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Abstract

Tabular data contains rich structural seman-
tics and plays a crucial role in organizing and
manipulating information. To better capture
these structural semantics, this paper introduces
the HybrId-modal Preference oPtimizatiOn
(HIPPO) model, which represents tables using
both text and image, and optimizes MLLMs
to effectively learn more comprehensive ta-
ble information from these multiple modali-
ties. Specifically, HIPPO samples model re-
sponses from hybrid-modal table representa-
tions and designs a modality-consistent sam-
pling strategy to enhance response diversity
and mitigate modality bias during DPO train-
ing. Experimental results on table question an-
swering and table fact verification tasks demon-
strate the effectiveness of HIPPO, achieving
a 4% improvement over various table rea-
soning models. Further analysis reveals that
HIPPO not only enhances reasoning abilities
based on unimodal table representations but
also facilitates the extraction of crucial and dis-
tinct semantics from different modal represen-
tations. All data and codes are available at
https://github.com/NEUIR/HIPPO.

1 Introduction

Tabular data is pervasive in our daily lives, appear-
ing in formats such as databases, scientific articles,
web pages, and spreadsheets (Chen et al., 2000;
HURST, 2000; Hu et al., 2023). The structured
nature of tabular data enables the systematic or-
ganization of information into rows and columns,
facilitating efficient sorting, querying, and manipu-
lation (Pujara et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2020a). Con-
sequently, table understanding and reasoning have
emerged as a significant area of interest in NLP,
garnering much attention from researchers (Bao
et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2022).

Thrived on the logical reasoning capabilities of
Large Language Models (LLMs), using LLMs for

*indicates corresponding author.

Query: What is the total number of wins listed
for the United States?

22

Query: Who was the first and only member of
Team Europe to beat Team USA?
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Figure 1: Illustration of the Effectiveness of Text-Based
and Image-Based Table Representations in Question
Answering. We present the answers generated by the
MLLM ( ) based on both text-based ( ) and image-
based ( ) table representations.

dealing with table-related tasks has become a main-
stream research direction (Chen, 2023; Zhang et al.,
2022; Dong and Wang, 2024). Existing table un-
derstanding methods convert tables into linear text
sequences and focus on designing prompts or in-
structions to stimulate LLMs to conduct effective
reasoning over tables (Chen, 2023; Wang et al.,
2024). However, they typically provide a fixed text
representation of the tabular format for reasoning.
Recent studies have also shown that LLMs are sen-
sitive to the text representation of tables (Liu et al.,
2024b), motivating researchers to explore the most
suitable text-based tabular formats for different ta-
ble understanding scenarios (Zhang et al., 2024b;
Sui et al., 2024; Singha et al., 2023).

Besides text-based table representations, many
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works use the screenshot of table as its image-based
representation during reasoning to explore the ef-
fectiveness of Multi-modal Large Language Mod-
els (MLLMs) in understanding table images (Deng
et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). As shown in
Figure 1, both text-based and image-based table
representations potentially play distinct roles in en-
hancing the table reasoning abilities of MLLMs.
Specifically, in the first case, the question asks,
“What is the total number of wins listed for the
United States?”, which requires the model to iden-
tify the wins of the United States, namely “18”, “2”
and “2”, and then sum them to obtain the correct
answer, “22”. The text-based table representation
enables LLMs to produce the correct answer be-
cause the question relies more on the arithmetic
ability of language models. In contrast, the image-
based table representation allows MLLMs to cor-
rectly answer the question in the second case. This
is enabled by the visual annotation of teams with
different colors to represent the win-loss situation.
Both the color and cell position in the image pro-
vide crucial semantics to help MLLMs accurately
answer the question. Despite these advantages, ex-
isting works (Deng et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024)
mainly focus on investigating the table understand-
ing capabilities of MLLMs using unimodal repre-
sentations, leaving room for further exploration of
multi-modal representations to enable more effec-
tive table reasoning.

This paper introduces the HybrId-modal
Preference oPtimizatiOn (HIPPO) model, which
integrates both text-based and image-based table
representations for enhancing the table understand-
ing capability of MLLMs. Specifically, HIPPO
proposes a Hybrid-Modal Preference Optimization
method to guide MLLMs in answering questions
by leveraging more comprehensive information
from different modalities of table representations.
HIPPO prompts the MLLM to generate responses
based on both unimodal and multi-modal repre-
sentations of the table. Then, it selects the most
representative negative responses using the self-
consistency (Liu et al., 2024b) of MLLMs when
answering questions based on different modalities,
thereby mitigating unnecessary modality bias dur-
ing training. These negative responses are subse-
quently collected to optimize the MLLMs using
the DPO method (Rafailov et al., 2023), helping
the model to assign higher probabilities to ground
truth answers over negative responses.

Our experiments demonstrate the effectiveness

of our HIPPO model by achieving more than a
4% improvement over different table understanding
models, which underscores the importance of incor-
porating both text-based and image-based represen-
tations in table understanding tasks. Additionally,
HIPPO significantly enhances the performance of
MLLMs even with unimodal table representations,
illustrating the generalization ability of our training
method. Our further analyses show that HIPPO
optimizes MLLMs to better extract semantic in-
formation, generate more consistent answers, and
engage in diverse reasoning processes based on ta-
ble representations of different modalities, thereby
enabling more accurate predictions based on multi-
modal table representations.

