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Abstract

Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) have
demonstrated remarkable potential for enhancing scene un-
derstanding in autonomous driving systems through power-
ful logical reasoning capabilities. However, the deployment
of these models faces significant challenges due to their sub-
stantial parameter sizes and computational demands, which
often exceed the constraints of onboard computation. One
major limitation arises from the large number of visual to-
kens required to capture fine-grained and long-context vi-
sual information, leading to increased latency and memory
consumption. To address this issue, we propose Video To-
ken Sparsification (VTS), a novel approach that leverages
the inherent redundancy in consecutive video frames to sig-
nificantly reduce the total number of visual tokens while
preserving the most salient information. VTS employs a
lightweight CNN-based proposal model to adaptively iden-
tify key frames and prune less informative tokens, effec-
tively mitigating hallucinations and increasing inference
throughput without compromising performance. We con-
duct comprehensive experiments on the DRAMA and Lin-
goQA benchmarks, demonstrating the effectiveness of VTS
in achieving up to a 33% improvement in inference through-
put and a 28% reduction in memory usage compared to the
baseline without compromising performance.

1. Introduction
Autonomous driving has undergone significant advance-

ments in recent years, transitioning from modular pipelines
to end-to-end driving models [7]. Despite these rapid de-
velopments, existing end-to-end frameworks still face two
major limitations. First, they lack the ability to handle cor-
ner cases effectively in a human-like manner. Second, they
lack natural language capabilities, specifically the ability to
explain or justify their actions to human users and follow

*Work conducted as an intern at Toyota InfoTech Labs.

human instructions [11]. These limitations constrain appli-
cability in real-world deployments and hinder user trust and
user-friendliness.

The emergence of multimodal large language mod-
els (MLLMs) [16] has catalyzed a revolution in au-
tonomous driving, driven by their advanced cognitive and
logical reasoning capabilities. Recent studies have ex-
plored leveraging MLLMs to develop autonomous driv-
ing systems that enable language-based scene descriptions
(e.g., enabling chain-of-thought reasoning) and language-
conditioned planning following human instructions. For ex-
ample, DriveLM [25] considers graph visual question an-
swering, where question-answer pairs are interconnected
via logical dependencies at the object level and task
level. LMDrive [24] proposes an end-to-end, closed-loop,
language-based autonomous driving framework that inter-
acts with the dynamic environment via multimodal sensor
data and natural language instructions. These approaches
aim to address the limitations of existing end-to-end frame-
works by incorporating natural language understanding and
generation capabilities.

However, the introduction of MLLMs in autonomous
driving systems also presents two significant challenges.
First, the substantial parameter sizes and computational
demands of MLLMs often exceed the constraints of on-
board computation in autonomous vehicles, hindering their
practical deployment and real-time performance. While
model distillation can be employed to fit the onboard con-
straints, it can inevitably hinder the reasoning capabilities
of MLLMs [31]. Second, capturing fine-grained and long-
context visual information requires a large number of vi-
sual tokens, further exacerbating the computational burden.
Existing works mainly focus on single-image token reduc-
tion [4]. Such strategies naturally cannot leverage the re-
dundant information in consecutive video frames and may
lose critical visual information when applying a high com-
pression rate.

To address these challenges and enable the practical de-
ployment of MLLMs in autonomous driving systems, we
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propose Video Token Sparsification (VTS), a novel ap-
proach that leverages the redundancy in successive video
frames to reduce the excessive visual tokens while preserv-
ing the most salient information. The key contributions of
our work are as follows:

• We propose Video Token Sparsification (VTS), a novel
approach that adaptively reduces the number of vi-
sual tokens by exploiting the redundancy in consecu-
tive video frames and identifying the most informative
tokens.

• We introduce a lightweight proposal model for effi-
cient key frame selection and inter-frame token prun-
ing, enabling VTS to operate with minimal computa-
tional overhead.

• We conduct comprehensive experiments on the
DRAMA and LingoQA benchmarks, demonstrating
the effectiveness of VTS in removing 40% of redun-
dant visual tokens and improving inference throughput
by up to 33% without compromising performance on
various video question answering tasks in autonomous
driving scenarios.

