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Abstract—Multimodal large language models have become a
popular topic in deep visual understanding due to many promising
real-world applications. However, hour-long video understanding,
spanning over one hour and containing tens of thousands of visual
frames, remains under-explored because of 1) challenging long-
term video analyses, 2) inefficient large-model approaches, and 3)
lack of large-scale benchmark datasets. Among them, in this paper,
we focus on building a large-scale hour-long long video benchmark,
HLV-1K, designed to evaluate long video understanding models.
HLV-1K comprises 1009 hour-long videos with 14,847 high-quality
question answering (QA) and multi-choice question asnwering
(MCQA) pairs with time-aware query and diverse annotations,
covering frame-level, within-event-level, cross-event-level, and
long-term reasoning tasks. We evaluate our benchmark using
existing state-of-the-art methods and demonstrate its value for
testing deep long video understanding capabilities at different
levels and for various tasks. This includes promoting future long
video understanding tasks at a granular level, such as deep
understanding of long live videos, meeting recordings, and movies.

Index Terms—multimodal large language models, long video
understanding, benchmarks, question answering

I. INTRODUCTION

The advent of large language models, particularly multimodal
large language models (MM-LLMs), has revolutionized deep
visual understanding [1], [2]. These models excel in tasks such
as image captioning [3], visual question answering [4], and
video summarization [5], [6]. Long videos, spanning over an
hour and containing tens of thousands of frames, pose unique
challenges, including maintaining long-term dependencies [7],
managing complex temporal dynamics [8], and processing vast
amounts of visual information [9]. Understanding long videos
remains difficult due to: 1) the inherent complexity of extended
video content [10], 2) the lack of efficient models for hour-level
tokens, and 3) the absence of large-scale benchmark datasets.

Despite the advancements in MM-LLMs, the specific chal-
lenges posed by long videos necessitate specialized benchmarks.
The sheer length and complexity of long videos introduce
issues such as noise and redundancy, memory and computation
constraints, and the need for effective temporal reasoning [10],
[11]. Existing benchmarks [8], [12] often fall short in addressing
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these challenges comprehensively, focusing primarily on shorter
video clips or lacking detailed temporal annotations. This gap
highlights the necessity for a dedicated benchmark that can
rigorously evaluate the capabilities of models in understanding
long videos, ensuring they can handle the intricacies of
extended video content.

To advance the field of long-video understanding, we intro-
duce HLV-1K, a large-scale benchmark specifically designed
to evaluate models on hour-long videos. As shown in Fig.
1, HLV-1K includes over 1,000 hour-long videos, annotated
with 20,000 high-quality general question answering (QA)
and multiple-choice question answering (MCQA) pairs with
time-aware queries. As shown in Fig. 1(c), the query lengths
vary, mapping different information in the long videos. These
annotations encompass a wide range of tasks, including frame-
level, within-event-level, cross-event-level, and long-term-level
reasoning. The benchmark aims to provide a comprehensive
evaluation framework that challenges models to maintain long-
term dependencies, understand intricate temporal relationships,
and process extensive visual information.

The creation of HLV-1K involves a rigorous selection and
annotation process to ensure the inclusion of diverse and high-
quality content. Compared with existing long video benchmarks
in Table I, our HLV-1K has the following key features:
• Hour-long video benchmark. While most video bench-

marks, such as MSVD-QA [13], VideoVista [14] and
LongVideoBench [8], focus on second-level or minute-
level video understanding, the videos in the HLV-1K
dataset are all over half an hour in length.

• Diverse tasks across different levels. HLV-1K includes
both QA and MCQA tasks, encompassing a variety of
reasoning tasks. This is in contrast to other long video
benchmarks, such as Video-MME [15] and LVBench [16],
which primarily use only MCQA in benchmark designing.
Additionally, HLV-1K provides reasoning questions based
on visual information at the frame-level, within-event-
level, cross-event-level, and long-term-level, offering a
comprehensive assessment of a model’s capabilities in
long-video understanding.

