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Abstract

Recently, significant advances have been made in Video Large Language Models
(Video LLMs) in both academia and industry. However, methods to evaluate and
benchmark the performance of different Video LLMs, especially their fine-grained,
temporal visual capabilities, remain very limited. On one hand, current bench-
marks use relatively simple videos (e.g., subtitled movie clips) where the model
can understand the entire video by processing just a few frames. On the other hand,
their datasets lack diversity in task format, comprising only QA or multi-choice
QA, which overlooks the models’ capacity for generating in-depth and precise
texts. Sports videos, which feature intricate visual information, sequential events,
and emotionally charged commentary, present a critical challenge for Video LLMs,
making sports commentary an ideal benchmarking task. Inspired by these chal-
lenges, we propose a novel task: sports video commentary generation, developed
SCBench for Video LLMs. To construct such a benchmark, we introduce (1)
SCORES, a six-dimensional metric specifically designed for our task, upon which
we propose a GPT-based evaluation method, and (2) CommentarySet, a dataset
consisting of 5,775 annotated video clips and ground-truth labels tailored to our
metric. Based on SCBench, we conduct comprehensive evaluations on multiple
Video LLMs (e.g. VILA, Video-LLaVA, etc.) and chain-of-thought baseline meth-
ods. Our results found that InternVL-Chat-2 achieves the best performance with
5.44, surpassing the second-best by 1.04. Our work provides a fresh perspective for
future research, aiming to enhance models’ overall capabilities in complex visual
understanding tasks. Our dataset will be released soon.

1 Introduction

With the advancement of Video Large Language Models (Video-LLMs), neural networks are capable
of processing video sequences to perform multi-modality tasks based on temporal and spatial infor-
mation. Recent advancements have facilitated significant improvements in the automatic generation
of video content summaries, captions, and even interactive commentary Miech et al. (2019); Zhou
et al. (2024); Lin et al. (2024); Liu et al. (2024a).
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① Key Events:

③ Background Info

⑤ Match Situation GT Commentary : 
“First time, really,  
they've been able 
to find their 
centre forward in 
the box.”

② Technical DetailGT Commentary: 
“The more horizontal 
the bat is when it 
comes into contact 
with the ball, the 
more side spin.”

④ Tactical Analysis

GT Commentary: 
“And Carescus 
makes the first 
free throw.  And 
the second.”

GT Commentary: 
“hey're in the same 
team, and different 
roles. They haven't 
always been two 
strikers in a 4-4-2.”

GT Commentary : 
“Well, this woman 
leads the world this 
year with a 493 
vault earlier in the 
week.”

⑥ Emotional ExpressionGT Commentary: 
“These players are 
so super fit they 
could play all 
afternoon.”

Figure 1: A sample from Six-Dimensional Metric and CommentarySet, including six dimensions’
description, frames from videos, and corresponding ground truth commentary.

To holistically assess their margin of improvement, many benchmarks and evaluation methods
have been proposed Ning et al. (2023a); Sanders and Van Durme (2024); Ning et al. (2023b);
Fu et al. (2024). Existing benchmarks for Video-LLMs predominantly concentrate on general
video understanding tasksNing et al. (2023a); Sanders and Van Durme (2024), such as action
recognition Mangalam et al. (2023) and long context video understanding Wang et al. (2024); Fang
et al. (2024). However, these methods mostly capture image-level understanding tasks that mostly
test the model’s abilities in the spatial understanding tasks in the form of QA. Consequently, Li
et al. (2024) have curated tasks that require reasoning spanning over the entire videos for MLLMs.
However, this benchmark still suffers from the lack of dense events, where Gemini extracts frames
at 1 FPS is sufficient to perform well in their experiments, meaning that the density of events is not
enough where most videos can perform well using only long intervals of video frames. Additionally,
there is a lack of diversity in task format, comprising only QA or multi-choice QA, which overlooks
the models’ capacity for generating in-depth and precise texts, thus precluding a deeper evaluation of
the models’ analytical and interpretative abilities.

Discovering limitations in existing datasets, we turn to sports videos, especially at the professional
level, to present a challenging domain for video understanding for Video-LLMs. These videos involve
complex human-object interactions, strategic gameplay, and visually demanding tasks like event and
motion spotting. The rapid shifts between high-action sequences and static moments require models
to prioritize information effectively, while the need to interpret intricate motions and maintain context
over time adds to the complexity, especially for real-time sports commentary.

Although many existing sports video datasets have been explored, they are not well-suited for
evaluating video-based multimodal large language models (MLLMs), mainly due to their lack of
sports diversity and narrow aspect of the video. The current domain of sports video analysis has
been a rich and multifaceted domain that covers several visual tasks, ranging from re-id Comandur
(2022), OCR Solberg et al. (2024), temporal localization Liu et al. (2022), fine-grained action
classification Liu et al. (2024d), motion understanding Feng et al. (2024), etc. These tasks often
focus on narrow tasks or evaluate only specific aspects of the content, without considering the full
spectrum of multimodal information. For instance, in tasks such as sports video captioning, the focus
is typically limited to key event captions, such as describing specific actions performed by athletes,
while neglecting other critical aspects including emotional context and background information. We
have identified sports video commentary as a highly suitable and efficient task for evaluating the
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capabilities of video MLLMs. Sports commentary generation, unlike previous approaches, provides
comprehensive coverage of sports video information by capturing key events, tactical analysis,
emotional expressions, and background information. Moreover, the abundance of existing sports
commentaries makes it easier to scale up without the need for extensive manual annotation.

To this end, we propose the fine-grained CommentarySet, a novel and comprehensive dataset entailing
a new commentary task designed to better utilize the diverse information embedded in sports
videos. As demonstrated by Fig. 1, CommentarySet consists of 5,775 high-quality sports video
clips spanning six diverse sports including athletics, basketball, soccer, gym, table tennis, and tennis,
each meticulously annotated with professional English commentary. This dataset serves as a robust
benchmark for evaluating models in the domain of sports commentary, offering a rich variety of
event types, commentary styles, and detailed labels. Furthermore, we notice that the task of sports
commentary is significantly different from traditional video captioning. Thus, we introduce a novel
six-dimensional commentary with human annotation. Our dataset and evaluation methods account for
the dynamic and emotionally resonant nature of sports commentary, which requires not only accurate
event descriptions but also a deep integration of contextual information. Based on such inputs, we
introduce a baseline method with Chain-of-Thought to perform video understanding and narration
in two steps and evaluate its limitations. Additionally, we present a GPT-based evaluation method
grounded in our six-dimensional metric, SCORES, as shown in Fig. 1, offering a comprehensive and
nuanced framework for evaluating sports video commentary. In our extensive experiments, we find
all multi-modal video models failing to perform successful sports commentary, remaining a notably
challenging domain.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

• We introduce CommentarySet, the first dataset featuring professionally annotated sports
video commentary across multiple disciplines, encompassing six sports and over ten interna-
tional competitions.

• The dataset includes meticulously designed six-dimensional labels, utilizing the diverse
information of sports commentary to enable robust evaluation of advanced video language
models. These account for the dynamic and emotionally resonant nature of sports commen-
tary, which requires not only high-frequency accurate event descriptions but also a deep
integration of contextual information.

• To validate existing approaches on our dataset, we developed a baseline utilizing chain-of-
thought to first understand the video and classify the type of response, and then generate the
commentary. However, we find such approaches still distant from practical commentary.

• We evaluate several open-source pre-trained Video LLMs as baselines and fine-tune Video-
LLaVA and Chat-UniVi-1.5 on CommentarySet, boosting their performance by 8% and 6%,
respectively. SCORES demonstrates significant limitations in existing models’ capabilities
in performing sports commentary generation.