2. Related Works

2.1. Vision-Language Models for Driving

Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs) have
gained attention in autonomous driving due to their ad-
vanced reasoning capabilities. Studies have explored lever-
aging MLLMs for developing autonomous driving sys-
tems [9, 20, 25, 32], but many open questions remain. Re-
search on VLM architectures for autonomous driving in-
cludes OmniDrive [30], which proposes a 3D MLLM ar-
chitecture using sparse queries for perception-action align-
ment, and DriveVLM [27], which integrates chain-of-
thought modules for scene understanding and planning.
Reconciling Bird’s-Eye-View (BEV) scene representations
with language-based descriptions is another important di-
rection. CLIP-BEVFormer enhances BEV backbones us-
ing contrastive learning, while TOKEN [26] tokenizes the
world into object-level knowledge for improved reason-
ing. Language-conditioned planners, such as LMDrive [24]
and LaMPilot [17], integrate natural language instructions
with multi-modal sensor data and generate code leverag-
ing functional primitives, respectively. Despite the poten-
tial of MLLMs in autonomous driving, their computational
complexity and memory requirements pose challenges for
real-world deployment. The proposed Video Token Sparsi-
fication (VTS) approach addresses these challenges by effi-
ciently reducing visual tokens while maintaining high per-
formance.

2.2. Token Reduction

Token reduction techniques can be categorized into to-
ken merging and token pruning, and are proven effec-
tive for improving computation efficiency. Token merging
combines similar or redundant tokens, while token prun-
ing removes less informative or irrelevant tokens. For to-
ken merging, ToMe [4] merges similar parts in each block
of Vision Transformers (ViTs). ToMeSD [5] and Vid-
ToMe [14] extend this idea to speed up diffusion mod-
els and enhance temporal consistency in generated videos,
respectively. In the token pruning category, MADTP [6]
introduces a multimodal dynamic token pruning strategy
for Vision-Language Models. The Hourglass Tokenizer
(HoT) [13] presents a pruning-and-recovering framework
for efficient transformer-based 3D human pose estima-
tion. PaPr [18] proposes a method for pruning redundant
patches using lightweight convolutional neural networks.
The Video Token Sparsification (VTS) approach proposed
in this paper falls into the token pruning category and is
the first to apply token reduction techniques for multimodal
LLMs in the autonomous driving domain. VTS leverages
the redundancy in consecutive video frames to adaptively
prune less informative tokens while preserving the most
salient driving information.

3. Methodology
3.1. Temporal Reasoning

Temporal reasoning is crucial for autonomous driving
systems to safely navigate dynamic environments. Human
drivers inherently consider the historical context when in-
terpreting the current scene and deciding on appropriate ac-
tions. For example, observing the trajectory of an approach-
ing vehicle allows inferring its likely future path and inten-
tions. Incorporating such temporal reasoning capabilities is
essential for autonomous driving systems.

Our approach enhances the reasoning capabilities of the
MLLM by providing a temporal context in the form of mul-
tiple consecutive input frames. As shown in Fig. 1, for a
single MLLM request at time t, the input consists of the
current frame Xt ∈ RH×W×3 and the M previous frames
Xt−M :t−1 ∈ RM×H×W×3. To extract visual features, we
employ a pretrained visual encoder g, such as a ViT [10].
The encoder maps each input frame Xi to a sequence of vi-
sual tokens Hi = g(Xi) ∈ RN×D, where N = H ×W/p2

is the number of tokens determined by the patch size p, and
D is the embedding dimension.

This multi-frame input allows the MLLM to reason
about the temporal evolution of the scene and make more
informed decisions. However, naively increasing the tem-
poral context by adding more frames leads to a proportional
increase in the number of input tokens and computational
cost. In the following sections, we introduce our video to-
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Figure 1. Overview of Video Token Sparsification (VTS): The input consists of both the current frame and previous frames (referred to as
Frame A and Frame B in this example). A CNN-based proposal model generates feature maps for each frame. VTS identifies a key frame
(Frame A) based on these feature maps and computes a pruning score for each token in the non-key frames (Frame B), considering both
saliency and dissimilarity to the corresponding tokens in the key frame. The top s% of tokens from the non-key frames are selected and
concatenated with the tokens from the key frame to form the final sparsified token sequence, which is then input to the LLM for efficient
reasoning.

ken sparsification approach to effectively leverage the tem-
poral redundancy and reduce the number of tokens while
preserving salient information.

