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Figure 1. Overview of HUMANVBENCH, which encompasses 17 fine-grained tasks for extensive human-centric evaluations (middle blue

box). Each task is denoted by its acronym and the number of included

QA instances. The right orange box illustrates some examples of

these QAs. HUMANVBENCH is constructed using the novel automated Video Annotation Pipeline (upper left, purple box), followed by
the Distractor-Included QA Synthesis Pipeline (lower left, green box). These pipelines are reusable and backed by more than twenty data
processing operators with advanced algorithm implementation and cutting-edge auxiliary models.

Abstract

In the domain of Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs), achieving human-centric video understanding
remains a formidable challenge. Existing benchmarks pri-
marily emphasize object and action recognition, often ne-
glecting the intricate nuances of human emotions, behav-
iors, and speech-visual alignment within video content.
We present HUMANVBENCH, an innovative benchmark
meticulously crafted to bridge these gaps in the evaluation
of video MLLMs. HUMANVBENCH comprises 17 care-
fully designed tasks that explore two primary dimensions:
inner emotion and outer manifestations, spanning static
and dynamic, basic and complex, as well as single-modal

and cross-modal aspects. With two advanced automated
pipelines for video annotation and distractor-included QA
generation, HUMANV BENCH utilizes diverse state-of-the-
art (SOTA) techniques to streamline benchmark data syn-
thesis and quality assessment, minimizing human annota-
tion dependency tailored to human-centric multimodal at-
tributes. A comprehensive evaluation across 16 SOTA video
MLLMs reveals notable limitations in current performance,
especially in cross-modal and temporal alignment, under-
scoring the necessity for further refinement toward achiev-
ing more human-like understanding. HUMANVBENCH is
open-sourced to facilitate future advancements and real-
world applications in video MLLMs.



1. Introduction

In recent years, Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) have emerged as pivotal technological advance-
ments, significantly expanding traditional language model
capabilities to include processing and comprehending di-
verse data forms like text, images, and videos [3, 5, 39].
Among these, video-oriented MLLMs [7, 28, 49] have gar-
nered substantial research interest due to their potential in
interpreting video content in a manner closely aligned with
human perception. While image-based MLLMs [18, 30, 32,
43, 44, 55] primarily focus on static content, video-MLLMs
offer enhanced capacities for understanding the complex
temporal dynamics intrinsic to video data.

Human-centric scenes in videos naturally attract atten-
tion due to the emphasis on individuals’ emotions, actions,
and verbal interactions, necessitating effective comprehen-
sion by video understanding models. Despite advances in
this field, existing benchmarks often fall short in rigorously
assessing the nuanced understanding of human emotions
and behaviors. Current evaluations predominantly focus on
general content comprehension, object recognition, and ac-
tion detection, often neglecting subtle intricacies such as
emotional insight and behavioral analysis. Furthermore,
synchronizing speech with visual elements remains a sub-
stantial challenge; unlike humans, who effortlessly discern
mismatches between audio and visual cues, computational
models often struggle with tasks like identifying speakers
and aligning speech with corresponding lip movements.

To bridge these gaps, we introduce HUMANVBENCH,
a pioneering benchmark specifically tailored for video
MLLMs focusing on human-centric analysis. HUMAN-
VBENCH includes 17 meticulously designed QA tasks, cat-
egorized into two core aspects: inner emotion and outer
manifestation, as illustrated in Figure 1. The inner emo-
tion dimension evaluates the model’s capacity to perceive
emotional cues from videos, while the outer manifestation
encompasses person recognition, human behavior analysis,
and cross-modal speech-visual alignment. Each category
is further subdivided into many fine-grained tasks, offer-
ing a comprehensive evaluation across static and dynamic,
basic and complex, single-modal and cross-modal aspects.
For instance, it enables us to examine MLLMs’ understand-
ing of human actions, emotions, and the associated causal
relationships, as well as considering the alignment degree
between appearance, mouth movement, audio, and speech
content in videos.

The construction of HUMANVBENCH is facilitated by
the advanced open-source data processing system, Data-
Juicer [4], and involves two novel data synthesis pipelines:
the Human-Centric Video Annotation Pipeline and the
Distractor-Included QA Synthesis Pipeline, leveraging over
twenty state-of-the-art (SOTA) data processing operators.
Unlike conventional benchmarks that rely heavily on human

annotators [11, 12, 20, 33, 36, 45], our approach automates
multi-modal, fine-grained annotation processes, with the
help of cooperation by diverse task-specific annotation al-
gorithms and models. The Distractor-Included QA Synthe-
sis Pipeline uses iterative enhancement with video-MLLMs
to refine question accuracy and generate distractors, while
ensuring quality through a final human review. Thanks to
the fruitful annotations and dedicated orchestrations of data
processing operators, the construction of HUMANVBENCH
is largely automated, substantially reducing the need for
manual intervention. Additionally, our method is applicable
to “in-the-wild” video data, enabling the creation of video
benchmarks that are not confined to controlled or domain-
specific environments.

Through HUMANVBENCH, we comprehensively evalu-
ate 15 SOTA video MLLMs, including open-source mod-
els like LLaVA-OneVision [22] and commercial ones like
GPT-40 [35]. Our evaluations reveal several interesting
insights and significant gaps between current model capa-
bilities and human-like understanding, particularly in tasks
such as cross-modal alignment and emotion perception.
While proprietary models demonstrate closer human-like
accuracy, open-source models frequently misclassify emo-
tions due to temporal noise, underscoring the need for fur-
ther architectural improvements and refined datasets.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
¢ We introduce HUMANVBENCH, a novel video bench-

mark for MLLMs that emphasizes fine-grained human
comprehension in videos, focusing on emotion per-
ception, person identification, behavioral analysis, and
speech-visual alignment.

* We propose two advanced pipelines for automatic video
annotation and the production of high-quality, multiple-
choice questions relevant to video-based descriptive
queries. These pipelines reduce manual labor and are
equipped with diverse reusable operators for multimodal,
detailed individual labeling in videos, making them
adaptable across various contexts.

* Our comprehensive evaluation of numerous SOTA video
MLLMs offers key insights, facilitating in-depth discus-
sions regarding their performance, strengths, and areas
for enhancement.

* We open source  our  benchmark, includ-
ing data, evaluation and  synthesis  codes
at https://github.com/modelscope/data-
Juicer/tree/HumanVBench, to shield light on further
evolution of future human-centric video analysis
systems.

2. Related Works

Multimodal Large Language Models. The remarkable
progress in Large Language Models (LLMs) has sparked
extensive research into merging language comprehension
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with visual and auditory information, thereby expediting
the advancement of multimodal models. Within this do-
main, image MLLMs amalgamate visual and linguistic data
to enhance image interpretation and cross-modal reasoning
[9, 17, 26, 31]. Video MLLMs [10, 23, 28, 33, 42, 51]
extend these capabilities by incorporating temporal se-
quences for dynamic video analysis. Furthermore, gener-
alist MLLMs [ 13, 14, 54] are designed to process a plethora
of inputs, including images, video, and audio, thus improv-
ing adaptive task performance across various modalities.
Despite these advancements, rigorous evaluation of video
MLLMs on human-centric video understanding tasks re-
mains an unaddressed challenge, which this work aims to
address.

Video Benchmarks for MLLMs. There exists a substan-
tial array of benchmarks for assessing the performance of
MLLMs, with a particular emphasis on video-based evalua-
tions. Presently, general-purpose video benchmarks can be
broadly categorized based on their evaluative methodolo-
gies: multiple-choice queries with definitive answers [12,
24,34, 36], Open-Ended Video Question Answering neces-
sitating supplementary LLMs for evaluation [11, 33, 46],
video-captioning benchmarks [8, 46], and video-generation
assessments such as VBench [16]. Additionally, there are
human-centric benchmarks in MLLMs. ActivityNet-QA
[46], rooted in the widely-used ActivityNet dataset [50],
emphasizes object and human activity recognition. Hu-
manBench [40] amalgamates multiple public datasets to
create benchmarks for tasks like pose estimation, pedes-
trian attribute recognition, and crowd assessment. HERM
[25] introduces a human-centric image benchmark focusing
on people, poses, actions, and interactions, using GPT-4-
generated question-answer pairs.

Our Position. In comparison with existing benchmarks,
HUMANVBENCH distinguishes itself through both inno-
vative task design and unique construction methodologies.
Firstly, it introduces novel human-related video tasks. Un-
like HERM, HUMANVBENCH integrates complex scenar-
ios encompassing temporal dynamics for enhanced human
video interpretation; compared to ActivityNet-QA and Hu-
manBench, HUMANVBENCH delves into nuanced emo-
tional comprehension and evaluates cross-modal alignment
between character visual data and speech modalities. More-
over, HUMANVBENCH boasts a pioneering construction
approach, deriving from raw, uncurated video content and
employing a suite of over 20 advanced processing opera-
tors for meticulous video character annotation and autom-
atized multiple-choice question formulation. Human in-
tervention is minimized to verifying the quality of well-
structured QAs.