2 Related Works

2.1 Benchmarking Video LLMs

Recently, the emergence of numerous Video LLMs, such as VILA-1.5 Lin et al. (2024), LLaVA-
NeXT-Video Liu et al. (2024a), Video-LLaVA Lin et al. (2023), InternVL Chen et al. (2024b)
and LongVA Zhang et al. (2024), have been proven to be effective in solving various downstream
tasks. Consequently, various benchmarks, based on different evaluation dimensions, have been
introduced to evaluate their performance. Previous works like Perception Test Pătrăucean et al. (2023),
EgoSchema Mangalam et al. (2023), and TempCompass Liu et al. (2024c) have focused on specific
aspects of the models’ capabilities, such as spatial understanding and temporal comprehension. More
recent works, including Video-Bench Ning et al. (2023b), Video-MME Fu et al. (2024), MMBench-
Video Fang et al. (2024), MVBench Li et al. (2024) and LVBench Wang et al. (2024), evaluate models
by defining task-specific hierarchical capability taxonomy of the model and adopts longer videos.
However, current works do not focus on evaluating the ability to understand more comprehensive and
less perceptible visual information and fail to evaluate their temporal memory ability. Besides, their
metrics are based on the explicit features or QA pairs, which fall short of the ability to evaluate our
task with implicit conceptions.

3



2.1.1 Sports Video Datasets

Sports videos for video captioning models represent a branch within video understanding tasks,
with numerous datasets and benchmarks proposed for various sports and tasks. Datasets such as
TenniSet Faulkner and Dick (2017), FineGym Shao et al. (2020), P2A Bian et al. (2024), and
SoccerNet Deliège et al. (2021) provide detailed labels for technical actions and events in the games.
Specifically, datasets like TenniSet, FineGym, and P2A contain a large number of standardized labels
about on-field events or the description of on-field player actions. Another type of research focuses on
interactions between athletes, exemplified by SportsHHI Wu et al. (2024), which focuses on athletes’
location and interaction classification tasks for sports videos. Although these datasets provide data
for sports video recognition tasks of Video LLMs, there is still a lack of commentary-based sports
videos, which is exactly what our newly proposed dataset addresses.

2.1.2 Video Captioning on Sport Videos

In the field of sports video, the datasets mentioned in the previous section also serve as datasets
for the sports video captioning task, offering real-time labels for sports videos. The datasets for
these captioning tasks provide time stamps and specific captions for the video clips which Video
LLMs are required to generate captions for. The structure of a dataset directly influences the
evaluation dimensions and the methods used. Sports datasets like SoccerNet Deliège et al. (2021) and
SportsHHI Wu et al. (2024) have evaluated models’ abilities in event understanding or interaction
recognition tasks within sports videos. These captioning tasks assess models from a textual perspective
such as feature or N-gram similarity. Despite advancements in datasets and benchmarks for technical
actions and interactions, there remains a need for a comprehensive sports dataset and benchmark for
commentary-based captioning - whose particularity has been mentioned above. That’s why we’ve
come up with a new commentary benchmark to measure this ability.

3 Evaluation & Metric

In this section, we first define the task of sports commentary, highlighting its distinctions from
conventional video captioning tasks. Subsequently, we present our novel six-dimensional metric,
SCORES, tailored for this task, compared with traditional metrics and the vanilla GPT-based method.
Finally, we provide an in-depth description of our GPT-based evaluation method, grounded in the
six-dimensional metric.

3.1 Task Definition

Sports commentary provides descriptions, analysis, and insights to enhance the viewing experience
with detailed information, tactical breakdowns, and highlights. The task involves providing a video
input and a prompt to the model. The demanding output is the corresponding commentary.

Unlike traditional video captioning, which only focuses on describing visual content, sports commen-
tary requires not only accurate event descriptions but also timely, emotionally resonant narration that
aligns with the game’s pace and context. For example, when game intensity is relatively low, com-
mentators may provide tactical analysis or details of the players or the teams, while remarkable plays
might trigger emotionally charged reactions like "What a goal!" and "Amazing!" Fig. 2 illustrates the
difference between caption and commentary.

3.2 SCORES

Having established the definition of our task and distinguished it from video captioning, we now
explain the rationale for our novel metric. We first compare it with traditional captioning metrics to
demonstrate its necessity, followed by a comprehensive introduction to the six-dimensional metric.

3.2.1 Why Propose a New Metric

Existing benchmarks for Video LLMs mostly deploy metrics designed for either QA or multi-QA
tasks, which are unsuitable for our task. Meanwhile, the metrics currently used for video captioning
tasks fail to fully accommodate our specific requirements.

4



Figure 2: Distinctions between Caption and Commentary. Although captioning provides precise
visual descriptions, commentary delivers dynamic, context-rich, and emotionally resonant narration.

To be more specific, traditional metrics (e.g. BLEU Papineni et al. (2002), ROUGE_L Lin (2004),
METEOR Banerjee and Lavie (2005), CIDEr Vedantam et al. (2014) and SPICE Anderson et al.
(2016)) primarily evaluate the lexical or structural similarity between generated texts and reference
texts, focusing on aspects like n-gram overlap, sequence matching, and semantic accuracy. However,
they do not capture the model’s ability to understand fine-grained professional details, temporal
dynamics, or human emotions in commentary. Apart from that, compared to the vanilla GPT
approach, which directly evaluates the generated commentary based on ground truth, our method not
only provides a more detailed and fine-grained scoring standard for GPT but also allows for a more
intuitive demonstration of the model’s capabilities across different dimensions.

Detailed experimental demonstrations of comparison are included in the Sec. 5.3.1.

3.2.2 Details of SCORES

To address the limitations of traditional metrics and better evaluate the multifaceted nature of sports
commentary, we propose our novel six-dimensional metric, SCORES (Situation, taCtic, emOtion,
backgRound, key Events, techniqueS), to be specific:
1. Key Events Caption: This dimension assesses the model’s ability to accurately detect and describe
significant events, such as scores, turnovers, fouls, and substitutions, reflecting its proficiency in
real-time event detection and textual articulation.
2. Technical Detail Analysis: It evaluates models’ capacity to analyze and explain player actions,
such as passing and shooting techniques, reflecting its fine-grained visual understanding capability
and contextual knowledge integration.
3. Background Information Interpretation: This dimension measures the model’s ability to
integrate visual and textual information about players’ and teams’ histories, characteristics, and
performance, which demonstrates its contextual knowledge integration and deep understanding of
visual information(e.g. game intensity and event frequency).
4. Tactical Analysis: It assesses the model’s skill in interpreting and explaining team strategies,
formations, and in-game tactical adjustments by analyzing visual inputs and conveying these insights
through commentary, highlighting its temporal understanding of game dynamics.
5. Match Situation Interpretation: This dimension evaluates the model’s ability to interpret the
current state of the match, such as the score and momentum, through visual cues and predict its likely
progression, providing dynamic situational insights.
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Figure 3: The overall framework of SCBench. SCBench consists of two parts: the construction of
CommentarySet and our GPT-based evaluation.

Table 1: Commentary statistics of our proposed dataset across different sports domains.

Domain Clip Num Avg Duration Commentary Length Commentary Freq Source

Total 5,775 14.5s 30.14 45.73 -
Athletics 1,383 18.38s 44.77 30.44 IAAF Gold Label Road Races, IAAF Diamond League
Basketball 1,613 12.06s 23.36 26.18 2023 FIBA Basketball World Cup
Soccer 696 10.26s 19.79 70.51 English Premier League
Gym 1,153 16.49s 34.68 67.61 2015/2016 World Gymnastics Championship, etc.
Table Tennis 719 9.96s 20.63 31.7 2019-2022 World Cups
Tennis 211 26.27s 27.86 141.92 2012 London Olympics

6. Emotional Expression: It measures the model’s ability to detect emotional elements from visual
data, such as player reactions and crowd energy, and effectively express these emotions in text to
engage the audience emotionally.