3.2. Video Token Sparsification (VTS)

3.2.1 Proposal Model

The central idea of our approach is to identify and retain
only the most informative visual tokens across the frames
in the input. We draw inspiration from the observation that
lightweight convolutional neural networks (CNNs) are ef-
fective at efficiently identifying salient image regions [18].
While these networks may lack the capacity for fine-grained
classification, their convolutional layers can serve as a com-
putationally efficient feature extractor to guide the token se-
lection process.

We introduce a lightweight CNN p as the proposal model
which generates a feature map Ft ∈ RH/q×W/q×C for each
input frame Xt:

Ft−M :t = p(Xt−M :t), (1)

where q is the spatial downsampling factor determined by
the CNN architecture, and C is the number of output chan-
nels.

To align the spatial dimensions of the feature map Ft

with those of the visual tokens Ht, we apply a simple bicu-
bic interpolation operation U : RH/q×W/q 7→ RH/p×W/p.
This results in an upsampled feature map Pt = U(Ft)
that associates each visual token with a corresponding C-
dimensional feature vector.

3.2.2 Key Frame Selection

Given the feature vectors computed by the proposal model,
we aim to select a subset of informative tokens to serve as
input to the MLLM. The key insight is that adjacent frames
in a video stream often contain redundant information, and
selectively retaining only the most important tokens can sig-
nificantly reduce the computational cost without compro-
mising the reasoning accuracy.

We start by identifying a key frame that is most rep-
resentative of the salient content in the temporal context.
We compute the average saliency score for each frame and
select the frame with the highest average score as the key
frame:

Pavg
t−M :t = Avg(Pt−M :t) ∈ RM+1 (2)

k = argmax(Pavg
t−M :t) (3)
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where Pavg
t−M :t is a vector containing the average saliency

scores for each frame in the visual context, and k is the
index of the key frame.

3.2.3 Token Pruning

Next, we compute a pruning score for each visual token in
the non-key frames. The pruning score is a combination
of two factors: (1) the saliency score of the token and (2)
the dissimilarity between the token and its corresponding
token in the key frame. The intuition is to retain tokens
that are both salient and contain non-redundant information
compared to the key frame.

Formally, let Pk ∈ RN×C denote the feature map of the
key frame and P ̸=k ∈ RM×N×C denote the feature maps
of the non-key frames. We compute the cosine similarity
between each token in the non-key frames and its corre-
sponding token in the key frame:

S = 1− Sim(Pk, P̸=k) ∈ RM×N , (4)

where Sim(·, ·) denotes the cosine similarity function ap-
plied along the channel dimension.

The pruning score for each token is computed by adding
the dissimilarity score S and the saliency score Pavg

̸=k ob-
tained by averaging the feature map along the channel di-
mension:

Pavg
̸=k = Avg(P ̸=k) ∈ RM×N (5)

I ̸=k = argsort(flatten(S+Pavg
̸=k)) (6)

To perform token pruning, we sort the pruning scores in
descending order and select the top s percent tokens from
the non-key frames, denoted as Ikeep

̸=k ∈ Rs×M×N . The fi-
nal set of selected tokens is obtained by concatenating the
tokens from the key frame Ik and the selected tokens from
the non-key frames Ikeep

̸=k . The token pruning process re-
duces the total number of visual tokens from (M + 1)×N
to (s × M + 1) × N , resulting in a significant reduction
in computational cost. By adaptively selecting the most
informative tokens based on saliency and redundancy, our
approach strikes a balance between efficiency and preserva-
tion of relevant information.

3.3. Training and Inference

We employ a visual instruction tuning approach [16] to
fine-tune the MLLM on domain-specific driving tasks while
leveraging the knowledge from pre-trained vision and lan-
guage models. The training data consists of video-question-
answer triplets, where the answer includes both the textual
response and, when applicable, the grounded object loca-
tion represented by bounding boxes.

To encode the bounding box information, we follow the
approach proposed in Qwen-VL [2]. The bounding box co-

ordinates are normalized to the range [0, 1000] and format-
ted as a string “[x1, y1, x2, y2]”. Special “box” tokens are
added to the beginning and end of the string to distinguish
it from regular text. Additionally, “ref” tokens are used to
associate the bounding box with the corresponding caption
in the text.