3. The Proposed HUMANVBENCH
3.1. Task Design and Definition

Human observers, by nature, focus intently on individu-
als within videos, analyzing their appearance, emotional
states, and behaviors. This inherent focus forms the basis
of our systematic design of 17 fine-grained human-related
tasks intended to assess the ability of MLLMs to emulate
human-like perception and comprehension in video analy-
sis (Figure 1). Detailed definitions and examples for each
task are available in the Appendix. These tasks are cate-
gorized based on the observability of analyzed content into
two categories: Inner Emotion and Outer Manifestation.

3.1.1. Inner Emotion

In realistic video scenarios, inner emotions are often less
observable due to the possible lack of focal points on a
person’s face, as cameras might capture a wider array of
scenes. Thus, emotion perception becomes an abstract skill
requiring careful attention to facial expressions, body lan-
guage, and verbal cues. With this goal, tasks designed under
this category assess the capability of video-MLLMs to cap-
ture and interpret emotional subtleties akin to human per-
ceptual abilities.

Specifically, five specific tasks comprise the Emotion
Perception category:

» Emotion Recognition (ER) requires identifying the most
fitting emotional description for an individual in a video.

» Emotion Temporal Analysis (ETA) focuses on tracking
emotional changes over time.

* Attitude Recognition (AT) assesses the inferred attitudes
of individuals in relation to specific events or entities,
classifying them as positive, negative, or neutral.

» Emotion Intensity Comparison (EIC) evaluates the
model’s ability to differentiate and quantify the emotional
intensity of various individuals.

* Emotion Recognition in Conversation expands on previ-
ous tasks by integrating speech content from the MELD
dataset [38] to judge multimodal emotional comprehen-
sion when text is available.

These tasks collectively enable the evaluation of
MLLMSs’ potential in capturing emotional cues and facial
details from videos, thereby gauging their capabilities in in-
ner emotional understanding.

3.1.2. Outer Manifestation

Unlike inner emotions, outer manifestations deal with more
tangible aspects such as identifying individual(s), causal-
ity reasoning, and synchronization of video elements like
speech or singing. Guided by these aspects of human ob-
servation, we formulated three task categories:

The first basic dimension is for Person Recognition,
evaluating the model’s capability to identify a particular
person within a complex scene, akin to “person-finding”:



e Text-to-Human (T2H) tests the model’s ability to identify
a person based on textual descriptions.

* Human-to-Text (H2T) assesses the accuracy of text expla-
nations attributed to a target person, distinguishing them
from others.

* Human Counting (HC) investigates the model’s profi-
ciency in detecting, remembering, and counting distinct
individuals in a video scene.

» Appearance Time Detection (ATD) requires accurate
identification of a specified individual’s presence time in
the video.

Besides, we incorporate the Human Behavior Analysis
category to scrutinize the model’s abilities for understand-
ing and analyzing individual behaviors. It includes four
tasks:

* Behavior Temporal Analysis (BTA) explores behavior
tracking capabilities over time.

* Behavior Causality Analysis (BCA) examines causal in-
ferences within behavior sequences.

e Action at Specified Time (AST) requires identifying pre-
cise actions at given times.

» Time of Specific Action (TSA) tests the detection of exact
moments specifying actions occur.

Furthermore, a critical cross-modal category is Speech-
Visual Alignment, designed to test capabilities involving
the following tasks:

* Audio-Visual Speaker Matching (AVSM) involves corre-
lating audio features to identify individuals, and analyz-
ing potential matches in domains such as appearance,
gender, and age.

* Active Speaker Detection (ASD) identifies the individual
currently speaking by integrating visual and audio inputs.

* Audio-Visual Alignment Detection (AVAD) detects syn-
chronization points, examining the coherence between lip
movements and audio.

* Speech Content Matching (SCM) requires analyzing spo-
ken content against text, and evaluating transcription or
lip-reading capabilities.

These aforementioned tasks together enable a compre-
hensive assessment of MLLMs’ diverse perceptual abilities
across emotion, identity, behavior and speech-visual align-
ment, driving advancements toward human-like video com-
prehension.

3.2. Human-Centric Video Annotation Pipeline

Creating task-specific questions for the aforementioned
tasks hinges on extensive human-centric annotations within
videos. Our video annotation pipeline, illustrated in Figure
2, emphasizes multi-modal, granular annotation pathways,
supported by the Data-Juicer [4, 6] framework. While bene-
fiting from existing operators, we’ve additionally developed
innovative operators to contribute back to the open-source
community. Detailed annotations and examples are avail-

able in the Appendix.
3.2.1. Collecting Videos Containing People

We sourced copyright-free videos from Pexels [37], ap-
plying the video_split by_scene mapper to partition
videos based on scene transitions of ensuring accurate hu-
man tracking. After a series of attribute-based filtering such
as duration and optical flow, a video_face ratio_filter
gauges the visibility of faces, retaining videos where a face
appears in a majority of the frames for further subsequent
annotation.

3.2.2. Video Mappers

First, we implement a specially designed operator
named video_human_tracks_extraction_mapper to
track frame-level face bounding box, which is essential for
subsequent person localization and highlighting. A track
is constructed by iteratively detecting the bounding boxes
across frames based on thresholds for sequential frame
overlaps, with the aim to ensure accurate person localiza-
tion. This process also allows for an approximate count of
how many people appear within the continuous shot.

Next, the human_demographics_mapper is leveraged
to assign demographic labels such as age, gender, and race.
Bounding box data at different positions such as full-body
or face-only enable flexible cropping to generate individual-
focused videos, paying attention to appearance and pos-
ture (via the
or facial expressions and transformations (via the
video_facial_description_mapper). Several dis-
tinct benefits were derived from these processes. On the
one hand, it prevents the description model from failing to
recognize videos with bounding boxes or being distracted
by other people in the frame. On the other hand, it helps
preserve facial details that could be lost through resizing.

Further, a series of audio operations are employed to
enrich information about people in the video. The audio
annotation process begins with a audio_tagging mapper
to classify the sound type. For videos whose sound type is
determined to be “speech”, specific operators are activated.
These include the active_speaker_detection_mapper
for identifying who is the real speaker in the
video, the asr.mapper for transcribing spoken con-
tent, the speech_emotion_recognition mapper
for detecting emotional cues in speech, and the
profiling  voice

video_human_description_mapper)

voice_demographics_mapper for
characteristics, such as gender and age.

Finally, annotations will be extended to encompass event
atmosphere and broader video narratives, captured via
video_description_mapper. As a result, these detailed
annotations enable versatile and automated question syn-
thesis. For instance, in the case of Audio-Visual Speaker
Matching task, videos are filtered using speech features
(Label-10 and Label-3 of Figure 2) for precise alignment
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aligning detected features, thus determining ground truths).
The complete construction details of all tasks is presented
in the Appendix.

3.3. Distractor-Included QA Generation Pipeline

For tasks with exact answers (e.g. restricted category, num-
ber or letter), their questions, correct answers, and distrac-
tors are constructed using specially designed templates and
annotations from section 3.2. For open-ended questions, we
designed the following pipeline to construct questions, an-
swers, and distractors. These tasks include Human Emotion
Recognition, Emotion Temporal Analysis, Emotion Intensity
Comparison, Human-to-Text, Behavior Temporal Analysis,

verifying multiple-choice questions.

and Behavior Causality Analysis. The Distractor-Included
QA Synthesis Pipeline is shown in Figure 3.

3.3.1. Selecting Videos for Generating Questions

For a specific task, it is first necessary to filter annotated
videos to select those suitable for question generation. This
can be done based on video length and the number of people
in the video. For example, the Behavior Temporal Anal-
ysis task may require longer videos than other tasks, and
Human-to-Text task requires videos with at least two peo-
ple. After filtering by these criteria, a subset of videos suit-
able for question generation is obtained.



