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Abstract

Dynamic scenes contain intricate spatio-temporal information, crucial for mobile robots,

UAVs, and autonomous driving systems to make informed decisions. Parsing these

scenes into semantic triplets <Subject-Predicate-Object> for accurate Scene Graph

Generation (SGG) is highly challenging due to the fluctuating spatio-temporal com-

plexity. Inspired by the reasoning capabilities of Large Language Models (LLMs), we

propose SceneLLM, a novel framework that leverages LLMs as powerful scene analyz-

ers for dynamic SGG. Our framework introduces a Video-to-Language (V2L) mapping

module that transforms video frames into linguistic signals (scene tokens), making the

input more comprehensible for LLMs. To better encode spatial information, we devise

a Spatial Information Aggregation (SIA) scheme, inspired by the structure of Chinese

characters, which encodes spatial data into tokens. Using Optimal Transport (OT), we

generate an implicit language signal from the frame-level token sequence that captures

the video’s spatio-temporal information. To further improve the LLM’s ability to pro-

cess this implicit linguistic input, we apply Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) to fine-tune

the model. Finally, we use a transformer-based SGG predictor to decode the LLM’s

reasoning and predict semantic triplets. Our method achieves state-of-the-art results on

the Action Genome (AG) benchmark, and extensive experiments show the effective-

ness of SceneLLM in understanding and generating accurate dynamic scene graphs.
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1. Introduction

Fig 1: Overview of our proposed SceneLLM framework. In our framework, given an input video signal, we

first conduct a Video-to-Language (V2L) Mapping process to obtain the corresponding implicit linguistic

signal which is more friendly to LLM. We then perform implicit language reasoning via the fine-tuned LLM

with LoRA and employ the SGG predictor to generate the dynamic scene graph.

A visual scene can be parsed into a semantic structured scene graph in which the

semantic entities are the nodes and the relationships containing spatial-temporal infor-

mation are the edges linking the nodes [1]. Dynamic Scene Graph Generation (SGG)

involves the spatial localization of objects and inference of semantic predicates among

objects so that it can deliver fine-grained semantic information efficiently which is

highly beneficial for complex dynamic scene understanding [2, 3]. Hence, scene graphs

have been commonly applied to aid safe and reasoned decision-making and behavior

planning for kinds of robots and autonomous systems [4, 5].

Compared to static image SGG, the intricate spatio-temporal motion interaction

among objects and model inference bias caused by the long-tail distribution of the

dataset, place the task of dynamic SGG in a more challenging position [6]. Even

though the promising application prospects of dynamic SGG have spurred a multi-

tude of related exertions and constructive works in terms of spatial-temporal modeling
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[7, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 6] and unbiased design[11, 12, 13], significantly advancing the field of

scene understanding, dynamic SGG is still an arduous yet immaturely addressed task

[3].

Over the years, the advent of the Large Language Models (LLMs) has injected new

vitality into all walks of life involving AI. LLMs such as GPT[14] and LLaMA[15]

have achieved tremendous success not only in the field of Natural Language Process-

ing (NLP) but also in various non-text tasks [16, 17]. Benefiting from training on

massive text corpus which contains tons of visual scene descriptions, LLMs naturally

possess rich implicit knowledge on visual world[18, 19]. Moreover, several recent

compelling studies have demonstrated that LLMs can effectively model and compre-

hend the visual world from textual descriptions and perform dependable reasoning

[20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. LayoutGPT [23] operates language models to make spatial ar-

rangements, thereby showing the powers of LLMs in visual planning. Ghanimifard

et al.[21] indicate the language model’s ability to distinguish functional and geomet-

ric biases of spatial relations, despite lacking visual scene features. Zhang et al.[24]

demonstrate the ability of LLMs to judge the rationality of dynamic spatio-temporal re-

lationships via structured text prompts. Inspired by the above research, we are pushed

to wonder such an interesting question as the following:

Can LLM be regarded as a scene analyzer for reasoning semantic relationships

within scenes, given its inherent rich implicit knowledge and powerful capability of

modeling the visual world?

To answer the above question, we propose a novel dynamic SGG framework named

SceneLLM as shown in Fig.1. Our SceneLLM is mainly comprised of three parts: i)

the Video-to-Language (V2L) Mapping part, ii) LLM fine-tuning and implicit reason-

ing part, and iii) SGG preditor. First of all, the LLM was trained on a text corpus and

fine-tuned with language instructions, both of which exhibit discreteness and hierar-

chy. Hence, the video signal, which is significantly different from the language signal,

is extremely unfriendly and incompatible for LLMs to understand. Therefore, we de-

vised a V2L Mapping process to transform the video signal into a language-like signal.