• Time-specific queries. HLV-1K annotations include pre-
cise time information linking QA queries to video content,
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Fig. 1: HLV-1K: (a) Video category distribution, (b) Video duration distribution, and (c) Duration distribution of time-specific
query.

ensuring models are evaluated on their ability to reason
about temporal relationships and long-term dependencies.

To the best of our knowledge, HLV-1K is the largest long-
video (i.e., each exceeds half an hour) benchmark dataset.
In this paper, we detail the design and construction of the
HLV-1K benchmark, highlighting the benchmark construction
process. We also evaluate the dataset using existing state-of-
the-art methods, demonstrating its value in advancing long-
video understanding tasks. Our results reveal the strengths
and limitations of current models, providing valuable insights
into areas that require further research and development. By
introducing HLV-1K, we aim to spur progress in the field of
long-video understanding and facilitate the development of
more advanced multimodal models capable of handling the
complexities of long video content.

II. RELATED WORK

A. MM-LLMs for Long Video Understanding
Multimodal LLMs integrate LLMs with visual modality

encoders and show promising performance in visual under-
standing tasks, especially image and short video understanding
tasks [17]–[20]. However, visual understanding for long videos
that span minutes or even hours can be challenging due to
the varying scenes and visual content, which dramatically
increase spatial and temporal details and require capturing
long-term correlations over extended time spans [10]. On
one hand, most existing long video understanding methods
focus on compressing sequential visual frame tokens, providing
reasonable performance on minute-level long video under-
standing tasks [21], [22]. On the other hand, some methods
opt to fine-tune models on longer video datasets, such as
Moment-10M [23], and employ more efficient visual data
compression [24] or long-term information preserving methods
[25] to enhance the capability of handling hour-level long video
understanding. These approaches aim to balance the need for
detailed visual information with the computational efficiency
required to process extended video content effectively.

B. Long Video Benchmarking

To benchmark models’ abilities in long video understanding,
several new long video benchmarks have been introduced
recently. Some datasets feature videos lasting several minutes
[8], [26], with some extending over an hour [11], [15], [26],
significantly larger than commonly used short video bench-
marks with videos shorter than one minute [12], [13]. These
benchmarks are designed to evaluate models’ performance in
handling the increased complexity and diverse content of long
videos, featuring varying topics and multiple task types.

As shown in Table I, compared to these pioneering hour-
level datasets, our proposed HLV-1K dataset includes more
videos and high-quality question-answer pairs. We have clearly
constructed two tasks, QA and MCQA, at different levels of
long videos, with a greater diversity of task types. Additionally,
our question-answer pairs are all time-specific, introducing an
accurate decomposition of the time dimension in long videos.
This facilitates a better exploration of the time perception
ability of large models, enabling more precise and effective
long video understanding.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF HLV-1K

In this section, we detail the construction of HLV-1K,
including video collection, QA and MCQA labeling, and data
refinement for high-quality annotations, as shown in Fig. 2.

A. Data Collection

Based on the HD-VILA [27], a high-resolution and diverse
video dataset, we collect raw videos from public resources.
To obtain long videos, we select those with the largest sub-
clip timestamps exceeding 30 minutes from HD-VILA and
download over 1,500 long videos from YouTube. During the
collection stage, we manually filter out low-quality videos and
those with redundant content. Finally, we curate around 1,009
long videos covering various topics, including Entertainment,
Film, Travel, Animation, Blogs, Comedy, Technology, Animals,
and others such as Gaming and Music.



