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Abstract
Despite impressive advancements in multimodal
compositional reasoning approaches, they are still
limited in their flexibility and efficiency by pro-
cessing fixed modality inputs while updating a
lot of model parameters. This paper tackles these
critical challenges and proposes CREMA, an ef-
ficient and modular modality-fusion framework
for injecting any new modality into video rea-
soning. We first augment multiple informative
modalities (such as optical flow, 3D point cloud,
audio) from given videos without extra human an-
notation by leveraging existing pre-trained mod-
els. Next, we introduce a query transformer with
multiple parameter-efficient modules associated
with each accessible modality. It projects diverse
modality features to the LLM token embedding
space, allowing the model to integrate different
data types for response generation. Furthermore,
we propose a fusion module designed to compress
multimodal queries, maintaining computational
efficiency in the LLM while combining additional
modalities. We validate our method on video-
3D, video-audio, and video-language reasoning
tasks and achieve better/equivalent performance
against strong multimodal LLMs, including BLIP-
2, 3D-LLM, and SeViLA while using 96% fewer
trainable parameters. We provide extensive anal-
yses of CREMA, including the impact of each
modality on reasoning domains, the design of the
fusion module, and example visualizations.1

1. Introduction
We humans understand the world through various senses,
such as sight, sound, touch, and heat, allowing us to under-
stand our environment and act accordingly. This concept has
inspired the field of multimodal learning that connects vari-

*Equal contribution 1UNC-Chapel Hill. Correspondence
to: Shoubin Yu <shoubin@cs.unc.edu>, Jaehong Yoon <jhy-
oon@cs.unc.edu>, Mohit Bansal <mbansal@cs.unc.edu>.

1Project Page: https://CREMA-VideoLLM.github.io/.

❄LLM

🔥Visual 
Q-former

🔥Audio 
Q-former

❄Visual Encoder

❄Audio Encoder

🔥Video

🔥Audio

🔥3D

❄Visual Encoder

❄Audio Encoder

❄3D Encoder

❄Multimodal 
Q-Former

❄LLM

CREMA: Efficient Modular Modality-Fusion 
Framework with Modality-Specific Adapters

MLLM

……
…

3D Point CloudAudioVideo Depth NormalsFlow

…

🔥Modality
Fusion

🔥LLM
🔥Visual Encoder

🔥Audio Encoder

… …

Previous Efficient MLLM

+

Figure 1: We present CREMA, an efficient and modu-
lar modality-fusion framework. We utilize a single multi-
modal Q-Former with a set of lightweight modality-specific
adapters, hence allowing video frames, optical flow, 3D, etc.

ous perceptions, including vision-language (Alayrac et al.,
2022; Li et al., 2023b; Zang et al., 2023; Radford et al.,
2021), audio-video (Han et al., 2020; Tang et al., 2022), and
2D-3D joint vision (Li et al., 2020; Hou et al., 2021; 2023).
In particular, recent Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) (Yu et al., 2023b; Li et al., 2023b; Liu et al.,
2023a; Tang et al., 2023) have shown promising versatility
in handling multiple forms of input data, such as vision,
audio, and text. These models are crucial in real-world ap-
plications that require a comprehensive understanding of
multiple modalities to make decisions in various contexts.
For example, autonomous vehicles rely on road signs, sirens,
and LIDAR for navigation and safe driving. Similarly, edu-
cational AI enhances the learning experience by integrating
diverse information, such as videos, speech, and textbooks.

Despite their recent advancements, deploying a generic
MLLM that handles multiple diverse modalities is still very
challenging in terms of cost and flexibility. For different
types of inputs, MLLMs have required extremely large com-
putational budgets to update the LLM with individual en-
coders for modalities (Fig. 1 top left). Alternatively, recent
efficient MLLMs using separate projection modules (Zhang
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et al., 2023; Sun et al., 2023a; Li et al., 2023b) (Fig. 1
top right) provide a more efficient and flexible way for
multimodal reasoning. However, as each modality module
contains hundreds of millions of parameters for training,
this approach is still computationally intensive, and balanc-
ing as well as fusing various types of inputs becomes even
more complex and costly when more modalities are intro-
duced. Such challenges also exist in very recent pioneering
works (Liu et al., 2023c; Panagopoulou et al., 2023; Lu
et al., 2023); these models aim to integrate more diverse
sensory data for compositional understanding via partial
updates to the models, yet still require notable training re-
sources to adapt to different modalities (7B for Unified-IO
2 (Lu et al., 2023)). Moreover, they focus primarily on fixed
modality pairs (like 3D-text and visual-text), limiting their
adaptability to new data forms and broader applications.

To overcome these limitations, our work presents Mul-
timodal Compositional Video Reasoning via Efficient
Modular Adaptation and Fusion (CREMA), a highly ef-
ficient yet effective multimodal LLM framework for video
reasoning that extends existing vision-language models
to adapt to any new set of modalities, including video,
depth map, optical flow, surface normals, audio, 3D point
cloud, notably with very few trainable parameters (<
5M for each new modality) as compared to BLIP-2 (Li
et al., 2023b), 3D-LLM (Hong et al., 2023) (∼188M) and
SeViLA (Yu et al., 2023a) (∼376M). Given a frozen pre-
trained vision-language backbone, our approach introduces
modality-adaptive modules on top of the Q-Former (Li et al.,
2023b) architecture, including linear projectors, low-rank
adapters (Hu et al., 2022), and learnable queries. Our
parameter-efficient modular design ensures that the pre-
trained backbone remains unchanged and enables updates
with new modalities and more advanced LLMs in the future
without complex architecture changes. To enrich the input
modalities, we utilize public pre-trained models to extract
features from raw videos, such as depth map, optical flow,
and surface normals.

Furthermore, despite the usefulness of our compositional
video reasoning framework for multimodal data, dealing
with numerous modalities is not always beneficial, because
some modality features may be redundant to each other
or unrelated to the target reasoning tasks. Besides, the
LLM needs to receive longer input contexts, which include
token embeddings from all modality queries, resulting in
increased computations to produce responses. Hence, to ad-
dress these remaining concerns, we introduce a lightweight
modality fusion module, dubbed CREMA-Espresso, that ef-
fectively combines various modality tokens through a novel
self-gated attention. As a result, we enable the model to
maintain GFLOPs while still achieving competitive perfor-
mance, even when the LLM processes a larger number of
modality inputs.

We validate CREMA on various video reasoning bench-
marks, including conventional VideoQA (NExT-QA (Xiao
et al., 2021)), as well as compositional VideoQA including
3D-QA (SQA3D (Ma et al., 2023)) and Audio-QA (MUSIC-
AVQA (Li et al., 2022)) that require additional modalities
beyond video and text, such as 3D point cloud or audio.
CREMA surpasses other modality-specific baselines, im-
proving fine-tuning performance by +3.3% on SQA3D,
+1.9% on MUSIC-AVQA, and +0.9% on NeXT-QA with
just 2∼4% of the trainable parameters and more modal-
ities. CREMA also outperforms general-purpose baselines
in the zero-shot setting. We further provide comprehensive
analyses of varying sets of modalities, different modality
fusion strategies, benefits of adding more modality, and
qualitative analysis with input/response visualizations to
highlight the efficiency and effectiveness of our CREMA
framework in compositional video reasoning.