Table 1. The performance of SOTA video MLLMs on HUMANVBENCH, grouped into 9 visual-only MLLMs, 5 audio-visual MLLMs and
2 proprietary ones. “Random” represents the results of random guessing, while “Human” represents human-level performance. The task
acronym can be refered in Figure 1. For each task, the best result across all tested models is bolded, and the best result among open-source

@

models is underlined.
evaluation implementation details are presented in Appendix.

means the model does not have all the modal processing capabilities of the input required for this task. More

Human Emotion Perception Person Recognition Human Behavior Analysis Speech-Visual Alignment

Models Frames | ER ETA AR EIC ERC |Avg | T2ZH H2T HC ATD |Avg | BTA BCA AST TSA | Avg | AVSM ASD AVAD SCM | Avg
Random 250 250 250 250 143 |229(279 250 23.1 250 [253]25.0 250 250 20.0 |23.8[428 236 333 252 [312

Chat-UniVi 11/s 40.6 199 109 163 26.1 |228(29.1 526 178 19.8 [{29.8|284 441 74 67 |21.7]- - - - -

CogVLM2-Video | 11/s 49.1 33.1 36.0 11.1 324 |323[425 685 31.1 40.0 [455|529 638 40.0 14.1 |42.7]- - - - -

VILA 4f 472 344 287 147 34.1 |31.8|504 624 404 202 [434|624 662 33.1 514 |533]- - - - -

Video-LLaVA 8f 425 2577 262 247 338 |30.6(279 641 283 31.7 |38.0|44.1 553 343 40.7 |43.6]- - - - -

LLaVAOneVision | 8 f 57.5 33.1 62.8 157 429 [424|67.0 739 49.1 10.0 |50.0|724 745 37.1 475 |579]- - - - -

PLLaVA 16 f 419 243 36.6 232 457 |343|335 674 299 233 |385|424 532 40.0 147 |37.6]- - - - -

ShareGPT4Video | 16 f 55.1 309 409 10.1 39.0 |352[33.0 565 245 433 [393|529 624 414 169 |434]- - - - -

Otter-V 16 f 19.8 257 262 21.2 129 |21.2 (302 239 208 225 |244|247 206 257 23.1 |235]|- - - - -

VideoChat2-IT 16 f 27.5 309 39.6 253 329 |31.2(20.1 S51.1 11.2 267 |273|388 41.1 343 249 |348]- - - - -
Video-LLaMA 8f 347 259 11.5 19.7 25.0 |23.4]284 285 239 265 268|355 359 226 154|274 /|40.1 26.6 33.1 262 |315
Video-LLaMA2.1 | 16 f 49.1 28.7 47.0 21.7 36.7 |36.6|34.6 587 415 16.7 [379|535 652 37.1 333 (473|440 27.1 277 237 | 306
ImageBind-LLM | 15f 25.1 21.0 250 264 208 |23.7|235 259 238 19.5 [23.2|253 304 314 233 |27.6|450 25.1 289 229 |305
ChatBridge 4f 383 15.6 302 144 274 |252|314 589 237 87 |30.7|38.0 513 331 169 |34.8|43.7 253 304 341 |334
OneLLM I5f 417 294 34.1 21.1 29.8 |31.2[29.0 504 206 27.8 |32.0|329 57.7 257 224 |347|434 264 295 232 |30.6

GPT-40 60.5 382 122 64.1 48.1 |44.6[469 848 472 258 [51.2|83.5 780 47.1 616 |67.6]- - - - -
Gemini-1.5-Pro 67.1 544 530 67.2 552 |59.4|87.1 826 528 71.7 |73.6|859 780 643 75.1 |758|90.1 76.8 664 88.5 |80.5
Human 91.6 86.0 87.8 80.8 56.0 |80.4[989 858 925 783 [88.9]93.0 865 88.6 88.1 |89.1]96.0 96.1 87.0 88.0 |91.8

Ground truth
Speaker Emotion
concern or impatience
Ground truth
Speaker Emotion
urgency or excitement

Figure 4. Two examples of 8 frames sampled at equal intervals from a video of a speaker.

3.3.2. Synthesizing Questions and Preliminary Answers

In this part, the pipeline will synthesize questions and initial
answers based on the video. Specifically, the video is pro-
cessed using the bounding box track information of the tar-
get person. For the Human Emotion Recognition and Emo-
tion Temporal Analysis tasks, which focus on facial expres-
sions, we reconstruct the video with cropped face regions.
For other tasks, we add a red bounding box to highlight
the person in the original video, creating “marked videos”.
Then, for specific tasks, we design prompts for targeted
captioning with Video-MLLM. We find that video-MLLMs
don’t always focus correctly on the person highlighted by
the bounding box. Therefore, to further enforce the model’s
attention on the target person, we add a visual cue for the
target person, which is the person’s appearance in Label-4
of Figure 2.

After acquiring task-specific captions, we can further an-
alyze the distribution of caption attributes (such as the sen-
timent distribution in emotion recognition task) and filter

the materials for generating questions based on the desired
attribute distribution. Based on these captions, we utilize
SOTA LLMs to formulate questions and preliminary an-
swers based on the task definitions and the provided cap-
tions.

3.3.3. Answer Optimization and Distractors Generation

To obtain the most suitable answer to the question, we use
three Video-MLLMs models to optimize the answer while
generating three distractors. Specifically, for each video-
MLLM, the model first answers based on the video and the
question, resulting in candidate answers. Then use the same
model to select a better answer between the candidate an-
swers and the original optimal answer based on the question
and video, updating the optimal answer. The discarded an-
swers serve as raw material for generating distractors. This
process is repeated three times, yielding one optimal an-
swer as the correct option and three discarded answers. The
three discarded answers need further differentiation from



Table 2. Video-MLLMs accuracy on Human Emotion Recognition (HER) and Speaker Emotion Recognition (SER) tasks. Current video
video MLLMs struggle with speaker-centric tasks within HUMANVBENCH.

Visual-only Video-MLLMs Audio-video MLLMs
Models Chat-  Cog- VILA  Video- LLAVA- PLLaVA Share- GPT-40 Avg. Chat-  One- Video-  Video- Gemini- Avg.
UniVi  VLM2- LLaVA  One- GPT4- Dec. Bridge LLM LLAMA LLAMA- 1.5-Pro Dec.
Video Vision Video 2.1
Emo. Acc. 40.6 49.1 47.2 42.5 57.5 41.9 55.1 60.5 49.3 38.3 41.7 34.7 49.1 67.1 46.2
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Figure 5. Distribution of emotion type recognition capability. (a)
Accuracy distribution for Emotion Recognition in Conversation
tasks by emotion type. (b) Accuracy distribution for human emo-
tion recognition tasks by emotive polarity.

the correct answer, which is handled by an LLM. We ask
the LLM to selectively modify the original discarded an-
swers, adding task-specific disturbances to transform them
into distractors for the question, ensuring that the generated
options are clearly distinct from the correct answer.

By using the answers discarded by MLLMs to synthe-
size options, the options can be made more confusing for
the large model, thereby further testing the model’s discrim-
inative ability.

3.3.4. Manual Verification and Correction

Given the limitations of the annotation model and the
models used for question-answer generation, errors in the
multiple-choice questions may occur. Therefore, we per-
form manual validation at the end. Specifically, we shuf-
fle the options of the generated multiple-choice question
and ask verifiers to select the best answer. If the veri-
fiers’ answers match the one automatically generated by the
pipeline, we confirm that the question aligns with human
cognition. If they do not match, we re-check and decide
whether to change the correct answer option. If no best an-
swer is found, we ask the verifier to write down the correct
answer, which becomes the true correct answer for the ques-
tion. Although the dataset generation process still requires
some manual work, it is much less challenging and costly
compared to starting from scratch, as the questions and an-
swers have already been generated.

The Distractor-Included QA Synthesis Pipeline auto-
mates the tedious process of creating questions and options,
transforming the role of humans from question creators to

Figure 6. Effectiveness in generating multiple-choice questions for
six descriptive question types through the Distractor-Included QA
Synthesis Pipeline.

quality inspectors. This ensures the quality of the questions
while significantly reducing labor costs. Detailed construc-
tion methods for all questions are provided in the appendix.

Moreover, in both the Human-Centric Video Annota-
tion Pipeline and the Distractor-Included QA Generation
Pipeline, all the models we use are based on the most ad-
vanced open-source models available. As more powerful
and specialized models emerge, updating our pipeline with
these models can further improve the quality of annotations
and multiple-choice question generation.

4. Evaluation and Insights

4.1. Experimental Settings

We meticulously select 15 SOTA open-source video
MLLMs. These included both visual-only models such
as Chat-UniVi [19], CogVLM2-video [15], LLaVA-One-
Vision [22], PLLaVA-7b [47], ShareGPT4Video [7], Otter-
V [21], VILA [29], and VideoChat [23], and audio-visual
models capable of analyzing both visual and audio inputs,
such as the Video-LLaMA series [10, 51] and generalist
MLLMs like ImageBind-LLM [13], ChatBridge [54], and
OneLLM [14]. We also evaluated commercial models GPT-
40 [35] and Gemini-1.5-Pro [41]. All QAs were framed
as multiple-choice questions (N choose 1, with N varying
across different test samples), reporting both accuracy and
the performance of random guesses and graduate-level hu-
mans for reference. More implementation details can be
found in the Appendix.