TABLE I: Comparison of long video understanding benchmarks

Benchmark Num. of Videos Video Duration Num. of Labels Multi-Task Multi-Level Multi-Type Time-Aware

LongVideoBench [8] 3,763 7.9 min 6,678 ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗
MLVU [26] 1,334 12.0 min 2,593 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
Video-MME [15] 900 17.0 min 2,700 ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗
HourVideo [11] 500 45.7 min 12,976 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗
LVBench [16] 103 68.4 min 1,549 ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗

HLV-1K 1,009 55.0 min 14,847 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Long Videos Long Video Frames Long Video Frame
Descriptions

Long Video Event
Descriptions Long Video Labels

Frame  Extraction

Stage 1:
Long Video Collection

Stage 3:
Label Filtering and Revision

Frame  Labelling Event Labelling QA  Labelling

Stage 2: Long Video Annotation

(a) HLV-1K construction pipilne

(b) Case of QA sample in HLV-1K 

(c) Case of MCQA sample in HLV-1K 

Question:  Why are the men dressed in white space suits walking down a ramp at the beginning of the event from 76.0 to 135.0 seconds?
Options:   A. They are preparing for a space mission.            B. They are attending a space-themed party. 
                C. They are filming a movie.                                        D. They are conducting a scientific experiment on Earth.

00:01:16 00:02:15 01:00:58

Question: Between 1386.0 and 1460.0 seconds, does the woman in the floral-patterned blouse dive into the water body?
Answer:    No, the woman in the floral-patterned blouse does not dive into the water body.

00:23:06 00:24:20 00:30:40

00:00:00

00:00:00

Fig. 2: Construction of HLV-1K: (a) HLV-1K construction pipeline with data collection, data labeling and data filtering and
revision, (b) Case of QA sample in HLV-1K and (b) Case of MCQA sample in HLV-1K.

B. Data Annotation

To provide high-quality long video annotations with accurate
time information, we introduce a four-step labeling process
to generate video QA and MCQA pairs. First, we extract
dense keyframes by compressing the raw videos to obtain
more content-related keyframes. Next, we label the frame
descriptions using GPT-4o [28], incorporating details from
YOLO [29] and frame timestamp information. After that, we
introduce a sliding-window-based event detection method and
label the event descriptions with GPT-4o. Finally, we label the
videos based on the corresponding frame and event descriptions
to generate time-aware QAs and MCQAs at the frame-level,
within-event-level, cross-event-level, and long-term-level.

1) Frame Extraction: Raw hour-long videos typically have
over 100,000 frames, containing a lot of redundant information
and introducing excessive complexity to video annotation. To
address this, we compress the long videos to one frame per
second to reduce data redundancy. Subsequently, we extract
keyframes using I-frame detection methods [30]. I-frames,
which are the least compressible and do not require other
frames for decoding, contain most of the visual information
in a video. To preserve temporal continuity, we extract both
the I-frame and its preceding frame. This process results in an
average of 810 frames per long video.

2) Frame Labeling: Multimodal-LLMs show remarkable
performance in image understanding, and we adopt the com-
monly used method of annotating frame descriptions with
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Fig. 3: Distribution of benchmark annotations.

GPT-4o. Unlike other video-annotating methods that utilize
MM-LLMs directly for generating frame descriptions, we input
the object position and frame time information as conditional
information to GPT-4o. For object information, we use YOLO-
v8 [29] for object recognition and apply a high threshold
of 0.4 to identify objects and their positions in the frame
images. The combination of the frame image with the object
positions and frame time in the video is used to generate frame
descriptions. The final descriptions contain both the spatial
details and overall information of the frame, along with the
frame time. The average length of the frame descriptions is
over 100 words.

3) Event Labeling: The content of continuous frames is
usually coherent, sharing similar information, and can be cate-
gorized into the same event. Frames from the same event share
continuous visual information, while frames from different
events can be significantly different. Given the limitation of
inputting all frame descriptions to LLMs, we introduce a sliding-
window method to generate one event description from a fixed
number of frame descriptions. We set the window size to 100
frames, approximately 10 minutes of video, typically larger
than most events’ duration. This approach results in an average
of 20 events per video, with each event description averaging
around 200 words and an average event duration of 60 seconds.

