35

1v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 2

4 
D

ec
 2

02
4



therefore achieves better results. However Prophet
is not able to invoke external tools autonomously
and still relies on a single LLM as the inference
engine, and therefore is not capable of teamwork.

In the case of humans, they are often able to
make their own judgements about how to answer
a question and whether they need to use external
tools. If faced with a familiar question, the answer
can often be given directly, whereas if faced with
an unfamiliar question the external tools such as
search engines are required. In addition, humans
can work in teams to get better answers.

Inspired by this, we propose a Multi-Agents
Voting framework based on Large language mod-
els (MAVL). The framework consists of three
different levels of agents. Each agent includes the
planner and tools. The planner allows the agent
to autonomously plan actions and invoke tools.
The tools include: Tool 1) generating candidate
answers using the vanilla VQA model; Tool 2)
retrieving knowledge using the Knowledge Bases
(KBs); Tool 3) generating knowledge using the
LLM. The junior agent can use Tool 1, the senior
agent can use Tool 1 and Tool 2, and the manager
agent can use Tool 1, Tool 2 and Tool 3. For a
task input, the agent will first plan the executable
actions through the planner, and then call the cor-
responding tools to execute according to the plan.
Each agent provides an answer and then all agents
vote for the final answer. The reason we have three
different levels of agents is because the composi-
tion of staff in real teams tends to be different as
well.

To our knowledge, this is the first attempt
of the multi-agents concept in knowledge-based
VQA. The agent elements including planner,
tools, etc. are designed by us. The planner we
designed enables the agent to call the tools
autonomously, and the tools we designed extends
the capabilities for the agent. We also design
a voting strategy that allows all agents to vote
cooperatively to give the final answer. The main
contributions are as follows:

a. We propose a multi-agent framework that con-
sists of different levels of agents, each with a
different available number of tools. All agents
vote to get the final answer.

b. We design the planners for the agents, and each
planner enables the agent to autonomously

generate the action plan and call the corre-
sponding tools to complete the plan.

c. We design different tools for each agent, so
that the agent can have more capabilities, such
as reference answers, knowledge of the KBs,
knowledge of LLM.

d. Experiments on OK-VQA and A-OKVQA
show that our method outperforms the existing
baselines.

2 Related Work

2.1 Visual Question Answering

VQA tasks are multimodal tasks that have
attracted widespread attention. VQA involves the
interdisciplinary study of computer vision [3, 4]
and natural language processing [5]. Recent VQA
studies can be broadly classified into several cate-
gories: good visual features [6, 7], advanced model
structure [8, 9], and efficient learning paradigms
[10–12]. Most of the state-of-the-art approaches
use the Transformer structure [13].

2.2 Knowledge-based VQA

Early knowledge-based VQA benchmarks also
provide KBs. Benchmarks with open-domain
knowledge are later established [14, 15], mean-
ing that any external knowledge can be used to
answer questions. Recently, with the rapid devel-
opment of LLMs, researchers have adopted LLMs
for knowledge-based VQA and achieved impres-
sive results. PICa [16] employs the GPT-3 for
knowledge-based VQA. They adopt a captioning
model to convert images into captions, thus unify-
ing the VQA task into textual form. VQA triplet
are converted by PICa to Context-Question-
Answer. Prophet [17] adopts a vanilla VQA model
to inspire GPT-3, expanding PICa triplet to a
quadruple Context-Question-Candidates-Answer.

2.3 LLM-based Agents

Wang et al [18] provide an overview of LLM-
based agents, proposing a unified framework that
summarises most existing works. Li et al [19] pro-
pose a communicative agent framework that aims
to guide chatting agents through initial prompts.
Qian et al [20] present a virtual software devel-
opment company CHATDEV, which incorporates
agents from different social identities. Crispino et
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al [21] propose a guided agent, thereby improv-
ing the language comprehension and reasoning
abilities under zero-shot conditions. Inspired by
previous works, we propose a multi-agents frame-
work for knowledge-based VQA. The framework
contains multiple agents with different levels to
simulate different roles in a team so that tasks can
be accomplished through cooperation.