4.2. Main Results

Table 1 summarizes the performance evaluation results for
our benchmark, revealing several key insights:

Performance of Open-Source Video-MLLMs: There is
still significant room for improvement, especially in speech-
visual alignment tasks that humans excel at, which cur-
rent open-source audio-visual MLLMs handle at nearly ran-
dom levels. Notably, LLaVA-One-Vision emerged as the
leader in visual recognition tasks but achieved a modest
mean accuracy of 50.0% across 13 tasks, significantly lower
than human comprehension benchmarks (86.1%). For
Cross-Modal Speech-Visual Alignment, ChatBridge led its
peers but achieved only 33.4% accuracy, far behind its hu-
man counterparts, highlighting the current neglect of cross-
modal alignment by open-source audio-video MLLMs.

Performance of Proprietary MLLMs: These mod-
els markedly outperform their open-source counterparts,
achieving near-human proficiency on several tasks. No-
tably, Gemini achieved an average gap of just 15.2% to hu-
man results and performed well in four human-centric tasks:
Human Emotion Perception, Person Recognition, Human
Behavior Analysis, and Cross-Modal Speech-Visual Align-
ment.

Challenges with Time-Specific Tasks: Many open-
source video-MLLMs perform only marginally better than
random chance, or even worse, on tasks requiring temporal-
specific understanding. Tasks like Action at Specific Time,
Time of Specific Action, Appearance Time Detection, and
Audio-Visual Alignment Detection highlight deficiencies in
accurately determining “video scene - event time” correla-
tions, either bidirectionally or unidirectionally.

Cross-Modal Speech-Visual Alignment: Contemporary
open-source models largely neglect intricate speech-to-lip
movement alignment. Few have explicit architectural en-
coding linking audio and video modalities to facilitate
such synergy, compounded by a scarcity of comprehensive
datasets proposing coherent visual-audio lexical mapping.
Consequently, these models struggle acutely in correlating
speech to lip movements, though dedicated ASR models ef-
fectively address Speech Content Matching — a capability
absent in tested open-source video-MLLMs.

4.3. Discussion on Speaker Emotion Recognition

A closer examination of these models reveals a tendency
to incorrectly attribute speaker emotions as “surprise” or
“shock”. This issue stems from frame sampling processes
used by most models, where speaker frames depicting

“mouth-opening” motions are misclassified. Figure 4 il-
lustrates this phenomenon with the commonly used eight-
frame fixed sampling [22, 28, 51, 53], resulting in erro-
neous emotional judgments due to temporal noisy informa-
tion. Focused speaker-centric evaluations presented in Ta-
ble 2 show noticeable accuracy depreciation, indicating the
challenge of this task to these video MLLMs. On average,
audio-visual models demonstrate slightly less decline com-
pared to visual-only ones, as auditory data seemingly offers
auxiliary emotional cues.

4.4. Class-Wise Analysis of Emotion Detection

For the Multi-modal Emotion Recognition in Conversation
(MMERC) task, we visualized categorical emotion detec-
tion accuracy for zero-shot video emotion recognition set-
tings, as shown in Figure 5.(a). Different MLLMs dis-
play variability in their effectiveness at recognizing diverse
emotion types, with “neutral” emotions consistently yield-
ing the highest accuracy. On average, these MLLMs show
lower accuracy in identifying negative emotions such as
“anger,” “disgust,” “sadness,” and “fear”” compared to “neu-
tral,” “joy,” and ““surprise.” This suggests that MLLMs may
be better at recognizing neutral or positive emotions or are
more inclined to select neutral or positive emotions as their
answers. Furthermore, as illustrated in Figure 5.(b), these
MLLMs show varying capabilities in handling emotion po-
larities in the Human Emotion Recognition task, exhibiting
higher precision for positive emotions, while neutral and
negative emotional identification aligns closely in accuracy.

4.5. Availability of Question Generation

The generation pipeline’s efficacy for multiple-choice ques-
tions across six descriptive categories is visualized in Figure
6. On average, 30% aligned directly with human responses,
20% included correct options conflicting with automated
answers, and 50% required manual verification. While
video-MLLMs and LLMs currently exhibit limitations in
question generation, prospective advancements promise to
enhance question accuracy, minimizing human interven-
tion. Moreover, utilizing flawed video-MLLMs to craft mis-
leading options augments evaluative complexity, thus refin-
ing model discriminative testing rigor.

5. Conclusion

We present HUMANVBENCH to address the pressing need
for improved assessment of human-centric video under-
standing in MLLMs. By incorporating extensive evalua-
tion dimensions through 17 fine-grained tasks, HUMAN-
VBENCH provides a systemic view into both successes
and critical shortcomings of video MLLMs, particularly in
emotion perception, human behavior analysis, and speech-
visual alignment. Experimental findings across over ten



leading video MLLMs illustrate that while proprietary mod-
els approach human accuracy in some tasks, substantial ad-
vancements are required, particularly in cross-modal do-
mains where alignment between speech and visual elements
proves challenging.

Our work opens several avenues for future research.
These include expanding the benchmark to encompass
broader scenarios, such as video generation tasks; en-
hancing model architectures to improve temporal and
multimodal fusion; and refining datasets to more ef-
fectively capture the nuances of human emotions and
intentions. By open-sourcing the benchmark and underly-
ing methodologies, we hope HUMANVBENCH can foster
collaborative efforts aimed at advancing the frontiers of
human-like video understanding capabilities in MLLMs.
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HUMANVBENCH: Exploring Human-Centric Video Understanding
Capabilities of MLLMs with Synthetic Benchmark Data

Supplementary Material

6. Overview

In the appendix, we first provide additional evaluation de-
tails in Section 7, followed by the detailed definition and
examples for the 17 tasks of HUMANVBENCH in Section
8. Then, we present implementation specifics of each oper-
ator for the proposed Human-Centric Annotation Pipeline,
illustrated by an example of the annotation process in Sec-
tion 9. Finally, we introduce the construction details of all
tasks and the work of the human annotators in Section 10.

7. Model Evaluation Implementation

Prompt. In order to facilitate the statistical model to
answer the results, following common practices used in
MLLM evaluations [ 12, 18], we adopt the following prompt
to guide the MLLM to output option letters: ““ Select the
best answer to the following multiple-choice question based
on the video. Respond with only the letter of the correct
option. <Question-choices>
option letter. Your option is:

Only answer best answer’s

Evaluation Environments. All evaluation experiments
for open-source models were conducted on a single
NVIDIA L20 GPU with an inference batch size of 1.

Baseline Configurations and Runtime Statistics. Table
3 shows the scale, parameter settings, and costs (including
memory usage and end-to-end testing time) for each model
on HUMANVBENCH. The testing is repeated five times
with different random seeds, and the results for all open-
source models in Table 3 are based on the averages of these
five runs. All hyperparameter settings follow the default
configurations of these open-source works.

8. Definitions and Examples for Each Task

8.1. Emotion Perception

Emotion Recognition aims to judge the overall emotional
state of the person highlighted by a red bounding box in the
video. An example is shown in Figure 7.

Emotion Temporal Analysis involves analyzing the
changes in the emotions of the people highlighted with the
red bounding box over time, identifying gradual intensifica-
tion, diminishment, emotions shifts to test the model’s abil-
ity to track emotional dynamics. An example is shown in
Figure 8.

Table 3. Model configuration and runtime statistics evaluated on
HUMANVBENCH (one pass for all provided test samples).

Model Time (min) top_p top_k num_beams temp. VRAM
Chat-UniVi (7B) 447 1 50 1 0.2 14G
CogVLM2-Video (8B) 437 0.1 1 1 0.2 26G
Video-LLaVA (7B) 58.4 1 50 1 1 37G
LLaVA-OneVision (7B) 58.7 1 50 1 1 33G
PLLaVA (7B) 44.0 09 50 1 1 18G
ShareGPT4Video (8B) 55.2 09 50 1 1 17G
Otter-V (7B) 75.1 1 50 3 1 17G
VideoChat2-IT (7B) 62.9 09 50 1 1 18G
Video-LLaMA (7B) 484 1 50 2 1 22G
Video-LLaMA2.1 (7B) 49.3 09 50 1 0.2 20G
ImageBind-LLM (7B) 94.2 1 50 1 1 22G
ChatBridge (13B) 34.8 1 50 1 0.2 28G
OneLLM (7B) 146.2 0.75 50 1 0.1 16G
GPT-40 232.0 1 - - 1 API
Gemini-1.5-Pro 313.9 1 40 - 0.9 API

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. What complex emotions is the man in
the car experiencing that caused such a dramatic change in his behavior?
Options -
A.The man is experiencing a mix of joy and surprise, which led to his emotional distress and crying.
B.The man in the car is experiencing a complex mix of emotions, including sadness, fear, and possibly grief, which led
to his dramatic change in behavior.
C.The man in the car is experiencing a range of complex emotions, including happiness, frustration, and possibly even
embarrassment.
D. The man in the car is experiencing a range of complex emotions that led to a dramatic change in his behavior, but he
is not feeling any sadness.