3.3 GPT-based Evaluation

Built upon the SCORES, we propose a novel GPT-based evaluation method tailored for sports video
commentary, as shown in Fig. 3. Before evaluation, we need to generate labels for our data according
to the six-dimensional metric, which is introduced in Sec. 4.1. Here, we provide a detailed overview
of evaluation processes.

Table 2: Comparison of different datasets
across different sports domains. Avg Dura-
tion is the average duration of all clips in the
sport

Dataset Domain Clip Numbers Avg Duration

TennisSet Tennis 3,568 1.08s
FineGym Gymnastic 4,885 8s
FSN Basketball 2,000 -
SoccerNet-caption Soccer 942 238s
CommentarySet (ours) Multiple sports 5,775 14.5s

Total Athletics Basketball Soccer Gymnastics Table Tennis Tennis

L
ab

el
 D

is
tr

ib
ut

io
n

label = 1 label = 2 label = 3 label = 4 label = 5 label = 6

Figure 4: Distribution of the labels

The evaluation process could be divided into two stages: Model Inference and GPT Evaluation. In
the first stage, we employ a three-tier prompt structure of task definition - corresponding metric
definition - task requirement: For each video clip, we first provide the model with the definition of
tour task, followed by the definition of the SCORES label for that clip. Finally, we input the task
requirement into the model. As for GPT Evaluation, we input both the ground truth and model-
generated commentary into our GPT judge, instructing it to evaluate the generated commentary based
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on the ground truth and the perspectives of the labels. The evaluation yields a score from 0 to 10,
with 0 indicating very poor quality and 10 representing perfection.

4 Dataset

Our goal is to advance research in the field of sports video commentary by introducing a challenging
benchmark with professional commentary annotations. To this end, we have developed the
fine-grained CommentarySet, which contains 5775 high-quality(1080P) sports video clips. Each
video is well annotated, and the overall dataset structure will be discussed in the next section.

4.1 Dataset Construction

Data Structure To better evaluate sports video commentary, we create a novel dataset called
CommentarySet for SCBench, containing a total of 5,775 clips, with 4,908 in the training set and 867
in the test set, the comparison with other datasets is shown in Tab. 2. Part of the clips is selected from
FineGym Shao et al. (2020) and TenniSet Faulkner and Dick (2017). Specifically, CommentarySet
includes clips from six types of sports, along with their corresponding timestamps in the original
videos. The necessary information on the six sports we selected is shown in Tab. 1. Moreover, each
clip is accompanied by carefully selected English commentary text, which can serve as a ground
truth label in sports commentary evaluation. To implement the evaluation metrics proposed in this
paper, we also provide each clip with precise six-dimensional labels. Additional information about
CommentarySet is shown in supplementary material.

Dataset Creation Process To create CommentarySet and ensure the reliability, professionalism, and
accuracy of the video resources and commentary, we follow the pipeline below for dataset creation,
as shown in Fig. 3:
1. Collection: We collect a large number of high-definition sports videos with original English
commentary from various sports and events available online and extracted the English commentary
from the original audio, preserving their corresponding timestamps.
2. Merging: The commentary sentences obtained from the Collection process are fragmented. So,
we add a process to merge them. To be specific, let the previous and current commentary be Com1

and Com2 respectively, and let their time stamps be [b1, e1] and [b2, e2]. The merged commentary
and its time stamp can be obtained using the following formula:

New Com = Com1 + Com2 (1)

New Time Stamp = [b1, e2] (2)
Regarding the determination of whether two commentaries should be merged, we conduct the
following two-stage decision process:
Stage 1 Textual Merging: We use the sentence encoder to encode the sentences and then apply cosine
similarity to merge commentary with high textual similarity such as repetitive cheers or consecutive
sentences describing the same content. To be specific, the similarity (Sim) is calculated using the
cosine similarity. After obtaining Sim, we simply decide whether to merge according to the following
formula:

Action =

{
Merge if Sim > threshold
Separate else

(3)

where the threshold is set to 0.7 as our experimental choice.
Stage 2 GPT Merging: Some segments with continuous semantic meaning but no textual overlap
remained. We use GPT-4o-mini to judge whether to merge consecutive commentary segments, the
prompt would be shown in supplementary material. This is applied to segments where there exists a
logical connection and describes the same topic.

3. Slicing: Before slicing, we manually refine the timestamps. The full sports match videos are sliced
according to the timestamps, generating clip-commentary pairs.
4. Six-Dimensional Label Generation: Finally, we use GPT-4o-min to classify the semantic content
of the commentary. Each commentary sentence is categorized into one or more of the six dimensions
mentioned in the metric section.
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Table 3: Performance of Video LLMs. Including the pre-trained models and the fine-tuned models.
"ICL" indicates utilizing the ICL fine-tuning dataset while "CoT" indicates using the CoT training
set.

Model Name Model
Params

Traditional Metric SCORES in each sport event (0-10) SCORES (0-10)
BLEU(0-100) CIDEr(0-1) Table Tennis Basketball Soccer Gym Tennis Athletics

Mini-InternVL-Chat-4B-v1.5 4B 0.44 0.12 4.98 4.42 4.18 4.36 4.54 4.20 4.40
Video-LLaVA 7B 0.67 0.08 2.65 2.56 2.33 2.97 2.17 2.25 2.55
LongVA 7B 0.39 0.1 4.80 3.59 3.59 3.79 3.83 3.82 3.85
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 7B 0.35 0.1 4.77 4.39 4.22 4.24 4.28 3.65 4.20
Chat-UniVi-1.5 7B 0.56 0.11 3.67 3.48 2.96 3.68 2.70 3.08 3.37
Kangaroo 8B 0.83 0.01 1.60 1.64 1.70 1.97 2.02 1.89 1.79
VILA 34B 0.66 0.09 3.83 3.42 3.24 3.78 3.00 2.92 3.40
InternVL-Chat-2 40.1B 0.32 0.11 5.92 5.50 5.42 5.31 4.98 5.29 5.44
Video-LLaVA-ICL 7B 2.11 0.06 2.76 2.70 2.16 3.01 2.98 2.60 2.70
Chat-UniVi-1.5-ICL 7B 2.57 0.06 3.66 3.57 3.03 3.79 2.81 3.04 3.42
Video-LLaVA-CoT 7B 1.51 0.05 2.40 3,00 2.61 2.77 3.64 2.67 2.77
Chat-UniVi-CoT 7B 1.44 0.06 2.44 3.78 3.47 3.92 3.42 3.62 3.57

4.2 Statistic Analysis & Comparison

This section will primarily present specific statistical information about CommentarySet. We will
also demonstrate that CommentarySet is a more suitable dataset for our proposed SCBench compared
to other existing sports video captioning datasets, offering greater comprehensiveness and accuracy.
Tab. 1 fully showcases the specific parameters within CommentarySet.

Diversity The six sports included in CommentarySet are carefully selected to ensure strong diversity.
As shown in Tab. 1, the six selected sports exhibit significant diversity in terms of match speed,
player density, commentary length, and commentary frequency. For instance, the average duration of
table tennis clips is the shortest at just 9.96s, while athletics, gymnastics, and tennis have clip lengths
1.5 to 2 times longer, reflecting faster match paces and shorter commentary content. In terms of
commentary frequency, basketball has the highest frequency, while soccer and tennis have relatively
lower frequencies, correlating closely with the frequency of events occurring on the field.