During training, we first apply our proposed VTS
algorithm to obtain the pruned visual tokens H′ =
g(X)[VTS(X)], where [·] denotes the selection operation
based on the token indices. The MLLM is then fine-tuned
using the standard autoregressive language modeling objec-
tive, which maximizes the likelihood of the target response
Y conditioned on the pruned visual tokens H′ and the input
question Q:

Pr(Y|H′,Q) =

L∏
i=1

Pr(yi|H′,Q<i,Y<i; θ) (7)

Here, θ denotes the trainable parameters of the LLM,
Q<i and Y<i represent the tokens in the question and re-
sponse preceding the i-th token, and L is the total sequence
length.

During inference, we apply the same VTS algorithm
to prune the visual tokens and provide the pruned tokens
along with the input question to the fine-tuned MLLM. The
MLLM generates the textual response and the bounding box
predictions autoregressively.

Our VTS approach enables the efficient integration of
temporal context into the reasoning process of MLLMs for
autonomous driving tasks. By adaptively pruning redun-
dant and less informative visual tokens, we significantly
reduce the computational cost and memory requirements
while preserving the most salient information. The fine-
tuned MLLM can then leverage this compact yet informa-
tive representation to generate accurate and grounded re-
sponses, paving the way for more efficient language-based
interaction and decision-making in autonomous driving sys-
tems.

4. Experiments and Results
4.1. Datasets

We conduct comprehensive experiments on two au-
tonomous driving video question-answering (VQA) bench-
marks: DRAMA [19] and LingoQA [21]. The DRAMA
dataset consists of 17K scenario clips, each lasting 2 sec-
onds, captured in highly interactive urban traffic scenes
in Tokyo. The dataset includes various annotations, such
as video-level QA, object-level QA, risk object bounding
boxes, free-form captions, and separate labels for ego-car
intention, scene classification, and suggestions to the driver.
The 17K risk scenarios contain 12.3K vehicles, 3.3K pedes-
trians/cyclists, and 1.4K relevant traffic infrastructure ele-
ments.
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Method #Frames #Tokens Lingo-Judge ↑ BLEU-4 ↑ METEOR ↑ CIDEr ↑ Memory (GB) Throughput (RPM)

LingoQA Baseline [21]

1 - 57.0 14.2 18.4 59.5 - -
3 - 59.8 14.6 18.4 62.6 - -
5 - 60.8 15.0 18.6 65.6 - -
7 - 60.6 14.5 18.6 61.8 - -

GPT-4V Zero-Shot [21, 22] 5 - 59.6 6.3 12.4 42.8 - -

Baseline [8] 5 1280 64.2 15.6 20.5 57.8 58.4 126
Temporal Res. (0.6×) [8] 3 768 63.6 14.9 20.4 54.4 42.0 180
Spatial Res. (0.75×) [8] 5 720 61.4 13.9 19.1 51.0 40.6 174
ToMe [4] 5 720 62.0 14.2 19.7 52.1 40.6 180
PaPr [18] 5 768 62.8 15.3 20.1 55.8 42.1 174
VTS (Ours) 5 768 64.2 14.5 20.5 56.9 42.2 168

Table 1. Performance Comparison on the LingoQA Dataset. The best-performing method for each metric is highlighted in bold, while
the second-best method is indicated by an underline. ↓ denotes metrics where lower values are better, and ↑ indicates metrics where higher
values are preferred. “-” represents values that are not available for proprietary models. “Res.” stands for Resolution. Our proposed
method, VTS (Video Token Sparsification), achieves competitive performance scores while significantly improving inference throughput
and reducing the total number of visual tokens compared to the baseline method.

Method BLEU-1 ↑ BLEU-4 ↑ METEOR ↑ ROGUE ↑ CIDEr ↑ SPICE ↑ Mean-IoU ↑ ACC ↑ Memory (GB) Throughput (RPM)

LCP [19] 73.9 54.7 39.1 70.0 3.7 56.0 61.4 68.4 - -
ToMe [4] 74.2 53.6 40.3 75.8 2.9 58.2 59.2 66.7 42.3 186
PaPr [18] 74.1 53.1 39.7 75.2 2.8 57.1 65.7 73.5 44.5 168
VTS (Ours) 75.3 55.8 40.7 74.7 2.8 58.0 66.8 74.4 44.6 168

Table 2. Performance Comparison on the DRAMA Dataset. Our proposed VTS method achieves superior performance with competitive
throughput and memory usage compared to other token reduction methods.

LingoQA is a benchmark dataset for video question an-
swering in autonomous driving, collected in London, and
designed to evaluate a wide range of skills. It consists of
28K unique scenarios, each lasting 4 seconds, and includes
419K annotations covering tasks such as description, count-
ing, localization, anticipation, attention, and action justifi-
cation. These datasets offer a comprehensive and challeng-
ing testbed for assessing the performance of our proposed
approach in real-world autonomous driving scenarios.