We summarize our contributions as 4-fold:

• We propose a highly efficient and generalizable modality-
extensible learning framework, coined CREMA, which
learns multiple modality-adaptive modules to understand
given data through augmented senses.

• CREMA’s design allows easy embracing of new modal-
ities by adding additional modality-adaptive modules
without any need to modify the existing framework.

• We present a trainable modality fusion module that ef-
ficiently weighs modalities, integrating useful modality
features into response generation.

• We demonstrate the efficacy of our CREMA on multiple
video reasoning datasets by achieving better/equivalent
performance while reducing about 96% of trainable pa-
rameters than BLIP-2, 3D-LLM, and SeViLA.

2. Related Works
Learning with Multiple Modalities. Beyond conven-
tional unimodal learning, leveraging additional modalities,
such as visual and audio, in learning models is increasingly
popular and has demonstrated remarkable success in solv-
ing diverse tasks (Zhu et al., 2024; Liu et al., 2023b; Lu
et al., 2023; Moon et al., 2023). Vision Language Mod-
els (Huang et al., 2023; Li et al., 2023a; Gong et al., 2023)
are the most prevalent branch of multimodal learning that
combine vision and language by training on massive data to
understand and generate outputs involving visual and text-
based information. Audio-Language Models (Chuang et al.,
2020; Castellon et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2023) have been
proposed for various audio-associated language tasks, e.g.,
spoken question answering and speech synthesis. Also, 2D-
3D Joint Vision Models (Li et al., 2020; Hou et al., 2021;
2023) aim to combine features of both two-dimensional
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(2D) and three-dimensional (3D) data to interpret and an-
alyze both modalities, allowing for a more comprehensive
understanding of visual information. However, these ap-
proaches are not scalable to other tasks involving different
modality inputs since they focus on handling fine-grained
problems with pre-defined modalities.

Multimodal Large Language Model. Very recently, sev-
eral works propose integrated pipelines using more than two
different data sources for general-purpose reasoning (Zellers
et al., 2022; Han et al., 2023; Li et al., 2023b; Girdhar et al.,
2023; Liu et al., 2023c). MERLOT-REVERSE (Zellers
et al., 2022) introduces a new training objective that learns
from audio, subtitles, and video frames. Given modality-
specific features extracted from the encoder/tokenizer for
these inputs, the joint transformer learns to predict the
masked text and audio. Prismer (Liu et al., 2023c) is an
adapter-based vision-language model that adopts unified
adapter layers to integrate multiple vision features, ex-
tracted from task-specific pre-trained models like object
detection, segmentation, and OCR. Therefore, incorporating
new types of inputs can be challenging since it requires new
pre-training steps for all other modalities. X-InstructBLIP
(X-BLIP) (Panagopoulou et al., 2023) integrates various
modalities into a framework using frozen LLMs, employ-
ing modality-specific Q-Formers as adapters to connect dif-
ferent encoders. However, this method needs to train the
individual Q-Former for each modality to enable modality-
aligned instruction tuning, which is still resource-intensive.
OneLLM (Han et al., 2023) presents a universal encoder and
projection module to align various modalities with language,
its flexibility is limited in adapting new modalities, as the
pre-trained projection may be impaired with unseen input
format. On the other hand, our proposed CREMA method
adopts an efficient and modular approach, using parameter-
efficient adapters for each modality, and enhances flexibility
in integrating any new modalities into the existing model.

3. Method
We first provide a preliminary of the Q-Former framework
for connecting multimodal inputs with the LLM in Sec. 3.1.
Next, we define the problem for compositional VideoQA
and introduce our CREMA method for efficient multimodal
compositional video reasoning in Sec. 3.2. Finally, we
describe the training and inference process in Sec. 3.3.

3.1. Preliminaries: Q-Former

To connect various types of sensory inputs with the LLM,
we adopt the Q-Former architecture originally proposed in
BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023b), a transformer (Vaswani et al.,
2017) module that bridges the modality encoder and the
LLM, similar to Perceiver (Jaegle et al., 2021). It receives

modality features Z from the encoder along with learnable
queries v and produces fixed-length tokens q as output. This
design enables the Q-Former to extract the most informative
features from the input modality and remove any irrelevant
information. It further projects obtained tokens q into the
LLM’s embedding space via a fully connected layer to make
them compatible. In the end, q serves as soft visual prompts
(Jia et al., 2022) for the LLM. CREMA method adopts
several lightweight form-adaptive modules on top of the
Q-Former to integrate knowledge from different data types
(e.g., video frames, audio, 3D point cloud, etc.) efficiently.

3.2. Multimodal Compositional Video Reasoning via
Efficient Modular Adaptation and Fusion

Multimodal Encoders. Our proposed method, CREMA,
illustrated in Fig. 2, aims to generate responses using
both language (i.e., questions) and various multimodal in-
puts (e.g., images, audio, depth data), denoted as M =
[M1,M2, ...,Mn], where n represents the number of ac-
cessible modalities. Throughout this paper, our CREMA
method handles six modalities: video RGB frames, audio,
3D point cloud, optical flow, surface normals, and depth
map, in total (up to four different modalities at once), but
we note that our approach is able to process a larger number
of different data types if needed. We first encode input data
for each modality using the corresponding encoder. Here,
we adopt several classes of publicly available pre-trained
encoders for modalities, which are kept frozen, to improve
training efficiency and learning generalization. Universal
encoder (Girdhar et al., 2023; Han et al., 2023) can be em-
ployed as well, but it lacks the flexibility to other new modal-
ities which are not pre-trained before. Next, we add a fully
connected layer (dashed box in Fig. 2) for each data type
when dimension misalignment happens. It maps different
modality representations into a unified feature space while
avoiding incompatibilities between varying encoder archi-
tectures. We then obtain a set of multimodal features, and in
the next step, the Q-Former will extract informative features
in Z into query embeddings. More multimodal encoder
details are discussed in Sec. 4.1 and Appendix Sec. A.2.

Multimodal Q-Former. Previous studies (Panagopoulou
et al., 2023; Yu et al., 2023b; Zhang et al., 2023; Hong
et al., 2023) have shown Q-Former architecture’s capabil-
ity in integrating various modalities with LLMs. However,
they necessitate the individual Q-former for each modality,
leading to significant parameter demands. While Q-Formers
are moderately scaled at ∼188 million parameters, which is
less than the billions in LLMs, this size becomes substantial
with increasing modalities. For example, processing five
different modalities would require about one billion of pa-
rameters, highlighting the cost and complexity of scaling
modality with additional Q-Formers.
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Figure 2: Overview of the CREMA method. The multimodal encoders, Q-former, and LLM are kept frozen in the process.
For each modality input, we extract tokens using a corresponding modality-specific adaptation module. Then, we can
employ the optional fusion module to blend and compact the obtained tokens. In the end, the LLM can leverage multimodal
or modality-fusion tokens, which contain rich representations of different input modalities, to generate responses.

