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ABSTRACT

Video Language Models (VLMs) are crucial for generalizing across
diverse tasks and using language cues to enhance learning. While
transformer-based architectures have been the de facto in vision-
language training, they face challenges like quadratic computa-
tional complexity, high GPU memory usage, and difficulty with
long-term dependencies. To address these limitations, we intro-
duce MambaVL, a novel model that leverages recent advance-
ments in selective state space modality fusion to efficiently cap-
ture long-range dependencies and learn joint representations for
vision and language data. MambaVL utilizes a shared state tran-
sition matrix across both modalities, allowing the model to cap-
ture information about actions from multiple perspectives within
the scene. Furthermore, we propose a question-answering task
that helps guide the model toward relevant cues. These questions
provide critical information about actions, objects, and environ-
mental context, leading to enhanced performance. As a result,
MambaVL achieves state-of-the-art performance in action recog-
nition on the Epic-Kitchens-100 dataset and outperforms base-
line methods in action anticipation. The code is available here:
https://github.com/Dongzhikang/MambaVL.

Index Terms— VLMs, Modality Fusion, Selective State Space
Models, Action Recognition, Visual Question Answering

1. INTRODUCTION

Learning visual representations using paired vision-language de-
scriptions have proven to be a powerful tool in computer vision.
Natural language supervision [22, 30] has not only pushed the state-
of-the-art in visual tasks such as classification [23, 22], object detec-
tion [18], etc., but also across other domains such as audio [28, 5],
wearable sensor applications [11], etc. Current video-language
datasets are typically categorized into third-person and egocentric
(first-person) videos. While third-person view data has been ex-
tensively studied, existing methods struggle to adapt to egocentric
videos due to their unique characteristics, such as frequent and rapid
camera motion, limited field of view, and occlusions caused by
the user’s body and objects. However, recent egocentric datasets
like Ego4D [8] and Epic-Kitchens-100 [3] have facilitated deeper
exploration into this challenging setting.

Most Visual Language Models (VLMs) rely on descriptions or
captions, typically describing the contents of the videos [17]. This
results in capabilities like cross-modal retrieval and zero shot recog-
nition across diverse classification tasks [17, 30]. In contrast, we
propose to generate two questions–one for the verb and one for the
noun–each capturing distinct contextual information. This allows
the model to better grasp the context of actions in the video, leading
to enhanced representation learning as questions encourage deeper
reasoning and understanding relative to captions that describe the

video content. The advantage of such a setup are illustrated using
the following example: Imagine a video showing the action “drink-
ing water” and you’re playing a guessing game where you must ask
questions to help identify the action. To predict the verb and noun,
two possible questions could be: (1) “What should you consume
to quench your thirst?” and (2) “What should you do to the water
to enjoy its refreshing taste?”. The answers to these questions re-
veal the action as a verb-noun pair within the scene. This approach
mirrors how we often guide children toward answers by prompt-
ing them with questions, rather than simply providing the solution.
Driven by this insight, we explore how a question-driven framework
can enhance the task of action recognition in the Epic-Kitchens-100
dataset.

For video-language modeling (including multi-modal learning),
Transformer-based approaches are the most popular option. They
can be broadly categorized into contrastive [23, 2], fusion-based
learning [25], or a combination of both [22]. While they are highly
effective, the underlying attention mechanism requires quadratic
computational complexity as the number of tokens grows. This lim-
its their efficiency during both training and inference, and reduces
their effectiveness in handling long-term sequence learning. More
recently however, Mamba, a state-space model-based approach, has
emerged as an effective alternative, providing higher efficiency with
linear scaling and reduced complexity [9].

Therefore, in this work, we introduce MambaVL, a novel selec-
tive state space fusion model designed to process multi-modal input
while efficiently handling long sequence modeling. The model em-
ploys a shared state transition matrix within the selective state space
models (SSMs) for both the vision and language branches. This
shared structure enables the SSMs to exchange information across
modalities, extending the selection mechanism from single-modality
models as described in [9]. This approach allows the model to effec-
tively select relevant information across both vision and language
domains, ensuring effective fusion – which is highly flexible, and
capable of integrating with any number or type of input modalities,
seamlessly incorporating existing pre-trained models.