3 Preliminaries

In-context learning is a new paradigm for LLMs.
Given the input x, its goal y is inferred conditioned
on the prompt ρ(h, ϵ, x), at each decoding step s:

ys = argmax
ys

pLLM
(
ys | ρ(h, ϵ, x), y<s

)
(1)

where h denotes the prompt head, and
ϵ = {(x1, y1), ..., (xn, yn)} denotes the in-context
examples. PICa is one of the first studies to
use in-context learning for knowledge-based
VQA. PICa converts the image into caption,
thus making the VQA task into text form so
that it can be understood by LLMs. The VQA
triplet Image-Question-Answer is turned into
Context-Question-Answer and Context denotes
the caption. The PICa prompt is formatted as
follows:

Prompt head
Please answer the question according to

the above context.

In-context examples
Context: ci \n Question: qi \n Answer: ai

Test input
Context: c \n Question: q \n Answer:

Prophet further enriches the PICa prompt
with the vanilla VQA model. The triplet Context-
Question-Answer is extended to a quadruple
Context-Question-Candidates-Answer. Similarly,
the prompt can be extended to Context-Question-
Knowledge-Answer by injecting knowledge. We
show some prompts in Figure 1 for understanding.

4 Methodology

Figure 2 illustrates the proposed multi-agents
framework, which includes multiple agents. The
multi-agents framework includes three different

Please answer the question according to the 

context. 

======

Context: Two elephants holding tails walking 

down a city street.

Question: What is out of place in this picture?

Answer: elephant

===

Context: A close up of an elephant standing 

behind a cement wall.

Question: What item in the picture is purported to 

have a great memory?

Answer: elephant

======

Context: A small statue of an elephant is on a 

table.

Question: Why animal is this artifact modeled on?

Answer:

Prompt (Context-Question-Answer )

(a)

Please answer the question according to the context 

and candidate answers. 

======

Context: Two elephants holding tails walking down 

a city street.

Question: What is out of place in this picture?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), dumbo(0.01), 

grey(0.01), animal(0.01), man(0.01) 

Answer: elephant

===

Context: A close up of an elephant standing behind 

a cement wall.

Question: What item in the picture is purported to 

have a great memory?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), trunk(0.70), 

dumbo(0.09), brain(0.08), tusk(0.03)

Answer: elephant

======

Context: A small statue of an elephant is on a table.

Question: Why animal is this artifact modeled on?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), dumbo(0.01), 

cow(0.01), horse(0.01), bear(0.01)

Answer:

Prompt (Context-Question-Candidates-Answer )

(b)

Fig. 1 For better visualisation, we show the prompts
containing two in-context examples. The entire prompt
consists of three parts: the prompt head, the in-context
examples, and the test input. The difference between
the test input and the in-context example is that the
answer is left blank. The first is a prompt that con-
tains Context-Question-Answer. The second adds candi-
date answers to the prompt and expands it to Context-
Question-Candidates-Answer.
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agents, Junior, Senior and Manager. Different
numbers of tools are available for different agents.

4.1 Agent

Before we introduce the multi-agents framework,
we will show a single agent. Figure 3 shows an
overview of the single agent. The agent consists of
two main contributions: the planner and the tools.

For a task input, we first select the in-
context examples for it and construct the
prompt ρ[(h, ϵ(ci, qi, ai), (c, q)], where h denotes
the prompt head, ci, qi, ai denotes the in-context
examples, and c, q denotes the test input. We fol-
low the Prophet [2] for the selection of in-context
examples. We input the initial prompt into the
planner.

Φ = Planner(ρ[(h, ϵ(ci, qi, ai), (c, q)]) (2)

where Φ represents the plan. The plan Φ is
any combination of three executable actions:
A1, A2, A3 i.e. Action 1, Action 2, Action 3. The
three actions are executed using the corresponding
three tools, i.e., Action 1 is executed using Tool 1,
Action 2 is executed using Tool 2, and Action 3 is
executed using Tool 3. Next the action plan will
be executed.

ρf = Execute(Φ ∈ {A1, A2, A3}) (3)

where ρf represents the prompt obtained after
completing the actions. Next ρf is fed into the
LLM to predict the result.

P = LLMinferring(ρf [h, ϵ, x]) (4)

where P represents the prediction.