During the transformation process, inspired by the representation of Chinese characters

[25], to encode necessary spatial-temporal information into implicit language signals,
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the Spatial Information Aggregation (SIA) and Optimal Transport (OT) strategies have

been included. Notably, transformation is carried out in the form of embedding fea-

tures, hence the output of the transformation is implicit linguistic tokens rather than

explicit text. Furthermore, we fine-tune the LLM with pre-trained weights via LoRA

[26] to help LLM better understand the implicit language-like instruction and conduct

LLM’s reasoning. It is important to note that we do not directly obtain explicit se-

mantic triplets from LLM, as the input is an implicit embedding resembling language.

Instead, we obtain embeddings containing spatial-temporal semantics after LLM infer-

ence, which we refer to as implicit inference. Hence, one simple transformer-based

SGG predictor is employed to decode the reasoned embeddings of LLM and obtain

semantic triplets to form dynamic scene graphs.

In summary, our contributions are as follows: (1) We propose a novel dynamic

SGG framework named SceneLLM. To the best of our knowledge, this work is the

first to consider LLM as a scene analyzer through implicit language reasoning. (2) We

devise a V2L Mapping process to transform the video signal into a language-like signal

as the friendly and compatible input of LLM. (3) SceneLLM achieves state-of-the-art

performance on the mainstream Action Genome (AG) [27] evaluation benchmark.

2. RELATED WORK

2.1. Scene Graph Generation (SGG)

The scene graph represents a typical semantic graph structure that captures the rela-

tionships between objects within a scene, facilitating understanding and representation

of visual information in a structured form [1]. Since its initial proposal for image re-

trieval tasks in [28], scene graphs have garnered significant interest in computer vision,

leading to numerous advancements aimed at enhancing performance in tasks like vi-

sual question answering (VQA), image and video captioning, retrieval, and generation

[29, 30, 31]. Recently, scene graph generation (SGG) has become particularly impact-

ful in robot planning tasks, where visual scene comprehension is crucial. For instance,

[5] highlights SGG’s role in robotic action sequencing, while [4] addresses robot plan-

ning under partial observability by integrating local scene graphs for improved global
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task execution. Additionally, [32] introduces a goal-oriented Programming by Demon-

stration approach, employing scene graphs to treat the robot as a functional operator.

Consequently, the quest for high-quality image and video scene graph generation has

become a focal area of research.

In Image SGG, various methods have been developed to enhance scene graph pre-

cision. For instance, [33] utilizes contrastive loss to refine predicate recognition, while

[1] and [34] incorporate spatial context to improve model performance. Advanced ar-

chitectures like the encoder-decoder model by [35] and the two-stage transformer ap-

proach by [36] further push the boundaries of relational reasoning. Dynamic SGG has

also progressed, with methods such as spatial-temporal modeling [9] and cross-modal

knowledge distillation [2] enhancing time-dependent relation identification. Address-

ing model bias has also become significant, with techniques like prior knowledge in-

tegration [3] and memory-guided training [12]. Our approach diverges by leveraging

large language models (LLMs) to infer semantic relationships and generate highly de-

tailed, dynamic scene graphs.

2.2. Large Language Models (LLMs)

Recently, increasingly powerful large language models (LLMs) like GPT-4 [14]

and LLaMA3 [15] have emerged, achieving remarkable success across various NLP

tasks. These tasks include question answering [37], multilingual translation [38], and

so on. Benefiting from pre-training on vast text corpora, LLMs have developed a rich

repository of tacit knowledge [39], enabling them to perform well even outside tradi-

tional NLP tasks. In computer vision, for example, LLMs are making strides in scene

understanding and visual representation [17, 40]. Furthermore, a detailed survey [22]

highlights that LLMs display enhanced reasoning abilities as model size increases, en-

compassing areas such as semantic [41], visual [42], and mathematical reasoning [43].

A recent study [44] also explores LLMs’ potential in control engineering, a domain that

demands complex integration of mathematical and engineering principles. Building on

these developments, our work leverages the robust reasoning capabilities of LLMs to

advance scene understanding tasks, tapping into their broad knowledge and adaptabil-

ity.
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3. METHOD

Fig 2: Video-to-Language (V2L) Mapping Process: (a) Features of the regions of interest (ROIs) in video

frames are extracted via objector detector, and then the learned VQ-VAE discretely quantizes the extracted

ROIs features. (b) SIA and OT schemes to embed spatial-temporal information into implicit linguist tokens

which are used as inputs of LLM.