Our contributions are: (1) We propose a new question-answering
task for recognizing actions in egocentric videos; (2) We propose a
novel vision-language fusion approach based on the selective state-
space model, which can be straightforwardly adapted to handle in-
puts from any modality; and (3) We conduct extensive experimental
evaluation on the Epic-Kitchens-100 dataset [3], achieving state-of-
the-art performance on action recognition and action anticipation.

2. RELATED WORK

Vision-Language Models. VLMs have seen rapid expansion, pri-
marily driven by breakthroughs in image-language pre-training [23,
17, 22, 7]. Primarily, they are based on Transformers [26], either
employing dual encoders that project visual and textual representa-
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Fig. 1. Overview of the SSM-Fusion module

tions into a shared space to minimize distance [23, 17], or shared
encoders that concatenate features and feed them into a Transformer
model [2, 1]. Recent works have also explored efficient approaches
for learning representations for long-range video by utilizing cached
memory [27], through FlashAttention [29], or simplifying architec-
tures by removing non-essential components [24].
State Space Models in Computer Vision. Structured State-Space
Sequence model (S4) [10] is an efficient and effective method for
modeling long-sequences, with linear scaling that has been applied
in vision. [13] utilizes S4 to learn temporal information for video
classification. On the other hand, [19] introduces a multidimensional
low-pass band-limiting S4 model to learn smooth convolutional ker-
nels for images and videos. Going beyond, [9] enhances S4 with a
selectivity mechanism and proposes ‘Mamba’, a promising alterna-
tive to Transformer models for capturing long-range dependencies.
Originally not conceived for vision applications, recent works have
begun to explore its potential in vision as well. For example, [32]
learns visual representations through a bidirectional Mamba struc-
ture, while [14] leverages Mamba to address challenges related to
local redundancy and global dependencies in video understanding.
Mamba for multi-modality fusion. While Mamba [9] can effec-
tively process long-range sequences, it lacks a mechanism like cross-
attention to learn representations from different modalities. Recent
works have explored solutions to address this limitation. [15] intro-
duces a Mamba-based dual-phase fusion method to integrate com-
plementary information across modalities. Similarly, [4] develops
a Fusion-Mamba block, which maps various visual feature fusion
blocks into a hidden state space. Different from the existing meth-
ods, we build a fusion model by sharing a common matrix – the state
transition matrix while keeping the projection matrices modality spe-
cific. This helps the model to transfer information between different
modalities, while also learning modality specific information.
Video action recognition and anticipation. An important re-
quirement for these tasks is the ability to effectively capture long
term temporal information and representation of objects in the video.
While [21, 27] implicitly learn the motion path, [12] build on it to in-
corporate object representations. Other works, such as [7, 17, 29, 30]
learn generic long-range video representation by training on large
datasets and fine-tune the model for downstream action related tasks.
In contrast, we explore using natural language to learn object rep-
resentations by formulating it as a question-answering task, and use
selective state space models to learn joint representations.

3. METHODOLOGY

We present MambaVL in Figure 1, a vision-language fusion model
that uses SSM to learn joint representations from modalities.

3.1. Preliminaries

Consider a continuous system (1), which maps a 1-dimensional
function or sequence x(t) ∈ R 7→ y(t) ∈ R.

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t),

y(t) = Ch(t),
(1)

where A ∈ RN×N, B ∈ RN×1, C ∈ R1×N are the state transition,
input projection and output projection matrices, respectively.