Hence, to deploy a lightweight, universal module capable
of integrating various sensory representations, we intro-
duce Multimodal Q-Former. This architecture integrates a
Modality-specific Multi-Query Adapter (MMQA) for each
modality. As illustrated in the middle of Fig. 2, MMQA
consists of Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2022)
modules2, learnable queries, and linear projections. The in-
tuitive design of our approach enables efficient and flexible
adaptation to any specific modalities. Let Zm be extracted
features from the data Mm of the mth modality. The mul-
timodal Q-Former propagates Zm with the corresponding
MMQA module to capture the relevant information, produc-
ing query embeddings qm. Given input learnable queries
vm = v0

m, we compute a linear projection at layer i con-
taining the modality-specific LoRA as follows:

vi+1
m = Wvi

m +∆Wm, (1)

∆Wm = BmAm B ∈ Rd×r,A ∈ Rr×d, (2)

where W 3 represents the original linear projection param-
eters of the Q-Former. ∆W indicates a low-rank adapter
for W with the rank r ≪ d. Here, d is the feature size of
the Q-Former. With the hidden dimension r = 64, updating
only a small number of parameters of ∆W for each modal-
ity while freezing the Q-Former backbone is sufficient for
the model to capture rich modality-specific representation.
In addition, the proposed approach can effortlessly integrate
new modalities. Upon the arrival of a new modality, our

2We implement LoRA modules at the query and value linear
projections for each self-attention layer.

3For the rest of the paper, unless otherwise stated, we omit the
layer index for readability.

method can simply append appropriate MMQA modules
without modifying the existing architecture, ensuring sus-
tained support for previously integrated modalities.

Cross-Modality Reasoning With LLM. To conduct
cross-modal reasoning, we aggregate multimodal query
embeddings with language query l via simple concatena-
tion. This aggregated information is fed into the Large
Language Model (LLM) to get the final response a, such
that a = LLM(concat(q1, ..., qn, l))4. The LLM is always
kept frozen for efficient learning purposes.

Espresso: Self-gated Multimodal Query Fusion. Our
approach, which concatenates modality-adaptive queries
from lightweight MMQA modules, efficiently manages mul-
timodal reasoning tasks. However, the LLM faces increased
training/inference time and computational costs due to extra
input tokens proportional to the number of modalities. To
prevent the query token size from growing linearly with
each new modality, we introduce a novel self-gated mul-
timodal query fusion module. We define the token em-
bedding of video queries qV = q1 as a major and others
q\V = {qi}ni=2 to be supportive ones. Next, we merge
supportive query embeddings through a linear projection
layer π(·;θ) to match the dimension with qV . Motivated
by Ramachandran et al. (2017); Kiela et al. (2018), we then
perform attention on the merged query embeddings q̄\V via
self-gated operation and fuse them with qV , which we call

4To let the LLM be aware of the difference of each modality,
we insert modal-specific prefix tokens before modality queries. We
omit the notations from the equation for simplicity.
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CREMA-espresso:

q̄\V = π ([q2; · · · ; qn];θ) ,
q̂ = qV ⊕

(
sigmoid

(
q̄\V

)
· q̄\V

)
,

(3)

where [·; · · · ; ·] denotes a channel-wise concatenation, and
⊕ stands for an element-wise sum. In the end, CREMA-
espresso obtains the response a = LLM(concat(q̂, l)). No-
tably, when injecting new modalities, it successfully reduces
computational costs while achieving comparable perfor-
mance with CREMA without espresso. This method mirrors
human perception in video reasoning tasks, where visual
cues are primary but are supplemented by other modalities
for richer understanding.

3.3. Training and Inference with CREMA

To enhance CREMA’s multimodal adaptation, we imple-
ment a lightweight pre-training stage using diverse modality
inputs. It aims to quickly probe a good initialization of a
few trainable parameters (several million) corresponding to
the relevant modalities and brings better zero-shot perfor-
mance on downstream tasks. We only update the MMQA
modules for each modality using external modality-specific
datasets (e.g., Audio-Text, 3D-Text) and then integrate these
updated parameters into our framework. During fine-tuning
and inference, each modality input will only be passed into
the corresponding MMQA module. We employ standard
cross-entropy loss for training. More details of the MMQA
initialization are in Sec. 4.1 and the Appendix (Sec. A.3).

4. Experiments
In this section, we first outline the overall experimental setup
in Sec. 4.1 and show the results of the proposed CREMA on
various cross-modal Video QA & reasoning tasks in Sec. 4.2.
We further provide more insights on the design of the fu-
sion module, and the impact of new modalities across tasks
in Sec. 4.3. More experiments on the impact of LoRA rank
and MMQA initialization are included in Appendix (Sec. B).

4.1. Experimental Setup

Pre-training Data. Following X-instructBLIP (X-BLIP)
(Panagopoulou et al., 2023), we pre-trained to initialize our
MMQA module for audio modality on AudioCap (Kim et al.,
2019). We adopt the same data resource released in (Hong
et al., 2023) for a MMQA module on 3D data. More pre-
training details are included in the Appendix (Sec. A.3).

Downstream Datasets & Benchmark. We evaluate the
CREMA framework on three video reasoning and QA
tasks, focusing on both conventional and compositional
VideoQA. These include: SQA3D (Ma et al., 2023),
MUSIC-AVQA (Li et al., 2022), and NExT-QA (Xiao et al.,

2021). See Appendix (Sec. A.1) for more details.

Implementation Details. (1) Pre-trained Visual Ex-
perts: We employ frozen pre-trained visual experts to ex-
tract diverse modalities features from raw videos. Specifi-
cally, we use ZoeDepth (Bhat et al., 2023), Unimatch (Xu
et al., 2023), and NLL-AngMF (Bae et al., 2021) for depth,
flow, and normals estimation respectively. (2) Modality En-
coder: We use frozen modality-specific encoders to encode
each modality to embedding space. We adopt ViT-G (Sun
et al., 2023b) for visual (frames, depth, norm, and flow),
BEATS (Chen et al., 2023) for audio, and follow data ex-
traction in 3D-LLM (Hong et al., 2023) and ConceptFu-
sion (Jatavallabhula et al., 2023) for 3D point cloud. See
Appendix (Sec. A.2) for details. (3) Baselines & Model
Implementation: We extend 3D-LLM and BLIP-2 with
multiple individual Q-Formers for each new modality as our
baseline. We fully fine-tune these Q-Formers. In CREMA,
our Multimodal Q-Former is initialized from BLIP-2 im-
age pre-trained one. We set 64 LoRA rank and 32 query
tokens for all MMQA modules. See Appendix (Sec. A.4 &
Sec. A.5) for more details.