4) QA Labeling: Based on the frame descriptions and
event descriptions, we create QA and MCQA pairs as video
annotations. Unlike image and short video understanding,
which focus more on frame-level spatial reasoning and within-
event-level spatiotemporal reasoning, long videos require
additional cross-event-level and long-term-level reasoning. To
align with the long video understanding task, we introduce
frame-level, within-event-level, cross-event-level, and long-
term-level reasoning tasks. Frame-level reasoning pairs are
generated using a single frame description, while within-event
reasoning pairs are derived from a single event description. In
contrast, cross-event reasoning pairs are generated using two
adjacent event descriptions, and long-term reasoning pairs are
created using all the event descriptions from the target video.

We incorporate spatial reasoning tasks for all four levels and
temporal reasoning for the other three levels, except frame-
level reasoning. One of our important features is preserving
the temporal correspondence of the question pairs in the video.
Most of the generated QA and MCQA pairs include the
corresponding start and end timestamps in the video. After this
step, we create around 5K QA and 15K MCQA pairs.

C. Data Filtering

Data filtering and label revision are crucial steps to ensure
the high quality of the benchmark. Initially, we filter out
question-answer pairs with incorrect formats or abnormal time
information. Subsequently, we manually check the annotated
labels following three specific guidelines: (1) low-quality
question-answer pairs, such as those with repeated options or
missing-answer options, are removed directly; (2) answers that
do not match the video content are revised to ensure accuracy;
and (3) time information in the questions that does not align
with the videos is modified to ensure a proper mapping between
question-answer pairs and the video content. By adhering to
these guidelines, we ultimately obtain a total of 14,847 high-
quality question-answer pairs.

D. Tasks of HLV-1K

As shown in Fig. 4, we annotate the query labels with two
types: QA and MCQA, across frame level, within-event level,
cross-event level, and long-term level. The source details with
varying-duration information for the multi-level annotations
are summarized in the supplementary materials. The question-
answer pairs cover various tasks, including character under-
standing, counting, object understanding, spatial relationships,
descriptive scenes, speed, object direction, scene understanding,
attribute change, time order, temporal relationships, causality,
plot understanding, camera direction, and action understanding.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we provide results of the state-of-art commer-
cial and open-source multimodal LLMs on our benchmarks.
The HLV-1K dataset consists of MCQAs and QAs, with



TABLE II: Long video understanding evaluation results on HLV-1K with frame-level, within-event-level, cross-event level,
long-term-level and the overall performance.

Models # LLM Params # Frames Frame-level Within-event-level Cross-event-level Long-term-level Overall

InternVL2.5 [31] 8B 120 60.72 65.02 62.73 59.34 61.24
LongVA [24] 7B 120 67.89 59.12 61.37 59.67 61.74
QWen2-VL [4] 7B 120 65.28 61.49 65.43 60.26 62.57
Kangaroo [32] 8B 120 75.23 63.57 65.04 54.60 62.71
LLaVA-OneVision [2] 7B 120 74.21 67.55 69.67 63.58 67.78

QWen2-VL [4] 72B 120 61.44 66.83 66.96 67.17 65.78
LLaVA-OneVision [2] 72B 120 80.33 75.06 77.25 68.74 74.01
LLaVA-Video [33] 72B 120 84.41 78.43 80.10 75.65 78.93

Claude 3.5 Sonnet [34] - 20 26.21 23.98 27.73 28.89 27.24
GPT-4o [28] - 120 53.88 59.08 56.64 54.37 55.48
Gemini 1.5 Pro [35] - 120 60.39 64.46 63.08 62.37 62.41
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Object understanding

Spatial-relationshipDescriptive-scene
Speed

Object-direction

Scene-understanding
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Time-order
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Camera-direction

Action-understanding

InternVL2.5_8B
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Claude 3.5 Sonnet
GPT-4o
Gemini 1.5 Pro

