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Abstract—The proliferation of video content production has led
to vast amounts of data, posing substantial challenges in terms
of analysis efficiency and resource utilization. Addressing this
issue calls for the development of robust video analysis tools. This
paper proposes a novel approach leveraging Generative Artificial
Intelligence (GenAI) to facilitate streamlined video analysis. Our
tool aims to deliver tailored textual summaries of user-defined
queries, offering a focused insight amidst extensive video datasets.
Unlike conventional frameworks that offer generic summaries or
limited action recognition, our method harnesses the power of
GenAI to distil relevant information, enhancing analysis precision
and efficiency. Employing YOLO-V8 for object detection and
Gemini for comprehensive video and text analysis, our solution
achieves heightened contextual accuracy. By combining YOLO
with Gemini, our approach furnishes textual summaries extracted
from extensive CCTV footage, enabling users to swiftly navigate
and verify pertinent events without the need for exhaustive
manual review. The quantitative evaluation revealed a similarity
of 72.8%, while the qualitative assessment rated an accuracy of
85%, demonstrating the capability of the proposed method.

Index Terms—Gemini, Surveillance Video Analysis, Generative
Artificial Intelligence, Object Detection

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the advancement of generative artificial
intelligence has revolutionized various industries, offering
unprecedented opportunities for optimization. GenAI [1] [2]
technologies, leveraging deep learning models, have demon-
strated remarkable capabilities in tasks ranging from natural
language processing [3] to image generation [4]. Particu-
larly in industrial settings, where efficiency and precision are
paramount, the value of GenAI has become increasingly appar-
ent. This is evidenced by its application in diverse fields such
as surveillance [5], manufacturing, and consumer behaviour
analysis. The ability of GenAI-based tools to process vast
amounts of real-time data and extract actionable insights has
positioned them as indispensable assets for businesses striving
to stay ahead in today’s competitive landscape.

These tools can detect anomalies, defects, unauthorized
access, early signs of equipment degradation, bottlenecks
and equipment malfunctions in real-time, thereby preventing
accidents, thefts, and downtime, and enabling prompt cor-
rective actions ultimately enhancing overall productivity. By
monitoring workflows, material flows, and resource utiliza-
tion, they can suggest process improvements, layout changes,
or workflow adjustments to enhance operational efficiency,

reduce waste, and maximize throughput. In terms of safety
compliance and incident investigation, these prove invaluable
by ensuring compliance with safety regulations, monitoring
work areas for safety violations, and providing real-time alerts
to supervisors. In the event of accidents or incidents, they
can analyze video footage to reconstruct events, determine
root causes, and facilitate incident investigations, aiding in the
development of preventive measures to mitigate future risks.

Over the past decade, hardware advancements leading to in-
creased processing power have facilitated feeding vast amounts
of data into complex models. Tech giants like Google, Face-
book, Apple, OpenAI, and Microsoft have invested billions
in research, yielding super-strong models. We have leveraged
Gemini [6], the latest addition, to its fullest potential for video
analysis by building on top of it.

This paper proposes a novel video analysis pipeline that
leverages GenAI to streamline the analysis process. Our tool
goes beyond generic summaries or recognizing a limited set of
actions. Instead, it focuses on providing concise textual sum-
maries tailored to user-customizable queries. This approach
eliminates irrelevant information, significantly improving the
efficiency of video content exploration and retrieval, and
catering to the specific needs of industrial applications. The
primary contributions of this paper include;

1) Specific incident identification through a customizable
prompt in videos.

2) Key incident identification and summarization of videos.
3) A novel pipeline for easy-to-use automated video anal-

ysis.
4) A qualitative and quantitative analysis to justify the

validity and accuracy of the algorithm.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II

discusses the already existing methods followed by section III
with the proposed methodology, and section IV describes the
experimental results to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
approach. The paper ends with section V followed by section
VI with future works.

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

A. General Video Summarization

General Video Summarization [7] aims to provide a high-
level overview of a video’s content. They offer a quick glimpse
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but often lack detail and may not capture specific aspects
of interest to the viewer. Traditional methods include key-
frame extraction [8], shot boundary detection (identifying
scene changes), and video segmentation [9]. More recently,
deep learning models have emerged that can analyze video
content and automatically generate summaries, often in the
form of short video clips or textual descriptions.

