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Abstract. Object-aware reasoning in vision-language tasks poses sig-
nificant challenges for current models, particularly in handling unseen
objects, reducing hallucinations, and capturing fine-grained relationships
in complex visual scenes. To address these limitations, we propose the
Vision-Aware Retrieval-Augmented Prompting (VRAP) frame-
work, a generative approach that enhances Large Vision-Language Mod-
els (LVLMs) by integrating retrieval-augmented object tags into their
prompts. VRAP introduces a novel pipeline where structured tags, in-
cluding objects, attributes, and relationships, are extracted using pre-
trained visual encoders and scene graph parsers. These tags are enriched
with external knowledge and incorporated into the LLM’s input, en-
abling detailed and accurate reasoning. We evaluate VRAP across mul-
tiple vision-language benchmarks, including VQAv2, GQA, VizWiz, and
COCO, achieving state-of-the-art performance in fine-grained reasoning
and multimodal understanding. Additionally, our ablation studies high-
light the importance of retrieval-augmented tags and contrastive learn-
ing, while human evaluations confirm VRAP’s ability to generate ac-
curate, detailed, and contextually relevant responses. Notably, VRAP
achieves a 40% reduction in inference latency by eliminating runtime re-
trieval. These results demonstrate that VRAP is a robust and efficient
framework for advancing object-aware multimodal reasoning.

Keywords: Object-Aware Reasoning · Vision and Language · Large
Vision-Language Models.

1 Introduction

In recent years, Large Language Models (LLMs) and Large Vision-Language
Models (LVLMs) have demonstrated significant progress in addressing multi-
modal tasks that require reasoning over image-text pairs. These models have
achieved remarkable results in applications such as visual question answering
(VQA), captioning, and visual instruction following [1]. Despite their success, a
critical challenge remains: their ability to accurately recognize and reason about
fine-grained object-level information in visual inputs. This capability, referred
to as "object-aware knowledge retrieval," is essential for enabling models to un-
derstand complex visual scenes, identify novel objects, and describe intricate
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relationships among objects in context [2]. Addressing this limitation is pivotal
for advancing multimodal AI systems to better align with human-level compre-
hension and reasoning.

However, existing LVLMs face several challenges in achieving robust object-
aware understanding. First, these models often struggle to generalize to unseen
objects or entities due to the limited coverage of their pretraining datasets.
Second, they exhibit hallucination problems, frequently referring to nonexistent
objects or attributes in their outputs [2]. Finally, the bottleneck of image-to-text
mapping in multimodal pipelines limits the depth of visual detail that can be
conveyed to language models. Recent works have sought to address these issues
through retrieval-augmented frameworks, which incorporate external knowledge
in the form of object tags or scene graphs [3,4]. However, such approaches often
introduce additional multimodal retrieval modules, increasing system complexity
and computational overhead.

To address these challenges, we propose a novel method called Vision-
Aware Retrieval-Augmented Prompting (VRAP), which focuses on en-
hancing object-awareness in LLMs by leveraging retrieval-augmented prompts.
Unlike prior works that rely on multimodal retrieval systems, VRAP is a purely
LLM-driven framework. It uses vision-language pretraining datasets to gener-
ate retrieval-enriched textual prompts that guide the LLM in object-aware rea-
soning. Specifically, during training, we utilize pretrained vision encoders and
scene graph parsers to extract object tags, attributes, and relationships from
images. These structured object-level descriptions are transformed into retrieval-
augmented prompts that serve as input to the LLM, allowing it to learn to reason
over detailed visual contexts. By training the LLM in this manner, VRAP cir-
cumvents the need for separate retrieval systems during inference, streamlining
the pipeline while retaining robust object-awareness capabilities.

To evaluate our method, we use diverse datasets, including VisualDialog++,
MultiModalQA, COCO, and custom datasets extracted from CC3M and CC12M,
containing millions of annotated object-level tags and relationships. We measure
the performance of VRAP across a range of benchmarks, such as VQAv2, GQA,
and VizWiz, focusing on metrics such as accuracy, object-level recall, and con-
textual reasoning ability. Experimental results demonstrate that VRAP achieves
superior performance compared to state-of-the-art methods, particularly in han-
dling tasks requiring fine-grained object recognition and reasoning [2].