Fig. 4: Long video understanding evaluation results on HLV-1K
under different QA tasks.

accuracies reported both per task and in aggregate across the
entire dataset. A principal challenge in evaluating these MCQAs
and QAs, particularly for long videos, lies in preventing
information leakage across different questions. Ideally, each
MCQA should be independently evaluated to mitigate such leak-
age. However, this independent evaluation is computationally
intensive and time-consuming. Therefore, in our evaluations,
we batch questions related to specific tasks or sub-tasks together.
For predictive tasks (reasoning), we provide precise timestamps
to trim the videos, thereby enabling targeted evaluation.

A. Settings

We evaluate three commercial models, including GPT-4o
[28], Gemini 1.5 Pro [35], and Claude 3.5 Sonnet [34], as well
as state-of-the-art open-source video understanding methods,
including LLaVA-OneVision [2], LLaVA-Video [33], QWen2-
VL [4], Kangaroo [32], LongVA [24], and InternVL 2.5 [31],
on our benchmark. We evaluate the models with a fixed
frame number of 120, uniformly sampled from the video
sources, except for Claude 3.5, which accepts a maximum
of 20 video frames only and with same sampling method. To
fairly evaluate the performance of various models, we design
unified prompts for QA and MCQA tasks, respectively (details
in our supplementary materials).

B. Results & Analysis

The quantitative results for frame-level, within-event-level,
cross-event-level, and long-term-level tasks, as shown in Table
II, highlight several key insights. 1) Specialized models with
more parameters, such as LLaVA-Video, LLaVA-OneVision,
and QWen2-VL (each with 72 billion parameters), exhibit
significantly improved performance, achieving the highest
overall scores. However, 2) larger commercial models like
Gemini 1.5 Pro and GPT-4o do not perform as well in
long-video understanding tasks, with Gemini 1.5 Pro scoring
significantly lower at 62.41 compared to LLaVA-Video’s score
at 78.93. 3) Models that accept fewer frames, such as Claude 3.5
Sonnet, which processes only 20 frames, show a marked decline
in understanding and performance, underscoring the importance
of frame count in video comprehension. 4) The performance of
different models varies across task levels. For frame-level tasks,
LLaVA-Video and LLaVA-OneVision excel, while within-event-
level and cross-event-level tasks present greater challenges,
with LLaVA-Video maintaining strong performance. Long-
term-level tasks, requiring deep understanding of temporal
dependencies, are the most challenging, with LLaVA-Video
achieving the highest score, demonstrating its superior capabil-
ity in handling complex, long-term video understanding.

The radar chart in Fig. 4 illustrates the performance of
various models across different QA tasks, highlighting several
key insights. 1) Different models excel in different areas, with
varying performance all tasks for ecah model. For instance,
LLaVA-Video-72B and LLaVA-OneVision-72B show strong
performance in tasks such as character, object, plot and scene
understanding, while models like GPT-4o performs better
in the speed task than some other tasks. 2) All models
struggle with tasks requiring deep understanding, such as time-
order, temporal-relationship, counting, and camera-direction,
indicating a general weakness in these areas. This suggests that
while some models are adept at specific tasks, there is still a
significant challenge in achieving comprehensive understanding
across all QA tasks, particularly those involving complex
temporal and spatial reasoning.



V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced HLV-1K, a large-scale long-
video benchmark specifically designed to evaluate and advance
the field of time-specific long video understanding. HLV-1K
comprises 1009 hour-long videos, meticulously annotated with
around 14,847 high-quality QA and MCQA annotations with
time-aware query. These annotations span a wide range of
tasks, including frame-level, within-event-level, cross-event-
level, and long-term reasoning tasks, providing a comprehensive
evaluation framework for multimodal large language models
(MLLMs). Our benchmark addresses the unique challenges
posed by long videos, such as maintaining long-term dependen-
cies, managing complex temporal dynamics, and processing
extensive visual information. Through rigorous evaluation using
state-of-the-art methods, we demonstrated the value of HLV-
1K in pushing the boundaries of what current models can
achieve in long video understanding. We believe that HLV-1K
will serve as a critical resource for the research community,
fostering the development of more advanced and capable
models that can effectively process and understand long video
content, ultimately leading to more sophisticated applications
and technologies.
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APPENDIX 1: OVERVIEW OF HLV-1K

