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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce LLaVA-Octopus, a novel
video multimodal large language model. LLaVA-Octopus
adaptively weights features from different visual projectors
based on user instructions, enabling us to leverage the com-
plementary strengths of each projector. We observe that dif-
ferent visual projectors exhibit distinct characteristics when
handling specific tasks. For instance, some projectors ex-
cel at capturing static details, while others are more ef-
fective at processing temporal information, and some are
better suited for tasks requiring temporal coherence. By
dynamically adjusting feature weights according to user in-
structions, LLaVA-Octopus dynamically selects and com-
bines the most suitable features, significantly enhancing
the model’s performance in multimodal tasks. Experimen-
tal results demonstrate that LLaVA-Octopus achieves ex-
cellent performance across multiple benchmarks, especially
in tasks such as multimodal understanding, visual question
answering, and video understanding, highlighting its broad
application potential.

1. Introduction

In recent years, the rapid advancement of multimodal large
language models (MLLMs) [2, 7, 15, 20, 38, 49-51, 61,
76, 92] has led to significant progress in leveraging large
language models [1, 9, 17, 23, 49, 53, 64] for image un-
derstanding. However, human-computer interaction based
solely on images is insufficient for many application sce-
narios, as most real-world interactions occur in video form.
The primary challenge in video understanding lies in man-
aging temporal dynamics, as models must capture and in-
terpret actions and events that evolve over time. Semantic
understanding presents another major obstacle, as videos
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(b) Instruction-involved Paradigm
Figure 1. Comparison of Different MLLM Paradigms. In the
classical paradigm, user instructions are fed into the LLM solely as
text tokens. While the instruction-involved paradigm facilitates in-
teraction between instructions and visual features, it is constrained
by a single projector. Our proposed instruction-driven projector
fusion paradigm designs a projector fusion gate, which dynam-
ically adjusts the weights of different types of visual projectors
based on user instructions to produce the fused visual tokens.

(c) Instruction-driven Projector Fusion Paradigm

contain not only objects and actions but also complex se-
mantic elements, such as character intentions and emotional
expressions. Furthermore, the inherent complexity of video
data, combined with the scarcity of high-quality annotated
data, results in substantial computational costs and limits
the model’s learning capabilities. These factors make video
understanding a more complex task than image understand-
ing, attracting widespread research interest.

As shown in Fig. 1, a typical video MLLM [30, 34, 39,
45, 67] consists of a visual encoder for feature extraction,
a text encoder for textual representation, a visual projec-
tor to map visual features into a compatible space, and a
large language model (LLM) decoder to generate contex-
tually relevant text based on the combined representations.
Among them, the visual projector is crucial as it bridges
the visual encoder and LLM, enabling visual understand-
ing by mapping visual features into a space compatible with
LLMs. Therefore, designing an appropriate visual projector
for LLMs is a central focus in many MLLM works.
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video in step-by-step order.

The sandwich making process begins with spreading

a on slices of , followed by placing and
on top. Thin slices of are then added, and the
sandwiches are and sprinkled with salt. The sandwiches are
placed on a baking tray, ready fo be baked or grilled. 3¢ [Wrong step]

Certainly! The video showcases the process of making a

sandwich. Here are the steps:

1. The person starts by spreading

2. Next, they add

3. After that, they add

4. The person then adds

5. They place the
sandwich.

6. Finally, they

on slices of
to the bread slices.
to the bread slices.
to the bread slices.
on top of each other to form a

the sandwich in half and serve it.

LLaMA-VID: The video shows the process of making a sandwich in a
step-by-step order. First, the ingredients are laid out on a cutting
board, and then the bread is buttered and topped with meat and
cheese. The sandwich is then cut in half and served on a plate.

X [Missing content]

LLaMA-VID: The man's snowboard is white in color.

Video Q: Please describe the sandwich making process in the Q: What color is the man's snowboard in the video?

The man's snowboard is

The man's snowboard in the video is r=c. X [Wrong Answer]

X [Wrong Answer]

Dynamic Counting Problem

Q: How many times is the sun visible in the video?

X [Wrong] X [Wrong] LLaMA-VID: 4 ]

Video

Figure 2. Comparisons of three representative methods under different video understanding scenarios. LLaVA-OneVision [27]
uses image-based projector while VideoLLaMa2 [16] and LLaMA-VID [33] use spatial-temporal projector and token-compress projector,
respectively. The results indicate that different visual projectors perform well in their appropriate domains while exhibiting poorer perfor-
mance in other scenarios. More examples will be provided in the supplementary materials.