Figure 7. Example of Emotion Recognition task.

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. How does the man's emotional state
evolve throughout the video? Please describe the sequence of emotions.
Options -
A The man starts off feeling curious and surprised, then becomes happy and excited at certain points, and finally to a
state of relief.
B. The man starts off feeling curious and surprised, then becomes happy and excited at certain points, and finally to a
state of relief.
C. The man's emotional state evolves from neutral to angry
D. The man's emotional state evolves from neutral to surprised, then to shocked, and finally to a mix of shock and
confusion.

Figure 8. Example of Emotion Temporal Analysis task.

Attitude Recognition involves inferring a character’s at-
titude towards things, categorized into four fixed options:
positive, neutral, negative, and indeterminate. An example
is shown in Figure 9.

Emotion Intensity Comparison requires compares the
emotional intensity differences among various individuals



Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. What is the man in the pink shirt and
baseball cap's attitude towards exploring new places? Positive, negative, neutral or indeterminate?

A. Neutral
B. Indeterminate
C. Positive

D. Negative

Figure 9. Example of Attitude Recognition task.

in the video to find the most emotional person, assess
whether the model can quantify and differentiate emotional
intensity. An example is shown in Figure 10.

Question - Please focus on the humans in the video highlighted with red bounding boxes and labeled with letters. Which
person in the image, A, B, C, has the strongest emotion? What specific emotion is it?

A C-happiness
B.B-joy
C. Ahappier

D. A-sadness

Figure 10. Example of Emotion Intensity Compare task.

Emotion Recognition in Conversation is reconstructed
from a subset of the MELD dataset. Its purpose is to deter-
mine the emotion category of the current speaker, requiring
analysis of the conversation context and the scene depicted
in the video recording. This task evaluates the model’s abil-
ity to integrate multi-modal emotion understanding when
speech text is available as contextual information. An ex-
ample is shown in Figure 11.

Question - Below, Iwill provide you with a segment of dialogue. Please analyze the emotion of the last speaker's statement;
Here is the dialogue content:

Rachel: Okay. Oh wait! Umm, did you send those contracts to Milan?
Tag: If this is your idea of sexy talk?
Rachel: No seriously, y'know the contracts I gave you, did you overnight them?

Please classify the emotion of the last utterance when Rachel said 'No seriously, y'know the contracts I gave you, did you
overnight them?', considering the audio-visual recording of this speaking scene, which captures the current speaker
delivering this sentence. Please select the single most appropriate emotion from the following options:

A.anger B. sadness C.surprise D. disgust E. fear F.neutral G.joy

Figure 11. Example of Emotion Recognition in Conversation task.

8.2. Person Recognition

Text-to-Human requires the model to identify the specific
person in a multi-person video based on a given text de-
scription, to test the model’s ability to locate and identify
the described person. An example is shown in Figure 12.

Human-to-Text asks the model to choose the most accu-
rate description of the target person in a multi-person video,

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding boxes and labeled with letters. Please select
the person in the video that best matches the following description:
‘The person is a man wearing a dark shirt and a blue and red hat, stands on the left, looking straight ahead.
AA B.B Cc.C D.D EE

Figure 12. Example of Text-to-Human task.

to ensure that the person is clearly distinguished from oth-
ers and uniquely identified. This task requires the model to
analyze and compare individuals in the video, identifying
distinguishing features of the target person, such as appear-
ance, clothing, actions, location, and other characteristics.
An example is shown in Figure 13.

Question -Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. Please accurately describe the person
highlighted by a red box based on appearance, location, and actions, so that the highlighted person can be distinguished
from others in the video.

A. Awoman wearing a Superman shirt, standing in the background, seems to be observing the crowd.

B.Aman wearing a black shirt and glasses, standing near the edge of the frame, appears to be walking through the
crowd.

C. The person highlighted by a red box is a woman with glasses, wearing a gray tank top, standing beside a child in the
crowd.

D. The person highlighted by a red box is wearing a black cape and has a black helmet on their head, but they are not
near the center of the frame.

Figure 13. Example of Human-to-Text task.

Human Counting requires the model to determine the total
number of distinct individuals in the video, testing its ca-
pability to detect, track, and accurately count individuals in
complex scenes. An example is shown in Figure 14.

Question ~How many different individuals appear in the video, counting only those with visible heads??

A6 B.5 C.7 D.8

Figure 14. Example of Human Counting task.

Appearance Time Detection requires the model to iden-
tify the exact time frames when a specified person appears,
demanding the ability to precisely mark the start time, end
time, and duration of the individual’s presence in the video.
An example is shown in Figure 15.

8.3. Human Behavior Analysis

Behavior Temporal Analysis involves analyzing the dy-
namic changes in a specified person’s behavior over time,
testing the model’s ability to accurately capture and track
the temporal characteristics of these changes. An example



Question - Please tell me at what time period in the video does the person who meets the following description appear?
‘The target person is a little child wearing a green shirt and blue jeans.

A.0~3s B.11~13s C.0~4s D. 4~115

e el ey

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. What special action
does the person highlighted by the red bounding box do at 6s of the video?

A begins to brush the dog B.begins to pet the dog

€. begins to smile D. face close to the dog

Figure 15. Example of Appearance Time Detection task.

is shown in Figure 16.

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. What sequence of actions does the
‘man in the red shirt perform in the video?
A The man in the red shirt walks up to a group and hugs them.

B. The man in the red shirt performs a sequence of actions including raising his arms, shaking hands with another
person, and then introducing the woman to that person.

C. He raises his legs, walks backward, and then waves at the camera.

D. The man in the red shirt performs a high-five with another person in the video.

Figure 16. Example of Behavoir Temporal Analysis task.

Behavior Causality Analysis aims to investigate the causal
relationships underlying a specific behavior, requiring the
model to determine whether a person’s behavior in the video
is triggered by a particular event or leads to subsequent ac-
tions. An example is shown in Figure 17.

Figure 18. Example of Action at Specific Time task.

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. The person highlighted by the red
bounding box performed a special action in the video: tun around and touch the brim of the hat. At what second of the video
did this occur?

A7s B.1s C.4s

D. This is an ongoing action in the video.

Figure 19. Example of Time of Specific Action task.

8.4. Cross-Modal Speech-Visual Alignment

involves analyzing audio cues in multi-person videos to
identify the individual whose appearance matches the voice.
This task evaluates whether the model can recognize the
voice gender and age and compare them with the appear-
ance of the person in the video. An example is shown in
Figure 20.

(Ayoung woman’s voice)

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding boxes and labeled with letters. Based on
the audio, estimate the gender and age of the voice to determine which person in the video it most likely belongs to.

AA B.B

Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding box. What might cause the man in the
yellow and black uniform to kick the soccer ball?

A The man in the yellow and black uniform might kick the soccer ball as part of a training drill or to pass the ball toa
teammate.

B. He may be attempting to score a goal during a practice session.

C.'The man in the yellow and black uniform kicks the soccer ball as a result of the referee's whistle.

D. The man in the yellow and black uniform kicks the soccer ball because he is hungry.

Figure 17. Example of Behavior Causualty Analysis task.

Action at Specified Time asks the model to identify a per-
son’s behavior or state at a specific time, testing its ability
to accurately determine the person’s action or state at the
given moment. An example is shown in Figure 8.

Time of Specific Action focuses on determining the time
when a specific behavior occurs, requiring the model to ac-
curately pinpoint the time of a particular action in the video.
An example is shown in Figure 19.

Figure 20. Example of Audio-Visual Speaker Matching task.

Active Speaker Detection asks the model to identify the
active speaker in the video, requiring the model to accu-
rately identify who is speaking by combining audio cues
with the characters’ lip movements. An example is shown
in Figure 21.

o«
e s s e (specct)
Question - Please focus on the human in the video highlighted with red bounding boxes and labeled with letters. An active
speaker in a video is the person currently speaking and producing audible sounds. Please identify the active speaker in the
video.
AA B.B C.C

D. There are more than one active speaker in the video. E. There is no active speaker in the video

Figure 21. Example of Active Speaker Detection task.

Audio-Visual Alignment Detection requires detecting
when the audio and video are synchronized, evaluating the



model’s ability to synchronize audio and visual content, par-
ticularly through analyzing the speaker’s lip movements and
voice. An example is shown in Figure 22.

, —
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e - e (speech)

Question - The audio of the video is a segment of recomposed audio. Could you please tell me from which
moment the video and audio content are aligned?

A.3s B.os C.5s

Figure 22. Example of Audio-Visual Alignment Detection task.