4.2. Main Experimental Results

SQA3D: Our method is significantly efficient yet outper-
forms publicly available, strong MLLM baselines on 3D-
associated video reasoning. As shown in Tab. 1, we evaluate
the fine-tuning performance on SQA3D, and CREMA with
video frame inputs (V) obtains improved accuracy compared
to baselines on single modality inputs, MCAN, ClipBERT,
and ScanQA, by +9.6%p, +9.7%p, and +5.3%p, respec-
tively. We also measure the performance of 3D-LLM, a
strong multimodal learning method that shares almost all
of its structures with BLIP-2, except for the 3D encoder.
Although 3D-LLM enhances its performance by integrating
multiple modalities, this brings a considerable increase in
parameters to update multiple Q-Formers for each modality.
Meanwhile, our CREMA method with V, P, D modalities
surpasses all baselines, achieving the best average accu-
racy by updating only proposed MMQA modules, which
uses ∼97.9% fewer parameters (12M) for training than 3D-
LLM (564M) per modality. In addition, CREMA-espresso
method delivers competitive performance and further en-
hances our efficiency by merging query tokens from all
accessible modality inputs through the proposed fusion mod-
ule, showing a substantial reduction in FLOPs of the LLM
(∼59%↓), highlighting the significance of selective compo-
sitional reasoning with relevant modalities.

We note that our CREMA exhibits improved compositional
reasoning abilities using more diverse modalities, evident
in a higher average performance. We expect that the model
benefits from following reasons: 1) the effect of data aug-
mentation, 2) we mitigate overfitting by recognizing inputs
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Table 1: Fine-tuning Results on 3D Situated Question Answering (SQA3D). Input modalities are abbreviated as: V:
Video RGB frames, V∗: Bird-Eye View image, P: 3D Point cloud, and D: Depth. We bold the best numbers and underline
the second-best numbers.

Method Modality What Is How Can Which Others Avg. Trainable
Params. GFLOPs

MCAN (Yu et al., 2019) V∗ 28.8 59.6 44.0 68.3 40.7 40.4 43.4 56M -
ClipBERT (Lei et al., 2021) V 30.2 60.1 38.7 63.3 42.4 42.7 43.3 135M -
ScanQA (Azuma et al., 2022) P 31.6 63.8 46.2 69.5 43.8 45.3 46.5 38M -

3D-LLM (Hong et al., 2023)

P 37.0 65.1 45.8 67.4 51.0 49.8 49.7 188M 0.60K
V 45.1 62.7 48.6 63.3 45.8 49.8 51.4 188M 1.30K
V, P 47.7 61.0 49.0 63.6 49.0 49.6 52.3 376M 1.67K
V, P, D 45.2 62.4 49.4 66.8 44.1 50.3 52.5 564M 3.61K

CREMA (Ours)

P 37.5 59.2 44.0 62.4 49.8 45.5 47.3 4M 0.60K
V 44.9 62.1 48.1 67.7 48.4 49.8 51.8 4M 1.30K
V, P 46.2 63.6 46.4 63.0 48.7 50.1 52.1 8M 1.69K
V, P, D 46.0 67.3 47.7 61.2 49.8 52.4 53.0 12M 3.63K

CREMA-espresso (Ours) V, P, D 45.7 63.8 47.3 65.3 49.3 52.8 52.7 20M 1.49K

Table 2: Fine-tuning Results on Audio-Video Question Answering (MUSIC-AVQA). We report simple notations for
each modality and question type: V: Video RGB frames, A: Audio, F: optical Flow, Cnt.: Counting, Com.: Comparative,
Loc.: Location, Ext.: Existential, and Tem.: Temporal. We bold the best numbers and underline the second-best numbers.

Method Modality Audio Visual Audio-Visual Avg. Trainable
Params. GFLOPs

Cnt. Com. Avg. Cnt. Loc. Avg. Ext. Loc. Cnt. Com. Tem. Avg.

AVQA (Li et al., 2022) V, A 80.3 60.0 77.3 74.5 77.8 76.1 81.4 68.7 69.9 64.6 67.1 70.9 73.5 18M -
LAVISH (Lin et al., 2023) V, A 85.6 65.9 81.4 80.2 81.1 80.6 84.6 69.2 78.8 65.6 69.1 73.8 76.9 21M -

BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023b)

A 79.1 64.8 73.8 73.0 66.6 69.8 84.1 62.0 66.0 62.5 58.1 66.8 68.8 188M 0.62K
V 86.7 58.5 76.3 87.2 93.7 90.5 81.5 72.0 81.3 64.3 70.1 74.2 78.9 188M 1.30K
V, A 86.3 58.4 76.0 87.6 93.0 90.3 80.4 68.3 82.6 63.8 69.8 73.5 78.4 376M 1.78K
V, A, F 86.0 59.9 76.4 84.9 92.5 88.8 81.8 71.4 79.7 65.1 68.4 73.6 78.1 564M 3.21K

CREMA (ours)

A 79.0 64.3 75.8 68.8 68.6 68.7 84.9 61.3 63.3 58.4 56.5 65.4 68.0 5M 0.63K
V 88.3 60.6 82.3 84.4 85.2 84.8 84.8 71.7 80.8 63.8 70.6 74.6 78.7 4M 1.30K
V, A 89.0 61.4 83.0 84.7 85.0 84.8 84.4 73.2 84.8 63.2 71.3 75.6 79.4 9M 1.78K
V, A, F 88.1 58.6 81.7 85.3 90.5 87.9 85.0 72.7 85.3 65.5 74.6 76.9 80.8 13M 3.23K

CREMA-espresso (ours) V, A, F 89.1 63.1 83.5 83.3 91.0 87.1 84.4 73.1 84.8 66.9 71.3 76.5 80.6 21M 1.39K

through an extensive set of modalities, and 3) we com-
pel a regularization effect on the model through parameter-
efficient updates, often leading to a stable and better gen-
eralization (Zhao et al., 2021; Ding et al., 2022; Fu et al.,
2023) than fine-tuning large models (Zhao et al., 2021).

MUSIC-AVQA: CREMA method achieves superior audio-
video reasoning ability. In Tab. 2, recent parameter-efficient
approaches, AVQA and LAVISH, perform reasonably well
on audio and video QA tasks (MUSIC-AVQA), but are
less impactful due to their restricted language capability.
BLIP-2 achieves higher accuracy than these baselines by
training modality-specific Q-Formers with a powerful lan-
guage model, FLAN-T5XL. However, it fails to incorporate
multiple modality information, and degrades audio-video
reasoning ability when combining V modality with A or A,
F. On the other hand, our method constantly improves aver-
age accuracy with more modality, outperforming LAVISH

(+3.9%p) and BLIP-2 (+2.7%p), by using only 61.9% and
2.3% number of parameters, respectively. In addition, we
show that our CREMA-espresso reduces GFLOPs signifi-
cantly (3.23K → 1.39K) while maintaining the same level
of performance, compared to our CREMA with V, A, F.