Problem Statement. Dynamic SGG aims to generate a set of structured scene

representations G = {Gτ}Tτ=1 for a video V with total T frames. Each scene graph

Gτ corresponding to the frame Iτ consists of multiple triplets {S τ, Pτ,Oτ} (<Subject-

Predicate-Object>), in which S τ = {S τ1, S
τ
2, · · · , S

τ
n(τ)} and Oτ = {Oτ1,O

τ
2, · · · ,O

τ
n(τ)} are

the detected objects in the frame Iτ, and Pτ = {Pτ1, P
τ
2, · · · , P

τ
m(τ)} contains relationships

among the detected objects, also referring to nodes Nτ and edges Eτ in the scene graph

Gτ respectively. Besides, all detected objects have corresponding bounding boxes Bτ =

{Bτ1, B
τ
2, · · · , B

τ
n(τ)}. S τ and Oτ are the subsets of the set of object categories Yo, and Pτ

is also the subset of the set of predicate categories Yp.
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3.1. The Overall Framework

The overall structure of our proposed SceneLLM framework is shown in Fig.1.

First of all, the V2L mapping module in SceneLLM will map the input video sig-

nal (the frame sequence) into an implicit linguistic signal (dubbed ”scene sentences”)

which focuses on transferring spatial-temporal information via SIA and OT schemes.

Afterward, SceneLLM feeds the ”scene sentences” into LLM to implicitly reason about

the corresponding semantic relationships existing in the scene. Finally, we employ a

straightforward SGG predictor to decode the reasoned output and produce semantic

triplets. We will illustrate each of the key components in SceneLLM in the following

subsections.

3.2. Video-to-Language (V2L) Mapping Module

As shown in Fig.2, V2L Mapping has two stages. (a) We first learn an object-

oriented vector quantized variational autoencoder (VQ-VAE [45]) to discretize features

of objects in the scene. (b) Then aggregate the discrete feature tokens with spatial in-

formation with the SIA scheme to obtain frame-level token sequence, thereby an opti-

mal transport scheme to construct a language-like hierarchy with temporal information

while forming LLM-friendly ”scene sentences”.

Feature Discrete Quantization. Specifically, at the time τ, the object detector de-

tects objects in frame Iτ and outputs the corresponding bounding boxes Bτ, categories,

and visual features Fc of the objects (ROI Features). Next, our VQ-VAE consisting of

an encoder E, a decoder D, and a codebook C = {ck}
m
k=1 (ck ∈ Rl, where dimension l is

the same as the dimension of the word tokens in the LLM used) discretizes the visual

features of the objects. Given the extracted n visual features Fc = { f1:n}, the conven-

tional encoder E encodes input features into latent features F̃c = { f̃1:n} ( f̃n ∈ Rl). To

obtain discrete feature tokens Fd = { f d
1:n}, we conduct a standard discrete quantization

operation in VQ-VAE by replacing each latent feature f̃n with its nearest unit ck of the

codebook C as follows:

f d
n = arg min

ck∈C
(∥ f̃n − ck∥2) (1)

Once discrete quantization is completed, the decoder D will reconstruct the visual fea-

tures Fc using discrete features Fd.
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Fig 3: Spatial Information Aggregation for Frame-level Token Generation: (a) Illustration of Spatial Rep-

resentation of Chinese Characters. (b) Hierarchical Clustering of Discrete Objects’ Features for Spatial

Correlation. (c) Chinese Character-like Frame-level Token Generation with GCN.

Implicit Linguistic Signal Generation. Once we obtain the discrete features of

objects Fd, the next step is to generate a linguistic tokens sequence. Considering the

spatial information between different objects in the static frame and temporal informa-

tion in the dynamic scenes (video), the generated linguistic signal should also contain

corresponding spatial-temporal information. To this end, inspired by the study [25] on

the spatial semantic representation of Chinese characters, we propose to aggregate spa-

tial information in the discrete feature Fd with an SIA scheme to obtain a frame-level

token and thereby generate a video-level linguistic signal from the frame-level token

sequence in an Optimal Transport (OT) [46, 47] manner.

Spatial Information Aggregation (SIA). Specifically, as shown in Fig.3 (a), the

Chinese character is composed of multiple radicals combined in a certain spatial struc-

ture (i.e. up and down, left and right, or their combined positions). Each radical stands

for a certain object which has a specific meaning. For easy understanding, 0O repre-
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sents the Chinese Character that means bridge or girder. It can be split into 3 radicals,

namely 1O (water) located at the up-left, 2O (sword or wound) positioned at the up-right,

and 3O (wood) situated at the bottom. In ancient times, people built a bridge 0O over

rivers 1O and cut down wood 3O with swords 2O to make it. Inspired by this, we treat

a single video frame (scene) as a Chinese character, the objects in the video frame or

scene as radicals, and the spatial relation of objects as the spatial structure of the Chi-

nese character. What we need to do is to determine the discrete features of objects that

belong to which radicals and aggregate them to form a frame-level token, thereby, for a

video (frame sequence), generating a frame-level token sequence. To this end, we first

embed position information into discrete objects feature of each frame Fd = { f d
1:n} by a

simple Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) as follows:

Pn = MLP([xn, yn,w, h])

f d+
n = f d

n ⊕ Pn

(2)

where [xn, yn,w, h] is the position information of the n-th object that can be obtained

from the object detector, (xn, yn) is the center coordinate of the corresponding bounding

box, (w, h) are the width and height of the frame respectively. And the ⊕ is the vector

concatenation operator.