2 Related Work

Large Language Models (LLMs), e.g. GPT-4 (Ope-
nAI, 2023) and LLaMA (Touvron et al., 2023),
have shown strong emergent ability and demon-
strate their effectiveness in table understanding
through prompts and instructions (Chen, 2023;
Wang et al., 2024). Inspired by the Chain-of-
Thought (CoT) reasoning (Wei et al., 2022), the
work decomposes the questions into sub-problems
to help LLMs solve complex problems more effec-
tively, thereby benefiting the table understanding
and reasoning abilities of LLMs (Zhou et al., 2023;
Wang et al., 2024; Cheng et al., 2023). Further-
more, some models also ask LLMs to generate
SQL or Python programs and then leverage the
program executors to produce the code execution
outcomes, making LLMs produce more accurate
answers (Cheng et al., 2023; Ye et al., 2023b; Gao
et al., 2023; Ni et al., 2023).

Even though these table reasoning methods
exhibit strong capabilities in tabular understand-
ing, they often underestimate the impact of text-
based tabular formats on table reasoning and op-
erations (Sui et al., 2024; Singha et al., 2023).
Specifically, table understanding tasks demonstrate
varying performance across different tabular for-
mats (Sui et al., 2024), and these formats display
differing levels of robustness to various noise oper-
ations (Singha et al., 2023). Moreover, Zhang et al.
(2024b) propose a more effective method to choose
a tailored text-based table representation to help
LLMs answer the question. Specifically, they ex-
plore table representations using Markdown, Dict,
List, Pandas, and Database formats, designing dis-
tinct mechanisms to aggregate responses across



these diverse text modalities.
With the rapid advancements in Multi-modal

Large Language Models (MLLMs) (Yao et al.,
2024; Bai et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2024a), many stud-
ies have focused on image-grounded table question
answering tasks (Kim et al., 2024; Zheng et al.,
2024), enabling table understanding and reason-
ing over images from practical scenarios, such as
scanned documents and web pages. Deng et al.
(2024) individually investigate the effectiveness
of text-based and image-based table representa-
tions in facilitating the table reasoning capability
of LLMs and MLLMs. Their findings reveal that
language models exhibit robust performance with
image-based table representations, and in some
cases, these representations even outperform text-
based ones. However, these studies have not yet
explored how to effectively combine the strengths
of both image and text modalities to further im-
prove the table reasoning capabilities of MLLMs.

3 Methodology

As illustrated in Figure 2, this section intro-
duces our HybrId-modal Preference oPtimizatiOn
(HIPPO) model. We begin with a detailed ex-
planation of the multi-modal table representation
method (Sec. 3.1). Then, HIPPO leverages a
hybrid-modal preference optimization approach,
enabling MLLMs to effectively utilize the seman-
tics derived from different modalities (Sec. 3.2).

3.1 Table Understanding Using Image-Based
and Text-Based Representations

Given a table T and a question Q, we prompt the
MLLM to generate response y to answer the ques-
tion based on the information provided in the table.

To effectively capture both the textual semantics
and the visual structural semantics of the table T ,
we utilize a combination of text-based and image-
based table representations as inputs to the MLLM
(M), such as MiniCPM-V (Yao et al., 2024). The
response y, which answers the question, is then
generated as follows:

y = M(InstructZ , Q, L(T ), V (T )), (1)

where InstructZ represents the instruction specif-
ically designed for table understanding tasks Z ,
including table question answering and table fact
verification tasks. Next, we detail the process of
constructing both text-based representation L(T )
and image-based table representation V (T ) .

Text-Based Table Representation. To conduct
text-based table representations for MLLMs, ex-
isting methods typically verbalize a table into its
textual form, denoted as L(T ).

These methods employ various data formats to
convert tables into text sequences, such as Mark-
down, Dict, List, Pandas, and Database formats,
before feeding the text-based representations into
LLMs (Zhang et al., 2024b). Existing works show
that different table input formats will lead to differ-
ent results (Wang et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2024b).
For constructing the text-based representation L(T )
of a given table T , we adopt Markdown, one of the
most widely used data formats for tables. However,
text-based table representations often encounter
difficulties in fully capturing the layout semantics
of tables. Thus some approaches incorporate addi-
tional cell location information, such as the number
of rows and columns (Liu et al., 2021).

Image-Based Table Representation. In con-
trast to the table conversion process required for
text-based representations, image-based methods
directly represent a table using its screenshot, de-
noted as V (T ) (Zheng et al., 2024).

A table image inherently preserves its layout,
formatting, and stylistic features, providing an al-
ternative to an intermediate textual table (Sui et al.,
2024). By leveraging the multi-modal capabili-
ties of MLLMs, these models can efficiently per-
form OCR and parse table layouts, thereby en-
hancing document-level comprehension (Luo et al.,
2024; Yu et al., 2025). The image modality cap-
tures richer structural semantics, including cell po-
sitions, borders, and background colors, which sig-
nificantly aid in table understanding and reasoning.
Nonetheless, image-based approaches face inherent
challenges when conducting complex table opera-
tions, such as lookup and sum, during reasoning.