However, due to the varying video understanding sce-
narios that different MLLMs are designed to address, the
projectors tailored for them exhibit distinct forms and char-
acteristics. In Fig. 2, we present three representative video
understanding tasks, offering an intuitive illustration of the
characteristics of three typical approaches that employ dif-
ferent specifically designed visual projectors. Each ap-
proach demonstrates unique advantages within its special-
ized domain. Therefore, we further categorize the visual
projectors employed by these approaches into three types:
image-based projectors, spatial-temporal projectors, and
token-compress projectors.

The first type [27] independently processes each frame
and concatenates the results as visual tokens for LLM, of-
fering an advantage in the comprehension of scene detail.
The second type [16] utilizes a dedicated spatial-temporal
module to capture inter-frame relationships, demonstrating
strong performance on spatial-temporal related tasks. How-
ever, due to efficiency constraints and limitations of LLMs,
these two projectors often require frame sampling [16, 28,
89] before video input, resulting in the loss of many inter-
mediate frames. The third type [33] attempts to tackle this
issue by compressing and reducing the number of tokens per
frame, enabling the model to handle more frames and prov-
ing more effective for tasks requiring temporal coherence,
such as counting problems. Although projectors designed
for specific tasks perform well in their domains of exper-
tise, they struggle to handle complex video scenarios and
diverse user instructions. In addition, some methods use
the instruction-involved paradigm shown in Fig. 1 to em-
phasize the interaction between user instructions and visual

features. However, these approaches are limited by their re-
liance on a single type of projector and tend to fail to handle
scenarios outside the projector’s strengths.

Inspired by the aforementioned observations, we pro-
pose the instruction-driven projector fusion paradigm as
shown in Fig. 1(c) and a model called LLaVA-Octopus.
This model introduces a projector fusion gate that integrates
the strengths of different visual projectors based on user in-
structions. LLaVA-Octopus is able to adaptively adjust the
feature weights of various visual projectors according to
user instructions, thereby capitalizing on the complemen-
tary advantages of each projector. By dynamically combin-
ing the most appropriate features guided by user instruc-
tions, LLaVA-Octopus substantially enhances the model’s
performance in multimodal tasks. In the experimental sec-
tion, we conduct extensive ablation studies to demonstrate
the feasibility of our proposed model. The results show
that our model, LLaVA-Octopus, can achieve state-of-the-
art (SOTA) performance on most benchmarks and compa-
rable performance on some benchmarks.

2. Related Work
2.1. Multimodal Large Language Model

Currently, multimodal large language models can be cat-
egorized into community models and proprietary models.
Proprietary models [3, 49-51, 61] often achieve better per-
formance but are not open-sourced. Meanwhile, commu-
nity models [16, 22, 25, 27, 28, 33, 35, 36, 77, 78, 82, 88],
which have seen rapid performance improvements, are gar-
nering increasing attention due to their open-source nature,
including model architecture, weights, and even training
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Instruction: Please describe the sandwich making process in the video in step-by-step order.

Figure 3. Pipeline of the proposed LLaVA-Octopus model. Our LLaVA-Octopus proposes an instruction-driven adaptive projector that
involves three types of visual projectors to enhance the model’s ability in multimodal tasks.

data. LLaVA [36] was the first to combine the powerful
capabilities of LLMs with visual encoders like CLIP, en-
abling it to understand multimodal instructions and take
actions accordingly, thus achieving comprehensive under-
standing and processing of visual and linguistic inputs.
LLaVAL1.5 [35] encodes different types of data into vectors
of the same dimension, allowing for the handling of more
modalities. LLaVA-Next [26, 88] focuses more on process-
ing video data, while LLaVA-One-Vision [27] proposes a
unified model capable of handling single images, multiple
images, videos, audio, and other modalities simultaneously.