A. Annotation Prompts

We extract frame descriptions and further summarize event
descriptions using GPT-4o [28]. The prompts used for frame
description extraction and event description summarization are
shown in Fig. 5.

B. Frame and Event Descriptions

An example of the extracted frame description and summa-
rized event description is shown in Fig. 6. We also provide
statistics on the number of frame descriptions and event
descriptions for event videos, as well as the word count for
event frame descriptions and event descriptions, as shown in
Fig. 7.

C. Source of Multi-level Video Annotations from Frame and
Event Descriptions

The multi-level annotations are derived from various sources
of visual descriptions, as summarized in Table III.

D. Examples of Multi-task Annotation

Examples of annotations for various tasks, including char-
acter understanding, counting, object understanding, spatial
relationships, descriptive scenes, speed, object direction, scene
understanding, attribute change, time order, temporal relation-
ships, causality, plot understanding, camera direction, and
action understanding, are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9.

VI. APPENDIX 2: MODEL EVALUATION

A. Task Prompts

To fairly evaluate the performance of various models, we
design two unified prompts for both QA and MCQA tasks,
respectively. The prompts used for these two different types
of tasks across different models are shown in Fig. 10.
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Frame Description Prompt
You are analyzing a frame extracted from a video. This frame was captured at {frame_time} seconds into the video.
The frame contains the following objects: {object_descriptions}.
Your task is to provide a comprehensive and detailed description of the overall scene depicted in this frame. Ensure
that the description is coherent and integrates the time information and the main elements visible in the frame into
one single concise and well-structured paragraph. Focus on the general context and avoid delving into the specifics
of each object. Please provide only objective information and refrain from including any subjective interpretations.

Event Description Prompt
    You are an expert at understanding sequential video frame descriptions. You are requested to extract the frame
time information from the sequential frame descriptions, merge the related and coherent sequential video frame
descriptions in the front part into one video event description, and use the first frame time as the event beginning
time and the last frame time as the event end time for this event.
    ### Guidelines For Event Description:
    - Only the first complete and detailed event is need to be generated.
    - The merged event should consist of many video frames with a duration around 60 seconds. Be sure to avoid
creating events with a duration of only several seconds or thousands of seconds.
    - Please generate as detailed event descriptions as possible. Include all details from the used frame descriptions
that located in this event when generating event descriptions.
    - The tone of the event description should be as if you are describing a video event directly into one single
concise, detailed and well-structured paragraph, instead of summarizing the information from several frame
descriptions within this event. Therefore, avoid phrases found in the referred clip descriptions such as "At 2.0
seconds...", "By 10.0 seconds...", "The final/first frame", "The second event begins with", "The final frames of this
segment", etc.
    - Please provide only objective information and refrain from including any subjective interpretations.
    ### Output Format:
    1. Your output should be formatted in a JSON file.
    2. Only provide the Python dictionary string.
    3. Make sure that the begin_time is the starting time (float) of the first frame in the event, and the end_time (float)
is the ending time of the last frame in the event.
    4. You can use various descriptive sentence structures to outline the narrative progression. One example is:
{current_sentence_structure}
    The events should be listed in a JSON format with the following structure:
    [
        {{
            "event_idx": event_idx,
            "begin_time": event_begin_time,
            "end_time": event_end_time,
            "duration": event_duration,
            "event_description": event_description
        }},
        ...
    ]
    Frame descriptions:
    {video_descriptions}

Fig. 5: Prompts for Frame Description and Event Description.