3.2 Optimizing MLLMs via Hybrid-Modal
Preference Optimization

HIPPO utilizes both text-based (L(T )) and image-
based (V (T )) representations to enhance the se-
mantics of the table T . While each modality has
its unique strengths and limitations, it is critical to
teach MLLMs to capture more appropriate seman-
tics from different modalities to generate accurate
responses. To achieve this, HIPPO proposes the
Hybrid-Modal Preference Optimization method,
which optimizes MLLMs using the hybrid-modal
sampling based DPO method.

Hybrid-Modal Sampling Based DPO. The



Analyze the table image and write a brief 
answer to the question: <query>

Analyze the table text and write a brief 
answer to the question: <query>

Analyze the table image and table 
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Figure 2: The Framework of Our HIPPO Method.

hybrid-modal sampling based DPO method initi-
ates by inputting both unimodal and multi-modal
table representations into the MLLM (M). For
each kind of table representation, the responses are
sampled from the MLLM to construct the prefer-
ence pairs for DPO training:

ỹl ∼ M(InstructZ , Q, L(T )),

ỹv ∼ M(InstructZ , Q, V (T )),

ỹ ∼ M(InstructZ , Q, L(T ), V (T )).

(2)

After sampling, the generated responses from
hybrid-modalities are collected into a set Ỹ =
{ỹ1l , . . . , ỹKl , ỹ1v , . . . , ỹ

K
v , ỹ1, . . . , ỹK}, where K

is the hyperparameter that denotes the number of
responses that sampled from different modalities.

Then the positive response ỹ+ and the nega-
tive response ỹ− are selected from this set of sam-
pled responses Ỹ . The quadruples (Q,T, ỹ+, ỹ−)
are then collected from each table understanding
task, thereby constructing the training set D. Fi-
nally, the MLLM is optimized on the collected
dataset D using the Direct Preference Optimization
(DPO) (Rafailov et al., 2023) method:

L = −ED[log σ(β log
M(ỹ+ | Q,T )

Mref(ỹ+ | Q,T )

− β log
M(ỹ− | Q,T )

Mref(ỹ− | Q,T )
)],

(3)

where β is a hyperparameter and σ denotes the
Sigmoid function. Mref represents the reference
model, which remains fixed throughout the train-
ing process. M is the table understanding model
that can be optimized. Since these responses Ỹ
are sampled from both unimodal and multi-modal
representations of tables, we propose the modality-

consistency based response sampling method to
find more typical negatives for DPO training.

DPO Sampling via Modality-Consistency. To
effectively construct the DPO training dataset D,
it is crucial to carefully select both the positive re-
sponse ỹ+ and the negative response ỹ− from the
sampled response set Ỹ . Instead of randomly sam-
pling negative examples across varying modalities,
HIPPO employs a modality-consistency strategy.
This approach prioritizes the selection of represen-
tative negative responses for training, thereby min-
imizing the introduction of spurious signals that
could inadvertently bias the modality preference
during optimization.

More concretely, the DPO loss, as defined in
Eq. 3, is derived from the Bradley-Terry model:

L = −ED[log σ(r(Q,T, ỹ+)− r(Q,T, ỹ−))],
(4)

where r(·) calculates the reward for the generated
responses. If the generated response ỹ matches the
ground truth answer y∗, then r(ỹ) = 1; otherwise,
r(ỹ) = 0. By minimizing the DPO loss L, the
model M learns to assign higher probabilities to
the positive response (ỹ+) while reducing the prob-
abilities of the negative response (ỹ−). To ensure
the effectiveness of DPO training, HIPPO enhances
the diversity of sampled responses by incorporat-
ing responses from different modalities (Eq. 2).
However, suppose the negative response ỹ− is con-
sistently sampled from a specific modality. In that
case, the model may develop a preference bias for
the other modality to reduce the loss (Eq. 4), which
has been observed in multi-modal contrastive train-
ing scenarios (Liu et al., 2023). To address this
issue, we sample modality-consistent responses as
negatives to better optimize the model.



Dataset Train Test
Question Answering
TABMWP (Lu et al., 2023) 30,745 7,686
WTQ (Pasupat and Liang, 2015) 17,689 4344
HiTab (Cheng et al., 2022) 8,941 1,586
TAT-QA (Zhu et al., 2021) 5,920 772
FeTaQA (Nan et al., 2022) 8,327 2,003
Fact Verification
TabFact (Chen et al., 2020b) 31,321 6,845
InfoTabs (Gupta et al., 2020) 18,383 5,400

Table 1: Data Statistics.

Specifically, we retain the query Q that con-
tains a ground truth answer within the set of LLM-
generated responses and designate the ground truth
answer y∗ as the positive response ỹ+. From the
hybrid-modality sampled responses Ỹ , we collect
all incorrect responses to construct the negative re-
sponse set ỸNeg. Among these, we select the most
frequent response as the negative response ỹ− for
DPO training:

ỹ− = arg max
ỹ∈YNeg

Freq(ỹ), (5)

where Freq(ỹ) calculates the occurrence frequency
of the response ỹ across the whole set YNeg.