Based on the ideas of LLaVA, several variant series have
emerged, such as the mPLUG-owl series. mPLUG-owl [77]
introduces a new paradigm for training large language mod-
els through modularity, and the latest version, mPLUG-
owl3 [75], can even understand 2-hour movie videos. Ad-
ditionally, several methods have explored the extraction of
video features. VideoLLaMA2 [16] proposes a temporal
modeling module to further process video features. BLIP-
2 [29] uses Q-Former [85] to connect the visual and lin-
guistic modalities. In BLIP-3 [73], Q-Former is replaced
by more scalable visual token samplers, such as perceptual
resamplers. We observe that numerous methods have ex-
plored various visual projectors. However, to the best of
our knowledge, we are the first to classify these projectors
and analyze their complementarity.

2.2. Projector for Video MLLMs

As described in Sec. 1, the specific designed visual projec-
tors are crucial for LMMs. We categorize them into three
categories and select a representative method from each cat-
egory to illustrate their strengths in Fig. 2.

Image-based projector refers to a projector that extracts
features from every frame of the input video. Consider-

ing the success of simple projectors such as linear projec-
tion [12, 13, 36, 38] and cross-attention [6, 65, 78] in Image
LLMs, many Video LLMs [4, 27, 30, 34, 46, 62] directly
adopt similar schemes as image-based projectors. Besides,
some more complex image-based projectors, such as Q-
Former [2, 18, 29, 93], have also found applications in video
MLMMs [31, 82]. The image-based projector can capture
detailed information within individual frames, thereby lead-
ing to superior performance in tasks related to scene details.
However, limited to the high computational cost and the
absence of temporal modeling, the image-based projector
faces challenges dealing with temporal related task.

Spatial-temporal projector aims to consider the relation-
ships between video frames and attempt to reduce the num-
ber of visual tokens. VideoLLaMa2 [16] introduces 3D
convolution as the Spatial-Temporal Convolution Connec-
tor for spatial-temporal aggregation. PLLaVA [72] inte-
grates pooling strategies in both temporal and spatial di-
mensions. VideoLLaMB [68] designs recurrent memory
bridge layers to preserve crucial visual information and se-
mantic coherence. Those spatial-temporal projectors pro-
vide significant advantages in handling spatial-temporal re-
lated question. However, the fusion of spatial and temporal
information may lead to a loss of detailed image perception.

Token-compress projector is designed for enhancing the
model’s capacity to handle more input frames. As a typical
approach, LLaMa-VID [33] attempt to tackle the compu-
tation and memory challenges by compressing visual fea-
tures. BLIP-3-Video [56] integrate adaptive pooling strate-
gies to compress visual tokens. LongVA [84], on the other
hand, addresses the issue by expanding the capacity of
LLMs, increasing the number of tokens they can process.
Some approaches [66, 69, 81] also consider agent-based



techniques to convert visual inputs into textual descriptions.
Despite the token-compress projector’s ability to increase
the number of frames supported by LLMs and excel at han-
dling videos with rapidly changing content, the compres-
sion of tokens per frame limits the perception of scene de-
tails and temporal information.

3. Method

In this section, we first introduce the motivation of LLaVA-
Octopus then describe its architecture, the detailed training
process, and the implementation specifics.

3.1. Motivation

As discussed in Sec. 1, each type of visual projector excels
in specific domains tailored to different user instructions.
However, in practical scenarios, complex and multifaceted
user instructions frequently transcend the boundaries of a
single task, leading to unsatisfactory user experiences. Mo-
tivated by this, we propose a video MLLM that can handle
various scenarios based on user instructions.

To achieve this, we first selected representative methods
from each category of projectors as candidates. Specifi-
cally, we chose the basic MLP2x_GELU as the image-based
projector, the STC module from VideoLLaMA?2 [16] as
the spatial-temporal projector, and and LLaMA-VID’s [33]
token-compress projector. This selection ensures a compre-
hensive coverage of the diverse requirements posed by user
instructions. Then, we design an instruction-driven adap-
tive projector based on the selection, and build the LLaVA-
Octopus upon it.

3.2. LLaVA-Octopus

In Fig. 3, we present a detailed architecture diagram of
LLaVA-Octopus. LLaVA-Octopus primarily consists of
four key components: the visual encoder, the text en-
coder, the instruction-driven adaptive projector, and the
large language model decoder. Among these components,
the Instruction-Driven Adaptive Projector is the core inno-
vation of LLaVA-Octopus. Specifically, for user instruc-
tions, we use BERT [19] to encode the instructions, gener-
ating textual features of the commands. In particular, we fo-
cus on the [CLS] token output by BERT, which contains the
semantic information of the instruction. We choose BERT
as the text encoder as it is a powerful pre-trained language
model that can capture deep semantic information in text.
BERT encodes input text using a bidirectional Transformer
structure, and the generated [CLS] token can effectively
represent the semantics of the entire sentence, providing a
solid foundation for subsequent weight generation.