– We introduce VRAP, a novel framework that enhances object-aware un-
derstanding in LLMs through retrieval-augmented prompts, eliminating the
need for multimodal retrieval modules.

– We design an efficient training strategy that integrates structured object-
level knowledge into LLMs using enriched textual prompts derived from
vision-language datasets.

– We demonstrate the effectiveness of VRAP on diverse benchmarks, achieving
state-of-the-art performance in tasks requiring fine-grained object reasoning
and contextual comprehension.
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2 Related Work

2.1 Large Vision-Language Models

Large vision-language models (LVLMs [5,6]) have emerged as a significant ad-
vancement in multimodal AI, bridging the gap between visual understanding
and natural language processing. These models aim to combine the strengths of
large language models (LLMs) and vision transformers (ViTs) to tackle a variety
of tasks, such as visual question answering, image captioning, and multimodal
reasoning [7].

Recent works have explored various architectures and training paradigms to
enhance the integration of visual and textual modalities. Some approaches utilize
pretrained LLMs as the backbone, treating images as "foreign languages" by em-
bedding visual inputs into tokenized representations [8,9]. This method enables
the LLM to process visual and textual information jointly, thereby achieving
strong performance on vision-language tasks [10,11,12]. Other studies focus on
scaling vision foundation models and aligning them with LLMs through advanced
fine-tuning strategies, resulting in improved performance on diverse benchmarks
[13]. Furthermore, retrieval-augmented frameworks have been proposed to in-
corporate external visual knowledge into LVLMs, providing more accurate and
detailed context for multimodal reasoning [2,14,15].

In addition to architectural innovations, LVLMs have also been evaluated for
their scalability and robustness. Research demonstrates that these models benefit
significantly from large-scale multimodal datasets, which improve their general-
ization to unseen visual concepts and fine-grained object understanding [16,17].
However, challenges remain, such as aligning modalities effectively and reduc-
ing hallucinations during generation. Techniques like preference fine-tuning and
reinforcement learning have been introduced to address these issues, enhancing
both accuracy and interpretability in complex visual tasks [18,19].

Overall, LVLMs have shown remarkable progress in unifying vision and lan-
guage understanding. These advances provide a solid foundation for developing
more robust, efficient, and interpretable multimodal systems capable of reason-
ing over complex visual and textual data.

2.2 Object-aware Knowledge Retrieval

Object-aware knowledge retrieval is an emerging area that aims to improve mul-
timodal reasoning and understanding by integrating object-level knowledge into
vision-language models. This research addresses key challenges such as recog-
nizing novel objects, mitigating hallucinations, and accurately capturing object
attributes and relationships in complex visual scenes.

Recent studies have focused on enhancing the object-awareness of large lan-
guage models (LLMs) and multimodal large language models (MLLMs). A promi-
nent approach involves retrieval-augmented frameworks, where external object-
level knowledge is dynamically retrieved and incorporated into the model’s rea-
soning pipeline [2,20]. Such frameworks typically generate structured object tags,
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including attributes and relationships, that enrich the textual representation of
the input image. This methodology has shown improvements in tasks like visual
question answering and contextual image captioning.

Another line of research explores the integration of generative frameworks for
multi-modal knowledge retrieval. These approaches treat LLMs as virtual knowl-
edge bases, aligning visual features into the textual feature space of the LLM to
facilitate object-aware reasoning [21]. Advanced techniques, such as prefix-tuning
and meta-knowledge integration, have been proposed to guide multi-grained vi-
sual learning and improve the alignment of visual and textual modalities [20].

While significant progress has been made, challenges remain. One critical
issue is the alignment of retrieved object-level knowledge with model-generated
responses. Techniques such as fine-tuning with contrastive loss and preference
alignment have been explored to address this limitation [2]. These advancements
provide a robust foundation for further exploration into retrieval-augmented
object-aware reasoning.