4 Experimental Methodology

In this section, we describe the datasets, evaluation
metrics, baselines, and implementation details used
in our experiments.

Datasets. Following Zheng et al. (2024), we use
Table Question Answering (TQA) and Table Fact
Verification (TFV) tasks for training and evaluation.
All data statistics are shown in Table 1.

The TQA task consists of five evaluation
benchmarks, including: TABMWP (Lu et al.,
2023), WikiTQ (Pasupat and Liang, 2015),
HiTab (Cheng et al., 2022), TAT-QA (Zhu et al.,
2021) and FeTaQA (Nan et al., 2022). For
TFV tasks, TabFact (Chen et al., 2020b) and
InfoTabs (Gupta et al., 2020) are used.

Evaluation Metrics. For TQA, we evaluate
model performance using Accuracy (Acc.) on
WTQ, TABMWP, TAT-QA, and HiTab, while the BLEU
score (Papineni et al., 2002) is used for FeTaQA.
In TFV, we use the binary classification accuracy
for TabFact (true/false outputs) and multi-class
accuracy for InfoTabs (entail/contradict/neutral
outputs). All experiment settings are the same as
Zheng et al. (2024).

Baselines. In our experiments, we keep the
same experimental setting with Zheng et al. (2024)

that compares open-sourced LLMs and MLLMs re-
garding tables in the experiments. We compare
HIPPO against three categories of models: (1)
LLMs with text-based table representations, (2)
MLLMs with image-based table representations,
and (3) MLLMs with the combination of text-based
and image-based table representations.

LLMs (Text): We represent tables using text-
based representations by converting tables into
Markdown formats and evaluate three LLMs,
Llama2 (Touvron et al., 2023), TableLlama (Zhang
et al., 2024a), and Llama3 (Dubey et al., 2024).

MLLMs (Image): In this category, tables are pro-
vided as image-based representations to MLLMs
for question answering. We compare HIPPO with
MiniGPT-4 (Zhu et al., 2024), Qwen-VL (Bai et al.,
2023), InternLM-XComposer (Zhang et al., 2023),
mPLUG-Owl (Ye et al., 2023a), mPLUG-Owl2 (Ye
et al., 2024), LLaVA v1.5 (Liu et al., 2024a), Vary-
toy (Wei et al., 2024), Monkey (Li et al., 2024),
Table-LLaVA (Zheng et al., 2024), and MiniCPM-
V-2.6 (Yao et al., 2024).

MLLMs (Image & Text): For MLLMs (Image
& Text), MLLMs are fed with the multi-modal
representation which combines both the text-based
and image-based representations of the table for
answering questions. We compare HIPPO Table-
LLaVA-13B and MiniCPM-V-2.6.

Implementation Details. For DPO training, we
use the Swift (Zhao et al., 2024) framework and set
the learning rate to 1e−4, and batch size to 1. Dur-
ing training, we use the AdamW (Kingma and Ba,
2015) optimizer. We apply LoRA (Hu et al., 2022)
to train the model for 1 epoch. During the DPO
data generation phase, tables are provided as in-
puts in three categories: text-based representation,
image-based representation, and multi-modal rep-
resentation. The temperature is set to 1.0, with ten
samples taken for each input format. During evalu-
ation, we leverage the VLLM (Kwon et al., 2023)
framework for efficient inference and configure the
MLLMs to employ beam search decoding and set
the maximum token limit of 8,192. More experi-
mental details and prompt templates are shown in
Appendix A.5 and Appendix A.6, respectively.

5 Evaluation Results

In this section, we first present the overall perfor-
mance of HIPPO. We then investigate the effective-
ness of various training strategies and examine the
role of table representations across different modal-



Method Parameters
Question Answering Fact Verification

TABMWP WTQ HiTab TAT-QA FeTaQA TabFact InfoTabs
(Acc.) (Acc.) (Acc.) (Acc.) (BLEU) (Acc.) (Acc.)

LLM (Text)
Llama2 7B 22.82 16.39 10.72 13.73 10.93 9.20 38.92
TableLlama 7B 10.10 24.97 46.57 19.04 38.38 79.37 46.57
Llama3-Instruct 8B 42.01 21.24 6.97 13.08 12.66 73.89 54.00
MLLM (Image)
MiniGPT-4 7B 0.22 0.90 0.20 0.13 0.39 0 0.10
Qwen-VL 7B 3.30 0.09 0.06 0.13 0.45 1.12 0.65
InternLM-XComposer 7B 0.06 0.05 0.12 0.26 2.62 1.19 1.11
mPLUG-Owl 7B 1.76 0.62 0.25 0.13 7.42 7.46 5.53
mPLUG-Owl2 7B 6.83 0.67 0.13 0.39 11.91 8.21 26.19
LLaVA v1.5 7B 6.05 1.24 2.03 2.97 8.24 18.9 28.31
Vary-toy 1.8B 4.42 7.96 3.42 8.81 2.44 6.33 6.98
Monkey 7B 13.26 19.07 6.41 12.31 3.41 22.56 22.11
Table-LLaVA 7B 57.78 18.43 10.09 12.82 25.60 59.85 65.26
Table-LLaVA 13B 59.77 20.41 10.85 15.67 28.03 65.00 66.91
MiniCPM-V-2.6 8B 83.68 47.97 56.53 51.55 32.68 78.48 73.03
MLLM (Image & Text)
Table-LLaVA 13B 84.58 39.89 46.00 29.27 33.50 69.93 74.88
MiniCPM-V-2.6 8B 86.06 52.30 58.56 52.46 32.96 79.31 73.18
w/ Vanilla SFT 8B 76.69 55.54 62.88 58.91 16.92 82.54 76.22
w/ HIPPO 8B 87.50 55.77 63.00 60.75 33.18 82.27 75.74