4.1.1 Tools

Previous studies have demonstrated the effective-
ness of candidate answers. In addition, we have
added two knowledge tools: one for retrieving
knowledge from the KBs and the other for gen-
erating knowledge through LLM. The reason for
designing two knowledge tools is that the knowl-
edge of KBs is limited and it may not be possible
to retrieve all the required knowledge, and gen-
erating knowledge through LLM can play a com-
plementary role. That is, knowledge that cannot

be retrieved from the KBs can be complemented
by generating via LLM. We demonstrate the three
tools. The Tool 1 is to use the vanilla VQA model
to generate candidate answers, the Tool 2 is to
retrieve knowledge from the KBs and the Tool 3 is
to generate knowledge using LLM. Figure 4 shows
an overview of the tools.
Tool 1 (Candidate generator). The candi-
dates are the top-M answers selected from the
answers generated by the vanilla VQA model.
Define Z = {zi}Li=1 as the answer vocabulary and
y as the prediction vector. We take the top-M
answers as candidate answers.

IC = argTop-M
j∈{1,2,...,L}

yj (5)

where IC denotes the index set of candidate
answers. Candidate answers C can be defined as:

C = {(zi, yi) | i ∈ IC} (6)

where zi and yi denote the candidate answer and
its confidence score, respectively. After obtain-
ing candidate answers, we add the candidates
to the prompt, thus expanding the structure
of the prompt from Context-Question-Answer to
Context-Question-Candidates-Answer.
Tool 2 (KBs retriever). Retrieval from KBs
is a common knowledge enhancement method. We
retrieve relevant knowledge KB from the KBs.We
refer to the knowledge retrieved from the KBs as
KBs knowledge for clarification.

We add the KBs knowledge to the prompt,
thus expanding the structure of the prompt from
Context-Question-Answer to Context-Question-
KBs knowledge-Answer.
Tool 3 (LLM generator).

In addition to retrieving knowledge from the
KBs, we propose a novel approach as a com-
plementary approach, i.e., the use of LLM to
generate knowledge. For clarification, we refer to
the LLM for knowledge generation as KLLM, and
we denote the knowledge generated using LLM as
LLM Knowledge.

We generate knowledge by prompting KLLM.
Define the input as x and the target as y.

y = KLLM(ρ{h, ϵ, x}) (7)
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Tool 1

Tool 2

Tool 1

Tool 3

Tool 1

Tool 2

Junior Senior Manager

Voting

Answer (Junior) Answer (Senior) Answer (Manager)

Output

Input Input Input

Tool 1
Candidate generator

Get the Candidates

Tool 2
KBs retriever

Get the KBs_knowledge

Tool 3
LLM generator

Get the LLM_knowledge

The tools

The agents

Planner

Tools

Memory

Action

Agent

Fig. 2 Overview of multi-agents. The framework contains three agents: Junior, Senior and Manager. Junior can use tool
1, Senior can use tool 1 and tool 2, and Manager can use tool 1, tool 2, and tool 3. For a task input, each agent gives the
corresponding answer. The final answer is then obtained by voting. An overview of agent can be seen in Figure 3.

Short-term 

(In-context learning)

Agent ToolsPlanner

Memory

Action

Action_1 Tool_1

Action_2 Tool_2

Action_3 Tool_3

Planner (LLM)

Action_1:

Get candidate answers from VQA model

Action_2:

Get knowledge from KBs

Action_3:

Get knowledge from LLM

Input

Plan

Inferring (LLM)

Output

Execute

Prompt

KBs

VQA model

Tool_1 

(Candidate generator)

Tool_2 

(KBs retriever)

Input

KBs Knowledge

Input

Candidate answers

LLM

Tool_3 

(LLM generator)

Input

LLM knowledge

Fig. 3 Overview of the agent. The agent mainly contains the planner and the tools. The action plan is obtained through
the planner and then the tools are invoked to execute the plan. The planner is based on the LLM implementation and will
plan the corresponding execution plan for each task input. There are three tools: the vanilla VQA model for generating
candidate answers, the KBs retriever for retrieving knowledge, and the LLM generator for generating knowledge.