Building on this, [10] proposes the structured state space se-
quence (S4) model defined in the discrete space, where given a
timescale parameter ∆, the continuous matrices A and B are trans-
formed into discrete matrices A and B. The discretization process
is zero-order hold (ZOH), which has the following form:

A = exp(∆A),

B = (∆A)−1(exp(∆A)− I) ·∆B.
(2)

Using (2), (1) can be rewritten as:

ht = Aht−1 +Bxt, yt = Cht. (3)

By performing a global convolution in (3), we have

K =
(
CB,CAB, . . . ,CAk−1B

)
, y = x ∗K, (4)

where K ∈ Rk is a structured convolutional kernel.

3.2. MambaVL

Figure 1 shows the overall structure of MambaVL. [9] uses the orig-
inal Mamba block to process the single modality sequence data,
where, the timescale parameter ∆t, B and C are directly derived
from the input. As A is not directly dependent on the input, we hy-
pothesize that sharing the state transition matrix A between different
modalities enables the model to learn joint representations.

Given a video clip V ∈ RF×C×H×W , with F frames, C chan-
nels, and (H,W ) frame size, we use a video encoder to extract video



 You are provided with a noun, a verb, and a description of an egocentric video. Generate two questions based on this description: 
 1. Formulate a question that incorporates the given verb, asking which object (specified by the provided noun) is involved in the described action. The correct answer to this 
 question should be the noun.
 2. Construct a question that includes the given noun, inquiring about the action (specified by the provided verb) that is performed on this object. The correct answer to this question 
 should be the verb.
 Ensure that your questions are diverse but adhere to these guidelines. Separate your questions with a ‘\n’ without using numbers or additional punctuation.
 Some Examples:
 Example 1:
 Noun: ‘dog’, Verb: ‘run’, Description: ‘A dog runs across the park.’
 Questions:
 What animal is running across the park?
 Which activity is the dog performing in the park?
 Example 2:
 Noun: ‘car’, Verb: ‘park’, Description: ‘A car is parked beside the road.’
 Questions:
 Identify the object that is parked beside the road?
 What is the car doing beside the road?
 
 Given noun: {noun}, verb: {verb}, description: {gpt_desc}. Your generated questions: 

Fig. 2. Prompt provided to ChatGPT to generate questions for the verb and the noun in action.

Algorithm 1 SSM-Fusion Module

Require: xV : (B,F,D), xT : (B,L,D)
Ensure: yV : (B,F,D), yT : (B,L,D)

1: A: (D,N)← Parameter
2: BV : (B,F,N)← LinearVB (xV )
3: BT : (B,L,N)← LinearTB(x

T )
4: CV : (B,F,N)← LinearVC (xV )
5: CT : (B,L,N)← LinearTC(x

T )
6: ∆V : (B,F,D)← Softplus(Parameter + LinearV∆(xV ))
7: ∆T : (B,L,D)← Softplus(Parameter + LinearT∆(xT ))

8: AV ,BV : (B,F,D,N)← Discretize(∆V ,A,BV )

9: AT ,BT : (B,L,D,N)← Discretize(∆T ,A,BT )

10: yV: (B,F,D)← SSM(AV ,BV , CV )

11: yT: (B,L,D)← SSM(AT ,BT , CT )
12: return yV and yT

features, denoted as xV , and the RoBERTa model [16] to extract em-
beddings from raw text input (denoted as xT ). We apply MLP layers
to project the video and text embeddings into the same space and use
1-D convolution layers on both the video embeddings and text em-
beddings, respectively.

xV = Conv1d(MLP(xV )),

xT = Conv1d(MLP(xT )),
(5)

where xV =
{
xV
1 , . . . , xV

F

}
, xT =

{
xT
1 , . . . , x

T
L

}
, and L is the

sequence length of the text tokens.
We detail our method in Algorithm 1. We use xV and xT as

input to our SSM-Fusion Module, and initialize a shared state tran-
sition matrix A for two modalities. Then, we utilize linear projection
layers to transform xV and xT into BV ,BT ,CV ,CT ,∆V and ∆T

respectively. By applying different selective time scale parame-
ters in Eqn. (2), we obtain parameter triplets (AV ,BV ,CV ) and
(AT ,BT ,CT ). We compute the SSM in Eqn. (3) to get the output
yV and yT . Finally, we perform average pooling at the sequence
level and sum the two outputs to get the overall fused representation.
Interpretation of the shared matrix A. The shared state transition
matrix A serves as a “cross modality selective” mechanism for infor-
mation exchange between modalities. It aids in discretizing matrix

