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ABSTRACT

Visual Question Answering with Natural Language Ex-
planation (VQA-NLE) task is challenging due to its high
demand for reasoning-based inference. Recent VQA-NLE
studies focus on enhancing model networks to amplify the
model’s reasoning capability but this approach is resource-
consuming and unstable. In this work, we introduce a new
VQA-NLE model, ReRe (Retrieval-augmented natural lan-
guage Reasoning), using leverage retrieval information from
the memory to aid in generating accurate answers and per-
suasive explanations without relying on complex networks
and extra datasets. ReRe is an encoder-decoder architecture
model using a pre-trained clip vision encoder and a pre-
trained GPT-2 language model as a decoder. Cross-attention
layers are added in the GPT-2 for processing retrieval feature.
ReRe outperforms previous methods in VQA accuracy and
explanation score and shows improvement in NLE with more
persuasive, reliability.

1. INTRODUCTION

With significant advancements in deep learning models, there
has been notable progress in vision-language tasks such as
image captioning and visual question answering (VQA).
To substantiate the performance improvements in vision-
language (VL) tasks, explanation has become crucial. The
importance of natural language explanations (NLE) is further
emphasized, particularly for applying vision-language tasks
based on principles of truth, correctness, and understanding
1} 2. However, NLE for vision and VL tasks remains a
challenging task due to its high demand for reasoning-based
inference [3]]. It requires both an understanding of the image
and a higher-level reasoning ability beyond VQA to prove
the answers. With a lack of reasoning, models generate ex-
planations that are non-relate to the predicted answers or are
completely wrong.

This work was supported in part by the National Research Foundation of
Korea(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (No. RS-2024-
00334321), by the Institute of Information and Communications Technol-
ogy Planning and Evaluation (II'TP) Grant funded by the Korea Government
(MSIT) under Grant 2022-0-00078 (Explainable Logical Reasoning for Med-
ical Knowledge Generation), and by Center for Applied Research in Artifi-
cial Intelligence (CARAI) grant funded by DAPA and ADD (UD230017TD).
“Dr. Seong Tae Kim is a corresponding author.

Recent NLE studies focus on enhancing model networks
to amplify the model’s reasoning capability [4, 5| |6]]. This
approach is ideal for obtaining high reasoning ability without
relying on large-scale model architecture and data, efficiently
producing explanations through their unique logical processes
[7]. However, These unique logical processes generally con-
sist of many reasoning steps and are often recursive. Con-
structing such complex networks is resource-consuming and
in some cases, results get worse over steps [6].

In this work, we introduce a new VQA-NLE model,
ReRe (Retrieval-augmented natural language Reasoning),
using leverage retrieval information from the memory to aid
in generating accurate answers and persuasive explanations
without relying on complex networks and extra datasets. Re-
cent research has demonstrated significant results by applying
retrieval augmentation to various vision-language tasks such
as video question answering [8|], image captioning [9, [10]].
These studies show that by providing semantic features from
retrieval augmentation to the model, the model performance
can be enhanced. Inspired by this approach, we design a
retrieval augmentation to the NLE task, specifically for the
VQA-NLE task. Our model uses a pre-trained CLIP vi-
sion encoder and a pre-trained GPT-2 language model as a
decoder. A new layer is added in GPT-2 to perform cross-
attention over the encoded retrieval features, which is an ex-
tremely simple way to gain reasoning from retrieval features.
After retrieval of the memory database, semantic retrieval
features are extracted by averaging the encoded sample fea-
ture. These retrieval features are then inputted with the image
feature and question feature encoded with the clip vision en-
coder. ReRe generates the answer and explanation from the
given image and question with the aid of retrieval features.
Compared with other methods, ReRe shows improvement in
explanation with more persuasive, reliability.