Commentary Style Commentary style is another critical aspect. The content and focus of commen-
tary vary across different sports, which motivates our proposal of SCORES. Through the analysis
of the distribution of the six labels across sports, as shown in Fig. 4, we have observed distinct
commentary styles. For example: In basketball, key event captions account for 44.33%, indicating
continuous on-field events; In gymnastics, 61.84% of the commentary includes Background Informa-
tion Interpretation, as commentators frequently introduce each participating athlete. The diversity
of sports leads to diverse commentary styles, which is quantitatively reflected in the distribution of
labels across different sports. CommentarySet includes data on commentary styles across different
sports, serving as a foundational reference for commentary generation tasks, a unique statistical
concept compared to other datasets.

5 Experiments

We conduct extended experiments which could be divided into two main parts. First, we evaluated
the zero-shot commentary capabilities of multiple open-source Video LLMs on our SCBench. Sub-
sequently, we assessed the effects of ICL Brown et al. (2020) and CoT Wei et al. (2023) methods
on fine-tuning Video-LLaVA and Chat-UniVi, which are the baseline models. In this section, we
first introduce our experiment settings, including model selection and hyperparameters. Then we
present quantitative results for both zero-shot experiments and fine-tuned models. Finally, we present
a detailed visualization, analysis, and case study of the experimental results across different models
and fine-tuning methods.

5.1 Settings and Configurations

All the experiments are conducted on 8 A800 GPUs. We perform evaluation on eight open-source
pre-trained Video LLMs, including VILA Lin et al. (2024), Video-LLaVA Lin et al. (2023),
LongVA Zhang et al. (2024), LLaVA-NeXT-Video Liu et al. (2024a), Kangaroo Liu et al. (2024b),
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VILA
LLaVA-NeXT-Video

VideoLLaVA
Kangaroo

LongVA

Chat-UniVi-1.5
InterVL-Chat-2
Mini-InternVL-
Chat-4B-V1-5

Key Events

Technical
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Background 
Information

Tactical Analysis
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Situation

Emotional 
Expression

Table Tennis
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Gym

Tennis

Athletics

1.4

2.8

4.2

5.6

1.4

2.8

4.2

5.6

Figure 5: Model Performances on Six Sports (left) and Six-Dimensions in SCORES (right) tasks

Chat-UniVi-1.5 Jin et al. (2024), InternVL-2 Team, and Mini-InternVL-v1.5 Gao et al. (2024), as
well as two fine-tuned models, which are Video-LLaVA and Chat-UniVi-1.5.

As is illustrated in the section 3.3, the evaluation process is divided into two main stages: Model
Inference and GPT Evaluation. In the Model Inference stage, we follow their official configurations
and try to use more frames and more maximum output tokens for commentary generation. To be
more specific, for InternVL-2, Video-LLaVA, VILA, and Kangaroo, the maximum number of new
tokens is set to 512. For the number of sampled frames, both LLaVA-NeXT and LongVA are set to 32
frames. For GPT Evaluation, we utilize GPT4o-mini model as our judge, with the temperature set to
0.1. As for fine-tuning, we follow the official document for full-parameter tuning and set the learning
rate marginally lower. Detailed settings and prompts are shown in the supplementary material.

5.2 Quantitative Results

Zero-shot Model Performance To comprehensively evaluate the performance on our SCBench,
we conduct extensive experiments on the eight aforementioned pretrained Video LLMs, the result
is shown in Tab. 3. Overall, InternVL-2, with 40.1B parameters, perform the best, achieving a
score of 5.44, surpassing second-best, Mini-InternVL-Chat-v1.5, by 1.04. Following this, LLaVA-
NeXT-Video, LongVA and VILA score 4.20, 3.85 and 3.40, respectively. Our evaluation is based on
SCORES. So we calculate the models’ performance in all six dimensions and create a six-dimensional
radar chart, as shown in Fig. 5, showing the comprehensive performance of models. Additionally, as
the models show varying strengths across different sports, we also create a six sports radar chart in
Fig. 5 to show models’ performance across different sports types. For example, Video-LLAVA excels
in gymnastics, outperforming its score in table tennis by 0.32 and LongVA stands out in the table
tennis task, achieving a score of 4.80, but falls short in other types of sports. The strengths across
different sports highlight the models’ specific capabilities mentioned in the dataset section.
ICL & CoT Fine-tuning We propose two methods of fine-tuning and evaluate them with Video-
LLaVA and Chat-UniVi on our SCBench:

1. In-Context Learning (ICL) Fine-tuning: In-Context Learning refers to the ability to perform
specific tasks by leveraging contextual information embedded within the prompt. In our fine-
tuning, We structure the fine-tuning QA setup similar to the prompt format used in Model Inference,
instructing the model to directly generate commentary based on the video, task definition, and the
perspectives of the ground truth metrics, intended to enhance the model’s comprehension of the task
and the metric perspectives and align the characteristics of the metric dimensions with the generated
commentary.

2. Chain-of-Thought (CoT) Fine-tuning: Chain-of-Thought (CoT) is a prompting technique that
enhances models’ reasoning by breaking down complex problems into smaller steps. In fine-tuning,
we format the training data to require the model to analyze the video, task definition, and all metric
perspectives to first identify the relevant perspective before generating commentary. This approach,
which is more challenging than providing a specific metric dimension, aims to encourage the model
to emulate human reasoning in commentary, enhancing coherence and conciseness.

The scores of fine-tuned models are demonstrated in Tab. 3. The results indicate that both fine-tuning
methods enhance the model’s performance, with CoT providing a more substantial improvement.
Specifically, CoT increased performance by 8% on Video-LLaVA and 6% on Chat-UniVi, while ICL
improved performance by 6% and 1.5%, respectively. However, although the model’s performance
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has improved, the score doesn’t increase as significantly as observed in other tasks (for instance, the
best-performing fine-tuned model still does not surpass LongVA or Mini-InternVL). We’ll illustrate
this point in the next section.

5.3 Analysis

We perform analysis and ablation studies to further demonstrate the superiority of our metric over
traditional metrics. Apart from that, we discuss the possible factors that influence the zero-shot
and fine-tuned models’ performance. Additional experiments and discussions are shown in the
supplementary material.

5.3.1 Metric Validation

Comparison with Traditional Metric: In Sec. 3, we theoretically demonstrate the necessity of
proposing a new metric for sports commentary tasks. We further conduct experiments using BLEU
and CIDEr to evaluate different models, as shown in Tab. 3.
The results indicate that traditional metrics yield low scores across all models (BLEU scores below
1, CIDEr scores around 0.1), making it challenging to distinguish model performance. In contrast,
SCORES offers a more nuanced evaluation, effectively and distinctively measuring the model’s
capabilities. For example, although InterVL-Chat-2 has the lowest BLEU score and a relatively low
CIDEr score, our metric highlights its superior performance across all sports categories.
Results of Human Evaluation: To better validate the advantages of our metric, we recruited a total
of 36 human evaluators to conduct our user study. The evaluators were shown the ground truth
commentary and two commentaries generated by different models (commentary 1 and commentary
2). Evaluators give a choice for each sample, with A representing a preference for commentary 1, B
indicating a tie, and C representing a preference for commentary 2. We took the most frequent choice
as the final result for each sample. Similarly, for other metrics, the results were also categorized into
three choices: A, B, and C by comparing the scores, as shown in Fig. 6.
We compare the human-produced results with SCORES and three previous metrics (Vanilla LLM,
BLEU, and CIDEr), as shown in Fig. 7. The results show that the overlap rate between our metric and
human decisions is 60%, about 1.5x higher than the overlap rate of the best previous method, Vanilla
LLM. Furthermore, the overlap rate of Vanilla LLM’s results is very close to that of CIDEr, indicating
that LLM itself does not perform better than traditional NLP metrics. It is the improvement brought
by our proposed SCORES to LLMs that enhances its performance in evaluating commentaries.