Speech Content Matching requires matching the speech
content of the video with text, validating the model’s ability
to transcribe speech or translate lip movements into text.
Figure 23 shows an example.

| & = ‘ull 4y ‘v! oy Y
e e e i e (speec

Question - Based on the speaker's mouth movements or the audio speech recording content in the video, what is the person
most likely saying?

A.iwas spending most of my training days in italy in san remo basically and
B.Ispent the majority of my training time in San Remo, Italy essentially and

C.InSan Remo, Italy, I dedicated the bulk of my training days primarily and

D. Most of my training days were in San Remo, Italy mostly and

Figure 23. Example of Speech Content Matching task.

9. Annotations Details and Examples in
Human-Centric Annotation Pipeline

For the in-the-wild videos collected from Pexels, we
first apply splitting and filtering operations. Specifically,
we begin by utilizing the video.resolution_filter,
video_aesthetics_filter, and video._nsfw_filter
operators to select videos that meet the following criteria:
a resolution of at least 1280 in width and 480 in height,
acceptable aesthetics, and appropriate content. Next, the
video_split.-by_scene.mapper isused to split the videos
into scenes. The resulting clips are then filtered using the
video_duration_filter to exclude clips shorter than 1
second and the videomotion_score_filter to remove
static videos. These steps utilize existing operators in Data-
Juicer, with parameters set to their default values except for
the videomotion_score_filter, where the minimum
motion score is set to 1.2. After completing these foun-
dational steps, we apply the video_face_ratio_filter
with a threshold of 0.65 to retain videos containing people.
These videos are then processed using a series of mappers
to generate fine-grained, multi-modal, human-related anno-
tations.

We use a video example to demonstrate the annotation
process and results, as shown in Figure 24. Below, we detail
the models and settings used for each operator.

For the video_human_tracks_extraction_mapper,
we follow the approach of Light ASD [27], utilizing S3FD
[52] as the face detector. A face bounding box is added to
a human track if its overlap rate exceeds 50%. After ob-
taining the face track, we identify the corresponding body
bounding box for each face bounding box in the same frame
to generate a second bounding box track for the individual,
referred to as the body track. The matching criterion se-
lects the candidate bounding box with the smallest horizon-
tal center distance and a smaller area. This process can be
expressed by the following formula:

closest_bbox = arg min

bbox €candidate_bboxes

T+ fx1+fx2 2
(1 2 ) (@ — o) —w) |

2 2
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where f_x1,f_x2 are the left and right boundaries of the face
bounding box, the candidate human bounding boxes are ob-
tained using YOLOvV8-human, x1, x2, y1, y2 are the bound-
ary values of a candidate human bounding box. If no bound-
ing box meets the criteria, the frame is skipped, and detec-
tion proceeds with the other frames. Finally, the empty ele-
ments in the body track are replaced with the average of the
bounding boxes from the surrounding frames.

In the human_demographics_mapper, Wwe use
DeepFace to perform frame-level detection of fa-
cial gender, age, and race. @ The analysis is con-
ducted on cropped frames obtained directly from the
video_human_tracks_extraction_.mapper results.
Finally, for a given face track, the demographics features
are determined by taking the mode of the frame-level
gender and ethnicity detections, and the median of the age
detections.

In the video_human_description_mapper, we use
the body bounding box track to crop the video, creating a
reconstructed video focused on a single individual. This re-
constructed video is then processed using ShareGPT4Video
[7] for appearance description and simple actions.

In the video_facial_description_mapper, we use
the face bounding box track to crop the video, creating face-
focused reconstructed videos for emotion description using
VideoLLLaMA2.1 [10]. The choice of VideoLLaMA2.1 is
based on a comparative analysis of multiple models, which
revealed that VideoLLaMAZ2.1 is often more effective at
identifying negative emotions. This capability is particu-
larly important for adjusting emotion distribution before de-
signing emotion recognition tasks.


https://github.com/jahongir7174/YOLOv8-human
https://viso.ai/computer-vision/deepface/

The audio-tagging.mapper is a built-in operator in
Data-Juicer, which we use directly for audio type classifi-
cation.

The core model for the operator
active_speaker_detectionmapper is ASD-Light
[27]. Each face track sequence is analyzed together with
the corresponding audio segment for the same time period.
The model outputs a score sequence of the same length as
the face track’s frames, where each score evaluates whether
the individual is speaking in the current frame. Positive
scores indicate active speaking, while negative scores
indicate not. To assign a binary “speak or not” label to a
human track, we classify an individual as an active speaker
if the longest sequence of consecutive positive scores
exceeds 12 frames. Notably, to reduce false positives,
we cross-check the voice-based gender and age attributes
with the individual’s demographic features. If there is a
significant mismatch, the positive label is reassigned as
negative.

The automatic speech recognition model used in the
ASR.mapper is SenseVoice [1], which can also be utilized
in the speech_emotion_recognition.mapper. For the
voice_demographics_mapper, we use the wav2vec2 [2]
model.

The results of the video_description_mapper are
not directly involved in the construction of multiple-choice
questions in this work. However, the environment, atmo-
sphere, and events occurring in the video play a crucial role
in understanding the actions and expressions of individu-
als. Therefore, we have included this mapper in the Human-
Centric Annotation Pipeline. The example shown in Figure
24 is generated by ShareGPT4Video.

10. Complete Construction Details of All Tasks

We will first explain the details of six descriptive ques-
tions generated using the Distractor-Included QA Genera-
tion Pipeline, followed by the construction details of the re-
maining tasks.

10.1. Construction Details of 6 Descriptive Human-
Centric Questions

For these six tasks, the video-MLLM used to obtain task-
oriented captions is VideoLLaMA-2.1[10]. The LLM
used for generating question and initial answer pairs
is Qwen2.5[48]. The three video-MLLMs employed
for optimizing answers and producing raw distractors
are VideoLLaMA-2.1[10], CogVLM2[15], and LLaVA-
OneVision[22], respectively. The LLM responsible for gen-
erating distractors is Qwen2.5. We first present the general
instruction templates in the six task generation processes.
The prompt template for the three Video-MLLMs used
to refine answers and generate raw distractors is:
Please focus on the people whose heads are highlighted

with red bounding boxes in the video and answer my ques-
tion: (Question); Provide a brief response in one sentence.

The instruction used to compare the answers is:
Based on the video and my question: (Question)Tell me
which answer is better: (A). (current model’s answer. )(B).
(previous best answer ). Just answer (A) or (B).

The prompt template used in the “LLLM for Generating
Distractors” in Figure 3 is:
Below is a ready-made question and its multiple-choice op-
tions: (Question), Proper Answer: (Answer), Distractors]:
(eliminatorl ), Distractors2: (eliminator2), Distractors3:
(eliminator3). This question-option set may have the fol-
lowing issue: The current distractors have no errors; they
simply represent alternative answers to the question. This
makes the correct answer less distinct compared to the dis-
tractors. Therefore, I would like your help to add minor
distinct errors to each distractor so that the correct answer
is clearly the only Proper Answer. Here are the minor er-
rors type available for selection: (error type).
Remember that the modified distractors must meet the fol-
lowing requirements: 1. Be modified from the original dis-
tractor with only slight changes. You are not allow to creat
new ones from scratch. 2. Be distinctly different from the
Answer, without being overly semantically similar. Minor
errors can be added. 3. Differ from each other. 4. Distrac-
tors should have similar length to the correct answer. If it
is too short, lengthen the description.

In addition to the questions and options, the differences
include the (error types). Next, we describe the construc-
tion of each task in detail.

Emotion Recognition: Since Label-5 is naturally a descrip-
tion based on face-focused cropping videos, it is directly
used as the task-oriented caption. Additionally, Label-4 is
included in the task-oriented caption to enhance the detail of
the questions. Considering that most in-the-wild videos ex-
hibit positive or neutral emotions, while we aim to ensure a
sufficient proportion of negative emotions in the evaluation,
videos for question generation are preselected at a ratio of
positive:neutral:negative = 1:1:2. This selection is achieved
by using an LLM to classify the emotional polarity of the
descriptions. The resulting balanced category captions are
used for question generation, with the following prompt:
Please generate one question and answer pair based on the
person’s description: (task-oriented caption). the question
should closely related to emotion recognition. Here is an
question example: “What emotions might the girl in red
dress be experiencing during her practice?”

The video for the question is marked using the face bound-
ing box from the target character’s Label-1. The type of
minor errors ({error types)) introduced for building distrac-
tors is: Add incorrect emotional descriptors or modify the
original emotional descriptors to incorrect ones.