Table 2: Overall Performance on TQA and TFV Tasks. The best results are marked in bold, while the second-best
results are underlined. We establish baselines using LLM (Text) and MLLM (Image) by feeding unimodal table
representations to language models. Next, we use image-based and text-based table representations as inputs to
train various MLLM (Image & Text) models, demonstrating the effectiveness of our HIPPO.

ities in HIPPO. Finally, case studies are shown.

5.1 Overall Performance

In this experiment, we evaluate the table under-
standing effectiveness of HIPPO and baseline mod-
els on both the TQA and TFV tasks. Specifically,
we assess LLMs by feeding text representation of
tables and evaluate the capabilities of MLLMs by
providing either images or a combination of both
texts and images.

As shown in Table 2, these LLM based baselines
typically exhibit comparable performance to the
MLLMs that only use images to represent the ta-
ble, highlighting the importance of both text and
image modalities in table understanding. Among
all the unimodal-based table understanding mod-
els, MiniCPM-V-2.6 achieves the best performance,
demonstrating its strong ability to perform effective
reasoning over the images of tables. In addition
to images, we further incorporate a text represen-
tation of the table as the input for the MLLMs to
assess their effectiveness in table understanding.
The experimental results on both Table-LLaVA and
MiniCPM-V-2.6 show performance improvements,
indicating that the text representation aids MLLMs
in conducting necessary reasoning.

Next, we implement multi-modal table under-
standing models based on the MiniCPM-V-2.6

model and compare both vanilla SFT and HIPPO
models to evaluate the effectiveness of different
training strategies. Overall, HIPPO shows its effec-
tiveness by achieving an improvement of more than
4% over LLM (Text) and MLLM (Image) baselines.
The evaluation results show that the vanilla SFT
method yields inconsistent performance across dif-
ferent datasets and reduces the performance of the
zero-shot model on the TQA task, demonstrating
that fine-tuning on ground truth labels leads to over-
fitting. In contrast, HIPPO consistently improves
performance on both TQA and TFV tasks, achiev-
ing 3.6% and 2.8% improvements over the zero-
shot model, respectively. These results demonstrate
the effectiveness of HIPPO in training MLLMs
to perform more effective reasoning on tables by
leveraging both text and image modalities.

5.2 Ablation Study

The ablation studies are conducted to demonstrate
the effectiveness of different training strategies
used in our HIPPO model.

As shown in Table 3, we compare DPO, HIPPO
(Random), and HIPPO models to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of different training strategies. Specifically,
the DPO method directly samples responses based
on the multi-modal table representations for opti-
mization. Both HIPPO and HIPPO (Random) em-



Method TQA TFV
WTQ TAT-QA TabFact InfoTabs

Zero-Shot
Only Image 47.97 51.55 78.48 72.03
Only Text 50.20 50.90 74.22 69.48
Multi-Modality 52.30 52.46 81.69 73.18
Finetuning
DPO 55.31 58.16 81.38 75.50
HIPPO (Random) 55.93 59.32 81.69 73.12
HIPPO 55.77 60.75 82.27 75.74

Table 3: Ablation Study. All models are implemented
by using MiniCPM-V-2.6 as the backbone model.

ploy a hybrid-modality sampling approach for DPO
training, sampling responses from both unimodal
and multi-modal table representations. The key dis-
tinction between HIPPO (Random) and HIPPO is
that HIPPO uses the modality-consistent sampling
method, whereas HIPPO (Random) employs the
random selection strategy.

By using our hybrid-modality sampling ap-
proach to generate preferences for DPO training,
the performance of MLLM on the TQA task is
improved, highlighting the effectiveness of the
hybrid-modality sampling strategy. The primary
reason for this improvement lies in the fact that
the hybrid-modality sampling method increases the
diversity of sampled responses, enabling MLLM
to learn more signals from different modalities dur-
ing DPO training. Furthermore, HIPPO introduces
a modality-consistent sampling method for select-
ing negatives to construct preference pairs, which
helps prevent the model from learning modality
bias. As a result, HIPPO achieves an improvement
of over 1%, demonstrating its ability to generate
higher-quality negatives for DPO training.

5.3 Exploring the Role of Multi-Modal Table
Representations in HIPPO

In this experiment, we sample 500 examples from
TAT-QA and TabFact datasets respectively to in-
vestigate the roles of different modalities in table
understanding. Specifically, we analyze the output
similarity of MLLMs based on unimodal and multi-
modal table representations and then evaluate the
effectiveness of HIPPO based on unimodal table
representations.