5.3.2 Zero-shot vs Fine-tune

It is important to note that our evaluation method is essentially designed to leverage the ground truth
commentary and the definitions of SCORES to enable our GPT judge to assess the accuracy and
completeness of key information in the model-generated commentary, while evaluating the stylistic
coherence of the model’s commentary with the ground truth, thus yielding an overall score.
Grounded on this, we can interpret many of our experimental results. For zero-shot models, we
observed that InternVL-2 achieved significantly higher scores than other models. Upon examining its
generated commentaries, we find out that its outputs were notably longer, indicating that it captures
more concise and accurate key visual or background information. Apart from this, in the case of fine-
tuning, the two methods we proposed primarily enable models to comprehend the stylistic elements
of the ground truth commentary and the specific content in SCORES. However, these methods do not
enhance the models’ ability to capture pivotal visual or background information, which explains the
reason for the fine-tuned models’ underperformance compared with zero-shot models. Therefore,
we believe that establishing a keyword repository for the model to perform Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) Lewis et al. (2021) or employing methods such as VisCoT Shao et al. (2024)
to enhance the model’s ability to capture visual information would be key strategies for further
improving the model’s commentary capabilities.

6 Conclusion & Limitations

In this paper, we introduce a novel benchmark named SCBench for Video LLMs, focusing on
the complex task of sports video commentary. We develop CommentarySet, a dataset comprising
5,775 annotated clips across six sports categories, and propose a six-dimensional metric, SCORES,
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Ground Truth Commentary: "Cheng had been the world leader before this 
competition started."

Commentary 1: 
"Cheng Chao Tsun, the man who's 
been in great form in 2019."

Commentary 2: 
"So, we have Cheng, the Olympic 
champion from Rio, the silver 
medalist from London, the four-time 
national champion from China."

A: 
Prefer 1 

B: 
About the same

C: 
Prefer 2👆 👆😐

Figure 6: An example question and choices from the user study

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

BLEU CIDEr Vanilla LLM SCORES Human Evaluator

A

B

C

Figure 7: Results of user study (15 samples). Bars represent traditional metrics (BLEU, CIDEr,
Vanilla LLM), while the line represents our SCORES and human evaluators (the dark red part is the
overlap).

specially designed to evaluate the task. Our experiments reveal significant limitations in the
competence of current models and fine-tuning methods, providing a foundation for advancing Video
LLMs’ capabilities in complex visual understanding and text generation.

There are two main limitations. First, we have not yet tested SCBench on closed-source Multimodal
Large Language Models (MLLMs) that cannot directly process video data, such as GPT-4V and
Gemini-1.5 Pro. In previous works, these MLLMs often achieved SOTA, surpassing Video LLMs.
We anticipate that Video LLMs could eventually outperform these MLLMs, and we hope that our
work will provide new insights for future research. Besides, our proposed fine-tuning methods
currently fail to effectively address the fundamental issues of the current model, highlighting the need
for future structural improvements.
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– Further Discussion
• Extended Limitations

B Extended Related Work

B.1 Metrics for Benchmarking VideoLLMs

In the current benchmarks of Video LLMs, many different metrics have been used. Therefore, we
add this section to discuss the metrics employed in these works.

In terms of evaluation metrics, most benchmarks, have used QA tasks for assessment. These studies
involve extensive manual annotation of videos to create QA pairs. There are two exceptions: one is
Youku-mPLUG Xu et al. (2023), and the other is TempCompass Liu et al. (2024c). Youku-mPLUG
generates captions for given videos, which are evaluated using traditional NLP metrics like BLEU,
METEOR, and ROUGE. Conversely, TempCompass evaluates MLLMs by curating videos with
candidate caption components, requiring VideoLLMs to select appropriate textual elements and
generate captions. Accuracy is assessed by backtracking from the generated captions to the originally
chosen components with GPT. The above metrics are based on the explicit feature or QA pairs, which
fall short of the ability to evaluate the sports commentary task with higher openness and more implicit
meaning. In this case, there is an urgent need for a task-specific metric. That’s the importance of our
proposed SCORES.

C Supplementary Experiment Details

C.1 Hyperparameters & Prompts

For more details of our experiment, we provide additional hyperparameters adopted during the
experimental process, as shown in Tab. 4. Furthermore, we also provide the specific content of the
prompt/system messages used at each step during our experiments, as detailed below:
First, we define the Dimension Bank, which includes the description of the six dimensions, and will
be used repeatedly later:
Dimension Bank:
1. "Key Events Caption: Describe key events in the match, such as scores, turnovers, fouls, substitution
etc.",
2. "Technical Detail Analysis: Explain the technical actions of the players, such as passing, shooting,
defensive strategies, dribbling techniques etc.",
3. "Background Information Interpretation: Introduce the background, performance, and individual
characteristics of the players or the history, performance records, and current competitive status of
the teams.",
4. "Tactical Analysis: Explain the tactical arrangements and substitutions of the teams or analyze the
execution of tactics by players and teams during the match.",
5. "Match Situation Interpretation: Analyze and interpret the current situation on the field, such as
the score, trends, etc.; or predict the progression of the match.",
6. "Emotional Expression: Convey emotions through interjections or tone, such as ’Great shot!’,
’Beautiful!’, ’Oh no!’, etc., or use vivid language and emotional delivery to enhance the audience’s
sense of involvement and engagement."

GPT merging
System Message : " S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f

p r o v i d i n g l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s ,
a n a l y s e s , and i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by
p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing
e x p e r i e n c e f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d
i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e
game . Your t a s k i s t o a s s i s t u s e r s i n d e t e r m i n i n g whe the r
two s e q u e n t i a l commen ta r i e s s h o u l d be merged i n t o one
based on t h e i r RELEVANCE and FLUENCY. Bes ides , i f one
commentary i s ve ry s h o r t , i t i s l i k e l y needed t o be
merged . "
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Prompt : " The c u r r e n t commentary i s : [ C u r r e n t Commentary ] ; t h e
n e x t commentary i s : [ Next Commentary ] . Should t h e y be
merged based on t h e i r RELEVANCE and FLUENCY? Respond wi th
’ True ’ o r ’ F a l s e ’ ONLY. "

GPT Label Generation

System Message : " S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f
p r o v i d i n g l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s ,
a n a l y s e s , and i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by
p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing
e x p e r i e n c e f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d
i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e
game . There a r e 6 main c a t e g o r i e s o f commentary :
[ Dimension Bank ] . Based on t h e g i v e n commentary , your
t a s k i s h e l p u s e r s e l e c t t h e most a p p r o p r i a t e c a t e g o r y ( s )
( one o r m u l t i p l e i f a p p l i c a b l e ) . For example , i f t h e
commentary i s a b o u t e m o t i o n a l e x p r e s s i o n , you need t o
answer ’ 5 ’ ; i f i t f i t s bo th r e a l − t ime d e s c r i p t i o n and
background i n f o r m a t i o n , you need t o answer ’1 , 2 ’ ; i f i t
does n o t f a l l i n t o any o t t h e g i v e n c a t e g o r i e s , answer
’ None ’ . "