Emotion Temporal Analysis: We first select videos longer
than 7 seconds and then identify described characters with
emotional changes based on Label-5 (using an LLM for bi-
nary classification). The videos of these characters are used
for question generation. For this task, Label-5 is directly
used as the task-oriented caption, with Label-4 added to en-
hance the details of the questions. The question generation
prompt is:

Please generate a question-answer pair based on the fol-
lowing video caption. Please note that the questions must
be related to the emotional temporal changes. Here are
some example: 1. How does the girl in red’s emotions
change as the video progresses? 2. How does the girl in
red’s emotions change as she dances in the video?

The video for the question is marked using the face bound-
ing box from the target character’s Label-1. The type of mi-
nor errors introduced for building distractors is: Add some
incorrect emotions to the sequence, remove some correct
emotion words, or change the original emotional descrip-
fors to incorrect ones.

Behavior Temporal Analysis: First, videos longer than
7 seconds are selected for question generation. Then, the
target character in the video is highlighted using the face
bounding box track from Label-1. Based on the marked
videos, appearance cues of the target character (i.e., Label-
4) are added to help to guide the model’s attention to the
individual. The prompt for obtaining the task-oriented cap-
tion is designed as follows:

Please focus on the person highlighted by the red bound-
ing box ((Human_Appearance)) and tell me if the actions
of the person changed over time and what actions does
the person take in order? Respond according to the fol-
lowing format: {“Action_Change”: True or False, “Ac-
tion_Sequence”: action sequence}.

Based on the task-oriented captions, select characters with
changes in actions for LLM question generation. The
prompt for question generation is: Please generate a
question-answer pair based on the following human’s be-
havior caption. The generated questions should focus on
identifying the action sequence of the highlighted person.
The following is a description of a human in the video. (ac-
tion_sequence ). The focused person is (appearance). Here
is a question template you can refer to: What actions and
behaviors does the girl in the red dress display in the video
in order? List them sequentially. Remember do not reveal
the answers in your questions and the answer should be
brief and just in one sentence.

The type of minor errors introduced for building distractors
is: Add some nonexistent actions, remove some actions, or
replace correct actions with incorrect ones.

Emotion Intensity Compare: First, count the number of
frames corresponding to the track with the longest appear-
ance time in each video. If there are more than three and
less than seven tracks in the video that reach this number of
frames, keep the video for question generation. This step
mainly use the information from Label-1 . All individuals
corresponding to the tracks with the most frames will be
used for question generation. The question video is created
by utilizing these human tracks to mark the individuals and
adding letter labels. For this task, initial question-answer
pairs are directly created. The question is, “Which person
in the image, (LETTERS), has the strongest emotion? What
specific emotion is it? Please respond briefly in the format
(letter-emotion).”, in which (LETTERS) refers to all the
selectable individuals’ letter labels. The answer is, “The
emotional intensity of the selectable characters in the image
is similar, and they are all neutral.” The subsequent three
models will refine the answer.

The type of minor errors introduced for building distractors
is: If the letters are the same, minor modifications to the
emotions can be made to make the options different; if the
letters referring to people are different, the emotions can re-
main unchanged.

Human-to-Text: First, select videos with 3 to 7 individuals
based on Label-2, and then choose the person who appears
the most frames in the video as the target individual for
question generation. Next, highlight the target individual
in the video using the face bounding box track from Label-
1. Based on the marked video, appearance cues of the target
individual (i.e., Label-4) are added to help the model focus
on the person. The prompt for obtaining the task-oriented
caption is designed as follows:

Please accurately describe the person highlighted by a red
box( (appearance)), your answer can be based on appear-
ance, location, and actions, so that the highlighted person
can be distinguished from others in the video. Please re-
spond in only one sentence and begin with “The person is
Based on the above description of the target individual, the
question-answer pair is directly constructed. The question
is fixed as: ‘“Please accurately describe the person high-
lighted by a red box based on appearance, location, and ac-
tions, so that the highlighted person can be distinguished
from others in the video.” The initial answer is the task-
oriented caption.

The type of minor errors introduced for building distractors
is:Based on the items, people, and position information, add
small modifications to make the location information incor-
rect; alternatively, you can also modify the description of
the person’s appearance to introduce errors.

Behavioral Causality Analysis: The construction process



is similar to the design process of Behavior Temporal Anal-
ysis. First, videos longer than 7 seconds are selected for
question generation. Then, the target individual in the
video is highlighted using the face bounding box track from
Label-1. Based on the annotated video, appearance cues of
the target individual (i.e., Label-4) are added to assist the
model in identifying the person to focus on. The prompt for
obtaining the task-oriented caption is designed as follows:
Please describe the causal events related to the person
highlighted by the red bounding box ((appearance)) in
the video: what causes this person to exhibit a cer-
tain behavior, or what actions does this person take that
If no causal events exist, re-
spond without causal events. Please answer in the fol-
lowing format: {“causal_events_exist”: True or False,
“causal_events_description”: description}.

Videos and target individuals with causal relationships (i.e.
“causal_events_exist” is true) are then selected for ques-
tion generation. The prompt for question generation is:
Please generate a question-answer pair based on the fol-
lowing video caption. The generated questions should in-

led to a certain event.

quire about causal reasoning related to the character’s ex-

pressions or behaviors. The following is a description of

the human in the video: (causal_events_description). The
focused person is (appearance). You should either follow
the causal analysis question template “Analyze why the girl
in the red dress raises her hand.” or the result derivation
question template “What does the girl in the red dress rais-
ing her hand lead to?”. Remember do not reveal the an-
swers in your questions and the answer should be brief and
just in one sentence.

The type of minor errors introduced for building distractors
is: Explain the result using incorrect causes, misdescribe
the effect of the cause-and-effect relationship, reverse the
order of cause and effect, exaggerate or minimize factors.

10.2. Construction Details of 11 Closed-Ended
Human-Centric Questions

Attitude Recognition: This task is constructed based
on the first half of the Distractor-Included QA Synthesis
Pipeline. The human who appears in the most frames is
selected as the target for question generation. The target
individual is highlighted in the video using the face bound-
ing box track from Label-1. Based on the annotated video,
appearance cues of the target individual (i.e., Label-4) are
added to the prompt to help the model focus on the intended
person. The prompt used to obtain the task-specific caption
is:

Focus on the person highlighted by the red bounding box
( (appearance)) and tell me: Do the highlighted people dis-
play certain attitudes toward specific objects and events?
What kind of attitude is it?

The prompt used for question generation is:

Please generate a best question-answer pair based on the

following video caption. The generated questions should
focus on analyzing the character’s attitude, which should

be one of positive, negative, or neutral. The following is a
description of the human in the video. (task-specific cap-
tion)The focused person is (appearance). Here are some
question templates you can refer to: 1. What is the at-
titude of the girl in the blue shirt towards taking the bus
in the video? positive, negative, or neutral? 2. What is
the woman in the beige jacket’s attitude? Positive, nega-
tive, neutral? Please remember not to reveal the answers in
your questions and the answer should be brief and just in
one sentence.

The options consist of four choices: Positive, Negative,
Neutral, and Indeterminate. The Indeterminate option is in-
cluded as a supplemental choice to ensure answers optional.

Emotion Recognition in Conversation: This task is re-
constructed from the MELD test set and is a 7-class classi-
fication task. Specifically, for the seven emotions—neutral,
joy, sadness, surprise, anger, disgust, and fear— and 30 sam-
ples are randomly selected for each category as questions.
The historical dialogue is limited to no more than three sen-
tences (including the current utterance), with each utterance
presented in the format: “Speaker - utterance”. The specific
question format is shown in Figure 11. The selected videos
correspond to the current utterance for which the emotion
need to be judged, and are taken directly from the videos
corresponding to each utterance in MELD.

Text-to-Human: The criteria for selecting the videos for
questioning are consistent with the Emotion Intensity Com-
pare task selection rules. Then, use the same method as
Human-to-Text to obtain task-specific captions and directly
use the description of the target person to complete the ques-
tion template: “Please select the person in the video that
best matches the following description: (human description
)”. The video corresponding to the question is marked with
the face bounding boxes of all individuals using Label-1,
and each individual is distinguished by a capital letter label.
The selectable options are the letter labels representing each
person.

Human Counting: For an annotated video, the approxi-
mate number of people in the video can be estimated di-
rectly using Label-2. However, due to issues such as blurred
crowd background, overlapping between people and objects
and other factors, this estimate is often imprecise, especially
in crowded scenes. Therefore, Label-2 is only used to ad-
just the question distribution (3—5 people: 60, 6-8 people:
60, 9+: 54). The ground truth number is manually anno-
tated, and distractors are constructed based on this value.
The distractors construction rule is to randomly select three



different numbers within a range of up to 4 from the ground
truth number, excluding the ground truth itself.