2. RELATED WORK

VQA-NLE: VQA has firstly proposed by [11] that answer-
ing questions about the given real-world images. Since then,
many approaches have been proposed on VQA task [12} [13]].
To pursue explainable VQA with reasoning process, NLE
task has been proposed in [14]. Textual explanation of clas-
sification decision is generated for end-user, which is dif-



ferent from lower-level explanations that apply visualization
technologies[[13]]. [16] proposed VQA-X datasets and PJ-X
model. VQA-X gives a rational explanation of visual ques-
tion answering tasks. PJ-X consists of an answering model
and a multimodal explanation model, in which the predicted
answer of the answering model is used to generate textual
justifications in the explanation model. e-ug [17] model is
also separated from VL-model (UNITER [18]) that predicts
answers and pre-trained language model (GPT-2 [19]) to
generate explanation. suggests a model architecture that
generates text explanation by GPT-2’s backbone architecture.
NLX-GPT [20] is a unified model that simultaneously gen-
erates answers and explanations. By unifying the VL model
and explanation model in one, their answer and explanation
are more correlated.

Recently, S3C [3]] used self-critical learning networks to
improve the model’s self-interpretability. MCLE im-
proves NLE ability by chain-of-thought strategy in generating
explanation and multi-level contrastive learning network. Re-
VisE [6] introduces recursive networks where the generated
explanation is utilized for next-step explanation generation.

Retrieval Augmentation: Retrieval augmentation has
gained attention in natural language processing (NLP)
and also various multimodal tasks such as image and
video captioning [9, and VQA[S]. Despite of achieve-
ment of retrieval augmentation in many tasks, there is no
attempt in NLE tasks. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first study to design retrieval augmentation for NLE tasks.

3. METHOD

Our goal is to retrieve related samples from a memory
database and properly utilize them to enhance the perfor-
mance of VQA and NLE. In subsection 3.1, we introduce
how to retrieve informative samples from memory database.
Our definition of an informative sample is a sample with the
same question type and similar semantic information. Fig.1
shows examples of retrieval in our method. In subsection 3.2,
we introduce details of ReRe’s architecture which processes
input image, question, and retrieval features.

3.1. Retrieval Method

The VQA-NLE task is to generate an answer from the ques-
tion based on visual information from the image, along with
an explanation that justifies the answer. To help the model
generate more accurate and informative answers and expla-
nations, we build a memory database that consists of im-
ages, questions, answers, and explanations from the training
dataset. To retrieve a sample, we use a question and an image
of the input query which are used as a key for searching and
retrieving answers and explanations from similar cases.

First, we measure the similarity score between the query
question (Q),) and the sample question () using cosine sim-

‘What is the man doing? Are they professional ‘What is this animal?

Skatebording because he is players? Giraffe because it has
riding a skate board with Yes because they are at long neck and covered
helmet on the stadium with yellow skin

‘What is the man doing?

Sunny or overcast? What is this animal?

Snowbording because he is Overcast because the sky Giraffe because their skin
practicing snowboarding skills  is covered with cloud is covered with black spot
and has tall neck
(a) ®) (©

Fig. 1. Examples of retrieval in our method. (a) The question
types between the query (left) and retrieval (right) samples are
the same, but the images contain different semantic informa-
tion, (b) the images contain the same semantic information,
but the contents of the questions are different. (c) is an ideal
case where both the image and the question contents have the
same semantics.

ilarity, and we also measure the similarity score between the
query image (/,) and the sample explanation (). To mea-
sure cosine similarity between text-text and text-image, we
encoded text and images into feature representation using a
pre-trained CLIP model. Note that the CLIP model, trained
with text and images in the same embedding space, can be
used to measure similarity between multimodal features [26]].

Text-text cosine similarity gets higher when sentence
structure is similar and identical words are used. By measur-
ing the similarity between the query question and the sample
questions, we can retrieve samples that have the same ques-
tion type (sentence structure is similar) and deal with the
same domain (identical words are used). Also, we measure
the similarity between the query image and the sample ex-
planation in order to retrieve a sample that contains semantic
information relevant to the problem we want to solve. The
query’s semantic information is contained in the image and
the retrieved sample’s semantic information is mainly ex-
tracted in the explanation. By comparison with the retrieved
sample’s image and explanation, explanation information
contains necessary image information in specific question
situations.

To calculate the final similarity score between the query
and the samples in the memory database, these two scores are
combined as
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Fig. 2. Overall architecture of the proposed method.
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After measuring the similarity score for all samples in the
memory database with respect to the given query, our method
retrieves the top-K samples based on their similarity scores.
In our work, we retrieve 10 samples (K=10) for each query.