NeXT-QA: CREMA method achieves superior performance
against strong vision-language reasoning methods on the
NeXT-QA dataset. As shown in Tab. 3, LLAMA-VQA with
13B and 33B parameters perform well with a small number
of trainable parameters as it equips powerful LLAMA (Tou-
vron et al., 2023) models as an LLM, on the other hand,
SeViLA, BLIP-2, and CREMA method adopt Flan-T5XL,
which has 3B parameters but achieves reasoning capabili-
ties comparable to the LLAMA-7B model. CREMA with V
obtains a slightly lower fine-tuning performance compared
to BLIP-2 since they perform fine-tuning of the entire Q-
Former framework. But, the ability of our proposed frame-
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Table 3: Fine-tuning Results on Video Question Answering (NeXT-QA). Modalities and question types are abbreviated
as: V: Video RGB frames, D: Depth, F: optical Flow, N: surface Normalization, P.&N.: Prev & Next, Pre.: Present, Cnt.:
Count, Loc.: Location, and Otr.: Other. We bold the best numbers and underline the second-best numbers.

Methods Modality Causal Temporal Descriptive Avg. Trainable
Params. GFLOPs

How Why All P.&N. Pre. All Cnt. Loc. Otr. Avg.

LLaMA-VQA (33B) (Ko et al., 2023) V - - 76.2 - - 72.6 - - - 78.8 75.5 9M -
LLaMA-VQA (13B) (Ko et al., 2023) V - - 75.3 - - 71.7 - - - 75.9 74.2 6M -
LLaMA-VQA (7B) (Ko et al., 2023) V - - 72.7 - - 69.2 - - - 75.8 72.0 5M -
SeViLA (Yu et al., 2023a) V 71.3 75.3 74.2 67.8 71.7 69.4 67.2 91.8 85.2 81.3 73.8 376M -

BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023b)

V 69.9 73.9 72.9 65.4 71.9 68.1 64.9 91.8 80.3 81.2 72.6 188M 1.30K
V, F 68.8 74.0 72.6 65.8 71.1 68.0 64.9 92.8 81.3 81.9 72.6 376M 2.21K
V, F, D 70.8 74.2 73.3 65.0 71.4 67.6 61.5 93.2 81.6 81.4 72.7 564M 5.03K
V, F, D, N 71.7 74.2 73.5 65.7 72.6 68.5 65.5 92.5 81.9 82.1 73.3 752M 6.12K

CREMA (Ours)

V 67.3 73.9 72.1 63.0 70.2 65.9 64.9 93.2 80.3 81.6 71.6 4M 1.30K
V, F 69.3 74.1 72.8 64.4 70.5 66.9 67.2 92.8 80.9 82.2 72.4 8M 2.22K
V, N 68.0 73.9 72.3 63.8 70.5 66.6 66.6 93.2 81.3 82.4 72.1 8M 2.22K
V, D 68.6 73.8 72.4 64.2 70.8 66.9 66.1 92.2 79.6 81.3 72.0 8M 2.22K
V, F, D 68.9 74.5 73.0 65.4 72.2 68.2 64.9 91.8 80.9 81.3 72.8 12M 5.04K
V, F, D, N 69.3 74.7 73.2 67.2 72.2 69.3 65.5 93.5 82.2 82.6 73.5 16M 6.14K

CREMA-espresso (Ours) V, F, D, N 68.8 74.9 73.3 66.0 71.8 68.4 66.6 93.7 79.9 82.1 73.0 28M 1.46K

Table 4: Zero-shot Evaluation on Multimodal Composi-
tional QA tasks (SQA3D and MUSIC-AVQA).

Method Modality Acc. Total
Params.

SQA3D

Unified QA (Khashabi et al., 2020) P 41.0 11.0B
GPT-3 (Brown et al., 2020) P 41.0 175.0B
3D-LLM (Hong et al., 2023) P 36.9 3.1B

OneLLM (Han et al., 2023)
P 34.5 7.8B
V 39.4 7.8B
V, P 37.9 7.8B

CREMA (Ours)
P 37.3 3.1B
V 39.6 4.1B
V, P 40.0 4.1B

MUSIC-AVQA

X-BLIP (Panagopoulou et al., 2023)
A 22.7 13.2B
V 43.5 14.1B
V, A 44.5 14.4B

OneLLM (Han et al., 2023)
A 34.8 7.8B
V 48.4 7.8B
V, A 42.3 7.8B

CREMA (Ours)
A 31.0 3.2B
V 51.0 4.1B
V, A 52.6 4.2B

work to incorporate a variety of new modalities enhances
its compositional understanding: CREMA with V, F, D, N
competes (SeViLA) or even surpasses (BLIP-2) strong base-
lines while requiring 96∼98% less parameters for training.
However, inserting new modalities into the model is not
always advantageous, as this increases computational costs
during LLM generations. Our CREMA-espresso prevents
this via a self-gated token fusion module and delivers com-
petitive performance with a substantial reduction of FLOPs
during LLM inference, highlighting the significance of se-
lective compositional reasoning with relevant modalities.

Zero-shot Evaluation: In addition to the fine-tuning eval-
uation, CREMA method also achieves superior zero-shot
performance on compositional video reasoning. We perform
the zero-shot evaluation on SQA3D and MUSIC-AVQA
in Tab. 4. Note that Unified QA and GPT-35 with cap-
tion generated from 3D point cloud inputs perform well,
attributed to their considerable model size and pre-trained
data. 3D-LLM is a 3D-specific model that fails to han-
dle V with its Q-Former in a zero-shot manner. We also
test OneLLM, a universal multimodal reasoning framework
equipped Llama2-7B (Touvron et al., 2023) for the LLM
backbone. We re-implement OneLLM compositional rea-
soning by concatenating features from different modalities
based on publicly released code. According to Tab. 4, the
OneLLM is less effective on compositional performance
with V, P than when using only video inputs. We show that
our CREMA also demonstrates a distinct advantage in zero-
shot compositional reasoning across modalities, enhancing
the performance when combining video frames and 3D point
cloud (V, P). We further compare with X-InstructBLIP (X-
BLIP), a strong reasoning framework integrating various
modalities with modality-specific Q-Formers as adapters to
connect different encoders, and OneLLM on audio-video
reasoning tasks. Following the evaluation setting of X-BLIP,
our method remarkably outperforms both X-BLIP (13B),
obtaining gains by +7.3%p (A), +7.5%p (V), and +8.1%p
(V, A), with only 4.1B parameters. OneLLM (7.8B) has
2.44× more parameters than ours, but it shows less effective
compositional reasoning ability again, which decreases the
performance when integrating both modality inputs. In the
end, CREMA method surpasses OneLLM on audio-video
reasoning, improving zero-shot performance by +2.6%p

5We borrow the results of GPT-3 from the official technical
report in Ma et al. (2023).
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Table 5: Average accuracy & GFLOPs (on NeXT-QA) of
our method with different modality fusion strategies. We
use V, F, D, N on NeXT-QA and V, P, D on SQA3D. Concat
indicates that we concatenate multimodal query tokens.

Fusion NeXT-QA SQA3D GFLOPs

Video-Only (V) 71.6 51.8 1.30K
Concat 73.5 (+1.9) 53.0 (+1.2) 6.14K

Cross-Attention 70.5 (−1.1) 49.8 (−2.0) 2.33K
Linear 71.1 (−0.5) 51.3 (−0.5) 1.87K
MoE 72.0 (+0.4) 51.1 (−0.7) 1.02K
Self-Gated (espresso) 73.0 (+1.4) 52.7 (+0.9) 1.46K

(V) and +10.3%p (V, A).