B and in computing the output. This enables each modality branch
to adjust its recurrent dynamics by integrating the current input, hid-
den states, and cross-modal information flow. During backpropaga-
tion, matrix A is updated using gradient from all modalities, allow-
ing it to comprehensively capture information across the modalities.
Generally, this mechanism can be extended to any combination of
modalities.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets and Metrics: We evaluate our approach on the Epic-
Kitchens-100 (EK100) dataset on two tasks: Action recognition and
Action Anticipation. EK100 [3] is an egocentric video dataset cap-
turing daily activities around the kitchen. Action anticipation and
classification task requires each video classifying/predicting one of
the 97 verbs and 300 nouns. The highest scoring verb and noun pair
predicted by the network constitute the action, and top-1 accuracy
is reported for action recognition whereas Recall@5 is reported for
action anticipation.
Implementation Details: We set the input frame length to 16
frames for all our experiments, and follow the same data processing
pipelines as the specific backbones used. Training is performed
for 100 epochs, where we employ cosine annealing with a warmup
for 2 epochs, with a base learning rate of 1e−6, which linearly
increases to a peak of 1e−3, and then gradually decreases to 1e−5

following a half-wave cosine schedule.. The Mamba block has a
higher peak learning rate, set to 3e−3. We use a batch size of 128,
distributed over 8 Nvidia A40 GPUs. For action anticipation, we set
the anticipation time τa as 1 second, and use 16-frame long clips
at a resolution of 224 × 224, uniformly sampled from an observed
video of 64 frames (∼2s in total). For action anticipation, we use
the same configuration as ORViT1 to train the baseline model. We
use AVION [30] to recognize actions in the observed frames and
use it to generate questions for the action anticipation task. We will
release the code upon acceptance.
Question Generation: We introduce a new annotation framework
consisting of question-answer pairs for actions in the EK100 dataset.
This process is divided into two stages: first, we enrich the action

1For dataloader and metrics, we follow InAViT

https://github.com/LAHAproject/InAViT/tree/main


descriptions. The existing narrations in the EK100 dataset are rela-
tively simple, limiting the diversity of the questions. To address this,
we utilize GPT-4o [20] to rephrase the original narrations, generating
detailed action descriptions from the egocentric videos. In the sec-
ond stage, using the verb, noun, and action description for each sam-
ple, we prompt GPT-4o to generate two distinct questions for each
action: one targeting the verb and the other the noun, as illustrated
in Figure 2. To prevent data leakage during training, where verbs and
nouns are predicted simultaneously, we mask the verb in the noun-
related question with a <MASK> token if it appears, and vice versa
for the noun in verb-related questions. In our final dataset, each sam-
ple comprises two questions and their corresponding answers.