Then, as Fig.3 (b) and (c) show, once we obtain the position-embedded discrete ob-

ject features F+d = { f
d+
1:n}, to figure out the spatial relation between objects like positions

of different radicals, a Hierarchical Clustering (HC) algorithm is applied. In the context

of the scene graph, the objects are nodes N and the relationships between objects are

edges E. So, the clustering results can indicate the connectivity C of nodes. Next, to

produce the frame-level token t (”Chinese Character”) for each frame, we leverage a

Graph Convolutional Network (GCN) that can effectively represent graph structure to

fuse features F+d as follows:

C = HC(F+d )

t = GCN(F+d ,C)
(3)

Hence, for a video V with T frames, we will get a frame-level token sequence {tτ}Tτ=1.

Optimal Transport (OT) Scheme. Since the frame-level token is independent and

only contains spatial information of its corresponding frame. To understand complex
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Fig 4: Update for an optimal codebook C+ via an optimal transport scheme so that dynamic information can

be embedded into implicit linguistic signal.

triplets related to high temporal information in dynamic scenes, we have to further pro-

cess the frame-level token sequence {tτ}Tτ=1 for temporal consistency. For example, the

triplet <person-hold-cup> exists in a static frame (scene), while with temporal infor-

mation (dynamic scenes), it could be <person-drinking from-cup>. To this end,

we propose to apply an OT scheme [46, 47] to transport semantic information from dif-

ferent frame-level tokens to equip the generated implicit linguistic signal with temporal

information as Fig.4 shown. Various units in the learned codebook C contain different

semantic information, our first step is to find out which units should be gathered to

make the units in the updated codebook C+ with the temporal semantic property. From

the information theory perspective, gathering discrete units can be viewed as a process
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of entropy reduction because of the lower uncertain information in codebook C+. On

the other hand, considering the semantic representation capability of the codebook C+,

a reasonable codebook size is also important. In short, we shall update for an optimal

codebook C+ with lower entropy and reasonable size.

Specifically, following the previous works [40, 48], we set a fixed size increment

∆s and define the k-th codebook C+k as the codebook with k×∆s units. Then, we try to

find out the optimal set of units, where each new unit consists of the previously learned

units so that we can formulate this as an OT problem. The entropy of the k-th codebook

C+k is:

HC+k = −
∑

u+j ∈C
+
k

P
(
u+j
)

log P
(
u+j
)

= −
∑

u+j ∈C
+
k

∑
ui∈C

P
(
u+j , ui

)
log P

(
u+j , ui

)
−
∑

u+j ∈C
+
k

∑
ui∈C

P
(
u+j , ui

) (
− log P

(
ui | u+j

))
(4)

where P(u+j ) is the relative frequency of the j-th unit u+j from the codebook C+ and

P(ui | u+j ) is the probability of the learned unit ui appearing in the new unit u+j .

Next, to formulate the objective function that minimizing the entropy of C+k , fol-

lowing [40, 49, 46], we first set the transport matrix P ∈ R∆s×(k·∆s) representing the al-

location of the learned units u to the new unit u+, where the ( j, i)-th element is P(u+j , ui),

the distance matrix D ∈ R∆s×(k·∆s) representing the cost of transport, where the ( j, i)-

th element is log P
(
ui | u+j

)
, and the H(P) representing the entropy of the probability

distribution P(u+j , ui). Therefore, according to Eq.4, our objective function is:

arg min
P∈R∆s×(k·∆s)

H(P) +
∑

j

∑
i

P( j, i)D( j, i) (5)

Then, for this OT problem that finds the optional way to transfer units in codebook

C to form an updated codebook C+, we utilize the Sinkhorn algorithm [49, 46] to

optimize the defined object function efficiently. The overall algorithm for obtaining

the updated codebook C+ is shown in Algorithm 1. Finally, once obtaining the optimal

candidate codebook C+, similar to [40], we generate the implicit linguistic signal SLLM

via an auto-regressive modelM with the updated codebook C+. Please refer to Section
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4.2 for more details aboutM.