4.3. Quantitative Analysis

Ablations for the modality fusion module in CREMA-
espresso. Our proposed self-gated multimodal query fu-
sion module is designed to combine sets of token embed-
dings for different modality queries and prevent the token
embedding from growing in size as new modality inputs
are added to the framework. This allows LLMs to gener-
ate responses without increasing computational costs. As
the architectural design of this module affects the fusion
quality of token embeddings, we investigate our CREMA-
espresso with different fusion strategies: given a concate-
nated multimodal token embedding Q obtained by a multi-
modal Q-Former (i.e., concat), Linear reduces token size
of Q through a linear projection, Mixture-of-Experts (MoE)
adopts a MoE layer inside Q-Former to extract a few token
embeddings, and Cross-Attention adopts extra prompts as
an input and computes the cross-attention with Q. As shown
in Tab. 5, our proposed self-gated fusion module achieves
competitive performance with Concat, while other variants
decrease the average accuracy despite incorporating addi-
tional modalities besides video. Also, it performs efficiently
compared to Cross-attention and Linear, requiring more
computationally expensive operations to combine modality.

The impact of new modalities on easy/hard questions.
We further delve into how adding extra modalities beyond
video RGB frames (V) can enhance video reasoning prob-
lems. Following the previous work (Buch et al., 2022),
which splits the dataset into the easy/hard groups based
on the performance of the reference model to find subsets
requiring less/more modality information, we classify ques-
tion inputs in compositional video reasoning tasks (SQA3D
and MUSIC-AVQA) based on the zero-shot performance
of CREMA method with only V; i.e., if the model predicts
correctly → easy, otherwise → hard, indicating that input
examples in hard may need additional knowledge to find ap-
propriate answers. After that, we fine-tune our CREMA and
test on obtained subsets. As shown in Tab. 6, adding new

Table 6: Acuracy of CREMA method on easy and hard
questions across datasets and modalities.

Modality Easy Acc. Hard Acc.

SQA3D

V 75.0 37.2
V, P 75.8 (+0.8) 37.3 (+0.1)
V, P, D 75.2 (+0.2) 39.0 (+1.8)

MUSIC-AVQA

V 85.7 71.2
V, A 87.2 (+1.5) 71.4 (+0.2)
V, A, F 86.8 (+1.1) 74.5 (+3.4)

NeXT-QA

V 90.6 41.5
V, D 90.2 (−0.4) 43.1 (+1.6)
V, F, D 90.5 (−0.1) 44.7 (+3.2)
V, F, D, N 89.9 (−0.7) 48.1 (+6.6)

modalities brings improvement over both easy and hard sub-
sets. However, performance gain on the easy subset is less
effective as it is already dominant to the video frame inputs,
whereas information from additional modalities benefits the
prediction of the hard (+1.8%p on SQA3D and +3.4%p on
MUSIC-AVQA). In the conventional video QA task (NeXT-
QA), adding new modalities marginally decreases the easy
subset, but significantly boosts the hard (+6.6%p). It indi-
cates that leveraging extra modalities can be an effective data
augmentation strategy, mitigating overfitting in downstream
tasks. Furthermore, CREMA method can be a flexible and
efficient tool to determine modality importance for future
compositional video reasoning benchmark designs.

4.4. Qualitative Analysis

Beyond the numerical comparison of the effect integrating
different sets of modalities for our CREMA method, we
investigate our model’s generated responses according to
different types of input examples. In Fig. 3 Left, CREMA
with 3D point cloud inputs (P) fails to find the chair and
respond to the color of the wall, brown, as its 2D scene
image features are incorporated in 3D point cloud features.
CREMA with Video (V) and V, P also predict inaccurate
chair color, black. However, with the assistance of depth
information, the method can capture objects accurately and
find the designated chair as well. Similarly, in Fig. 3 Right,
optical flow inputs help to find musicians with their poses
playing instruments, so our CREMA method can tell the
middle instrument is not being played at the beginning, but
from the left. More examples are in Appendix (Sec. B.4).

5. Conclusion
This paper introduces CREMA, an efficient and powerful
framework for multimodal compositional video reasoning.
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Video:

Optical Flow:

Question: Is the first sound coming from the middle instrument?  
V: yes ❌        V+A: yes ❌         A: yes ❌         V+A+F: no ✅

Audio: ~flute first, then piano, and violin joined in the last~

Video:

Depth:

3D Scene:

Question: What color is the chair facing the wall to my right? 
V: black ❌             V+P: black ❌              P: brown ❌              V+P+D: green ✅

Figure 3: Qualitative examples for multimodal compositional video reasoning from SQA3D (Left) and MUSIC-AVQA
(Right). The correct predictions are marked by green check marks. We provide more examples in the Appendix (Sec. B.4).

We introduce parameter-efficient modality-adaptive mod-
ules atop a multimodal Q-former to seamlessly incorporate
any new modalities like video, optical flow, audio, 3D point
cloud, etc. Since our CREMA method does not require mod-
ifying the backbone architectures, we can easily upgrade our
framework with new and stronger language models in the
future without damaging its ability on existing modalities.
We demonstrate the efficacy of our method on various multi-
modal QA benchmarks, surpassing baselines’ performance
with a notable reduction in trainable parameters. Further-
more, we present a multimodal fusion module to avoid the
increase in query tokens when integrating more modalities,
so we keep low computational costs in LLM generations
while still achieving competitive performance.

Broader Impacts
The CREMA framework leverages a pre-trained vision-
language model backbone with the proposed adapter mod-
ules to integrate multiple modality inputs through a universal
framework. Similar to most works leveraging pre-trained
vision-language models, this might occasionally yield un-
expected or inappropriate responses, potentially reflecting
societal biases related to gender, race, or sexuality. More
studies of vision-language models are needed to evaluate
and mitigate these negative biases, and toxic output.
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Appendix
In this Appendix, we present the following:

• Additional information about our experimental setup
(Sec. A), including benchmarks details (Sec. A.1), de-
tails of multimodal encoder and visual expert mod-
els (Sec. A.2), MMQA module pre-training data pre-
processing (Sec. A.3), baseline implementation de-
tails (sec. A.4), and CREMA implementation details
(sec. A.5).

• Additional experiments (Sec. B), including zero-shot
per-task performance on MUSIC-AVQA (Sec. B.1), the
impact of MMQA pre-training (Sec. B.2), the impact of
LoRA rank (Sec. B.3), and more qualitative visualiza-
tion (Sec. B.4).

• License information (Sec. C) for the datasets, codes, and
models that we used in this paper.

A. Experimental Setup
In this section, we present additional information on the used
datasets/benchmarks (sec. A.1), multimodal encoder and
visual expert models (Sec. A.2), baseline implementation
(sec. A.4), and CREMA implementation details (sec. A.5).