Then, we use two multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) to
generate feature weights. The first MLP takes the [CLS]
token as input and, after processing through multiple layers
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Figure 4. Detailed Architecture of Projector Fusion Gate.

of the neural network, generates intermediate feature repre-
sentations. This MLP is capable of capturing high-level se-
mantic information from the instruction. The second MLP
then takes the output of the first MLP as input and further
processes it to generate the final weight values, with each
weight value corresponding to one of the visual projectors.
We demonstrate the detailed architecture of projector fu-
sion gate in Fig. 4. The generated weights are then used
to weight the visual features extracted by the three different
projectors, dynamically selecting and combining the most
suitable features. Specifically, suppose the three projectors
extract features Fi, F> and Fj3, and the generated weights
are wi, wo and ws, respectively. Then, the final visual rep-
resentation F’ is given by:

F:w1~F1+w2-F2+w3-F3. (1)

To ensure that the features obtained from the three dif-
ferent types of projectors are consistent in terms of token
numbers, we make the following adjustments to the MLP,
STC, and LLaMA-VID projectors. First, for the MLP, the
original setting extracts 8 video frames, resulting in a token
count of 14 x 14 x 848 = 1576. To align the token counts,
we remove the separators between each image, reducing the
token count to 1568. Second, for STC, the original setting
results in a token count of 13 x 13 x 4 = 676 for 8 video
frames. To ensure token consistency, we modify the sam-
pler parameters in the STC module. Specifically, we use
a stride of (2, 2, 2) and (1, 2, 2), with padding of (1, 1,
1). These modifications ensure that the STC projector pro-
duces a token count of 1568. Finally, for the LLaMA-VID
projector, we use 128 frames to represent the video. For
each frame, we use 6 context tokens and 6 content tokens.
To ensure token consistency, we add a separator token ev-
ery 4 frames. Specifically, the number of tokens for every
4 frames is 49, and the total token count for 128 frames is
49 x 32 = 1568.



Modality Dataset Original Used Ratio (%) Modality Task Dataset
Multi-task Pre-training Stage VideoChatGPT-Plus [47]
Image-Text CC-3M [57] 3M 558K  18.6% Question Answering LLaVA-Hound [87]
8 RealWorldQA [70] 0.77K  0.77K  100% ScanQA [5]
WebVid-10M [8] 1I0OM 702K  7.02% Video-Text Video Caption ShareGPT4Video [14]
CLVERER [79] 300K 224K  74.8% NEXT-QA [71]
I;IEXT‘E;[Z‘]] 52215 ]379;( ;3?3’ Multi-choice QA Cinepile [55]
oucoo . 5% .
Video-Text PerceptionTest [54]
10T Charades [58] 278K 197K 70.7% P
Charades-Ego [59] 665K 14.0K  21.1% Table 2. Detailed Data Sources of Instruction Tuning.
TGIF [32] 120K 120K 100%
ShareGPT4Video [14] 4.8M 902K 18.8% Training Phase 1: Multi-task Pre-training
Instruction Tuning o0
Hybrid  Oryx [42] 12M 631K 52.6% B 2000 o et
Human: <video>\n <prompt> m Human: <image>\n <prompt>
I cpT: cAnswer GPT: <Answer>

Table 1. Data Statistics of Training Process.

Through the above adjustments, we align the visual to-
ken counts from different projectors. Then, we dynami-
cally select and combine the most suitable features based on
user instructions, significantly improving the model’s per-
formance and adaptability.

3.3. Model Training

The training process of our LLaVA-Octopus consists of two
main phases: multi-task pre-training and instruction tuning.
In the Fig. 5, we show the proportions of video-text pairs
and image-text pairs in both stages, as well as the compo-
sition of our instruction data. We provide detailed descrip-
tions of these two phases in the following.