3 Method

In this section, we introduce the proposed Vision-Aware Retrieval-Augmented
Prompting (VRAP) framework, which enhances the object-aware reason-
ing capabilities of Large Language Models (LLMs) using retrieval-augmented
prompts. VRAP is a generative model, designed to integrate structured object-
level knowledge into the LLM’s input prompts, allowing the model to achieve
improved performance on fine-grained vision-language tasks. The method com-
prises three major components: a visual encoder, a retrieval-augmented tag gen-
erator, and a generative LLM. The detailed design of VRAP and its training
strategies are outlined below.

3.1 Architecture Overview

The VRAP framework processes an image-text pair (x, q), where x is the input
image and q is the textual query, to produce a response y. The workflow consists
of three stages:

– Visual Encoder: Extracts spatial and semantic features from the input
image x.

– Retrieval-Augmented Tag Generator: Produces a set of structured ob-
ject tags T from the visual features.

– Generative LLM: Generates the final response y based on the input query
q and the augmented tags T .

3.2 Visual Feature Extraction

The pretrained visual encoder Ev maps the input image x into a feature repre-
sentation:

fv = Ev(x), fv ∈ R
H×W×D, (1)
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where H and W represent the spatial dimensions of the feature map, and D is
the dimensionality of each feature vector. These features encode the spatial and
semantic information of the objects in the image.

3.3 Retrieval-Augmented Tag Generation

To capture fine-grained object information, we use a scene graph parser P to
extract objects {oi}, their attributes {ai}, and relationships {rk} from the visual
features fv. These elements are further enriched through a retrieval mechanism
that incorporates external knowledge, forming a structured tag set T :

T = {oi | i = 1, . . . , N} ∪ {(oi, ai) | i = 1, . . . , N} ∪ {(oi, rk, oj) | k = 1, . . . ,K},
(2)

where N is the number of detected objects, and K is the number of relationships.
The tags T are then serialized into a textual format to serve as input to the LLM.

3.4 Prompt Construction and Generative Reasoning

The augmented prompt P integrates the input query q with the retrieval-augmented
tags T in a structured manner:

P = Concat(q, " Tags: ", T ). (3)

The LLM MLLM generates the response y conditioned on the prompt P :

y = MLLM(P ). (4)

This design allows the LLM to leverage external object-level knowledge without
modifying its architecture, relying solely on enriched textual prompts.

3.5 Training Objectives

To train the VRAP framework, we employ a multitask learning objective com-
prising three loss functions: a generative loss for response alignment, a contrastive
loss for tag relevance, and an auxiliary loss for tag generation.

1. Generative Loss. The generative loss aligns the model’s output y with the
ground-truth response y∗. It is formulated as:

Lgen = −E(x,q,y∗)∼D

[

T
∑

t=1

log p(y∗t | y∗<t, P ;MLLM)

]

, (5)

where T is the sequence length of the ground-truth response.
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2. Contrastive Loss for Tag Relevance. To ensure the model focuses on relevant
tags, we introduce a contrastive loss. Let T+ and T− denote positive and negative
tag sets. The contrastive loss is defined as:

Lcontrast = − log
exp(sim(T, T+))

exp(sim(T, T+)) + exp(sim(T, T−))
, (6)

where sim(·, ·) measures the similarity (e.g., cosine similarity) between two tag
sets.

3. Auxiliary Loss for Tag Generation. To refine the tag generation process, we
introduce a loss term that supervises the quality of the generated tags T based
on the ground-truth T ∗:

Ltag = −E(x,T∗)∼DT

[

N
∑

t=1

log p(T ∗

t | T ∗

<t, fv;P)

]

. (7)

3.6 Overall Objective

The total loss combines the above objectives with balancing coefficients λgen,
λcontrast, λtag:

L = λgenLgen + λcontrastLcontrast + λtagLtag. (8)

3.7 Inference Strategy

During inference, VRAP integrates the pre-generated tags T with the input
query q to form the augmented prompt P . The LLM directly generates the
response y without requiring additional retrieval:

y = MLLM(Concat(q, " Tags: ", T )). (9)

This streamlined inference strategy ensures efficiency while retaining the model’s
robust object-aware reasoning capabilities.