A.1. Benchmark and Dataset

We evaluate the CREMA framework on three video reason-
ing and QA tasks, focusing on both conventional VideoQA
(requires video and language) and compositional VideoQA
(requires video, language and other modalities). These in-
clude: (1) SQA3D (Ma et al., 2023): Another compositional
Video QA task, requiring the understanding of video, 3D
scenes, and text. Designed for 3D situated QA, it includes
33K questions and 650 3D scenes corresponding to ego-
centric videos. We apply extra depth maps to it and report
results on the test part following (Hong et al., 2023). (2)
MUSIC-AVQA (Li et al., 2022): A compositional Video
QA benchmark that involves reasoning across video, audio,
and text. This dataset contains 9288 videos and 45K ques-
tions. We follow X-InsturctBLIP (Alayrac et al., 2022) to
evaluate our CREMA and on other baselines on the high-
quality real video part. We enhance it with optical flow as
an extra input and report our findings on the test set. (3)
NExT-QA (Xiao et al., 2021): A conventional Video QA
benchmark for causal and temporal reasoning with video
and text inputs. It consists of 5440 videos and 52K ques-
tions. We include optical flow, depth map, and surface
normals extracted from raw videos as additional modalities.
Our results are based on the validation partition following
previous work (Yu et al., 2023a).

A.2. Multimodal Encoders and Visual Expert Models

We apply multiple encoders to encode multimodal raw
input as discussed in Sec. 3.2. For visual inputs (video
RGB frames, depth map, optical flow, and surface nor-
mals), we follow BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023b) and X-
InstructBLIP (Panagopoulou et al., 2023) to utilize ViT-
G (Sun et al., 2023b) to encoder visual information. As
depth map, optical flow, and surface normals raw data are
with different channel numbers to the ViT model required,
We transform those extra visual information to the RGB
domain first to adapt the ViT model. For audio, we use
the same BEATSITER3+ (Chen et al., 2023) encoder as in X-
InstructBLIP (Panagopoulou et al., 2023). For the 3D point
cloud, we follow data preprocessing in 3D-LLM (Hong
et al., 2023) and ConceptFusion (Jatavallabhula et al., 2023)
that first extract pixel-aligned dense features for rendered
images features and then fuse 2D features into 3D maps
using gradslam (Jatavallabhula et al., 2019).

We employ plug-and-play frozen experts to extract diverse
modalities features, including depth map, optical flow, and
surface normals, from raw videos. For optical flow esti-
mation, we utilize the SotA Unimatch (Xu et al., 2023)
model (GMFlow-scale2-regrefine6-mixdata). For depth
map estimation, we leverage the SotA ZoeDepth-NK (Bhat
et al., 2023) model. For surface normals estimation, we
follow Prismer (Liu et al., 2023c) to use NLL-AngMF (Bae
et al., 2021) that pre-trained on ScanNet (Dai et al., 2017).
We decode video into frames to extract per-frame depth
map/optical flow/surface normals. We set 3 fps, 1 fps, and
3 fps to decode SQA3D, MUSIC-AVQA, and NeXT-QA
videos respectively.

A.3. MMQA Pre-training Details

As discussed in Sec. 3.3, we conduct extra lightweight
pre-training for MMQA module to obtain a good ini-
tialization. We follow audio-pertaining settings in X-
InstructBLIP (Panagopoulou et al., 2023) with Audio-
Caps (Kim et al., 2019), but excluded caption data as our
work is more focusing video reasoning. In this case, we
obtained a QA-related subset from AudioCaps for MMQA-
QA pre-training. Similarly, we utilized the 3D data released
from 3D-LLM (Hong et al., 2023) and also took the QA
format part for MMQA-3D pretraining. We pre-trained with
1e−5 learning rate and 1 epoch for efficient initialization.

A.4. Baseline Model Implementation

We conduct experiments with 4 × 48GB A6000 GPUs, we
report baseline model training hyperparameters in Tab. 7.
We follow hyperparameter settings that have been searched
to yield the best performance in SeViLA (Yu et al., 2023a)
with the same backbone model. To prompt LLM, we de-
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Table 7: Baseline models fine-tuning hyperparameters.

Model (Dataset) Modality # Frames Batch Size
per GPU

Learning
Rate Warmup Epoch Gradient

Accumulation Step

3D-LLM (SQA3D)
V 4 16 3e-05 1000 20 2
V, P 4 16 3e-05 1000 20 2
V, P, D 4 16 3e-05 1000 20 2

BLIP-2 (MUSIC-AVQA)

A 4 8 3e-05 1000 20 2
V 4 8 3e-05 1000 20 2
V, A 4 8 3e-05 1000 20 2
V, A, F 4 8 3e-05 1000 20 2

BLIP-2 (NeXT-QA)

V 4 16 3e-05 1000 10 1
V, F 4 8 3e-05 1000 10 2
V, F, D 4 4 3e-05 1000 10 4
V, F, D, N 4 4 3e-05 1000 10 4

sign different prompts for open-ended QA tasks (SQA3D,
MUSIC-AVQA) and multi-choice QA (NeXT-QA) follow-
ing previous works (Yu et al., 2023a; Han et al., 2023). For
open-ended QA, we let LLM generate responses without
extra constraints and then compare the generated answers
with ground-truth answers for accuracy calculation. We list
prompts design for each dataset in Tab. 9

A.5. CREMA Implementation Details

CREMA framework adopts BLIP-2 (Li et al., 2023b), an
image-language model with 4.1B parameters and pre-trained
on 129M images in total, including COCO (Lin et al., 2014),
Visual Genome (Krishna et al., 2017), CC12M (Sharma
et al., 2018), SBU (Ordonez et al., 2011), and 115M images
from LAION400M (Schuhmann et al., 2021). See Appendix
for details. we also report our CREMA framwork training
hyperparameters in Tab. 8. The experiments are conducted
on the same 4 × 48GB A6000 GPUs machine.

B. Extra Experiments
In this section, we provide additional experiments and anal-
ysis, including zero-shot per-task performance on MUSIC-
AVQA (Sec. B.1), the impact of MMQA pre-training
(Sec. B.2), the impact of LoRA rank (Sec. B.3), and more
qualitative visualization (Sec. B.4).

B.1. Extra Zero-shot Result on MUSIC-AVQA

As listed in Tab. 10, we report extra zero-shot performance
on MUSIC-AVQA by more fine-grained task/question types.
It shows that video (V) combined with audio (A) brings
notable and consistent improvement across most question
types, highlighting the compositional video reasoning ability
of our proposed CREMA.

B.2. The impact of MMQA Pre-training.

As listed in Tab. 11, we demonstrate the impact of
MMQA module pre-training on SQA3D and MUSIC-
AVQA datasets. It shows that such an efficient MMQA
pre-training brings a significant boost (+1.2% on SQA3D
with 3D point could (P), +2.9% on MUSIC-AVQA with
audio (A)) to the zero-shot performance for each single
modality. It demonstrates the effectiveness of our MMQA
and the pre-training process.

B.3. Rank of LoRA Module.