5



Context: 

Question: 

Candidates: , …, 

Answer:

Context: 

Question: 

Candidates: , …, 

Answer: 

In-context Examples

Please answer the 

question according to the 

context and candidates. 

Test InputPrompt head

Inference LLM

Image to Text

Vanilla VQA model

Candidates: , …, 

Add candidates to prompt

Candidates: , …, 

Image: 

Question: 

Image : 

Question:

(a) Tool 1 adopts a vanilla VQA model to generate candidate
answers and adds them to the prompt.

Context: 

Question: 

LLM_Knowledge: 

Answer:

Context: 

Question: 

LLM_Knowledge: 

Answer: 

In-context Examples

Please answer the question 

according to the context 

and LLM_Knowledge. 

Test InputPrompt head

Inference LLM

Image to Text

Add knowledge to prompt

Image: 

Question: 

Image : 

Question:

Context: 

Question: 

Context: 

Question: 

KLLM

LLM_Knowledge: LLM_Knowledge: 

(b) Tool 3 uses an LLM to generate knowledge and adds it to
the prompt. Tool 2 is similar to Tool 3 except that knowledge
is retrieved from KBs.

Fig. 4 Overview of the tools. Tool 1 adopts a vanilla VQA
model to generate candidate answers and adds them to
the prompt. Tool 2 retrieves knowledge from the KBs and
adds it to the prompt. Tool 3 uses an LLM to generate
knowledge and adds it to the prompt.

where h denotes the prompt head and ϵ denotes
the in-context examples. The format of this in-
context example is as follows:

Context: ci \n Question: qi \n
LLM Knowledge: ki

We prompt the LLM for generating back-
ground knowledge. Several in-context examples
are handpicked to construct the prompt. Figure 5
shows a sample of the prompt.

After obtaining LLM Knowledge, we add it
to the prompt, thus expanding the structure
of the prompt from Context-Question-Answer to
Context-Question-LLM Knowledge-Answer.

Please generate the background knowledge 

based on the key words in the context and 

question.

======

Context: A snowboarder making a run down a 

powdery slope on a sunny day.

Question: What is this man on?

LLM_Knowledge: A snowboarder is a person 

who rides a snowboard. Snowboarding is a 

winter sport that involves riding down a 

snow-covered slope on a snowboard. xxxxxx

A powdery slope is a snow-covered slope that 

is covered in powder, or loose snow. Powdery 

slopes are often found in ski resorts, where 

skiers and snowboarders can ride down them. 

xxxxxx A sunny day is a day with clear skies 

and bright sunshine. Sunny days are often 

associated with warm weather, and are a 

common sight in the summer. xxxxxx

======

Context: A man riding skis down a snow 

covered slope.

Question: What type of terrain is this sport 

practiced in?

LLM_Knowledge:

Fig. 5 We prompt the LLM for generating back-
ground knowledge. The prompt contains the triplet format
(Context-Question-LLM knowledge). The prompt includes
in-context examples for in-context learning. The final input
leaves LLM knowledge blank to allow LLM to generate it.

4.1.2 Planner

The planner makes the work of the framework
more flexible, and can decide whether to invoke
the corresponding tools as needed. The motivation
for designing the planner is: when we humans face
a problem, we will know if we need to resort to
additional tools such as search engines. If we are
familiar with the problem, we can give the answer
directly; if we are not, we need to use tools such
as search engines. The planner can generate plans
based on different task inputs. The plan can be
any combination of the three actions: Action 1 is
to get candidate answers by VQA model; Action 2
is to get knowledge from KBs; Action 3 is to get
knowledge from LLM.

The planner is based on the LLM implementa-
tion. Figure 6 shows the overview of the planner.
The agent contains three roles: Manager, Senior
and Junior. The scope of the plan depends on the
role of the agent. Over here, we take the example

6



Planner

Task

Plan

Context: xxx

Question: xxx

Candidates: xxx

Answer: xxx

Action_1

Context: xxx

Question: xxx

KBs_Knowledge: xxx

Answer: xxx

Action_2 Action_3 

Action_1: 

Get candidate answers.

Action_2: 

Get knowledge from the KBs. 

Action_3: 

Get knowledge by the LLM.