Multi-task pre-training. During the multi-task pre-
training phase, we primarily focus on training the three vi-
sual projectors. In this phase, we only adjust the parameters
of these three projectors while keeping all other parame-
ters frozen. We utilize two types of data: image-text pairs
and video-text pairs. For image-text data, we utilize CC-3M
[57] and RealWorldQA [70], totaling 559K samples. As for
video-text data, we use WebVid-10M [8], CLVERER [79],
NEXT-QA [71], Youcook?2 [91], Charades [58], Charades-
Ego [59], TGIF [32], and ShareGPT4Video [14], totaling
2.04M samples. The total number of samples used for
multi-task pre-training is 2.6M, and none of the datasets
contain test data. The detailed distribution of multi-task pre-
training phase is shown in Tab. 1.

Instruction tuning. We use the three pre-trained projectors
and leverage the pre-trained BERT [19] features in instruc-
tion tuning. The weights of the projector fusion gate are
initialized randomly. During the instruction tuning phase,
we train the parameters of all three projectors, the projector
fusion gate, and the large language model decoder. Mean-
while, we keep the parameters of the visual encoder and

Training Phase 2: Instruction Tuning

1 631K

QR . Human: <video>\n <Instruction>
L GPT: <Answer>

Figure 5. Multimodal Data Distribution and Data Format.
<image> and <video> represent visual tokens from image and
video data, respectively.

BERT frozen to maintain their stability and consistency.

The instruction data we utilized are derived from
Oryx [42], as detailed in Table 2. The open-source por-
tion of the Oryx dataset encompasses question answering
(QA) data, video caption data, and multiple-choice QA
data. Specifically, we integrate comprehensive datasets
that include question-answering and captioning tasks
from VideoChatGPT-Plus [47], ShareGPT4Video [14],
and LLaVA-Hound [87]. To enhance performance on
multiple-choice benchmarks, we have also incorporated
Cinepile [55], NextQA [71], and PerceptionTest [54] into
our training dataset.

On one hand, current large models use different datasets,
and some methods even use private data, making it difficult
to objectively evaluate the capabilities of model architec-
tures. On the other hand, full-scale multi-task pre-training
and instruction tuning require substantial computational re-
sources and time costs. Therefore, we not only use the
full dataset for multi-task pre-training and instruction tun-
ing but also provide a simplified setup where we only use
VideoLLAVA [34] data for these stages. The multi-task
pre-training data for VideoLLAVA consist of a subset of
558K LAION-CC-SBU image-text pairs and 702K video-
text pairs provided by Valley [43]. For the instruction tuning
stage, the data includes 665K image-text instruction pairs
from LLaVA1.5 [36] and 100K video-text instruction pairs
from Video-ChatGPT [46]. Under this setup, we conduct



Method Vison LLM  MSVD ActivityNet Video-ChatGPT

Encoder Size Acc. Score Acc. Score Correctness Detail Context Temporal Consistency Avg.
GPT4-V [50] GPT-4 - - - 59.5 - 4.09 3.88 4.37 3.94 4.02 4.06
Video-LLaVAt [34] ViT-L 7B 71.8 39 453 33 - - - - - -
LLaMA-VIDf [33] CLIP-G 7B 69.7 37 474 33 2.96 3.00 3.53 2.46 2.51 2.90
VideoLLaMA2f} [16]  ViT-L 7B 684 38 464 32 2.98 2.58 3.25 2.33 2.97 2.82
LLaVA-Octopust SIGLIP 7B 734 4.0 488 3.5 3.24 2.76 3.51 2.60 3.06 3.03
FrozenBilLM [74] ViT-L  1.3B 33.8 - 25.9 - - - - - - -
Video-LLaMA [82] CLIP-G 7B 516 25 124 1.1 1.96 2.18 2.16 1.82 1.79 1.98
LLaMA-Adapter [86] ViT-B 7B 549 31 342 27 2.03 2.32 2.30 1.98 2.15 2.16
VideoChat [30] ViT-L 7B 563 2.8 265 22 2.33 2.50 2.53 1.94 2.24 2.31
Video-ChatGPT [46]  ViT-L 7B 649 33 352 27 2.50 2.57 2.69 2.16 2.20 2.42
Chat-UniVi [24] ViT-L 7B 650 3.6 458 32 2.89 291 3.46 2.89 2.81 2.99
MovieChat [60] CLIP-G 7B 752 3.8 457 34 2.76 2.93 3.01 2.24 2.42 2.67
VideoChat [30] CLIP-G 7B 563 28 265 22 2.23 2.50 2.53 1.94 2.24 2.29
BT-Adapter [40] CLIP-G 7B 677 3.7 457 3.2 2.68 2.69 3.27 2.34 2.46 2.20
VideoChat2 [31] UMT-L 7B 700 39 49.1 33 3.02 2.88 3.51 2.66 2.81 2.98
VideoLLaMA2 ViT-L 7B 709 38 502 33 3.16 3.08 3.69 2.56 3.14 3.13
Vista-LLaMA [44] CLIP-G 7B 653 3.6 483 33 2.44 2.64 3.18 2.26 2.31 2.57
ST-LLM [41] BLIP2 7B 746 39 509 33 3.23 3.05 3.74 2.93 2.81 3.15
PLLaVA [72] ViT-L 7B 76.6 4.1 563 3.5 3.21 2.86 3.62 2.33 2.93 2.99
LLaVA-Octopus SIGLIP 7B 743 4.1 534 3.6 343 2.95 3.68 2.65 3.24 3.19