Appearance Time Detection: First, select videos based
on the following criteria: the video duration must exceed
7 seconds, and the target individual’s presence should ac-
count for between one-third and two-thirds of the total video
length (calculated as the ratio of the human track frames to
the total frames), primarily using Label-1. Then the frame
range from Label-1 is used to determine the target individ-
ual’s appearance time range (format both ends as integers),
which serves as the ground truth for generating questions
about this person.

To obtain a detailed and accurate description of the in-
dividual, the same method as in the Human-to-Text task is
used to generate the task-specific caption for the target. Us-
ing the description, questions are constructed in a template-
based manner, as shown in Figure 15.

For distractor construction, three random time intervals
are generated near the ground truth time interval, ensuring
that their overlap with the ground truth interval does not
exceed 4 seconds. This ensures the distractors do not cause
confusion when selecting the correct answer.

Note that in this task, videos with bounding boxes are
only used during the automatic description generation by
Video-MLLMs and for manual verification. In the final ver-
sion of the questions, the videos do not include bounding
boxes.

Action at Specified Time and Time of Specific Action
tasks rely on manual annotation, as attempts with various
open-source models revealed their inability to accurately
identify the timing of specified actions. For manual anno-
tation, annotators are required to watch the videos and ob-
serve whether the highlighted individual performs any dis-
tinct short-term actions (quickly completed actions or “the
start of an action”, but not continuous states). They should
record the action and its starting time. The videos and target
individuals are consistent with those in Behavior Temporal
Analysis task. Based on the specific action—time pairs pro-
vided by the annotators, two types of action-time-related
questions are constructed.

For the Action at Specified Time task, the question
video consists of the highlighted target individuals with red
bounding boxes. Only video samples where short-term ac-
tions are present are selected for question generation. The
question template is shown in Figure 18. The ground truth
is the specific action annotated for the individual. Distrac-
tors are generated by LLM from the task-specific captions
in Behavior Temporal Analysis, with the following prompt:
Please select and modify 3 actions from the list below to en-
sure that each action is significantly different from the tar-
get action (ground truth action ). Here is the original action

list: (action_list). Begin with “begin to ..” for an action. If
the number of actions is less than 3, generate one.,

where the (action_list)is the sequence of actions generated
by using LLLM to summarize the task-oriented caption.

For the Time of Specific Action task, the question video
is marked with target individual’s bounding boxes. The
question template is shown in Figure 19. For question sam-
ples with short-term actions, distractors are generated by se-
lecting three numbers that are at least 3 seconds apart from
the ground truth action time. For videos where a continuous
action state is maintained throughout, the ground truth is set
to “This is an ongoing action in the video.” The distractors
for such cases are fixed at 1s, 4s, 7s, and 10s. Note that to
keep the options consistent, each question includes the op-
tion “This is an ongoing action in the video.”

Audio-Visual Speaker Matching: First, select the ap-
propriate question videos. The constraints mainly include
video conditions and character conditions. The video con-
ditions include: the audio label being “Speech”, the number
of people in the video is between 2 and 4, and the video du-
ration is not less than 4 seconds; the character condition is:
the frame coverage of the character must reach more than
67% of the video frame number. Further, the target person
is selected as the ground truth according to the correlation
between the age and gender attributes of the audio and the
appearance of the person. Specifically, if the audio age be-
longs to “child”, the only child is selected from the video as
the target person, and the other characters are interference
characters; If the audio age is “adult”, the only adult with
the same gender as the audio is selected from the video as
the target person, and the other characters are interference
characters. The age information is binary here because the
audio age attribute is relatively vague. In addition, the gen-
der characteristics of children’s voices are not always distin-
guishable. Therefore, in order to enhance the optionality of
the answer, the character types are divided into only three
categories: male, female, and child. The question video
uses Label-1 to mark each optional person and capital let-
ters as the option.

Active Speaker Detection: Suitable question videos are
selected based on the criteria of having an audio label of
“Speech”, 2 to 4 people, and a duration of at least 4 seconds.
The video must contain a single active speaker. Label-1 is
used to label all individuals, with the active speaker’s label
as the ground truth and others as distractors. Since the au-
tomated active speaker labels may not always be reliable,
two additional options are included for each question to fa-
cilitate manual correction later: “There are more than one
active speaker in the video.” and “There is no active speaker
in the video.”



Table 4. Annotation labels used in the construction process of 17 tasks

Human Emotion Perception Person Recognition Human Behavior Analysis Speech-Visual Alignment
Labels ER ETA AR EIC ERC | T2ZH H2T HC ATD | BTA BCA AST TSA | AVYSM ASD AVAD SCM
Label-1 v v v v v 4 v v v v 4 v
Label-2 v 4 v v v v v
Label-3 4
Label-4 v v v v v v v v
Label-5 v v
Label-6 v v v v
Label-7 v v v
Label-8 v
Label-10 v

Audio-Visual Alignment Detection: Suitable question
videos are selected based on the criteria of having fewer
than 3 people, a duration of over 8 seconds, an audio type
of “speech”, and at least one active speaker. The video is
then divided into three equal segments, with the left end-
point of each segment (rounded to an integer) used as po-
tential options. One of these options is randomly chosen as
the ground truth. The video is then modified by reversing
the audio before the selected timestamp to create a “mis-
aligned audio-visual” video.

Speech Content Matching: Videos are selected for ques-
tion creation based on the following criteria: single-person
scenes, duration greater than Ss, audio type “speech”, and
the person is an active speaker, the speech content being
English with its sentence length greater than 35 characters.
The ground truth is the automatic speech recognition result
corresponding to Label-8. Distractors are generated using
an LLM, which creates three different sentences with simi-
lar meaning and length to the ground truth as distractors.

In Table 4, we illustrate which labels from the Human-
Centric Video Annotation Pipeline are used to construct
each task.

10.3. Details of Human Efforts for HUMANVBENCH

We employed two professional full-time Al data annotators
and invited two graduated-level volunteers to participate in
the construction and evaluation of HUMANVBENCH. They
collaborate to complete a series of tasks, with two main an-
notators participating in the full data of each task and two
volunteers participating in the sampled data. Inconsisten-
cies will be identified and resolved (for example, through
discussion or majority voting to reach a consensus) to en-
sure high quality. Specifically, their tasks include the fol-
lowing four parts.

Human Annotation on Generated QAs: Tasks requiring
human annotations to generate questions and options in-
clude Human Counting, Action at Specified Time, and Time
of Specific Action. The latter two tasks can streamline an-
notation by annotating a single dataset containing “special

short-term action & moment of occurrence”. Therefore, in
this step, each annotator was assigned to one annotation set.
All other tasks were generated automatically, reducing the
cost of human annotation.

Manual Verification and Correction: Except for the tasks
that are already reliable enough, which include: Emotion
Recognition in Conversation task reconstructed from the
MELD benchmark, the three tasks derived from the afore-
mentioned human annotations, and the Audio-Visual Align-
ment Detection and Speech Content Matching tasks, all
other tasks require manual verification to ensure quality,
following the process described in Section 3.3.4. During
correction, low-quality samples (e.g., person transitions in
human tracking, video freezing midway) are required to be
flagged for removal.

Cross- Verification: After completing the above steps, we
obtained 17 usable tasks for evaluation. To further en-
sure the high quality of the questions, we conducted cross-
verification on 16 tasks except Emotion Recognition in
Conversaton task to reduce the impact of personal biases
and errors on the benchmark. Specifically, the tasks were
cross-assigned to the two major annotators. For each task,
the annotator in this step was ensured to be different from
those responsible for the Manual Verification and Correc-
tion or Human Annotation. Annotators were first required
to answer the multiple-choice questions. For disputed ques-
tions where answers were marked “incorrect”, the new cor-
rect answer or option will be updated for this question, and
these disputed questions were reassigned to another annota-
tor for a second review. If errors persisted, both annotators
discussed and agreed on a unified answer to serve as the fi-
nal ground truth.

Human-Evaluation Baseline in Table 1: For each task ex-
cept the Emotion Recognition in Conversation task, we de-
fine the number of correct human responses based on the
cross-checking process as follows: the sum of the number
of questions answered correctly by the first annotator after
completing all questions and the number of questions an-
swered correctly by the second annotator on the disputed



questions after correction by the first annotator. The human
response accuracy for the task is calculated as the ratio of
the number of correct human responses to the total number
of questions in the task.
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The video captures a cozy indoor scene where two individuals are engrossed in playing a
video game. The person on the left, dressed in a green sweater and blue jeans, is seen
holding a game controller, while the person on the right, wearing a red sweater and blue
jeans, is also focused on the game. The room is warmly lit, with a bookshelf filled with
books and a pink blanket visible in the background, suggesting a comfortable and relaxed
atmosphere. Throughout the video, there is no noticeable change in the environment or
the actions of the individuals, indicating a continuous and uninterrupted gaming session.

Figure 24. An example of using Human-Centric Annotation Pipeline for annotation.
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