After retrieving, we utilize answers and explanations of
retrieval samples. These K pairs of answers and explanations
are encoded into features using the CLIP model, and the an-
swer features and explanation features are each averaged to
assist the model’s reasoning. By averaging K number of an-
swers and explanations feature, it shows the effect that each
feature representations concentrate on necessary representa-
tion. Averaging features could refine noisy effects and reduce
the computation complexity when they are used in the lan-
guage model.

3.2. Model

Features Encoding: ReRe consists of an encoder-decoder
architecture as depicted in Fig.2. In the encoder part, a pre-
trained CLIP model is used to encode the input image and
retrieval text into feature representations.

The retrieval information to be inputted into the model
from the retrieved samples consists of the answer and expla-
nation. The answer from the retrieved sample can serve as a
hint to accurately answer the given query question. Addition-
ally, providing an explanation can help the model provide a
logical justification for the answer it has given.

Features Cross Attention: ReRe’s decoder part consists of
pre-trained distilled GPT-2 and newly added cross-attention
layers to deal with image, question, and retrieval features.
The original GPT’s block structure consists of a self-attention

layer and a cross-attention layer. In ReRe, the basic struc-
ture’s self-attention layer processes the question text, and
the cross-attention layer processes the image. The newly
added cross-attention layer follows the cross-attention layer
that processes the image, and it handles retrieval features in
that part. In detail, hidden states obtained from the ques-
tion feature embedding after passing through self-attention
are cross-attention with the image features, output semantic
cross-modal features that contain unified information about
image and question[9} [20]. These semantic cross-modal
features are then cross-attention with the retrieval features,
and this process is repeated in every language model block.
Through these sequential attention computation procedures,
the final answer to the query question is output based on the
retrieval information. This structure can incorporate retrieval
information while preserving the general language capabili-
ties of the original language model.

Answer Explanation Generation: Our model is a uni-
fied model that generates both the answer and explanation
simultaneously. The model generates sentences based on
retrieval-based inference, and these sentences are structured
as “the answer is [answer] because [explanation]”. Generat-
ing both the answer and explanation simultaneously in this
way can increase the logical coherence between the answer
and explanation [20].

4. EXPERIMENT

Dataset: Our experiments are conducted using VQA-X [16],
which is widely used in the VQA-NLE task. VQA-X is hu-
man annotated multimodal explanations for visual question
answering. It consists of 28K images, 33K Q/A pairs, and
42K explanations. Out of the 33K Q/A pairs, 2.9K are used
for training, 1.4K for validation, and 1.9K for testing. The
questions in VQA-X are composed of problems where an-
swers and explanations need to be based on visual informa-
tion, such as “Is this banana ripe?”.

Retrieval Memory Database: Our retrieval memory database
is set up of VQA-X data. During the training process, retrieval
is conducted using only the training data from VQA-X in the
Retrieval Memory Database. During inference, the Database
is constructed using both the training and validation data
from VQA-X. This utilization could set retrieval data to the
fullest extent at the training and validation stage without any
data leakage. The retrieval samples in the Memory Database
consist of images, question-answer pairs, and explanations,
the same as the original VQA-X data configuration.
Training: The weights of the newly added cross-attention
layers to the pre-trained distilled GPT-2 model were initial-
ized randomly. The Clip encoder is used only for extracting
feature representations and is excluded from training.
Evaluation Metrics: We computed scores for prediction us-
ing automatic natural language generation (NLG) metrics in-
cluding N-gram-based metrics BLEU-4 [27], METEOR [28]],



B4 M R C S BS Acc

PJ-X 2277 197 460 827 17.1 84.6 | 76.4
FME [33] 23.1 204 471 87.0 184 852|755
RVT 174 192 421 525 158 85.7 | 68.6
e-UG 232 221 457 499 20.1 87.0 | 80.5
NLX-GPT [20] | 28.5 23.1 51.5 1106 22.1 86.9 | 83.1