Algorithm 1: Update Codebook
Input : learned codebook C, initial step k = 0, increment ∆s, initial updated

codebook C+0 = C, candidate codebooks L = [C+0 ],

initial codebook size S c = 0, Flag=True

Output: Optimal Updated Codebook C+

1 while Flag do

2 k ← k + 1;

3 S c ← k × ∆s;

4 Construct C+k based on optimizing Eq.5 with the OT scheme;

5 Calculate HC+k (entropy of C+k ) based on Eq.4;

6 L← L + [C+k ];

7 Calculate entropy decrease ∆Hk ← HC+k − HC+k−1
;

8 if ∆Hk > ∆Hk−1 then

9 Flag=Flase;

10 end

11 C+ ← C+k−1 (from L);

12 end

3.3. Implicit Language Reasoning in LLM

So far, we have acquired the implicit linguistic signal SLLM which encompasses

the spatio-temporal semantic information of the scene. This signal can be regarded as

a ”scene sentence” or a ”scene token sequence”. To parse the semantic relationships

within the scene, we leverage the implicit reasoning capabilities of LLM as it has been

proven its rich implicit knowledge can be used to reason and model the visual world

[24, 23, 20, 21, 22]. Specifically, we designed the following prompt as LLM’s input:

Given such a scene sentence [SLLM], please parse the

relationships between the person and objects in the scene.
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Besides, to help the LLM better understand our ”scene sequence”, we also execute

LoRA [26] to fine-tune LLM. Note that we do not need the explicit output of LLM,

instead, the final scene graph will be generated by a simple transformer-based SGG

predictorDS GG [9], and the input ofDS GG is the reasoned feature output of LLM. The

whole decoding process is as follows:

Fimplicit = LLM(SLLM)

Ŷ = DS GG(Fimplicit)
(6)

where the Fimplicit is the hidden feature of LLM’s final block and Ŷ is the generated

scene graph consisting of multiple triplets.

3.4. Training and Inference

Inference. Given a video V with T frames, we first extract the visual features FC

of objects in each frame via a pre-trained object detector. Then, FC is encoded to

latent features F̃C via the encoder E of our VQ-VAE, and F̃C is quantized to FD by

the learned codebook C. After that, we encode spatial information into FD via MLP

to obtain F+D (Eq. (2)), and aggregate F+D to form the frame-level token sequence t via

GCN (Eq. (3)). Subsequently, we transform the frame-level token sequence {tτ}Tτ=1 to

implicit linguistic signal SLLM via the OT scheme (Eq. (5)). Finally, we feed SLLM into

the LLM to reason about the semantic relationships in the scene and generate the scene

graph via the SGG predictorDS GG.

Training. Our framework is optimized in two stages: the VQ-VAE training and

the SceneLLM training. In the first stage, we pre-train the VQ-VAE model to encode

and quantize visual features of objects. To achieve this, similar to [45], VQ-VAE is

optimized to reconstruct visual features via encoding, quantization, and decoding pro-

cess. The VQ-VAE loss function consists of 3 sub-losses, namely reconstruction loss

for encoder-decoder learning, embedding loss for codebook learning, and commitment

loss for limiting arbitrary growth of codebook volume. The loss function is defined as
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follows:
Lossvae = ∥Fc − F̂c∥

2
2 (recon. loss)

+ ∥sg[F̃c] − c∥22 (embed. loss)

+ λ∥F̃c − sg[c]∥22 (commit. loss)

(7)

where sg[·] is the stop-gradient operator (i.e. identity function) with zero partial derivates.

After VQ-VAE training, we train our SceneLLM to generate scene graphs. To

reduce the difficulty of fine-tuning the LLM, we adopt a progressive unfreezing training

approach. Specifically, freezing VQ-VAE’s encoder and LLM, we first optimize the

MLP, GCN, and SGG predictor for 30,000 iterations. Then, we equip the LLM with

LoRA and fine-tune the MLP, GCN, LLM, and SGG predictor for 50,000 iterations.

The loss function for training SceneLLM is defined as follows:

Losssgg = αLob j + Lrel (8)

where Lob j denotes cross-entropy loss to measure the prediction of entity classifica-

tion, Lrel is binary cross-entropy loss which measures the prediction of relationship

classification, and α is the weighting factor.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Experiment Setting

Dataset.The Action Genome (AG) dataset [27] is an extensive video dataset metic-

ulously annotated with frame-level scene graphs. Designed for detailed scene under-

standing, the dataset contains 36 object classes, with approximately 1.7 million anno-

tated object instances distributed across 26 predicate classes. These annotations pro-

vide a thorough exploration of 157 distinct triplet categories, mapped across nearly

234,000 frames, which significantly enhances the dataset’s utility for comprehensive

scene analysis. Predicates within the AG dataset are thoughtfully divided into three

types: (1) Attention Predicates, which indicate a subject’s focus on objects, (2) Spa-

tial Predicates, which denote relative positioning, and (3) Contact Predicates, cap-

turing the nature of interaction between objects, covering both contact and non-contact

forms. This structured approach to predicate categorization enables a nuanced and
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systematic understanding of the complex relationships within scenes, making the AG

dataset highly valuable for tasks involving relational dynamics in videos.