Action_1               Tool_1

Action_2               Tool_2

Action_3               Tool_3

Context: xxx

Question: xxx

LLM_Knowledge: xxx

Answer: xxx

Context: xxx

Question: xxx

Candidates: xxx

KBs_Knowledge: xxx

Answer: xxx

Action_1 and Action_2

(a) For each task input, the planner gives the corresponding
plan. The scope of plan is different for different agents. For
example, Junior agent can only plan Action 1, while Manager
agent can plan any combination of Action 1, Action 2, and
Action 3. Different prompts will be constructed after complet-
ing different actions.

You are manager planner. Please provide the actions for the given task.

===

The actions should be in [Action_1, Action_2, Action_3].

Action_1 is that you need to refer candidate answers to answer questions.

Action_2 is that you need retrieve knowledge from KBs to answer questions.

Action_3 is that you need more knowledge to answer questions.

===

task: {task}

the response should be like this: Action_1, Action_2, Action_3

(b) We show the prompt for the planner. The agent contains
three roles: Manager, Senior and Junior. Over here, we take
the example of Manager, which can use all three tools, i.e., the
scope of the plan includes all three actions. If it is Senior then
the scope of the plan includes Action 1 and Action 2 and if it
is Junior then the scope of the plan is limited to Action 1.

Fig. 6 Overview of the planner.

of Manager, which can use all three tools, i.e., the
scope of the plan includes all three actions. If it is
Senior then the scope of the plan includes Action 1
and Action 2 and if it is Junior then the scope of
the plan is limited to Action 1. By doing so, we
limit the capabilities of different levels of agents.

4.2 Multi-agents

Our framework is a multi-agents voting frame-
work to determine the final answer (Figure 2).
We design it this way because team discussions
can often have an advantage over individuals.
We design different agents to simulate the real-
ity by designing different levels to differentiate the
abilities of different agents (Junior, Senior and
Manager).

In Figure 6, we have shown prompt of Man-
ager. For Senior as well as Junior it is similar, we
have limited the actions that can be performed

and thus the tools that can be used depending
on each level. For Junior, we limit the actions
it can perform to Action 1, for Senior, we limit
the actions it can perform to Action 1, Action 2,
and for Manager, we allow it to perform three
actions. Since each action corresponds to a tool
that can be used, the tools that can be used by the
three agents are: Junior (Tool 1), Senior (Tool 1,
Tool 2), and Manager (Tool 1, Tool 2, Tool 3).

Define Junior, Senior, and Manager to produce
answers AJ, AS, and AM, respectively. We deter-
mine the final answer by voting. We are setting a
different number of votes for each agent based on
level, the higher the level the more votes.

AF = V oting(AJ[w1],AS[w2],AM[w3]) (8)

where AF denotes the final answer after voting,
w1, w2, and w3 correspond to the number of
votes for AJ, AS, and AM, respectively. We assign
different numbers of votes to the answers gener-
ated by different agents, e.g., Junior is assigned 2
votes, Senior is assigned 3 votes, and Manager is
assigned 4 votes, and the one with the most votes
is selected as the final answer. Algorithm 1 shows
the workflow of multi-agents.

5 Experiments

5.1 Datasets and Baselines

Both OK-VQA [14] and A-OKVQA [15] are widely
known knowledge-based VQA datasets. OK-VQA
contains about 9K and 5K for training and test
sets. Each sample is annotated with 10 answers.
A-OKVQA contains about 17K training set, 1K
validation set and 7K test set. Since the test set
of A-OKVQA has limitations on submissions, we
choose to evaluate direct answer on the validation
set to facilitate the experiments. For evaluation
metrics, a generated answer is considered 100%
accurate if at least 3 humans annotated that
correct answer.

The baselines include: methods with exter-
nal knowledge resources, methods with GPT-3,
methods with other multimodal models.

• Methods with external knowledge resources:
MUTAN [22], Mucko [23], ConceptBert [24],
ViLBERT [25], KRISP [26], MAVEx [27],
Visual Retriever-Reader [28], TRiG [29],
UnifER [30].

7



Algorithm 1 The general workflow of multi-
agents.