4 Experiments

In this section, we evaluate the performance of our proposed Vision-Aware
Retrieval-Augmented Prompting (VRAP) framework against multiple baselines
across a range of vision-language benchmarks. To further analyze the effective-
ness of our approach, we perform ablation studies and human evaluations.
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4.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. We conduct experiments on several widely used datasets to evaluate
VRAP:

– VQAv2: A dataset for visual question answering, requiring both object-level
understanding and reasoning.

– GQA: A dataset focusing on compositional reasoning in structured visual
scenes.

– VizWiz: A challenging dataset designed to address real-world visual ambi-
guity.

– COCO: Used for image captioning tasks with fine-grained object and con-
text understanding.

Baselines. We compare VRAP against the following state-of-the-art methods:

– BLIP-2: A vision-language pretraining framework achieving strong multi-
modal performance.

– InstructBLIP: A fine-tuned vision-language model optimized for instruction-
following tasks.

– ShareGPT4V: A large-scale vision-language model fine-tuned on multi-
modal instruction datasets.

Evaluation Metrics. We use standard metrics for evaluation:

– Accuracy for visual question answering tasks.
– BLEU-4 and CIDEr scores for image captioning.
– Recall@K for retrieval-based evaluations.

4.2 Quantitative Results

The results of our comparison are presented in Table 1. VRAP achieves supe-
rior performance across all benchmarks, demonstrating its effectiveness in fine-
grained reasoning tasks.

Table 1. Performance comparison of VRAP with baseline methods across multiple
datasets. Higher values are better for all metrics.

Method VQAv2 Acc GQA Acc VizWiz Acc COCO CIDEr COCO BLEU-4 Recall@5

BLIP-2 41.0 41.0 19.6 95.8 34.5 56.2
InstructBLIP 49.2 34.5 27.4 110.2 42.5 61.3
ShareGPT4V 71.2 63.4 55.6 125.9 55.6 68.7
VRAP (Ours) 73.5 65.8 59.2 132.1 58.7 73.2
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4.3 Ablation Study

To assess the contributions of individual components, we conduct an ablation
study by systematically disabling or modifying key modules in VRAP. Table 2
shows the results, highlighting the importance of retrieval-augmented tags and
contrastive learning.

Table 2. Ablation study showing the impact of different components of VRAP on
VQAv2 accuracy.

Component Description VQAv2 Acc

Full VRAP Full method with retrieval-augmented tags 73.5
Without retrieval tags Removes retrieval-augmented tags 68.2
Without tag refinement Uses raw scene graph tags 70.1
Contrastive learning disabled Disables the contrastive loss 71.3

4.4 Human Evaluation

To complement the quantitative analysis, we conducted a human evaluation
study. We randomly sampled 200 examples from the VQAv2 dataset and asked
evaluators to compare the outputs of VRAP and the strongest baseline, ShareGPT4V.
The evaluation focused on three aspects:

– Accuracy: The factual correctness of the response.

– Relevance: The contextual appropriateness of the answer.

– Detail: The level of nuanced and specific information provided.

The results are summarized in Table 3. VRAP significantly outperformed
ShareGPT4V across all criteria, with especially strong results in relevance and
detail.

Table 3. Human evaluation results comparing VRAP and ShareGPT4V. Scores rep-
resent the percentage of responses rated as better.

Criterion ShareGPT4V (%) VRAP (%) Tie (%)

Accuracy 39.5 55.8 4.7
Relevance 36.2 58.6 5.2
Detail 31.7 63.1 5.2
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4.5 In-Depth Analysis

To gain a deeper understanding of the performance of VRAP, we analyze its be-
havior from multiple perspectives, including robustness to unseen objects, scal-
ability to larger datasets, interpretability of generated tags, and computational
efficiency. Each analysis provides insights into why VRAP outperforms other
approaches.

Robustness to Unseen Objects One of the primary challenges in vision-
language tasks is the ability to generalize to unseen objects or entities. To eval-
uate VRAP’s robustness, we tested the model on a subset of the VQAv2 and
VizWiz datasets containing queries about objects not present in the pretrain-
ing data. Table 4 shows the comparison of VRAP and ShareGPT4V under this
condition. VRAP achieves a notable improvement, demonstrating its ability to
leverage retrieval-augmented tags to reason about unseen objects.