Prompt : " The g i v e n commentary i s : [ T a r g e t Commentary ] ; what
c a t e g o r i e s ( o r c a t e g o r y ) i n t h e i n s t r u c t i o n f i t ( s ) t h e
commentary b e s t ? NO MORE THAN THREE SELECTIONS . Give me
t h e answr d i r e c t l y , NO EXPLANATION . "

Six-Dimensional GPT-Based Evaluation (SCORES)

System Message : " S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f
p r o v i d i n g l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s ,
a n a l y s e s , and i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by
p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing
e x p e r i e n c e f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d
i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e
game . There a r e [ k ] main c a t e g o r i e s o f commentary : [ chose
k d e s c r i p t i o n from Dimension Bank a c c o r d i n g t o t h e g i v e n
l a b e l ] . Based on t h e c a t e g o r i e s men t ioned above , your
t a s k i s t o g r a d e t h e model commentary t o r e f e r t o t h e
g i v e n ground t r u t h commentary . P l e a s e g r a d e t h e model
commentary now , and ONLY GIVE ME ONE f l o a t i n g − p o i n t
number between 0−10 and NOTHING ELSE . ( 0 means e x t r e m e l y
bad and 10 means p e r f e c t ) "

Prompt : " Here a r e t h e g t commentary and t h e model commentary :
g t commentary : [GT Commentary ] ; model commentary : [ Model
Commentary ] P l e a s e g r a d e t h e model commentary now , and
PLEASE ONLY GIVE me ONE f l o a t i n g − p o i n t number between
0−10 and NOTHING ELSE . ( 0 means e x t r e m e l y bad and 10 means
p e r f e c t ) "

Traditional GPT-Based Evaluation

System Message : " S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f
p r o v i d i n g l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s ,
a n a l y s e s , and i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by
p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing
e x p e r i e n c e f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d
i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e
game . Your t a s k i s t o g r a d e t h e model commentary
r e f e r r i n g t o t h e g i v e n ground t r u t h commentary , based on
t h e s i m i l a r i t y . P l e a s e g r a d e t h e model commentary now ,
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and ONLY GIVE ME ONE f l o a t i n g − p o i n t number between 0−10
and NOTHING ELSE . ( 0 means e x t r e m e l y bad and 10 means
p e r f e c t ) "

Prompt : " Here a r e t h e g t commentary and t h e model commentary :
g t commentary : [GT Commentary ] ; model commentary : [ Model
Commentary ] P l e a s e g r a d e t h e model commentary now , based
on t h e s i m i l a r i t y wi th g t commentary , and PLEASE ONLY
GIVE me ONE f l o a t i n g − p o i n t number between 0−10 and
NOTHING ELSE . ( 0 means e x t r e m e l y bad and 10 means p e r f e c t ) "

Video LLMs Inference & ICL Training

Prompt : " S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f
p r o v i d i n g l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s ,
a n a l y s e s , and i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by
p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing
e x p e r i e n c e f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d
i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e
game . In t h i s v ideo , you s h o u l d p r o v i d e commentary based
on t h e [ k ] c a t e g o r i e s men t ioned below : [ chose k
d e s c r i p t i o n from Dimension Bank a c c o r d i n g t o t h e g i v e n
l a b e l ] . IGNORE t h e commenta tor i n t h e v i d e o COMPLETELY,
which means your commentary s h o u l d NOT i n c l u d e t h e
commenta tor . Your t a s k as a p r o f e s s i o n a l commenta tor i s
t o p r o v i d e commentary t o enhance t h e viewer ’ s
u n d e r s t a n d i n g and en joyment o f t h e game . You s h o u l d
p r o v i d e commentary based on t h e above ment ioned s e v e r a l
c a t e g o r i e s . "

CoT Training

Prompt : S p o r t s commentary r e f e r s t o t h e p r a c t i c e o f p r o v i d i n g
l i v e o r pos t − e v e n t v e r b a l d e s c r i p t i o n s , a n a l y s e s , and
i n s i g h t s a b o u t a s p o r t s c o m p e t i t i o n by p r o f e s s i o n a l
commenta to r s . I t a ims t o enhance t h e v iewing e x p e r i e n c e
f o r a u d i e n c e s by o f f e r i n g d e t a i l e d i n f o r m a t i o n , t a c t i c a l
breakdowns , and h i g h l i g h t s o f t h e game . There a r e s i x
p o s s i b l e p e r s p e c t i v e s you s h o u l d f o c u s on : ( 1 ) Key Ev en t s
C a p t i o n : D e s c r i b e s c r u c i a l match e v e n t s l i k e s c o r e s ,
f o u l s , and s u b s t i t u t i o n s . ( 2 ) T e c h n i c a l D e t a i l A n a l y s i s :
Focuses on p l a y e r t e c h n i q u e s and s t r a t e g i e s such as
p a s s i n g , s h o o t i n g , and d e f e n d i n g . ( 3 ) Background
I n f o r m a t i o n I n t e r p r e t a t i o n : P r o v i d e s i n s i g h t s i n t o p l a y e r
backg rounds and team h i s t o r i e s , i n c l u d i n g p e r f o r m a n c e
r e c o r d s and c u r r e n t s t a n d i n g s . ( 4 ) T a c t i c a l A n a l y s i s :
Ana lyzes team t a c t i c s and p l a y e r e x e c u t i o n s d u r i n g t h e
match . ( 5 ) Match S i t u a t i o n I n t e r p r e t a t i o n : D i s c u s s e s
c u r r e n t match c o n d i t i o n s and p o t e n t i a l f u t u r e
d e v e l o p m e n t s . ( 6 ) Emot iona l E x p r e s s i o n : C a p t u r e s and
conveys t h e e m o t i o n a l a s p e c t o f t h e game wi th
i n t e r j e c t i o n s o r emot ive l a n g u a g e t o engage t h e a u d i e n c e
f u r t h e r . Based on t h i s s p o r t s v i d e o and t h e commentary
p e r s p e c t i v e s ment ioned above , p r o v i d e a c o n c i s e and
c o h e r e n t commentary .
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Table 4: This section provides a detailed explanation of the hyperparameters used by the model.
Others refers to certain hyperparameters specific to the model. The - symbol does not necessarily
indicate that the model lacks this hyperparameter; rather, it means that the parameter is not explicitly
set in the configuration.

Video LLms Max New Tokens Temperature Num Sampled Frames Others

VILA 512 0.2 - Num Beams = 1
LLaVA-NeXT-Video - - 32 Spatial Pooling Stride = 2, Spatial Pooling Output Channels = 1024
Video-LLaVA 512 0.2 - -
Kangaroo 512 0.2 - Top-p = 0.9
LongVA - - 32 32
Chat-UniVi-1.5 - 0.2 256(max) num beams = 1, Top-p = none
Intern-VL-chat-2 - - - Num Segments = 32, Input Size = 448
Intern-VL-Chat-1.5 - - - Num Segments = 32, Input Size = 448

C.2 Additional Experiment Analysis

C.3 Comparison with Traditional Metrics

In the Analysis section of our experiment, we examined the advantages of our Metric compared to
traditional NLP Metrics such as BLEU and CIDEr. However, we have not yet conducted a comparison
with GPT evaluation without our proposed six-dimensions (A.K.A Vanilla GPT Evaluation).
The process of Vanilla GPT Evaluation is as follows: First, we provide the definition of sports
video commentary task to the GPT judge. Then, for each video clip, we input both the ground truth
commentary and the model-generated commentary. Finally, we ask the GPT to directly score the
model-generated commentary based on its similarity to the ground truth. The detailed prompt is
mentioned above.
In Tab. 6, we demonstrate the results of both NLP metrics and Vanilla GPT Evaluation. From the
table, we can observe that while Vanilla GPT Evaluation exhibits a certain degree of consistency with
our results in terms of model ranking, the scores produced by this method are very close to each other,
making it difficult to clearly distinguish the capabilities of different models. Moreover, this method
does not offer the possibility for more granular evaluation and analysis. In contrast, our approach not
only assesses the overall performance of the models but also evaluates specific sub-abilities, such as
the ability to express emotions, as demonstrated by the results under Label-6(Emotional Expression).