B. Specific Action Recognition

This approach focuses on identifying predefined actions
within videos. [10] While valuable for specific applications,
they are limited to a fixed set of actions and may not be
adaptable to diverse user queries. Traditional methods rely
on handcrafted features and motion analysis techniques to
recognize specific activities. Deep learning models, partic-
ularly convolutional neural networks (CNNs), have become
dominant in this area, achieving high accuracy in recognizing
a wide range of actions, such as walking, running, or object
manipulation [11].

C. Anomaly Detection

This technique aims to identify unusual or unexpected
events within video data. Traditional methods typically involve
statistical analysis of motion patterns or pixel-level changes.
Deep learning-based anomaly detection often utilizes auto-
encoders [12] or one-class classification models to learn the
”normal” behaviour within a video. Deviations from this
learned behaviour may then be flagged as anomalies [13].

D. Object Detection and Tracking

Identifying and tracking objects within video sequences is
a crucial aspect of video analysis. Deep learning models,
particularly YOLO [14] and Faster R-CNN [15], have become
state-of-the-art for object detection, offering high accuracy and
real-time processing capabilities [16]. Object tracking algo-
rithms then link detections across frames to follow objects’
movements.

E. Keyframe and Skimming-based Video Summarization

Keyframe-based summaries [17] rely on static content
within video samples, such as objects, colours, and other tan-
gible elements, to generate a condensed representation using
a selected set of keyframes. However, a notable drawback of
keyframe-based approaches is the loss of dynamic information
[18] present in the original video. To address this limitation
and incorporate dynamic information into the summariza-
tion process, skimming-based methods have been developed.
Skimming-based summaries [19] prioritize dynamic content
[20], including actions, behaviours, and object movements
[21], to create a summary consisting of a combination of
dynamic clips.

F. Generative AI for Video Analysis

The field of video analysis is increasingly embracing
GenAI [1] [22] techniques to create more informative and
user-centric summaries. Auto-regressive video captioning
models like Show and Tell [23] and Transformer-based

models [24] use a sequence-to-sequence learning framework
to generate textual descriptions of video content. Anomaly
detection with generative models involves training a model to
learn the ”normal” behaviour within a video. Deviations from
this learned behaviour may then be flagged as anomalies. [25]

Recent advancements in generative adversarial networks
(GANs) [26], particularly conditional GANs (cGANs), have
also shown promising results in addressing challenges such as
image de-raining in video surveillance. A generative latent-
based approach [27] has been proposed to tackle real-time
road surveillance challenges, arising from adverse weather
conditions, lighting levels, motion blur, and low-resolution
recordings from CCTV cameras. [28] These innovative
techniques demonstrate significant potential in improving
image quality and overcoming practical obstacles in real-time
surveillance systems.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we propose our novel pipeline for video
analysis as illustrated in figure 1. The video stream first
undergoes segmentation into individual frames based on a
specified frame rate, tailored to the specific use case. The
adjustment of the frame rate allows for flexibility, enabling a
higher frame rate for swiftly moving content and a lower frame
rate for slower-paced scenarios. Using an unnecessarily higher
frame rate produces repeated information at a cost of both time
and money. Therefore it is needed to find the appropriate frame
separation rate.

The frames are sequentially fed to a pre-trained Yolo model
to detect humans or other desired objects at the runtime. If
detected, the segmented frames are fed to the GenAI model,
exemplified by the Gemini Pro Vision, where a tailored prompt
guides its creative and specific output. The model’s respon-
siveness to contextual nuances is refined through manipulation
of the temperature variable, offering flexibility in shaping the
generated content. Additionally, the adaptability of the prompt
itself allows alignment with the desired output. Based on the
expected output, we have to tune the safety settings implied
by the harm category, harassment, hate speech, sexual content
and dangerous content output of the model.

The prompts were given in two methods. The following is
one sample for figure 3.

• Direct - The prompt asks Gemini Pro Vision to describe
if there is an accident happening in the image.

• Indirect - The prompt asks Gemini Pro Vision to describe
all the happenings in the image. The generated text is
then fed to Gemini Pro to see whether an accident was
happening in the image.

It was observed that the indirect method produced better
results. Gemini Pro Vision was creative in the face of com-
plicated prompts and ended up creating what was not in the
image.