Output Similarity. As shown in Figure 3, we as-
sess the similarities of sampled answers and Chain-
of-Thought (Wei et al., 2022) produced by differ-
ent models using unimodal and multi-modal table
representations. The prompt templates are shown
in Appendix A.7. Three training strategies are
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Figure 3: Output Similarity of Models Between Uni-
modal and Multi-Modal Table Representations. The
TAT-QA dataset is used for evaluation.
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Figure 4: Performance of Different Models Based on
Unimodal Table Representations.

compared in this experiment, including Zero-Shot,
DPO, and HIPPO.

First, we ask each model to generate several an-
swers based on both unimodal and multi-modal
representations, then calculate the Jaccard similar-
ity to estimate the output similarity, as shown in
Figure 3(a). HIPPO demonstrates higher Jaccard
similarity than DPO, highlighting its effectiveness
in helping the model generate more consistent re-
sponses based on both unimodal and multi-modal
table representations. This suggests that HIPPO
enables MLLMs to better leverage semantic in-
formation from different modalities, rather than
overfitting to a particular modality.

Then, we prompt models to generate Chain-of-
Thought (Wei et al., 2022) for solving the question
and use the BGE model (Chen et al., 2024) to eval-
uate the reasoning similarity of the models based
on unimodal and multi-modal table representations.
The evaluation results show that HIPPO typically
exhibits a lower similarity score compared to Zero-
Shot and DPO, indicating that HIPPO encourages
MLLMs to adopt more distinct reasoning mecha-
nisms across different modalities.

Table Understanding with Unimodal Repre-
sentations. Next, we further analyze the effective-
ness of our modality-consistent sampling method



Case 1:
Question: Which nation received the same number of 
gold medals as Canada? SFT: Step1: To find the nation that received the same number of gold medals as Canada, we need to 

compare the gold medal counts.
Step2: Looking at the table, we see that Canada has 1 gold medal.
Step3: Now, we need to find another nation with 1 gold medal.
Step4: The United States also has 1 gold medal.
Answer: United States

HIPPO: Look at the Gold column. Find the number of gold medals Canada earned. Canada earned 1 gold 
medal. Look at the Gold column to find another nation with 1 gold medal. Hungary earned 1 gold medal.
Therefore, Hungary received the same number of gold medals as Canada.

Table Input:

Case 2:
Question: Hugo Perez played against what two teams in his 1990 
World Cup qualifying games? 

HIPPO: Finding the rows for the 1990 World Cup qualifying games, we see that Hugo Perez 
played against Jamaica and El Salvador. Therefore, the answer is ['Jamaica', 'El Salvador'].

Table Input:

Table Input:
HIPPO: To answer the question, we need to look at the row in the table that corresponds to the 
1990 World Cup qualifying games. We can see that the first game was against Canada on April 
4, 1985, and the second game was against El Salvador on September 17, 1989. Therefore, the 
two teams that Hugo Perez played against in his 1990 World Cup qualifying games were 
Canada and El Salvador.

HIPPO: To determine the two teams Hugo Perez played against in his 1990 World Cup qualifying 
games, we need to look at the ‘Competition’ column and find the entries labeled ‘1990 World 
Cup qualifying’. By examining the ‘Opponent’ column corresponding to these entries, we can 
identify the teams. The teams listed are El Salvador and Costa Rica. Therefore, Hugo Perez 
played against El Salvador and Costa Rica in his 1990 World Cup qualifying games.

Table Input:

Figure 5: Case Study. The correct reasoning, incorrect reasoning, and final answer are highlighted.

within HIPPO by providing MLLMs with either
text-based or image-based table representations and
then evaluating their table understanding perfor-
mance on both TQA and TFV tasks.

In this experiment, we compare HIPPO and
HIPPO (Random). Different from HIPPO (Ran-
dom), HIPPO employs a modality-consistent sam-
pling approach during DPO training. As shown in
Figure 4, HIPPO significantly outperforms HIPPO
(Random) when provided with either text-based or
image-based table representations. This demon-
strates that HIPPO is more effective in capturing
key information from each modality to answer the
question, thereby extending its applicability to var-
ious scenarios where only text-based or image-
based table representations are available. Further-
more, by enhancing accuracy within each modality,
HIPPO generates more precise and consistent pre-
dictions when combining both modalities.

5.4 Case Studies

As shown in Figure 5, we randomly select two
cases to analyze the effectiveness of HIPPO
by prompting MLLMs to generate Chain-of-
Thought (Wei et al., 2022) to answer the question.

In the first case, we compare HIPPO with the
SFT method. As shown in this case, the SFT
method performs an incorrect reasoning process
by stating, “The United States has 1 gold medal”,
indicating that the SFT model fails to perform the
comparison needed to identify the country with 1

gold medal. In contrast, HIPPO correctly identifies
that “Hungary earned 1 gold medal”, demonstrat-
ing its effectiveness in training MLLMs to generate
more reliable reasoning results. By utilizing pref-
erence pairs, HIPPO contrastively optimizes the
MLLM, guiding it to produce the correct answer.