4.2. Results and Analysis

Action Recognition: In Table 1, we compare MambaVL against
state-of-the-art methods for action recognition, across pre-training
datasets. Further, we employ three visual encoder backbones –
ORViT, ViT-B, and ViT-L, in order to evaluate the effect of encoder
sizes. Consistently, MambaVL outperforms all baseline methods
for actions, verb and noun classification. MambaVL also outper-
forms LaViLa [30], another vision-language method, indicating
the effectiveness of mamba-based fusion of modalities. MambaVL
outperforms LaViLa by > 3% for both the base and the large ver-
sion, and 3% improvement over ORViT. As reported in Table 4, our
mamba based fusion block adds negligible number of FLOPs and
trainable paramters for a large improvement in accuracy.
Action Anticipation: We also evaluate MambaVL for action antic-
ipation, against baselines like AVT [6], AFFT [31], MeMViT [27]
and ORViT [12]. ORViT [12] for action anticipation was trained us-
ing their public code and configuration same as our method. We do
not compare against other LLM based methods as our model does
not train or finetune an LLM, but uses GPT-4 to generate questions.
While we outperform ORViT’s baseline results, our performance is
somewhat constrained by AVION, as we rely on the detected actions
to generate relevant questions. This introduces potential errors into
our prediction pipeline, which can be mitigated when a more accu-
rate action recognition model is used.
Impact of the Fusion Module In Table 3, we compare the perfor-
mance of Mamba-based fusion (i.e., MambaVL) against fusion us-
ing: (i) 2-layer MLP, where the text embeddings and visual features
from ORViT are concatenated and passed through the MLP; (ii) a
Transformer containing six layers and four heads; and (ii) a Trans-
former with 12 layers and 12 heads. We see that our Mamba-based
fusion outperforms other methods by a significant margins – by ap-
prox. 7-10% – indicating that MambaVL is capable in encoding long
range information while also learning joint representations.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced MambaVL, a novel approach for fus-
ing visual and language features. Our key innovation is the use
of a learnable shared state transition matrix within the SSM block
for each modality. This approach, along with the selection mecha-
nism, enables each modality to learn from its own input while also
considering information from other modalities during training. This
lightweight fusion method is not only flexible enough to accommo-
date any number of input modalities, but it is also compatible with
a wide range of pretrained feature extraction models. Our findings
demonstrate the effectiveness of MambaVL in cross-modal fusion,
and we believe it opens new opportunities for further research into
Mamba’s application in cross-modal tasks.

Table 1. Comparison of the state-of-the-art for action recognition on
EK100. We report Top-1 % for verb, noun and action classification.

Model(Backbone) Pretrain data Verb Noun Action

MeMViT (24x3) K600 71.4 60.3 48.4
Omnivore (swin-B) IN-(21k+1k)+K400+SUN 69.5 61.7 49.9

MeMViT (16x4) K400 70.6 58.5 46.2
ORViT (MF-HR) IN-21k+K400 68.4 58.7 45.7

MambaVL (ORViT) IN-21k+K400 69.1 63.9 48.6

AVION (ViT-B) WIT + Ego4D 70.0 59.8 49.1
LaViLa (TSF-B) WIT + Ego4D 69.0 58.4 46.9

MambaVL (ViT-B) WIT + Ego4D 70.9 61.1 49.1

AVION (ViT-L) WIT + Ego4D 73.0 65.4 54.4
LaViLa (TSF-L) WIT + Ego4D 72.0 62.9 51.0

MambaVL (ViT-L) WIT + Ego4D 74.3 67.1 55.0

Table 2. Comparison of the state-of-the-art for action anticipation
on EK100. We report Top-1 % for verb, noun and action prediction.

Method Pretrain data Overall
Verb Noun Action

AVT+ [6] IN21K + EPIC boxes 28.2 32.0 15.9
MeMViT (32x3) [27] K700 32.2 37.0 17.7
MeMViT (16x4) [27] K400 32.8 33.2 15.1

AFFT [31] IN-21K 22.8 34.6 18.5
ORViT-MF [12] IN-21k+K400 26.9 34.2 23.3

MambaVL (ORViT) IN-21k+K400 29.1 35.1 23.9

Table 3. Comparison between different fusion methods.

Fusion Method Overall
Verb Noun Action

MLP 62.8 51.6 39.6
Transformer (6x4) 62.9 51.9 40.0

Transformer (12x12) 62.5 51.8 39.5

MambaVL 69.1 63.9 48.6

Table 4. Model comparison by GFLOPS and parameter count.
Model GFLOPS Params
ORViT 405 148M

ORViT + Transformer Fusion 413.5 242M
MambaVL 413 157M
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