Table 3. Results on Video Question-Answering Benchmarks. 1 denotes the use of the same training data as Video-LLaVA [34].

detailed ablation studies to validate the effectiveness of var-
ious components of the model.

The reason for choosing the VideoLLaVA dataset is
that several methods have conducted experiments on Vide-
oLLaVA, and some of these methods that use more data also
provide partial results using only VideoLLaVA data. This
makes it convenient for us to compare model performance.
Additionally, the VideoLLaVA dataset is relatively small,
making it more efficient to conduct ablation studies.

It is important to note that the fine-tuning data for Vide-
oLLaVA includes both video and image data. We only use
the weighted fusion of multiple projectors when the input
is a video. For image inputs, we use only the MLP as the
projector for processing.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Implementation Details. We employ the Qwen2.5-7B-
Instruct model [63] as the LLM and SigLIP (so400m-
patch14-384) [80] as the visual backbone. All experiments
are performed on 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs.

4.2. Main Results

Results on Video Question Answering Benchmark. In
Tab. 3, we demonstrate the performance of our LLaVA-

Method EgoSchema MLVU VideoMME
GPT4-V [50] 55.6 - 60.7
GPT4-0 [52] 72.2 66.2 77.2
Video-LLaVAT [34] 38.4 473 404
LLaMA-VIDf [33] 38.5 332 -
VideoLLaMAZ27 [16] 34.6 429 42.7
LLaVA-Octopust 50.2 55.3 55.7
Chat-UniVi [24] - - 459
VideoChat2 [31] 54.4 479 54.6
ShareGPT4Video [14] - 46.4 43.6
LLaVA-NeXT-Video [37] 43.9 - 46.5
VideoLLaMA2 [16] 51.7 48.5 46.6
LongVA [83] - 56.3 54.3
LLaVA-Octopus 59.2 57.5 54.7

Table 4. Results on Long Video Understanding Benchmarks. t
denotes the use of the same training data as Video-LLaVA [34].

Octopus against state-of-the-art methods on three zero-shot
video QA benchmarks. MSVD-QA [11] is a dataset com-
prising questions about short real-world video clips, typi-
cally lasting 10-15 seconds. ActivityNet-QA [10] consists
of human-annotated action-related QA pairs derived from
the ActivityNet dataset, with an average duration of 2 min-
utes. Additionally, we evaluate our model on the Video-
based Generative Performance benchmark introduced by