In the second case, we feed text-based, image-
based, and multi-modal table representations to
HIPPO in order to analyze the role of different
modalities. While both the text-based and image-
based representations produce the correct interme-
diate reasoning step—“find the entries labeled 1990
World Cup qualifying games”—they incorrectly
identify “Canada” and “Costa Rica” as the entries.
This illustrates that table representations from dif-
ferent modalities may lead MLLMs to generate
different incorrect answers. However, when both
modalities are combined, the correct answer “Ja-
maica” is produced, demonstrating that both modal-
ities contribute crucial semantic information to sup-
port the correct answer. This further underscores
the important roles that different modalities play in
the reasoning process of table understanding.

6 Conclusion

This paper proposes HIPPO to optimize the ability
of MLLMs to effectively leverage the semantics
from multi-modal table representations for more
accurate table understanding. Our experiments
demonstrate the effectiveness of HIPPO in enabling
MLLMs to learn richer semantics across table rep-



resentations of different modalities.

Limitations

Despite HIPPO demonstrating its effectiveness on
the TQA and TFV tasks, there are several limita-
tions. First, HIPPO relies on multi-modal table
representations, which require additional input to-
kens compared to unimodal representations. Fur-
thermore, it may necessitate an additional table-
to-text process compared to models that only use
image-based representations. Although we have
conducted extensive experiments to demonstrate
the effectiveness of both text-based and image-
based table representations in table reasoning tasks,
further analysis is needed to better understand how
MLLMs conduct reasoning based on table inputs
of different modalities.
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Dataset HIPPO Only Image Only Text
TABMWP 87.50 76.86 85.71
WTQ 55.77 51.47 48.84
HiTab 63.00 62.18 57.36
TAT-QA 60.75 57.38 55.95
FeTaQA 33.18 29.50 32.31
TabFact 82.27 79.88 80.14
InfoTabs 75.74 76.16 72.75

Table 4: Performance of HIPPO Using the Table Rep-
resentation of Different Modalities. All models are
implemented with MiniCPM-V-2.6.

A Appendix

A.1 License
This study uses MMTab (Apache-2.0 License1),
TABMWP (MIT License2), WTQ (MIT License),
HiTab (C-UDA License3), TAT-QA (MIT License),
FeTaQA (CC-BY-SA 4.0 License4), TabFact (CC-
BY-SA 4.0 License), and InfoTabs (Apache-2.0
License) in experiments. All of these licenses and
agreements allow the use of their data for academic
purposes.

A.2 Performance of HIPPO Using Table
Representations of Different Modalities

This section shows the performance of HIPPO
using various table representations: text-based,
image-based, and multi-modal table representa-
tions.

As shown in Table 4, HIPPO with a multi-modal
table representation outperforms both text-based
and image-based representations across most TQA
and TFV datasets. Specifically, on average, the
multi-modal representation yields a significant im-
provement of over 3.5% across all datasets, com-
pared to both image-based and text-based repre-
sentations. The superior performance underscores
HIPPO’s ability to effectively learn and integrate
semantic information from both text-based and
image-based representations, leading to more com-
prehensive table understanding.

A.3 Effectiveness of Different Training
Strategies

This experiment evaluates the effectiveness of table
understanding by examining the prediction consis-
tency across table understanding models trained
using different strategies.

1https://www.apache.org/licenses/LICENSE-2.0
2https://opensource.org/licenses/MIT
3https://cdla.dev/computational-use-of-data-agreement-

v1-0/
4https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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Figure 6: The Consistency of Different Models for
Ground Truth Label Prediction.

Method Table Size
Small Medium Large

Zero-Shot 56.20 45.20 35.65
HIPPO 59.94 46.98 43.94

Table 5: Performance of Zero-Shot and HIPPO Models
on the WTQ dataset.

As shown in Figure 6, we evaluate the consis-
tency of Zero-Shot, SFT, DPO, and HIPPO meth-
ods in predicting the golden labels. Specifically,
we randomly sample 500 cases and ask each model
to generate 10 outputs for consistency evaluation.
A higher consistency score indicates that the model
produces more confident predictions aligned with
the ground truth. Overall, DPO-based optimization
methods improve the consistency of MLLM predic-
tions with respect to the ground truth, suggesting
that DPO assigns a higher probability than SFT
for generating the correct answer by learning from
preference pairs. Notably, HIPPO further enhances
its prediction consistency on both datasets, demon-
strating that the training strategy of HIPPO helps
MLLMs make more confident and accurate predic-
tions. HIPPO enhances the DPO training process
by sampling more diverse responses from the table
representations of different modalities.

A.4 Performance of HIPPO on Tables of
Different Scales

In this section, we analyze the performance of
HIPPO and Zero-Shot on tables of varying scales.

In our experiments, we categorize tables into
three groups: Small, Medium, and Large. Specifi-
cally, Small refers to tables with fewer than 1,000
tokens, Medium includes tables with 1,000 to 2,000
tokens, and Large encompasses tables with more
than 2,000 tokens. The distribution is as follows:
Small tables (70.28%), Medium tables (19.45%),
and Large tables (10.27%).