We investigate the impact of the rank r of our modality-
adaptive LoRA modules in CREMA. As shown in Tab. 12,
adjusting the rank size within a reasonable range brings an
insignificant change in the number of trainable parameters
(e.g., ±1 ∼ 2 M). We also find that a larger rank size does
not guarantee improved performance. For MUSIC-AVQA,
we fine-tuned the model on audio inputs (A), and it always
outperforms the best-performing baseline (AVQA, 64.2%)
by a significant margin. CREMA trained on 3d point cloud
data performs similarly with the rank size of 32 and 64 on
SQA3D. We set r = 64 as the default for all experiments,
showing the robustness of our MMQA module in selecting
r over diverse modality inputs and evaluation tasks. But,
we believe our CREMA method with proper r can further
improve its reasoning ability.

B.4. Visualization

In Fig. 4, we present additional visual examples from
SQA3D and MUSIC-AVQA, demonstrating how the in-
tegration of multiple input modalities enhances model pre-
dictions. For instance, depth maps in the top left example
reveal the distance of objects, enabling the model to dis-
cern that the clock is closer than the pillow. Similarly, in
the middle left, depth maps indicate an open door through
depth of field analysis, aiding in question answering. In

14



Multimodal Compositional Video Reasoning via Efficient Modular Adaptation and Fusion

Table 8: CREMA fine-tuning hyperparameters.

Dataset Modality # Frames Batch Size
per GPU

Learning
Rate Warmup Epoch Gradient

Accumulation Step

SQA3D

P 4 16 2e-4 1000 20 1
V 4 16 2e-4 1000 20 1
V, P 4 16 2e-4 1000 20 1
V, P, D 4 16 2e-4 1000 20 1

MUSIC-AVQA

A 4 24 2e-4 1000 20 1
V 4 24 2e-4 1000 20 1
V, A 4 24 2e-4 1000 20 1
V, A, F 4 24 2e-4 1000 20 1

NeXT-QA

V 4 16 1e-4 1000 10 1
V, F 4 16 1e-4 1000 10 1
V, D 4 16 1e-4 1000 10 1
V, N 4 16 1e-4 1000 10 1
V, F, D 4 16 1e-4 1000 10 1
V, F, D, N 4 8 1e-4 1000 10 2

Table 9: Prompt designs for each dataset.

Dataset LLM Prompt

SQA3D Based on the frames and 3D Model information, answer the question using a single word or phrase.
MUSIC-AVQA Based on the frames and audio information, answer the question using a single word or phrase.
NeXT-QA Considering the information presented in the frame, select the correct answer from the options

Table 10: Zero-shot Per-task Results of CREMA method on Audio-Video Question Answering (MUSIC-AVQA).
We report simple notations for each modality and question type: V: Video RGB frames, A: Audio, F: optical Flow, Cnt.:
Counting, Com.: Comparative, Loc.: Location, Ext.: Existential, and Tem.: Temporal.

Modality Audio Question Visual Question Audio-Visual Question Avg.
Cnt. Com. Avg. Cnt. Loc. Avg. Ext. Loc. Cnt. Com. Tem. Avg.

A 50.4 53.2 51.0 29.1 18.5 23.9 39.9 13.0 27.1 49.6 4.3 29.1 31.0
V 73.4 51.2 68.6 51.4 44.4 48.0 76.4 43.5 38.7 47.1 26.3 47.7 51.0
A,V 75.5 51.6 70.4 55.5 42.6 49.2 76.2 44.2 45.1 48.2 26.3 49.5 52.6

Table 11: The impact of Modality-Specific LoRA Pre-
training. We report zero-shot performance.

Dataset Modality w/o PT w PT

MUSIC-AVQA (Avg.) A 28.1 31.0
SQA3D (Avg.) P 36.1 37.3

Table 12: The impact of the rank r of modality-adaptive
LoRA module in CREMA.

#Rank Music-AVQA
(A)

SQA3D
(P)

Trainable Params.
(A) / (P)

32 69.4 47.0 3.8 M / 2.7 M
64 68.0 47.3 5.0 M / 3.9 M

128 67.7 46.3 7.4 M / 6.3 M

MUSIC-AVQA examples on the right, optical flow captures
motion, essential for deducing which instrument is being
played. Specifically, the bottom right illustration shows that
initial static behavior of the left people implies the right
instrument is not played initially. This evidence highlights
the benefit of incorporating diverse modalities for improved
model reasoning ability.

C. License
We will make our code and models publicly accessible. We
use standard licenses from the community and provide the
following links to the licenses for the datasets, codes, and
models that we used in this paper. For further information,
please refer to the specific link.
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Video:

Depth:

3D Scene:

Question: Is the door in front of me open or closed?              
V: closed ❌             V+P: closed ❌              P: closed ❌              V+P+D: open ✅

Video:

Optical Flow:
Audio: ~playing guitar and erhu~

Question: Which is the instrument that sounds at the same time 
as the acoustic guitar?
V: violin ❌     V+A: violin ❌      A: violin ❌     V+A+F: erhu ✅

Video:

Question: Where is the first sounding instrument? 
V: left ❌     V+A: middle ❌      A: middle ❌     V+A+F: right ✅

Optical Flow:
Audio: ~violin sounds first, then the flute~

Video:

Depth:

3D Scene:

Question: Is the clock closer to the baby mobile or the pillow?  
V: pillow ❌      V+P: pillow ❌       P: pillow ❌       V+P+D: baby mobile ✅

Video:

Optical Flow:
Audio: ~flute sounds first, then the violin~

Question: Where is the first sounding instrument?
V: left ❌     V+A: middle ❌      A: left ❌     V+A+F: right ✅

Video:

Depth:

3D Scene:

Question: I look right, do I see myself?  
V: no ❌      V+P: no ❌       P: no ❌       V+P+D: yes ✅

Figure 4: Qualitative examples for multimodal compositional video reasoning from SQA3D (Left) and MUSIC-AVQA
(Right). The correct predictions are marked by green checks.

SQA3D: Apache

MUSIC-AVQA: MIT

NExT-QA: MIT

AudioCaps: MIT

3D-LLM: MIT

LAVIS: BSD 3-Clause

PyTorch: BSD-style

Huggingface Transformers: Apache

Torchvision: BSD 3-Clause
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https://github.com/SilongYong/SQA3D?tab=Apache-2.0-1-ov-file#readme
https://github.com/GeWu-Lab/MUSIC-AVQA?tab=MIT-1-ov-file#readme
https://github.com/doc-doc/NExT-QA/blob/main/LICENSE
https://github.com/cdjkim/audiocaps/tree/master?tab=MIT-1-ov-file#readme
https://github.com/UMass-Foundation-Model/3D-LLM/tree/main?tab=MIT-1-ov-file#readme
https://github.com/salesforce/LAVIS/blob/main/LICENSE.txt
https://github.com/pytorch/pytorch/blob/master/LICENSE
https://github.com/huggingface/transformers/blob/master/LICENSE
https://github.com/pytorch/vision/blob/master/LICENSE
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