ReVisE [6] 282 232 51.8 1089 226 88.1 -
ReRe; 28.7 234 52.0 111.7 227 90.1 | 83.0
ReRe 29.2 234 521 1134 227 90.2 | 83.7

Table 1. Filtered Scores comparison with the state-of-the-art
model on the VQA-X datasets. Filtered scores only consider
the samples that have correct answers. B4, M, R, C, S, BS,
Acc are short for BLEU-4 [27], METEOR [28]], ROUGE-L
[29], CIDEr [30], SPICE [31], BERTSCORE [32]], answer ac-
curacy. ReRe; denotes the result of measuring retrieval score
with a cosine similarity of image-image(cos (I, I5)), instead
of the purposed method cos(1y, Es).

B4 M R C S BS ACC
ReRe 292 234 521 1134 227 902 | 837
Oracle, | 364 279 582 1421 27.1 90.85 | 83.84
Oracleqe | 30.8 243 52,6 1189 240 90.43 | 94.10

Table 2. Filtered score of oracle test. Oracle, using only an-
swer feature and Oracle,e use answer and explanation fea-
tures. Oracle. and Oracle,. show outstanding explanation
score and accuracy in line with our intuition.

ROUGE-L [29]], and CIDEr [30], as well as SPICE and
BERTScore [32], which focus more on the semantic informa-
tion of explanations.

4.1. Automatic Evaluation

In Table 1, we present the performance scores compared to
state-of-the-art models in the filtered version. The scoring
method includes unfiltered scores, which measure all predic-
tions regardless of whether they are correct or not, and filtered
scores, which measure only the predictions that match the cor-
rect answers. In VQA-NLE, generating a good explanation
based on accurate answers is important, and providing a good
explanation for incorrect answers is meaningless. There-
fore, filtered scores are given more consideration. Follow
the [34},20], VQA accuracy is measured as correct when the
predicted answers are within the expected answers. Experi-
mental results show that measuring the similarity between the
query’s image and the sample’s explanation shows higher per-
formance than measuring image-image similarity for memory
retrieval. Compared to recent state-of-the-art models, OURS
shows a performance improvement of 2~3% in the metric
measured by explanation score. Through these results, we
can confirm that retrieval information helps generate more
accurate answers and higher-quality explanations.

‘What room is this?

Retrieval:
Q: What room 1s this?
A: Bathroom
E: there is a tub in the room.

Pred: Bathroom because there is a sink, a mirror, and a tub

GT: Bathroom because there is a bathtub in it

‘What sport is being played?

Retrieval:
Q: What sport are they playing?
A: tennis
E: they are on a tennis court, holding tennis rackets

Pred: Tennis because there are people on a court with
rackets.

GT: Tennis because they are on a tennis court holding
tennis rackets.

Fig. 3. Example of retrieval sample and model generated pre-
diction compare to ground truth.

4.2. Oracle Test

From Table 2, we can see how much the performance of our
model can be improved when the ideal retrieval samples are
retrieved. Ideal retrieval is retrieved from a memory database,
using cosine similarity of ground truth answer, explanation
with sample’s answer, and explanation.

We conducted an Oracle test considering two cases: one
using only the answer feature for input retrieval features and
the other using both the answer and explanation features. The
result of the Oracle test shows that in line with our intuition,
the explanation score significantly improved with the aid of
the ideal sample’s explanation feature. When the ideal an-
swer feature is given with the explanation feature, Accuracy
is raised to 94.10. These results demonstrate that a simple
structure of adding a cross-attention block in the LM block is
sufficient for the model to gain reasoning from retrieval fea-
tures.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose applying the retrieval augmenta-
tion method to the VQA-NLE task. We define appropriate re-
trieval in terms of question type and semantic consistency. For
retrieving appropriate samples, we utilize cosine similarity on
feature combinations. The retrieved features are processed by
the cross-attention in the GPT-2 language model. Through
these processes, ReRe generates answers and explanations si-
multaneously to aid with the retrieval feature. ReRe shows
improvement in accuracy and explanation score on VQA-X.
It will be interesting future work to explore larger memory
with better similarity matching to further improve the perfor-
mance of the VQA-NLE task.
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