Example of Frame Description

At the 89.0-second mark of the video, the frame depicts a scene featuring a rocket positioned prominently. The
rocket is located in the center on the screen, indicating it occupies a substantial portion of the frame. The
background reveals what appears to be a launch platform or gantry structure, suggesting the setting is a launch
site. The image captures the rocket in a vertical orientation, ready for what could be an impending launch,
signaled by the surrounding supporting structures and potential launch preparations. The overall scene is
characterized by a combination of the technical and industrial elements associated with space exploration, with

Example of Event Description

The event initiates with a group of men dressed in white space suits walking down a ramp, accompanied by
support staff and other individuals in white attire. A vehicle labeled 'APOLLO 11' with the image of an eagle
landing on the moon is visible, indicating a connection to the Apollo space program. Moving progressively,
several individuals in astronaut suits are positioned within a dynamic scene filled with smoke and a rocket
launch in progress, emphasizing a significant moment in space exploration. The launch environment features
an imposing rocket, billowing smoke, and an emblem associated with the Apollo missions. Continuing, the
rocket ascends into the sky surrounded by flames and plumes of smoke, with the background showcasing
expansive pathways, land, and distant water bodies. The scene captures the dramatic moment of the rocket's
ascent through the atmosphere. Additionally, the setting transitions to a prominent view of the Moon against
the backdrop of space, highlighting detailed surface features, craters, and lunar maria. The visual contrast
between the illuminated lunar surface and the dark space emphasizes the stark and dramatic nature of this
celestial body. The event concludes with the detailed focus on the Moon's surface characteristics, emphasizing
the spherical form and geological formations.

Fig. 6: Examples of Frame Description and Event Description.



Fig. 7: Distribution of the number and word of Frame and Event Descriptions.

TABLE III: Source of multi-level video annotations

Level Source

Frame-level Piece of frame description
Within-event-level Piece of event description
Cross-event-level Neighboring event descriptions
Long-term-level All event description within one video



Chacter-Understanding

Question: Is the person in the frame wearing an astronaut suit at 1639.0 seconds?
Answer: Yes.

Descriptive-Scene
Question: What celestial bodies are visible in the frame captured at 1581.0 seconds into the video?
Options:  A. Earth and Mars.    B. Earth and the Moon.    C. The Moon and Mars.   D. Earth and the Sun.
Answer:  B

Spatial-Relationship
Question: Where is the man seated in the frame at 1604.0 seconds?
Options:  A. In the back section of an aircraft cockpit.    B. In the front section of an aircraft cockpit.
                C. In the passenger cabin.                                  D. In the cargo hold.
Answer:  B

Object-Understanding

Question: Is the American flag visible on the astronaut suits in the video sequence from 7.0 to 239.0 seconds?
Answer: Yes.

Causal
Question: Why are the men dressed in white space suits walking down a ramp at the beginning of the event from 76.0 to
135.0 seconds?
Options:  A. They are preparing for a space mission.    B. They are attending a space-themed party.
                C. They are filming a movie.                          D. They are conducting a scientific experiment on Earth.
Answer:   A

Plot-Understanding
Question:  What is the main theme depicted in the video sequence from 6.0 to 3658.0 seconds?
Options:   A. The daily life of astronauts on the International Space Station.

B. The historical Apollo 11 mission and the first moon landing.
C. The development and testing of new space technologies.
D. The training and preparation of astronauts for future Mars missions.

Answer:   B
Attribute-Change

Question:  How does the terrain change as the frame transitions from the beginning to the end of the event from 2818.0 to 2876.0 second?
Options:  A. The terrain changes from a barren, rocky landscape to a lush, green environment.

B. The terrain changes from a barren, rocky landscape to a detailed view of the cratered lunar surface.
C. The terrain changes from a barren, rocky landscape to a sandy desert.
D. The terrain changes from a barren, rocky landscape to a snowy mountain range.