Input:
1: The original input P0

Output:
2: The output Af

3: Denote the Junior agent, Senior agent,
Manager agent as JA, SA,MA. Denote the
Action 1, Action 2, Action 3 as A1, A2, A3.
Denote the Tool 1, Tool 2, Tool 3 as
T1, T2, T3.

4: for GT in JA, SA,MA do
5: pa = GT (P0) # Get the plan pa through

planner of GT .
6: if A1 in pa then
7: P1 = T1 (P0) # Execute T1

8: Pf = P1

9: end if
10: if A2 in pa then
11: P2 = T2 (Pf ) # Execute T2

12: Pf = P2

13: end if
14: if A3 in pa then
15: P3 = T3 (Pf ) # Execute T3

16: Pf = P3

17: end if
18: A(GT ) = LLM (Pf ) # Prompting the

LLM to predict the answer.
19: end for
20: Af = Voting (AJ , AS , AM ) # Vote on all

answers for the final answer.

• Methods with other multimodal models: Clip-
Cap [31], LXMERT [32], GPV-2 [33], VLC-
BERT [34], Unified-IO [35], Pythia [36].

• Methods with GPT-3: PICa [37], KAT [38],
Prophet [39], PromptCap [40].

Most of the current state-of-the-art methods
are based on LLMs such as GPT-3. PICa pio-
neers the use of GPT-3 in-context learning for
knowledge-based VQA. KAT further improves on
PICa by introducing a knowledge source and
optimising several components. Prophet achieves
further enhancements by using a vanilla VQA
model to inspire GPT-3. PromptCap introduces
the questions when performing image caption con-
version, resulting in more effective caption infor-
mation. These LLM-based methods achieve the
best results in all baselines.

5.2 Implementation

We follow PICa and adopt the OSCAR+ [41] as
captioning model. We follow Prophet and adopt
the MCAN [42] as vanilla VQA model. We fol-
low the Prophet for the selection of in-context
examples. We adopt Wikipedia [43] as the KBs.
Taking into account hardware and funds consider-
ations, we choose the LLaMA2 7B [44] as LLMs.
LLaMA is a free LLM with excellent capability in
open LLMs. The 7B version requires only a sin-
gle Tesla V100 GPU, which is affordable for most
researchers. Considering the context length limit,
the number of in-context examples is set to 8 by
default and the number of candidate answers is set
to 5 by default. We replace the GPT-3 of Prophet
with LLaMA for a fair comparison. For Prompt-
Cap, we first use the caption conversion method
of PromptCap and then run it based on Prophet.

5.3 Results

Tables 1 and 2 show the results. On the OK-VQA
and A-OKVQA datasets, our method outper-
forms other baselines by more than 2.2 and 1.0,
respectively.

On the OK-VQA, LLM-based methods such
as PICa, Prophet and PromptCap tend to obtain
better results than other non-LLM-based meth-
ods. In recent years, due to the rapid development
of LLMs, which have shown strong capabilities,
methods based on LLMs tend to outperform pre-
vious baselines. PromptCap achieves the best
results of all baselines. This is because we enhance
PromptCap by changing the in-context learning
phase of PromptCap to be based on Prophet,
thus combining the advantages of PromptCap
and Prophet. Our method also belongs to the
LLM-based methods and outperforms all baselines
including PromptCap and Prophet. Our approach
is a novel multi-agents framework that contains
multiple agents of different levels, thus extending
the capabilities of LLMs. In contrast to previ-
ous LLM-based approaches, our approach employs
LLM-based multi-agents. Our framework has the
ability to invoke tools autonomously and can gen-
erate answers through collaborative voting, which
are not available in previous approaches. Similarly,
for the A-OKVQA, our method again achieves the
best results.
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Table 1 Results on OK-VQA

Method Acc
MUTAN+AN 27.8

Mucko 29.2
ConceptBert 33.7

KRISP 38.9
MAVEx 39.4

Visual Retriever-Reader 39.2
VLC-BERT 43.1

TRiG 49.4
UnifER 42.1

PICa-Base (Caption) 42.0
PICa-Base (Caption+Tags) 43.3

PICa-Full (Caption) 46.9
PICa-Full (Caption+Tags) 48.0

KAT 53.1
Prophet-LLaMA 52.8

PromptCap-LLaMA 53.4
Ours 55.6

Table 2 Results on A-OKVQA

Method Val Test
Pythia 25.2 21.9
ClipCap 30.9 25.9
ViLBERT 30.6 25.9
LXMERT 30.7 25.9
KRISP 33.7 27.1