4.2. Evaluation Metrics

We adopt several widely used language-based metrics
for evaluating question-answering models in autonomous
driving, following previous works [19, 21]. These met-
rics include BLEU [23], METEOR [3], ROUGE [15],
CIDEr [29], and SPICE [1]. While these metrics have
known limitations, such as relying heavily on n-gram fre-
quency rather than the underlying meaning of the answer,
they provide a standardized way to compare the perfor-
mance of different methods.

For the evaluation of object grounding on the DRAMA
dataset, we use the Mean Intersection Over Union (Mean-
IOU) and accuracy for IOU > 0.5. These metrics assess the
model’s ability to accurately localize and associate the gen-
erated answers with the relevant objects in the input video
frames. On the LingoQA dataset, we use the official Lingo-
Judge [21] as the main metric for evaluation. Lingo-Judge
is a small transformer-based text classifier that takes a ques-
tion, the human’s answer, and the model’s answer as input

and outputs a probability that the model’s answer is correct.
For every question, we run Lingo-Judge on all combinations
of (human answer, predicted answer) and take the maxi-
mum correctness estimate. This metric provides a more
human-aligned assessment of the model’s ability to gener-
ate accurate answers.

4.3. Implementation Details

We adopt InternVL2-8B and InternVL2-2B [8] as the
pretrained checkpoints for the LingoQA and DRAMA
datasets, respectively. For the CNN proposal model p, we
use MobileOne-S0 [28], which achieves a latency of 1ms
on an iPhone 12, following the work of [18]. To fine-tune
the MLLM, we employ the LoRA (Low-Rank Adaptation)
technique [12]. LoRA learns a low-rank update to the pre-
trained weights, significantly reducing the number of train-
able parameters while achieving comparable performance
to full fine-tuning. We set the rank r to 512 and 256 for
the LingoQA and DRAMA datasets, respectively, based on
empirical observations. During the supervised fine-tuning
stage, we keep the visual encoder, MLP projection layers,
and the CNN proposal model fixed, focusing on adapting
the LLM, which allows us to leverage the knowledge cap-
tured by the pre-trained models while efficiently specializ-
ing the MLLM for the autonomous driving domain.

4.4. VQA Results

We compare the proposed VTS approach with other
baseline approaches and state-of-the-art token reduction
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Figure 2. Impact of token sparsification rate s on inference
throughput (request per second), memory consumption, and
Lingo-Judge scores.

techniques. Tab. 1 presents the comparison results on the
LingoQA benchmark. The LingoQA Baseline is a closed-
source model developed by Wayve [21]. The baseline ap-
proach is the fine-tuned InternVL-8B model using all five
frames provided. The Temporal Res. (0.6×) baseline uses
three randomly selected frames out of the five. The Spatial
Res. (0.75×) baseline reduces the spatial resolution by 1/4.
ToMe [4] and PaPr [18] are two state-of-the-art token reduc-
tion approaches for Vision Transformers. The “#Tokens”
column indicates the number of visual tokens input to the
LLM. VTS uses 60% of the visual tokens yet demonstrates
competitive performance compared to the baseline, with a
28% reduction in memory usage and a 33% improvement
in throughput.

Tab. 2 shows the comparison results on the DRAMA
dataset. LCP [19] is a state-of-the-art method specifically
designed for the DRAMA dataset. VTS achieves state-of-
the-art performance on the DRAMA dataset, outperforming
LCP and other token reduction approaches on most metrics.
Specifically, VTS obtains the highest scores on BLEU-1,
BLEU-4, METEOR, Mean-IoU, and ACC. Notably, VTS
maintains high performance while having memory usage
and throughput comparable to PaPr, indicating its efficiency
in processing video data.

Overall, the main results showcase the superior perfor-
mance and efficiency of VTS compared to state-of-the-art
methods on two challenging autonomous driving video QA
benchmarks. The proposed approach offers a promising di-
rection for leveraging MLLMs in resource-constrained en-
vironments while maintaining high-quality visual reasoning
capabilities.