Vison LLM

Method . AS AP AA FA UA OE OI OS MD AL ST AC MC MA SC FP CO EN ER CI Avg.
Encoder Size
GPT-4V [50] GPT4-V - 555 63.5 72.0 46.5 73.5 18.5 59.0 29.5 12.0 40.5 83.5 39.0 12.0 22.5 45.0 47.5 52.0 31.0 59.0 11.0 43.5
VideoLLaMA2t [16] VIiT-L 7B 59.5 46.5 64.5 45.4 58.6 47.7 48.0 37.3 23.5 31.0 75.0 40.5 32.5 46.0 38.0 36.5 49.0 27.5 43.5 38.5 44.5
LLaMA-VIDf [33] CLIP-G 7B - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 419
LLaVA-Octopust SIGLIP 7B 58.9 51.3 75.4 47.6 73.0 57.1 66.5 36.0 19.4 47.8 90.0 48.5 32.0 52.5 46.5 44.0 63.0 30.5 54.0 38.5 51.7
Video-LLaMA [82] CLIP-G 7B 27.5 25.5 51.0 29.0 39.0 48.0 40.5 38.0 22.5 22.5 43.0 34.0 22.5 32.5 45.5 32.5 40.0 30.0 21.0 37.0 34.1
LLaMA-Adapter [86] ViT-B 7B 23.0 28.0 51.0 30.0 33.0 53.5 32.5 33.5 25.5 21.5 30.5 29.0 22.5 41.5 39.5 25.0 31.5 22.5 28.0 32.0 31.7
Video-ChatGPT [46] VIiT-L 7B 23.5 26.0 62.0 22.5 26.5 54.0 28.0 40.0 23.0 20.0 31.0 30.5 25.5 39.5 48.5 29.0 33.0 29.5 26.0 35.5 32.7
VideoChat [30] CLIP-G 7B 33.5 26.5 56.0 33.5 40.5 53.0 40.5 30.0 25.5 27.0 48.5 35.0 20.5 42.5 46.0 26.5 41.0 23.5 23.5 36.0 35.5
VideoChat2 [31] UMT-L 7B 66.0 47.5 83.5 49.5 60.0 58.0 71.5 42.5 23.0 23.0 88.5 39.0 42.0 58.5 44.0 49.0 36.5 35.0 40.5 65.5 51.1
ST-LLM [41] BLIP2 7B 66.0 53.5 84.0 44.0 58.5 80.5 73.5 38.5 42.5 31.0 86.5 36.5 56.5 78.5 43.0 44.5 46.5 34.5 41.5 58.5 54.9
PLLaVA [72] VIiT-L 7B 58.0 49.0 55.5 41.0 61.0 56.0 61.0 36.0 23.5 26.0 82.0 39.5 42.0 52.0 45.0 42.0 53.5 30.5 48.0 31.0 46.6
VideoLLaMB [68] VIT-L 7B 54.5 47.0 86.5 44.5 52.0 79.0 58.5 32.0 47.0 33.0 82.5 40.5 52.0 82.0 40.5 37.5 43.0 31.0 42.5 60.0 52.5
VideoLLaMAZ2 [16] Vi-L 7B - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 546
LLaVA-Octopus SIGLIP 7B 71.4 63.2 80.8 51.2 78.1 92.4 78.5 39.5 62.7 54.5 95.5 53.5 78.5 91.0 67.0 50.5 74.0 35.0 57.0 64.5 66.9

Table 5. Results on MVBench. 1 denotes the use of the same training data as Video-LLaVA [34].

Image-based Spatial-temporal Token-compress MVBench

v 48.6

v 49.1

v 45.8

v v 50.4

v v 51.3

v v 50.7

v v v 51.7

Table 6. Ablation study on the effectiveness of different type of
visual projectors.

VideoChatGPT [46], which assesses five key aspects of
video understanding: correctness of information, detail ori-
entation, context understanding, temporal understanding,
and consistency.

Results on Long Video Understanding Benchmark. To
demonstrate that our method can handle various video sce-
narios, we present several relatively long video understand-
ing benchmarks in Tab. 4. Among these, EgoSchema [48]
consists of egocentric videos with an average duration of
180 seconds. MLVU [90] focuses on long video under-
standing, with video lengths ranging from 3 to 120 minutes.
VideoMME [21], containing diverse video domains and du-
rations (ranging from minutes to hours), is a relatively com-
prehensive video understanding benchmark.

Results on MVBench. Besides the VQA bench-
marks mentioned above, we also conduct experiments
on MVBench [31], a comprehensive video understand-
ing benchmark covering 20 tasks organized in the form
of multiple-choice questions in Tab. 5. LLaVA-Octopus
achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance in almost all
tasks, demonstrating that our instruction-driven adaptive
projector fusion strategy effectively leverages the strengths
of different projectors and overcomes the limitations of a

single projector in specific domains.
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4.3. Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Each Projectors. To demonstrate the im-
pact of different projectors, in Tab. 6, we first conduct abla-
tion studies using various numbers and types of projectors.
We know that when weighting the visual tokens obtained
from three different projectors, the tokens derived from the
image-based and spatial-temporal projectors are temporally
and spatially alignable. However, the tokens generated by
the token-compress projector, due to the compression of to-
kens, cannot be directly aligned in terms of temporal and
spatial dimensions with those from the other two projec-
tors. The features resulting from the token-compress pro-
jector, when added to those from the other two projectors,
can to some extent disrupt the spatial and temporal rela-
tionships. Nevertheless, incorporating the tokens from the
token-compress projector significantly preserves the tempo-
ral integrity, as experimental results have demonstrated that



Video

User: What is the background visible behind @)
the women in the video? [

LLaVA-Octopus: The background behind the women
in the video features a green hedge wall and two palm
trees, creating a serene outdoor setting.