VLC-BERT - 38.1
GPV-2 48.6 40.7

Unified-IO - 45.2
Prophet-LLaMA 51.2 48.0

PromptCap-LLaMA - 48.1
Ours 53.8 49.1

5.4 Ablation Study

Table 3 demonstrates the results of the abla-
tion study. ✘ (Multi-agents) indicates that multi-
agents are excluded, ✘ (Tools) indicates that tools
are excluded, and ✘ (Planners) indicates that
planners are excluded.

We note that model performance decreases if
multi-agents are removed. This shows that the
multi-agents voting mechanism helps to improve
the model performance. The multi-agents mecha-
nism gives the framework the ability to collaborate
by having different levels of agents vote for the
final answer. The model performance decreases if
the tools are removed. This shows that tools help
to improve the model performance. Agents can
extend their capabilities by using different tools.
The model performance decreases if the planners
are removed. This shows that the planners help
to improve model performance. The planner gives

Table 3 Ablation study

Method OK-VQA A-OKVQA
Ours 55.6 53.8

✘ (Multi-agents) 53.8 51.8
✘ (Tools) 54.4 52.3

✘ (Planners) 54.7 52.8
✘ (All) 52.4 51.1

the agent the ability to make autonomous deci-
sions and can plan actions more flexibly. The per-
formance degradation is most pronounced when
all components are removed.

5.5 Parameter Sensitivity Study

5.5.1 Analysis of performance
variations of different agents

Figure 7 shows the performance variations of
the three agents with the number of in-context
examples. Overall, the performance improvement
is positively correlated with the increase in the
number of in-context examples.

Similar performance variations are observed
on both datasets. The performance of each agent
improves with the increase of in-context examples.
Specifically, the performance is lowest when the
number of in-context examples is 0, i.e., the 0-shot
scenario. When the number of in-context exam-
ples is 1, a significant performance improvement
can be observed with in-context examples. After
the number of in-context examples exceeds 4, the
performance improvement is no longer significant.
When the number of in-context examples is 8, the
performance reaches the highest and stabilises.

5.5.2 Effect of different parameter
settings on multi-agents
framework

Figure 8 shows the effect of different parameter
settings on multi-agents framework. We show how
the performance of the multi-agents framework
varies with the number of in-context examples and
the number of candidate answers.

Similar variations are observed on both
datasets. Overall, performance improves as the
number of in-context examples or the number
of candidate answers increases. Specifically, per-
formance is lowest when both the number of
in-context examples and the number of candidate
answers are 0. And when the number of in-context

9
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Fig. 7 We show the performance of the three agents vary-
ing with the number of in-context examples. A similar
trend is observed across different agents. As the number
of in-context examples increases, the performance of the
agents gradually improves and then levels off.

examples or the number of candidate answers is
1, there is a significant improvement in perfor-
mance. As the number of in-context examples
and the number of candidate answers increase,
the performance improves. When the number of
in-context examples reaches 4 and the number
of candidate answers reaches 3, the performance
improvement gradually levels off. When the num-
ber of in-context examples reaches 8 and the
number of candidate answers reaches 5, the perfor-
mance reaches its maximum and stabilises. This
shows that increasing the number of in-context
examples and candidate answers does not always
improve the performance.
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Fig. 8 Performance of the multi-agents framework when
varying the number of in-context examples and candidate
answers. We find that as the number of in-context examples
and candidate answers increases, performance gradually
improves and then plateaus.

5.6 Prompts Constructed by
Different Actions

To make it easier to understand, we’ve put
together some prompts. Figure 9 shows the
prompts. Different actions add different elements
to the prompt. Action 1 corresponds to Tool 1,
which uses the vanilla VQA model to generate
candidate answers and add them to the prompt.
Action 2 corresponds to Tool 2, which retrieves
knowledge from the KBs and adds it to the
prompt. Action 3 corresponds to Tool 3, which
uses the LLM to generate knowledge and add it to
the prompt. Ultimately, the constructed prompts
are used to prompt the LLM for inference.
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Please answer the question according to the context and candidate answers. 