4.5. Ablation Study

To investigate the impact of various components of
our method, we conduct ablation studies on the LingoQA
dataset. We examine the effectiveness of supervised fine-

Key Frame #Tokens FT LJ ↑ BLEU-4 ↑ METEOR ↑ CIDEr ↑
All 1280 ✗ 55.8 5.7 10.4 14.3

Random 768 ✗ 51.8 5.0 9.7 13.5
Adaptive 768 ✗ 52.2 4.8 9.5 14.0

All 1280 ✓ 64.2 15.6 20.5 57.8
Random 768 ✓ 63.4 14.7 20.5 53.2
Adaptive 768 ✓ 64.2 14.5 20.5 56.9

Table 3. Ablation study comparing the performance of different
key frame selection strategies with and without fine-tuning (FT)
on the LingoQA dataset. The “All” row represents using all visual
tokens without any sparsification. “Random” and “Adaptive” re-
fer to random key frame selection and our proposed adaptive key
frame selection, respectively. The number of tokens used in each
setting is also reported.

tuning, the key frame selection approach, and the impact of
the token sparsification rate.

Effectiveness of Key Frame Selection We compare our
adaptive key frame selection algorithm with a random key
frame selection baseline. Given a sequence of consecutive
images, the baseline randomly selects a key frame and then
applies the proposed VTS algorithm. As shown in Tab. 3,
the adaptive key frame selection method consistently out-
performs the random key frame baseline, both with and
without fine-tuning, in terms of the Lingo-Judge score. This
highlights the importance of selecting the most informative
frame as the key frame for effective token sparsification.

Impact of Supervised Fine-Tuning Our proposed ap-
proach supports training-free application, although it may
suffer from some performance loss. For example, with a
sparsification rate s = 0.5, the Lingo-Judge score drops
from 55.8 to 52.2 in the zero-shot setting (Tab. 3). This per-
formance gap can be attributed to the altered distribution of
visual tokens conditioned on by the MLLM after applying
the VTS algorithm. However, supervised fine-tuning effec-
tively closes this performance gap. After fine-tuning, the
baseline method using all visual tokens achieves a Lingo-
Judge score of 64.2, while our VTS approach reaches the
same score of 64.2. This indicates that VTS with fine-tuning
can significantly reduce computation and memory require-
ments without sacrificing performance, validating the effec-
tiveness of the VTS algorithm in retaining the most infor-
mative tokens and removing redundant ones.

Impact of Token Pruning Rate The token sparsification
rate s is a key hyperparameter in our VTS algorithm, signifi-
cantly influencing inference throughput, memory consump-
tion, and accuracy (Fig. 2). Memory consumption is lin-
early related to the s value, ranging from 26GB at s = 0 to
58GB at s = 1.0. Inference throughput exhibits a roughly
quadratic improvement with respect to s. Lower s values
(i.e., keeping fewer tokens) result in better throughput im-
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(a) Images [21]

(b) ToMe [4]

(c) PaPr [18]

(d) VTS (Ours)

Figure 3. Visualization of VTS compared with other token-reduction-based approaches.

provement. However, inference accuracy can also decrease
with higher s values. For s > 0.5, the accuracy remains
stable at around 64.3, but for s < 0.5, performance starts
to drop, indicating that keeping too few tokens inevitably
leads to the loss of important information.

These ablation studies highlight the effectiveness of our
key frame selection algorithm, the benefits of supervised
fine-tuning, and the trade-off between computation effi-
ciency and performance when adjusting the token sparsi-
fication rate. The insights gained from these experiments
guide the selection of optimal hyperparameters and validate
the design choices in our main results.

4.6. Visual Comparisons with other Methods

We present a visual comparison of the proposed VTS
with other token-reduction-based approaches in Fig. 3. The
token reduction rate is set to approximately 40% for all
methods to ensure a fair comparison. We showcase two ran-
domly selected cases from the LingoQA dataset, each con-
sisting of four consecutive frames sampled at a frequency
of 1 Hz.

The first row of Fig. 3 shows the original image frames.
The second row illustrates the results of the ToMe [4]
method, where patches sharing the same inner and border
color are merged. The third and fourth rows depict the visu-

alizations of PaPr [18] and our proposed VTS approach, re-
spectively. In these rows, black masks are applied to patches
pruned by the corresponding algorithms, emphasizing the
spatial distribution of the retained tokens. Upon closer in-
spection, VTS demonstrates its effectiveness by exploiting
the inherent high sparsity of video frames, leading to a more
informative and compact pruning compared to other tech-
niques. The strength of VTS lies in its ability to select a key
frame that establishes global context while identifying the
most informative and dynamic patches across the remain-
ing frames.