Evaluation Tasks and Metrics. Following [27, 9], SceneLLM undergoes eval-

uation in three tasks: (1) Predicate Classification (PREDCLS): providing objects

labels and bounding boxes of objects to predict predicate labels of object pairs. (2)

Scene Graph Classification (SGCLS): classifying the given ground-truth bounding

boxes and predicting predicate labels. (3) Scene Graph Detection (SGDET): detect-

ing bounding boxes and labels of objects and predicting predicate labels. For metrics,

we keep in line with [27, 9] to apply the widely-used Recall@K (K=[10,20,50]) met-

ric to quantify the performance of models for all tasks, which indicates the ratio of

ground-truth triplets identified within the top K confidence predictions. Besides, 2 dif-

ferent graph generation rules [27] are also adopted to realize comprehensive and fair

comparison with other models, namely (1) With Constraint only allow at most one

predicate per object pair, and (2) No Constraint allows per objects pair to have multi-

ple relationships.

4.2. Implementation Details

Following TPT[6] and OED[50], we train a Transformer-based detector for object

detection which is initialized from a COCO-pre-trained model and fine-tuned on the

AG dataset. We set the latent feature dimension l of VQ-VAE to 512, the number

of codebook size m to 512, and the weighting factor λ in 7 to 0.02. Following [40],

the auto-regressive modelM is implemented as a one Convolutional Gated Recurrent

Layer with a kernel size of (1,1). During the first training stage (VQ-VAE training),

we optimize VQ-VAE for 300,000 iterations using the AdamW optimizer with an ini-

tial learning rate of 3e-4. In Eq. (3), we employ a bottom-up hierarchical clustering

algorithm, with average linkage to measure the distance between between clusters, to

construct the spatial relation C between object features Fd. In addition, GCN consists

of two graph convolutional layers. We use frozen LLaMA-13B [15] as our LLM. Dur-

ing the second training stage (SceneLLM training), we first optimize the MLP, GCN,

and SGG predictor for 30,000 iterations with an initial learning rate of 1e-5. Then, for

the LoRA process, we fine-tune the LLM using the AdamW optimizer with an initial
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Table 1: Evaluation results of our SceneLLM and baselines in the With Constraints setting

Method
PREDCLS SGCLS SGDET

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

VRD[51] 51.7 54.7 54.7 32.4 33.3 33.3 19.2 24.5 26.0

M-FREQ[34] 62.4 65.1 65.1 40.8 41.9 41.9 23.7 31.4 33.3

MSDN[52] 65.5 68.5 68.5 43.9 45.1 45.1 24.1 32.4 34.5

VCTREE[53] 66.0 69.3 69.3 44.1 45.3 45.3 24.4 32.6 34.7

RelDN[33] 66.3 69.5 69.5 44.3 45.4 45.4 24.5 32.8 34.9

GPS-Net[8] 66.8 69.9 69.9 45.3 46.5 46.5 24.7 33.1 35.1

TRACE[7] 64.4 70.5 70.5 36.2 37.4 37.4 19.4 30.5 34.1

STTran[9] 68.6 71.8 71.8 46.4 47.5 47.5 25.3 34.1 37.0

APT[10] 69.4 73.8 73.8 47.2 48.9 48.9 26.3 36.1 38.3

TEMPURA[12] 68.8 71.5 71.5 47.2 48.3 48.3 28.1 33.4 34.9

TR2[2] 70.9 73.8 73.8 47.7 48.7 48.7 26.8 35.5 38.3

TD2-Net[11] 70.1 - 73.1 51.1 - 52.1 28.7 - 37.1

FloCoDe[54] 70.1 74.2 74.2 48.4 51.2 51.2 31.5 38.4 42.4

OED[50] 73.0 76.1 76.1 - - - 33.5 40.9 48.9

Ours 74.1 77.8 77.8 53.7 55.0 55.0 34.9 43.3 49.5

learning rate of 1e-5 for 50,000 iterations. The weighting factor α in Eq. (8) is set to

0.5. We conduct our experiments on Nvidia A5000 GPU.

4.3. Performance Results and Comparison

In Table 1 and Table 2, we present a detailed comparison of the performance of our

proposed SceneLLM model alongside several existing methods on the AG dataset in

both With Constraint and No Constraint settings. To provide clarity, the best perfor-

mance values in each category are highlighted in bold. The results clearly demonstrate

that SceneLLM, leveraging the capabilities of a large language model (LLM), consis-

tently achieves state-of-the-art results across all tasks and metrics. This indicates the

effectiveness of SceneLLM’s architecture in handling the complexities of scene under-

standing and generating high-quality relationships within the data.