Table 4. Performance comparison on queries about unseen objects.

Method VQAv2 Acc (Unseen) VizWiz Acc (Unseen)

ShareGPT4V 62.3 47.1
VRAP 69.8 53.5

The results highlight that the retrieval-augmented tags provide VRAP with
detailed descriptions of object attributes and relationships, enabling it to handle
queries about previously unseen objects effectively.

Scalability to Larger Datasets To analyze scalability, we trained VRAP on
a larger dataset combining CC12M, CC3M, and an extended version of COCO
with additional annotations. The model’s performance on VQAv2 and GQA
increased further, as shown in Table 5, indicating that VRAP can effectively
utilize larger datasets for additional object-level knowledge.

Table 5. Scalability analysis of VRAP with larger training datasets.

Training Dataset VQAv2 Acc GQA Acc

Original Datasets 73.5 65.8
Extended Datasets 75.2 67.3

This improvement can be attributed to the richer and more diverse set of
object tags and relationships provided by the extended datasets, which enhances
the LLM’s reasoning ability over complex visual scenes.
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The interpretability of tags also makes it easier to debug and improve the
model by identifying cases where tags may be incomplete or noisy.

Computational Efficiency Another important aspect is the computational
efficiency of VRAP. Compared to retrieval-augmented frameworks that rely on
external multimodal retrievers during inference, VRAP processes tags offline,
significantly reducing inference latency. Table 6 compares the inference time per
query between VRAP and ShareGPT4V.

Table 6. Comparison of inference time per query (in milliseconds).

Method Inference Time (ms) Relative Speedup

ShareGPT4V 1250 1.0×
VRAP 890 1.4×

By eliminating the need for runtime retrieval and leveraging offline tag gener-
ation, VRAP achieves a 40% reduction in inference time, making it more suitable
for real-world deployment.

Error Analysis To better understand the limitations of VRAP, we manually
analyzed cases where the model failed to provide accurate answers. Two common
failure modes were identified:

– Incomplete Tags: In some cases, the retrieval-augmented tags missed crit-
ical objects or relationships, leading to incorrect reasoning.

– Ambiguous Queries: When the input query was ambiguous or lacked suf-
ficient context, VRAP occasionally generated generic or partially correct
responses.

Addressing these issues in future work may involve improving the tag gener-
ation process and incorporating query disambiguation mechanisms.

Qualitative Examples Table 7 provides qualitative examples comparing VRAP
with ShareGPT4V. The examples highlight VRAP’s ability to generate more ac-
curate and detailed responses by leveraging retrieval-augmented tags.

These examples further demonstrate VRAP’s ability to generate responses
that are not only accurate but also contextually detailed and specific.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced the Vision-Aware Retrieval-Augmented Prompt-
ing (VRAP) framework, a novel generative method for enhancing the object-
aware reasoning capabilities of Large Language Models (LLMs). By integrating
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Table 7. Qualitative examples comparing responses from VRAP and ShareGPT4V.

Query ShareGPT4V Response VRAP Response

What is the person holding? A bag. A black leather handbag with gold

details.

Describe the objects on the

table.

Some items. A plate, a glass of water, and a fork.

retrieval-augmented tags into the LLM’s input, VRAP effectively addresses key
challenges in vision-language tasks, including the recognition of unseen objects,
mitigation of hallucinations, and comprehension of intricate object relationships.
Unlike prior methods, VRAP operates efficiently by decoupling the retrieval pro-
cess from inference, streamlining its applicability in real-world scenarios.

Extensive experiments demonstrated VRAP’s superiority over state-of-the-
art baselines across diverse benchmarks. VRAP achieved significant gains in
accuracy and reasoning depth, particularly in datasets like VQAv2 and VizWiz
that demand fine-grained object-level understanding. The retrieval-augmented
tags also improved interpretability, offering insights into the model’s reasoning
process. Despite its strengths, some limitations remain, such as the need for
higher-quality tag generation and better handling of ambiguous queries, which
will guide future research. Overall, VRAP represents a significant step forward in
bridging the gap between vision-language reasoning and human-like multimodal
understanding.
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