4.7. Qualitative Analysis on Zero-Shot Inference

We present a qualitative analysis of zero-shot text gen-
eration with and without VTS (referred to as Baseline) in
Tab. 4. The shown images are results with masked regions
pruned by VTS, but for the Baseline, the original unpruned
visual tokens are input to the MLLM for inference. The
experiments are conducted on the LingoQA dataset using
InternVL-8B without fine-tuning. From the results, we can
draw several insights: (1) The generation is largely condi-
tioned on the visual tokens, i.e., the visual tokens have a
significant impact on the generation results. (2) The pro-
posed VTS can work effectively in a zero-shot setting with-
out fine-tuning and generate accurate reasoning with the
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Query: Can you identify the colors of the cars parked on the left side of the road? Response (Human): Yes, the identifiable cars parked on
the left side of the road are a red sedan and two black sedans. Response (Baseline): The image does not provide enough detail to confidently
identify the colors of the cars parked on the left side of the road. Response (VTS): Based on the image, there are two cars parked on the left side
of the road. The car closest to the camera is red, and the one further away is black.

Query: What is your current action and why? Response (Ground truth): I am following the lane and maintaining right to be correctly centered
in the lane and to keep a safe distance from the kerb on the left. This is to ensure safe driving and avoid any potential collisions with other vehicles
or objects on the road. Response (Baseline): As an autonomous vehicle driving in London, my current action is to navigate through the city
streets, specifically the one depicted in the image. The reason for this action is to ensure safe and efficient transportation for passengers, while
adhering to traffic rules and regulations. Here’s a detailed breakdown of the actions and considerations: 1. **Navigation and Positioning**: I am
currently positioned at the intersection of the street, preparing to move forward. The image shows a relatively quiet street with minimal traffic,
which is ideal for smooth navigation. [omitted] 7. **Communication**: I can communicate with other vehicles and infrastructure, such as traffic
lights and road signs, to optimize my route and ensure safe navigation. The image shows a clear road ahead, but I will remain prepared to respond
to any signals or instructions. In summary, my current action is to navigate through the city street, ensuring safety, adhering to traffic rules,
and providing a comfortable ride for passengers. The image depicts a relatively quiet street, which allows for smooth and efficient movement.
Response (VTS): As an autonomous vehicle, my current action is to navigate through the urban environment of London. My primary goal is to
reach my destination while adhering to traffic laws and avoiding any potential hazards.

Table 4. Zero-shot text generation with and without VTS.

pretrained MLLM. However, fine-tuning the MLLM with
VTS further improves the performance, as demonstrated in
our VQA results. (3) By reducing the number of visual to-
kens input to the LLM, VTS not only reduces the compu-
tational and memory cost but also has a positive impact on
the generation quality, especially for video input. By prun-
ing redundant and non-relevant visual tokens, VTS allows
the generation to focus on the patches of interest, leading to
more accurate and coherent responses.

In the first example, due to the small portion of tokens
that are actually relevant to the text query (only the left part
of the first two frames are relevant, while the other patches
are noise), the Baseline model incorrectly determines that
“The image does not provide enough detail”. However, with
VTS, the model correctly identifies the colors of the cars by
focusing on the relevant visual tokens. In the second ex-
ample, where the query is more vague, the Baseline model
hallucinates a lot of irrelevant information, while the VTS
model generates a response more aligned with the human-
expected answer. Overall, the qualitative analysis highlights
the potential of VTS as a powerful technique for enhancing

the performance of MLLMs in zero-shot inference.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced Video Token Sparsifica-

tion (VTS), a novel approach to address the computational
challenges of integrating multimodal large language mod-
els (MLLMs) into autonomous driving systems. By adap-
tively pruning less informative visual tokens while preserv-
ing the most salient information, VTS significantly reduces
computational overhead and improves inference through-
put without compromising performance on various video
question answering tasks. Our experiments on the DRAMA
and LingoQA benchmarks, along with qualitative analysis
and visualizations, demonstrate the effectiveness of VTS
in enabling efficient multimodal reasoning for resource-
constrained onboard computing platforms. We believe that
our work will inspire further research on efficient multi-
modal reasoning techniques and contribute to the develop-
ment of more intelligent, explainable, and user-friendly au-
tonomous driving systems.
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