For instance, under the With Constraint setting, our SceneLLM outperforms the
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Table 2: Evaluation results of our SceneLLM and baselines in the No Constraints setting

Method
PREDCLS SGCLS SGDET

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

VRD[51] 59.6 78.5 99.2 39.2 49.8 52.6 19.1 28.8 40.5

M-FREQ[34] 73.4 92.4 99.6 50.4 60.6 64.2 22.8 34.3 46.4

MSDN[52] 74.9 92.7 99.0 51.2 61.8 65.0 23.1 34.7 46.5

VCTREE[53] 75.5 92.9 99.3 52.4 62.0 65.1 23.9 35.3 46.8

RelDN[33] 75.7 93.0 99.0 52.9 62.4 65.1 24.1 35.4 46.8

GPS-Net[8] 76.0 93.6 99.5 53.6 63.3 66.0 24.4 35.7 47.3

TRACE[7] 73.3 93.0 99.5 36.3 45.5 51.8 27.5 36.7 47.5

STTran[9] 77.9 94.2 99.1 54.0 63.7 66.4 24.6 36.2 48.8

APT[10] 78.5 95.1 99.2 55.1 65.1 68.7 25.7 37.9 50.1

TEMPURA[12] 80.4 94.2 99.4 56.3 64.7 67.9 29.8 38.1 46.4

TR2[2] 83.1 96.6 99.9 57.2 64.4 66.2 27.8 39.2 50.0

TD2-Net[11] 81.7 - 99.9 57.2 - 69.8 30.5 - 49.3

FloCoDe[54] 82.8 97.2 99.9 57.4 66.2 68.8 32.6 43.9 51.6

OED[50] 83.3 95.3 99.2 - - - 35.3 44.0 51.8

Ours 83.7 97.2 99.9 61.2 69.7 71.1 37.4 46.1 53.4

second-best method, OED, by an average of 1.5% in the PREDCLS task. Specifically,

SceneLLM achieves improvements of 1.1% in R@10, 1.7% in R@20, and 1.7% in

R@50, showcasing its ability to capture and predict subject-predicate-object relation-

ships with higher accuracy. Additionally, SceneLLM also surpasses OED in SGDET,

with an average improvement of 1.5% (1.4% for R@10, 2.4% for R@20, and 0.6%

for R@50), indicating superior detection and graph completion capabilities. In the No

Constraint setting, SceneLLM similarly demonstrates robust performance, achieving

an average improvement of 1.0% in the PREDCLS task (0.4% for R@10, 1.9% for

R@20, and 0.7% for R@50) and an even more substantial improvement of 1.9% in

SGDET (2.1% for R@10, 2.1% for R@20, and 1.5% for R@50). These results re-

inforce SceneLLM’s generalization capabilities and adaptability in unconstrained sce-

narios, further solidifying its place as the leading method in scene graph generation and

relationship prediction.
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Table 3: Impact of LLM on SGCLS

Method
With Constraint No Constraint

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

w/o LLM 38.9 40.3 40.3 47.0 57.2 63.4

w/ T5 51.5 53.0 53.0 59.3 68.6 70.6

SceneLLM 53.7 55.0 55.0 61.2 69.7 71.1

Table 4: Impact of Features Discretization on SGCLS

Method
With Constraint No Constraint

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

w/o OT 50.9 52.3 52.3 58.9 67.4 70.0

SceneLLM 53.7 55.0 55.0 61.2 69.7 71.1

All these results demonstrate the efficacy of our SceneLLM, and prove that LLM

can effectively reason semantic relationships within scenes by leveraging its inherent

rich implicit knowledge.

4.4. Ablation Studies

In this section, we conduct extensive ablation experiments on the AG dataset to

investigate our SceneLLM.

Impact of LLM. In our SceneLLM, we introduce LLM into the SGG task to reason

about the spatial-temporal semantic relationships of objects by leveraging its implicit

knowledge. To evaluate the efficacy of this strategy, we test two variants. In the first

variant (w/o LLM), we remove the LLM and directly use S LLM as the input of SGG

predictor to generate scene graphs. In the second variant (w/ T5), we replace our LLM

(LLaMA) with a smaller LLM, i.e., T5 [55].

The results are shown in Table 3. It can be observed that our method (w/ LLaMA)

achieves better performance than the two variants, which demonstrates the effective-

ness of leveraging a powerful LLM. In addition, the worse performance of w/ T5 shows

a less powerful LLM (T5) may hard-to-hand relationships in complex scenes.
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Table 5: Impact of the Optimal Transport Scheme on SGCLS

Method
With Constraint No Constraint

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

w/o discretization 40.4 42.6 42.6 49.0 59.0 62.3

SceneLLM 53.7 55.0 55.0 61.2 69.7 71.1

Table 6: Impact of the LoRA process on SGCLS

Method
With Constraint No Constraint

R@10 R@20 R@50 R@10 R@20 R@50

w/o LoRA 47.3 48.4 48.4 55.0 64.9 67.3

SceneLLM 53.7 55.0 55.0 61.2 69.7 71.1

Impact of Features Discretization. In our framework, we discretize the encoded latent

features of objects to generate discrete word tokens. To validate this approach, we test a

variant called w/o discretization, where the continuous visual features are directly used

to produce the implicit linguistic signal S LLM as input to the LLM. As shown in Table

4, the performance of our SceneLLM is significantly better than w/o discretization.