Answer:   B

Camera-Direction
Question:  What is the camera doing as the rocket ascends into the sky surrounded by flames and plumes of smoke from 6.0
to 3658.0 seconds?
Options:   A. The camera is moving closer to the rocket.        B. The camera is moving away from the rocket.

C. The camera is following the rocket's ascent.       D. The camera is stationary.
Answer:   C

Fig. 8: Examples of Multi-task Annotation (1).



Object-Direction
Question: In the video events from 564.0 to 624.0 seconds and H to e seconds, what direction is the woman facing when she
is introduced in the foreground?
Options:   A. Towards the large glass doors.    B. Away from the large glass doors.
                 C. Towards the coffee table.            D. Away from the coffee table."
Answer:   A

Scene-Understanding
Question: What are the different settings depicted in the video from 1453.0 to 1516.0 seconds?
Options:  A. A study or living room, an art gallery or museum, and a sweets shop.

B. A beach, a forest, and a mountain.
C. A school, a park, and a hospital.
D. A kitchen, a garden, and a library.

Answer:   A
Temporal-Relationship

Question:  What happens after the scene featuring the orange cat resting under a blue blanket with a small colorful toy nearby?
Options:  A. The scene transitions to playful interactions between two cartoon cats standing indoors with a checkerboard and a red alarm clock.

B. The scene transitions to a vibrant animated scene featuring a large orange cat resting under a blue blanket.
C. The scene transitions to a whimsical outdoor scene set against a bright blue sky featuring a cartoonish orange cat dressed in a blue

jacket and a purple tie.
D. The scene transitions to an indoor setting with light yellow vertical stripes, wall decorations, and a cozy atmosphere.

Answer:   A

Counting
Question:  How many different types of characters are depicted in the outdoor scenes from 254.0 to 344.0 seconds?
Options:  A. Two types: wolves and bears.

B. Three types: wolves, bears, and a small figure with a red cross-marked worn ambulance.
C. Four types: wolves, bears, a small figure with a red cross-marked worn ambulance, and a green character with

goggles.
D. Five types: wolves, bears, a small figure with a red cross-marked worn ambulance, a green character with

goggles, and a green-costumed bear.
Answer:   D

Time-Order
Question:  In which order do the events occur in the video from 6.0 to 3658.0 seconds?
Options:   A. The emblem of the Apollo 11 mission is shown, followed by astronauts in NASA suits, a rocket launch, a view
of the Moon, and a recovery operation in the ocean.

B. The emblem of the Apollo 11 mission is shown, followed by a recovery operation in the ocean, a rocket launch,
astronauts in NASA suits, and a view of the Moon.

C. A rocket launch is shown, followed by the emblem of the Apollo 11 mission, astronauts in NASA suits, a view
of the Moon, and a recovery operation in the ocean.

D. A view of the Moon is shown, followed by the emblem of the Apollo 11 mission, astronauts in NASA suits, a
rocket launch, and a recovery operation in the ocean.
Answer:   A

Speed
Question:  Which is faster, the rocket or the spacecraft maneuvering close to the lunar surface?,
Options:   A. The rocket.B. The spacecraft.C. Both are at the same speed.D. None of the above.
Answer:   A

Action-Understanding
Question: During the event from 7822.0 to 8089.0 seconds, does the man seated in traditional attire perform a dance in the
vibrant and ornate setting?
Answer:   No

Fig. 9: Examples of Multi-task Annotation (2).



QA Prompt

Pre Prompt: Determine whether the following open-ended
question description is correct or not based on the video.
Respond with only the correct answer (Yes or No).

Post Prompt: The answer is:

MCQA Prompt

Pre Prompt: Select the best answer to the following
multiple-choice question based on the video. Respond
with only the letter (A, B, C, or D) of the correct option.

Post Prompt: The best answer is:

Fig. 10: Prompts for MM-LLMs evaluation on HLV-1K.
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