To assess the model’s temporal comprehension of the scene,
evaluations were conducted using a sequence of images pre-
sented frame by frame. Additionally, a collage approach was



Fig. 1. Proposed Method Overview

Algorithm 1 Key Incident Identification and Summarization
1: Input: Surveillance video, Prompt for the Gemini Pro
2: Parameters: Frame rate, the temperature of each Gemini

Pro Vision modal and Gemini Pro model, required object
to be identified by the YOLO.

3: Output: Key incident identification and summarization
4: while video do
5: Sample the video according to the frame rate.
6: Input the frame to the YOLO
7: if YOLO identifies the specific object required then
8: Input the frame to the Gemini Pro Vision to

describe the given frame
9: The generated descriptive text is appended to an

array with the frame number
10: else
11: Continue
12: end if
13: end while
14: Create a paragraph by concatenating the array sentences.
15: The paragraph is given to the Gemini Pro model for

analysis according to the entered prompt.

employed, submitting multiple frames simultaneously. Results
indicated that utilizing a sequence of images with an optimized
prompt produced superior outcomes.

Attempts to enhance model guidance involved incorporating
YOLO [14] crops of the target object as inputs to the Gemini
model. While intended to offer guidance, this method did
not significantly improve description accuracy. Furthermore,
it occasionally led to complications, particularly when the
bounding box was not perfectly aligned to scale, resulting in
sub-optimal outcomes.

While conducting a frame-wise analysis is a fundamental
step, it can lead to redundancy and noise in the results.
To address this, the frame-wise output undergoes further
processing. It is directed to summarizing using the Gemini Pro
model with a prompt, culminating in the extraction of refined
and concise final results. This strategic approach enhances the
interpretability and utility of the video analysis outcomes. The
final result can guide the user to specific frames where he can
only check those to find and confirm what he wants to see,
instead of using his time checking the entire video manually.

Standard pipelines can be modified for specific use cases.
For instance, analyzing customer interactions with a new retail
shop item might involve adding a bounding box layer after
frame separation. This guides the model to focus on the region
of interest (the new item) for improved analysis.



Sometimes better results are achieved by asking Gemini
Pro Vision to describe frame by frame and then ask specific
questions from the generated data.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

Quantitative and qualitative experiments were performed on
selected videos of the MSR-VTT dataset, and YouTube CCTV
videos captured in industrial environments.

A. Dataset

Microsoft Research-Video to Text, MSR-VTT [29] is a
large-scale video benchmark dataset which contains more than
10K web video clips and 200K clip-sentence pairs consisting
of 20 categories. We used selected videos from the dataset
to experiment with the proposed model and evaluate its
performance.

We developed a custom dataset from selected YouTube
CCTV videos of supermarkets and roadside footage of ac-
cidents and vehicle movements. These videos cover diverse
scenarios of human behavior in retail settings and various
traffic incidents. Eight volunteers from the Department of
Electronic and Telecommunication Engineering at the Univer-
sity of Moratuwa manually generated ground truth summaries
of approximately 50 words for each video.

B. Quantitative Analysis

First, punctuation and stop words are removed from both
the generated and predicted sentences. We encode those words
using the Glove [30] vectors and if the similarity is higher than
60% we take them as matched words. Percentage similarity is
calculated as follows by comparing the matched words with
the ground truth.

Similarity(%) =
M

G
× 100 (1)

where M is the number of matched words and G is the
number of ground truth words. Across the dataset, we got a
percentage similarity of 72.8.

Subsequently, we employed ChatGPT to ascertain whether
the generated text and the ground truth communicate equiv-
alent meanings by feeding both into the model. ChatGPT
affirmed the concordance between the generated text and the
ground truth in all the cases.

Regarding time complexity, for Gemini Pro Vision it took
an average of 5.5089 s and for summarization using Gemini
Pro it took an average of 0.011 s. It is important to note that
these times are influenced by the use of online APIs, which
means they are subject to variations in internet speed. The
processing times can be significantly reduced by deploying an
embedded version of the models or utilizing a faster internet
connection.

C. Qualitative Analysis

The model exhibits proficiency in accurately identifying
key events within the video content. Despite setting the
temperature variable to its lowest value, occasional instances
such as figure 2 occurred where the model appeared to

Fig. 2. Model output for video extracted from MSR-VTT dataset with video
ID: 1360. The model consistently generates high-quality output, although it
incorrectly assumes the comedian uses a guitar in the performance when
it’s merely part of the background. Also, inferring the comedian’s talent
solely based on this context is speculative, showcasing the model’s occasional
creativity beyond factual constraints.