As shown in Table 5, both models exhibit a de-
crease in accuracy as table size increases, highlight-

https://www.apache.org/licenses/LICENSE-2.0
https://opensource.org/licenses/MIT
https://cdla.dev/computational-use-of-data-agreement-v1-0/
https://cdla.dev/computational-use-of-data-agreement-v1-0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/


Text Representation Multi-Modal RepresentationImage Representation
[Task]:  WTQ, TAT-QA, HiTab 
[Instruction]: Analyze the table image and writ
e a brief answer to the question that follows. S
how your answer in the JSON format {\"answe
r\": [<a list of answer strings>]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: FeTaQA
[Instruction]: Based on the table image. Answ
er this question.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: TabFact 
[Instruction]: Analyze the table image and writ
e a brief answer to verify the statement that fo
llows. Show your answer in the JSON format {\
"answer\": ["True/False"]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: InfoTabs
[Instruction]: Analyze the table image and writ
e a brief answer to verify the statement that fo
llows. Show your answer in the JSON format {\
"answer\": ["Entail/Contradict/Neutral"]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]:  WTQ, TAT-QA, HiTab 
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the Markdown table and write a brief 
answer to the question that follows. Show you
r answer in the JSON format {\"answer\": [<a li
st of answer strings>]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: FeTaQA
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Based on the Markdown table. Answer this qu
estion.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: TabFact 
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the Markdown table and write a brief 
answer to verify the statement that follows. Sh
ow your answer in the JSON format {\"answer\
": ["True/False"]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: InfoTabs
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the Markdown table and write a brief 
answer to verify the statement that follows. Sh
ow your answer in the JSON format {\"answer\
": ["Entail/Contradict/Neutral"]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]:  WTQ, TAT-QA, HiTab 
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the table image and it's Markdown ta
ble and write a brief answer to the question th
at follows. Show your answer in the JSON form
at {\"answer\": [<a list of answer strings>]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: FeTaQA
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Based on the table image and it's Markdown t
able. Answer this question.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: TabFact 
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the table image and it's Markdown ta
ble and write a brief answer to verify the state
ment that follows. Show your answer in the JS
ON format {\"answer\": ["True/False"]}.
Question:{Question}

[Task]: InfoTabs
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the table image and it's Markdown ta
ble and write a brief answer to verify the state
ment that follows. Show your answer in the JS
ON format {\"answer\": ["Entail/Contradict/Ne
utral"]}.
Question:{Question}

Figure 7: Prompt Templates Used in HIPPO.

ing the challenge of capturing and reasoning with
complex information from larger tables. Notably,
HIPPO consistently outperforms Zero-Shot across
all table scales, particularly for large tables, demon-
strating its superior robustness in handling larger
tables. This performance advantage suggests that
HIPPO remains effective even as the complexity
and scale of the tabular data increase.

A.5 Additional Experimental Details

In this section, we provide a detailed description of
the steps to construct the DPO training data.

The training data is sourced from Zheng et al.
(2024). The inputs are categorized into three types:
text-based table representations (L(T )), image-
based table representations (V (T )), and multi-
modal table representations, which are formed by
concatenating the text-based and image-based rep-
resentations (L(T ), V (T )). The construction of the
DPO training dataset utilized TABMWP, WTQ, TAT-QA,
TabFact, and InfoTabs. We exclude FeTaQA due
to its evaluation metric being BLEU, which does
not focus on the accuracy of question answering.
Additionally, the HiTab dataset is excluded because
it involves multi-level tables, which present format-
ting challenges when converted to Markdown. This

conversion can lead to formatting inconsistencies,
making it less suitable for training. From each of
the chosen datasets, we extract 2,000 instances, re-
sulting in a combined dataset of 10,000 training
instances.

For data sampling, we use the MiniCPM-V-2.6
model with a temperature setting of 1 to generate
10 candidate responses for each modality. These
responses are rigorously evaluated against ground
truth answers to assess their accuracy. For DPO
training, the ground truth is labeled as the positive
response y+, while the most frequent incorrect re-
sponse is designated as the negative one y− for
DPO training (Eq. 3).

A.6 Prompt Templates Used in HIPPO

We follow the approach of previous work (Zheng
et al., 2024) modifying the prompt templates to
better align with our objectives for multi-modal
table representations. The prompt templates used
in our experiments are shown in Figure 7.

A.7 Prompt Templates Used to Generate
Chain-of-Thought

In this section, we represent the CoT (Chain of
Thought) prompt we used in Figure 8. For each



CoT Prompt
[Table Representation]:  Image
[Instruction]: Analyze the table image and base
d on the answer to write the thinking step.
Question:{Question}
Answer: {Image Representation Answer}

[Table Representation]:  Text
[Instruction]: Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
Analyze the Markdown table and based on the 
answer to write the thinking step.
Question:{Question}
Answer: {Text Representation Answer}

[Table Representation]:  Multi Modal
[Instruction]:Markdown Table: 
{Markdown Table}
 Analyze the table image and it's Markdown tab
le and based on the answer to write the thinkin
g step.
Question:{Question}
Answer: {Multi-Modal Representation Answer}

Figure 8: CoT Prompt Templates Used in HIPPO.

table representation: image, text, and multi-modal,
we provide the model with both the table represen-
tation and its corresponding answer. The model
is then instructed to generate a modality-specific
thinking step.
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