This improvement is because the discretization of features in our framework makes

the visual features more ”like” human sentences composed of discrete word tokens.

As a result, the LLM, pre-trained on human sentences, can more easily interpret these

”human sentence-like” visual features.

Impact of the Optimal Transport Scheme. In SceneLLM, we design an optimal

transport-based scheme to generate a temporal-consistent language signal. To validate

this strategy, we test a variant called w/o OT, where we remove the OT scheme and

directly feed the frame-level tokens {tτ}Tτ=1 (with prompt texts) into the LLM. The de-

clined performance of the w/o OT variant shown in Table 5 demonstrates the efficacy

of our OT scheme, which reconstructs LLM-friendly language signal from frame-level

tokens.

Impact of the LoRA Process. In our framework, to enable the LLM to comprehend

”action sentences” while preserving its pre-trained weights and the extensive knowl-
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edge it has acquired, we fine-tune the model using a LoRA process. To assess the

effectiveness of this approach, we also evaluate an alternative variant (w/o LoRA). In

this variant, instead of only applying LoRA, all parameters of the LLM, initialized with

its pre-trained weights, are subjected to gradient updates during the tuning process in

the second training stage of SceneLLM. As shown in Table 6, the performance of our

SceneLLM is significantly better than the w/o LoRA variant. This result demonstrates

that the LoRA process is effective in fine-tuning the LLM to better understand the

”scene sentences” while preserving its pre-learned knowledge.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we introduce SceneLLM, a groundbreaking dynamic Scene Graph

Generation (SGG) framework that leverages the advanced reasoning capabilities of

Large Language Models (LLMs). SceneLLM excels at extracting fine-grained se-

mantic relationships from videos, achieving state-of-the-art performance on the widely

used AG benchmark. By utilizing the vast reasoning potential of LLMs, SceneLLM

enhances the ability to understand complex interactions and contextual relationships

within video data, setting a new standard in the field of SGG. Looking ahead, we plan

to extend our research into SGG within open-world environments, as well as explore its

applications in 3D scenes. The real world is inherently open and constantly evolving,

presenting challenges that closed-world datasets cannot address. Models trained on

such limited datasets often face difficulties when encountering novel or unseen sit-

uations in practice. This limitation presents significant challenges, particularly for

the safe deployment of models in critical applications such as mobile robots and au-

tonomous systems. Therefore, future work will aim to improve model robustness, gen-

eralization, and adaptability in the face of unpredictable real-world scenarios, ensuring

that these systems can operate safely and effectively in dynamic environments.
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[49] G. Peyré, M. Cuturi, et al., Computational optimal transport: With applications

to data science, Foundations and Trends® in Machine Learning 11 (5-6) (2019)

355–607.

[50] Q. C. Guan Wang, Zhimin Li, Y. Liu, Oed: Towards one-stage end-to-end dy-

namic scene graph generation, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on

Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2024, pp. 27938–27947.

[51] C. Lu, R. Krishna, M. Bernstein, L. Fei-Fei, Visual relationship detection with

language priors, in: European Conference on Computer Vision, 2016.

26

https://openreview.net/forum?id=S1xtAjR5tX
https://openreview.net/forum?id=S1xtAjR5tX


[52] Y. Li, W. Ouyang, B. Zhou, K. Wang, X. Wang, Scene graph generation from

objects, phrases and region captions, in: Proceedings of the IEEE International

Conference on Computer Vision, 2017.

[53] K. Tang, H. Zhang, B. Wu, W. Luo, W. Liu, Learning to compose dynamic tree

structures for visual contexts, in: Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern

Recognition, 2019.

[54] A. Khandelwal, Flocode: Unbiased dynamic scene graph generation with tem-

poral consistency and correlation debiasing, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF

Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops,

2024, pp. 2516–2526.

[55] C. Raffel, N. Shazeer, A. Roberts, K. Lee, S. Narang, M. Matena, Y. Zhou, W. Li,

P. J. Liu, Exploring the limits of transfer learning with a unified text-to-text trans-

former, Journal of machine learning research 21 (140) (2020) 1–67.

27


	Introduction
	RELATED WORK
	Scene Graph Generation (SGG)
	Large Language Models (LLMs)

	METHOD
	The Overall Framework
	Video-to-Language (V2L) Mapping Module
	Implicit Language Reasoning in LLM
	Training and Inference

	EXPERIMENTS
	Experiment Setting
	Implementation Details
	Performance Results and Comparison
	Ablation Studies

	CONCLUSIONS