======

Context: A close up of an elephant standing behind a cement wall.

Question: What item in the picture is purported to have a great memory?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), trunk(0.70), dumbo(0.09), brain(0.08), tusk(0.03)

Answer: elephant

======

Context: A small statue of an elephant is on a table.

Question: Why animal is this artifact modeled on?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), dumbo(0.01), cow(0.01), horse(0.01), bear(0.01)

Answer:

Prompt (Action_1)

Please answer the question according to the context, candidate answers and 

KBs_knowledge. 

======

Context: A close up of an elephant standing behind a cement wall.

Question: What item in the picture is purported to have a great memory?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), trunk(0.70), dumbo(0.09), brain(0.08), tusk(0.03)

KBs_knowledge: Elephants can be found in various captive facilities such as a zoo, 

sanctuary xxxxxx.

Answer: elephant

======

Context: A small statue of an elephant is on a table.

Question: Why animal is this artifact modeled on?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), dumbo(0.01), cow(0.01), horse(0.01), bear(0.01)

KBs_knowledge: Elephants can be found in various captive facilities such as a zoo, 

sanctuary xxxxxx. An artifact is a man-made object that was created by humans. 

Artifacts can be made from a variety of materials, including xxxxxx

Answer:

Prompt (Action_1 and Action_2)

Please answer the question according to the context, candidate 

answers, KBs_knowledge and LLM_knowledge. 

======

Context: A close up of an elephant standing behind a cement wall.

Question: What item in the picture is purported to have a great 

memory?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), trunk(0.70), dumbo(0.09), brain(0.08), 

tusk(0.03)

KBs_knowledge: Elephants can be found in various captive facilities 

such as a zoo, sanctuary xxxxxx.

LLM_knowledge: A cement wall is a wall made of cement. Cement 

is a mixture of sand, gravel, and other xxxxxx. Great memory is a 

memory that is very good at remembering things xxxxxx. 

Answer: elephant

======

Context: A small statue of an elephant is on a table.

Question: Why animal is this artifact modeled on?

Candidates: elephant(0.99), dumbo(0.01), cow(0.01), horse(0.01), 

bear(0.01)

KBs_knowledge: Elephants can be found in various captive facilities 

such as a zoo, sanctuary xxx. An artifact is a man-made object that 

was created by humans. Artifacts can be made from a variety of 

materials, including xxxxxx

LLM_knowledge: Modeled may refer to the process of creating a 

replica of something. It can be done by hand, using clay or plaster, or 

by using a computer program. xxxxxx A statue is a three-dimensional 

sculpture that is designed to resemble a person, animal, or object. 

xxxxxx

Answer:

Prompt (Action_1, Action_2 and Action_3)

Fig. 9 We show the prompts containing one in-context example. The prompt contains the prompt head, the in-context
example, and the test input, split by the ====== symbol. We show the prompts constructed after completing different
actions. Action 1 will add candidate answers to the prompt, Action 2 will add KBs knowledge to the prompt, and Action 3
will add LLM knowledge to the prompt. LLM knowledge can complement KBs knowledge. To avoid the length affecting
the visualisation, we have omitted some of the knowledge content with xxxxxx, and we would like to show the format of
our prompts in the sample for easier understanding.

6 Conclusion

We present a novel multi-agents framework for
knowledge-based VQA. The framework consists of
three agents with different roles, each of which has
access to a different range of tools. We design plan-
ners and tools for the agents. The tools extend the
capabilities of agent, and the planner allows the
agent to make autonomous decisions about actions
and invoke the appropriate tools. Our framework
is fully based on the open LLM and version 7B
requires only a single V100 GPU to run. For
researchers in this domain, our approach provides
a new inspiration, since to our knowledge, this is
the first attempt to use the concept of multi-agents
for knowledge-based VQA. For other domains, our
approach can also provide some inspirations, since
the multi-agents concept can be used for many
tasks.
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by the National Natural Science Foundation of
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Project of Chinese Academy of Engineering under
Grant 2023-XY-09.
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