C.3.1 Analysis Cross Different Sports

The characteristics of each sport, including complexity, action frequency, and game pace, significantly
influence how models perform in generating commentary
. Sports requiring detailed commentary, such as gymnastics and tennis, which have an average
duration of 16.49 and 26.27 seconds with a commentary length of 34.68 and 27.86 words respectively,
challenge models to maintain coherence over longer durations. Models like InternVL-Chat-2 excel in
these sports, scoring 5.31 in gymnastics and 4.98 in tennis, demonstrating superior performance in
processing long videos and generating extended commentary texts.
In fast-paced sports like table tennis and basketball which have shorter durations and higher com-
mentary frequency, the model’s ability to process and comprehend dense events is challenged.
LLaVA-NeXT-Video performs better in these two categories than tennis and gymnastics, indicating
its excellence in comprehending dense events. Here we list more examples of the model-generated
commentaries across six categories of sports in Fig. 10, 12, 11, 13, 14, 15,.

C.3.2 Comparison Between Zero-shot & Fine-tuned Models

We further present a more detailed comparison of the outputs from models fine-tuned with ICL and
CoT training methods versus those of the zero-shot model, as shown in Fig. 8. As mentioned in
the experimental section of the paper, the outputs from models fine-tuned using these two methods
demonstrate a noticeable adoption of specific commentary styles compared to the zero-shot models.
This is evident from the increased volume of specific content and reduced redundancy in the generated
commentary. Additionally, the fine-tuned outputs are more detailed rather than general captions.
However, compared to the ground-truth commentary, the fine-tuned outputs still exhibit issues such
as inaccurate or incorrect information representation, and in some cases, even hallucinations (see the
result of ICL in the upper part of Fig. 8). These observations indicate that further improvements at the
structural level of the model are necessary to address these issues fundamentally, thereby enhancing
the model’s ability to generate accurate and context-aware sports video commentary.
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Label: ①Key Events Caption ②Technical Detail Analysis

Groundtruth Commentary: Seeing each other up and then Leno down sharply to get a hold of the ball for Arsenal.

Zero-shot:
Key Events: The video captures a soccer 

game where a player from the red team 
scores a goal, leading to celebrations from 
the teammates. The goalkeeper also makes 
a save, preventing the ball from going into 
the net.

Technical Detail Analysis: The video 
showcases the technical skills of the players, 
such as dribbling, passing, and shooting. 
One player from the red team displays 
excellent dribbling skills, navigating through 
the opposing team's defense. The 
goalkeeper's save is a testament to their 
ability to react quickly and make crucial 
stops. Additionally, the video highlights the 
teamwork and coordination between the 
players, as they work together to create 
scoring opportunities and defend against the 
opposing team.

Chat-
UniVi

ICL:
And that's going to be a second 

yellow for Granic Chaka.

CoT:
The generated commentary is: 

Now, the goalkeeper has to make a 
save. It's a good one, too. It's a good 
one.

Zero-shot:
Key Events Caption: The video captures 

a soccer match where a player scores a goal, 
and the crowd cheers. The goalie falls on the 
ground, and the player celebrates with his 
teammates. The video also shows a player 
falling on the ground while trying to catch 
the ball.

Technical Detail Analysis: The video 
showcases the technical skills of the players, 
such as passing, shooting, and defending. 
The goalie's fall on the ground is an example 
of a failed attempt to prevent the goal. The 
player who scores the goal demonstrates 
excellent ball control and accuracy. The 
celebration of the player with his teammates 
highlights the teamwork and camaraderie in 
soccer. The player who falls while trying to 
catch the ball shows the physical demands 
of the sport. Overall, the video showcases 
the excitement and intensity of a soccer 
match.</s>

Video
-

LLaVA

ICL:
And the ball is going to be with 

Liverpool.</s>

CoT:
And it was a good ball, but 

Matic was in the way.</s>

Zero-shot:
The tennis match is taking place on a 

grass court, which is a rare surface for 
professional tennis. The players are dressed 
in red and white, which is a traditional color 
scheme for tennis attire. The match is part 
of the Olympics, and the players are 
competing for gold, silver, and bronze 
medals. The crowd is enthusiastic, and the 
atmosphere is electric. The players are 
highly skilled, and the match is intense, with 
both players displaying excellent form and 
technique. The match is being played in 
front of a large audience, and the players are 
putting their best efforts to win the game. 
The players are using their rackets to hit the 
ball back and forth, displaying their agility 
and speed. The match is a testament to the 
players' dedication and hard work, and it is a 
thrilling experience for the viewers.

Chat-
UniVi

ICL:
And then you've got the Olympic 

champion, the gold medalist from 
London 2012, against the gold medalist 
from the 2008 Beijing Olympics.

CoT:
Sure, I can do that.

Zero-shot:
So these are the guys that are going to 

play for a gold silver, and a bronze.</s>"

Video
-

LLaVA

ICL:
And the tennis world has been 

waiting for this for a long time.</s>

CoT:
And this is the man who has 

now won four of the last seven 
Grand Slam tournaments.</s>

Label: ①Background Information

Groundtruth Commentary: Federer of course has played eight finals of the All England Championship at Wimbledon, winning seven 
and losing only to Rafael Nadal in 2008.

Figure 8: Examples of the comparison of the generated commentaries by zero-shot and fine-
tuned models in soccer and tennis.
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Table 5: The comparison of various benchmarks encompasses several key aspects: the number of
clips (Clips), the average duration of the videos (Average Duration), the method of annotation
(Anno., M/A means the manually/automatic manner), the average number of prompt tokens (Prompt
Tokens), whether the videos are sourced from a broad range of domains (Multi-Domain), and
whether provide task specific multi-dimensional labels for the commentary (Multi-Dimensional
Label).

Dataset Clips Average Duration(s) Anno. Prompt Tokens Multi-Domain Multi-Dimensional Label

MSRVTT-QA Xu et al. (2017) 2,990 15.2 A 8.4 " %

MSVD-QA Xu et al. (2017) 504 9.8 A 7.6 " %

TGIF-QA Jang et al. (2017) 9,575 3.0 A&M 20.5 " %

ActivityNet-QA Yu et al. (2019) 800 111.4 M 10.2 % %

NExT-QA Xiao et al. (2021) 1,000 39.5 A 25.3 " %

MVBench Li et al. (2024) 3,641 16.0 A 27.3 " %

Video-Bench Ning et al. (2023a) 5,917 56.0 A&M 21.3 " %

EgoSchema Mangalam et al. (2023) 5,063 180.0 A&M 126.8 % %

AutoEval-Video Chen et al. (2024a) 327 14.6 M 11.9 " %

TempCompass Liu et al. (2024c) 410 11.4 A&M 49.2 " %

Video-MME Fu et al. (2024) 900 1017.9 M 35.7 " %

SCBench (ours) 5,775 14.5 A&M 207.9 " "

C.4 Samples of the Human Evaluation Questionaire

Here, we list and visualize some of the questions from the human evaluation questionnaire, including
the ground truth commentary, commentary 1, and commentary 2, as shown in Fig. 9.