TABLE I
ANALYSIS FOR CCTV TRAFFIC VIDEO

Timestamp Frame Number Information

00:02 Frame 2 Shows the general traffic conditions
during the day

00:11 Frame 10 Shows the traffic situation on the
road, with various types of vehicles

00:15 Frame 15 Shows a motorcycle accident

00:17 Frame 18 Shows a motorcycle rider who has
lost control of his bike

00:19 Frame 20 Shows a motorcycle rider who has
been knocked off his bike by a car.

00:22 Frame 23 Shows a motorcycle rider who has
been injured in a collision with a car.

00:28 Frame 27 Shows a road with blue and white
lines, surrounded by trees and build-
ings.

draw conjectural conclusions. Moreover, the vision model
occasionally encounters challenges in accurately discerning
colours. To conduct a more in-depth examination, we enlisted
the assistance of 8 students from the same cohort as in
the previous section. They were tasked with evaluating the
generated summaries, assigning a score ranging from 1 to 10
based on the model’s ability to succinctly summarize the key
information present in the video content, with 1 being the idea
conveyed from the text is entirely different from the video and
10 being the closest match. On average they rated 8.5 out of
10, which demonstrated the human validation of the summary
output generated by our method.

D. Key incident identification and summarization

We experimented with how the proposed pipeline identifies
key incidents in a video and summarizes the content. First,
we show the results observed for a video [figure 3] from
the MSR-VTT dataset with the human-annotated caption.

https://huggingface.co/datasets/AlexZigma/msr-vtt/viewer/default/train?p=3&f%5Bvideo_id%5D%5Bmin%5D=9&f%5Bvideo_id%5D%5Bimax%5D=9&f%5Bvideo_id%5D%5Btransform%5D=length&row=398


Fig. 3. CCTV traffic video

Framewise results for that video is in table I.

Gemini Pro Vision Prompt: Describe the image.
Gemini Pro Prompt: These are image descriptions of a

video. Understand, remove redundant information and give a
summary.

Tool generated summary: The video shows a busy road
with various types of vehicles, including cars, motorcycles,
auto-rickshaws, and buses. There is heavy traffic, and the
vehicles are driving in both directions. The road is lined with
trees and buildings. The video also includes footage of a
motorcycle accident.

Ground truth: A motorcycle accident happens on a busy
road with many vehicles.

This video is of length 29 seconds. We use a frame
rate of 1 frame per second. Our method successfully gives
out information about the key incidents that happened. The
final summarized text generated is rich in detail in contrast
with the human-annotated ground truth caption. The tool has
successfully identified the key incidents with its frame number
and timestamp. Finally, the tool has effectively used the frame-
wise information to make the summarized text of the whole
video.

E. Specific incident identification

Using a prompt the pipeline can be modified to identify
specific incidents that take place in a video. We used a CCTV
video of a road accident as in figure 3 and asked whether an
accident occurred in the video.

Qualitative analysis shows the proposed pipeline can
accurately filter the frames containing the incidents of road
accidents. Further, the tool has given a brief description of
the accidents in those frames. [Table: II]

Gemini Pro Vision Prompt: Describe the image.
Gemini Pro Prompt: These are frame-wise descriptions

of a video. Understand and describe the frames containing
accidents.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a novel pipeline for video analysis. The
main benefit of the proposed method is that we can reduce the
time and cost taken for traditional video analysis where the
analyser has to evaluate the entire video. When compared with

novel anomaly detection or action recognition models, our
approach can generate more descriptions dynamically without
selecting from a discrete set. To evaluate the feasibility and
the effectiveness of the proposed method we have conducted
a series of tests on the MSR-VTT dataset. The experiment
results show that the model is capable of accurately displaying
what is happening in the video. The qualitative analysis further
shows that the model is capable of key instance recognition
with a customizable prompt.

VI. FUTURE WORKS

In the proposed method, we use Gemini Pro vision and
Gemini Pro as the video analysis models. But in an Industrial
setting using a cloud-based model might not always be com-
mercially efficient due to both API calls costing money and
a lot of time being taken to upload the image and download
the output. So we intend to experiment with a local server,
or running on an onboard computer. To enhance the model’s
performance for a specific industrial application, fine-tuning it
with specific images related to that industrial setting is neces-
sary. Further, we plan to make a comprehensive surveillance
dataset, make ground truth and evaluate the performance of
the dataset.
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