D Additional Information About CommentarySet

D.1 File Structure

In this section, we introduce the structure of CommentarySet:

• CommentarySet
– commentary

* athletics_final.json
* basketball_final.json
* . . .

– video
* athletics(category)

· 001(video_id)/5(clip_id).mp4
· 001(video_id)/7(clip_id).mp4
· . . .

* basketball(category)
* . . .

– test.json
– train.json

File test.json and train.json respectively contain the lists of samples in the test subset and the
train subset. File athletics_final.json contains information related to each clip, detailed as
follows:

• id: The id of the clip, where each clip has a unique id. The structure is "video_id" + "-"
+ "clip_id". For example, the clip with the id "003-992" in athletics_final.json
represents clip 992 of video 003 in athletics.

• category: The sports category to which the video in the clip belongs.
• timestamp (start_time & end_time): The start and end timestamps of the clip in the

original video.
• text: The ground truth commentary corresponding to the clip.
• label: The six-dimensional label corresponding to the clip.
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Ground Truth Commentary "He's now hit two pieces, after a disappointing start on floor, and that is going to definitely build his confidence."
Commentary 1 "We've got the likes of Claudia Fragabene, Amy Tinkler, and Rebecca Downey."
Commentary 2 "We're going to get two rounds of each gymnast, and the best score will count towards the team total."

Ground Truth Commentary "So once again Del Potrow saves break points and they change ends with him leading final second.”
Commentary 1 "So here's Del Potro, Federer's opponent in the semifinal. He's got the winner's entrance, and he's coming out to play against 
Federer."
Commentary 2 "So Roger Federer has to work really hard to hold this game. He had to work hard to hold the second and third games of the 
third set against Juan Martin Del Potro in the semi-finals of Wimbledon in 2009. He won that match 3-6, 7-6, 2-6, 6-3, 6-5. So he has to work 
hard to hold this game."

Ground Truth Commentary  "Seeing each other up and then Leno Gao sharply to get a hold of the ball for Arsenal.”
Commentary 1 "And he's got the double movement, the push on Lichstein, and the referee pointing to the spot."
Commentary 2 "Now, the goalkeeper has to be so focused and so ready to react to any shot or cross that the opponent might make."

Ground Truth Commentary "Great finish by Horvette and look at that"
Commentary 1 "And the ball, again, it's a tough box out for both teams. And the ball just falls to Petrushev."
Commentary 2 "And again, it's those steps, the little baby steps, that are going to lead them in the right direction."

Ground Truth Commentary "Back to a six point game. Oh, and the foul."
Commentary 1 "And the ball goes off of Jackson and out of bounds with a foul. So the USA will start the second round with a 6-point lead."
Commentary 2 "So the USA is now out of timeout, down 49, coming out of the timeout to..."

Ground Truth Commentary "I think it was a great win for Liverpool in a sense that a Liverpool of 18 months ago wouldn't have won that ga
me.”
Commentary 1 "He's been a great centre-back, he's been a great goalkeeper."
Commentary 2 "It's been a competition that's been good for England's Liverpool fans."

Ground Truth Commentary "Really if you want to be looking towards Budapest, and Patterson, it was a brilliant breakthrough for his bronze 
medal in Birmingham.”
Commentary 1 "We've got a very good field in this 200 metres.”
Commentary 2 "He's been in good form so far in these early 5,000 metres of the year."

Ground Truth Commentary "So really good to see him here as the ninth highest qualifier for this high bar final."
Commentary 1 "And this is a man who has had a very, very successful competition so far. He's had a couple of little errors in there, but 
nothing major."
Commentary 2 "The second highest in qualification, 12.5, the fourth strongest in qualifying, 13.1, the sixth strongest, 13.2, and the ninth 
strongest, 13.3."

Ground Truth Commentary "Just got in ahead of Zebani, Nunggosi, and Bosey at least in lane 6."
Commentary 1 "The African athletes have been competing in the Southern Hemisphere."
Commentary 2 "So 469 seconds, a new personal best for Mudane."

Human Evaluation Question List (9 samples)

Figure 9: Samples of our Human Evaluation Questionnaire

D.2 Benchmarks Comparison

We compare the key elements of our dataset and benchmark with previous benchmarks, as shown in
Tab. 5

D.3 Further Discussin

Aside from the detailed description of the dataset provided in the article, in this section, we’ll provide
more points, including the importance of CommentarySet and its potential applications:

• CommentarySet is the first commentary task encompasses a wide range of sports. As
mentioned in the article, existing datasets like TenniSet Faulkner and Dick (2017) and
SoccerNet Deliège et al. (2021), which are sports video caption datasets, mainly focus on a
single sport and do not provide commentary. Therefore, CommentarySet is an unprecedented
dataset for sports video commentary tasks.

• This paper applies the dataset to Video LLMs, and it can also be used to Image LLMs and
MLLMs. The task of generating commentary based on a given video and prompt can be
transformed into other forms. For example, if we convert the video into a series of images
and use ImageLLMs to generate commentary for these consecutive images, it can also be an
extended task on CommentarySet. Therefore, CommentarySet supports more multimodal
sports video commentary tasks, providing opportunities for future work.
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Table 6: Comparisson with Traditional Metrics Models’ performance across different sub-tasks in
CommentarySet evaluated by multiple metrics.

Model Name Model
Params

Traditional Metric Average On Our Metric(0-10)
BLEU(0-100) CIDEr(0-1) Vanilla GPT(0-10)

Mini-InternVL-Chat-4B-V1-5 4B 0.43 0.12 2.95 4.40
Video-LLaVA 7B 0.67 0.08 2.07 2.55
LongVA 7B 0.39 0.10 2.67 3.85
LLaVA-NeXT-Video 7B 0.35 0.10 2.90 4.20
Chat-UniVi-1.5 7B 0.56 0.11 2.64 3.37
Kangaroo 8B 0.83 0.01 1.26 1.79
VILA 34B 0.66 0.09 2.74 3.40
InternVL-Chat-2 40.1B 0.32 0.11 3.33 5.44
Video-LLaVA-f-c 7B 2.11 0.06 2.18 2.70
Chat-UniVi-1.5-c 7B 2.57 0.06 2.52 3.42

• By using the six-dimensional analysis method like CommentarySet, we can conduct more
in-depth research on commentary styles. For instance, by statistically analyzing a large
amount of commentary material for a particular sport or commentator and calculating the
proportions of the six dimensions, we can determine the tendencies in their commentary
style In this way, we might be able to mimic various commentary styles by pre-specifying
the six-dimensional ratios for models while generating commentary.

• CommentarySet can also be applied in other research areas and tasks, such as human-
computer interaction, real-time sports video commentary, and sports game commentary.

E Extended Limitations

Except the limitations mentioned in the paper, our work has the following two limitations: First,
although we proposed a feasible data collection method, the dataset we collected is relatively small
and does not cover a diverse range of sports categories (currently limited to six types). Future work
can expand the CommentarySet using our proposed method to include more sports types. Second,
while we introduced two training methods, the commentary capabilities of the current models still
lag behind human-level performance. Further research is needed to develop more effective model
architectures or training methods to address this gap.
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Figure 10: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in basketball. The
sections highlighted in different colors represent the content corresponding to each label. The
same applies to subsequent cases.
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Figure 10: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in basketball.

Figure 11: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in soccer.
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Figure 11: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in soccer.

Figure 12: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in athletics.
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Figure 12: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in athletics.

Figure 13: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in tennis.
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Figure 13: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in tennis.
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Figure 14: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in tabletennis.
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Figure 14: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries.

Figure 15: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in tabletennis.
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Figure 16: An example of the comparison of the generated commentaries in tabletennis.
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