Video

BUGC 2; Danh Len Giay

Dynamic Counting Problem

User: How many times did the person show Q
objects to the camera? Q

% LLaVA-Octopus : 6

User: What does the man do with the banana peel in the video? Q

% LLaVA-Octopus : The man uses the banana peel o shine a black shoe. Then he throws the peel to the side.

Figure 7. Qualitative Results of LLaVA-Octopus. Compared to using a single type of projector, LLaVA-Octopus is capable of leveraging
the strengths of different projectors, thereby transcending the limited advantages of a single projector. This enables LLaVA-Octopus to

achieve excellent performance across various tasks.

Method MVBench VideoMME
Average 50.4 53.6
Concat 51.2 54.8
Random weights 50.1 52.9
Random choose 50.9 53.4
Projector Fusion Gate 51.7 55.7

Table 7. Ablation study on the projector fusion strategies.

this temporal integrity brings substantial benefits. It can be
observed that compared to using a single type of projector,
each addition of a new type of projector results in perfor-
mance improvements on the MVBench benchmark.

Imapct of Different Projector Fusion Strategies. To
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed projector fu-
sion gate, we conduct ablation studies using different pro-
jector fusion strategies in Tab. 7. Specifically, we perform
experiments under average, concatenation, random weight,
and random choose settings, in addition to our proposed
method. We demonstrate the random weight and concate-
nation paradigm in Fig. 6 .The results show that our pro-
jector fusion gate outperforms other strategies on both the
MVBench and Video MME benchmarks. This demon-
strates that our projector fusion gate can effectively deter-
mine the weight of each projector’s contribution to the final
visual embedding based on user instructions, thereby better
adapting to different task scenarios.

4.4. Qualitative analysis

In Fig. 7, we demonstrate some qualitative examples
of LLaVA-Octopus include scene detail-related questions,
spatial-temporal-related questions, and dynamic counting
questions. LLaVA-Octopus achieves correct responses in
each of these scenarios, illustrating its ability to integrate
the strengths of different visual projectors and and over-
come the inherent limitations imposed by a single projector.
This versatility allows our method to perform well not only
on specific types of problems but also in a wide range of
comprehensive instruction scenarios.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we introduce LLaVA-Octopus, a novel video
multimodal large language model. LLaVA-Octopus dy-
namically adjusts the feature weights from different visual
projectors based on user instructions, effectively leverag-
ing the unique strengths of each projector. By dynami-
cally selecting and combining the most suitable features,
LLaVA-Octopus significantly enhances its performance in
various multimodal tasks. Our experimental results demon-
strate that LLaVA-Octopus achieves outstanding perfor-
mance across multiple benchmarks, particularly in tasks
such as multimodal understanding, visual question answer-
ing, and video understanding, highlighting its promising ap-
plication potential.



LLaVA-Octopus: Unlocking Instruction-Driven
Adaptive Projector Fusion for Video Understanding

Supplementary Material

6. More Comparisons of Different Projectors

As discussed in Sec. 1, the significance of visual projectors
and the applicability of different types of visual projectors
to various visual task scenarios constitute a crucial motiva-
tion for LLaVA-Octopus. We have provided some examples
in Fig. 2 to illustrate this phenomenon. To further demon-
strate its generalizability and reinforce our motivation, we
supplement more additional examples in Fig. 8, Fig. 9 and
Fig. 10.

Specifically, in Fig. 8, we present examples of Scene
Details Related Questions using representative methods of
the three types of projectors. In complex backgrounds,
when questions require a more detailed understanding of
the scene, the Image-based Projector demonstrates supe-
rior performance. In Fig. 9, we show examples of Spatial-
temporal Related Questions using representative methods
of the three types of projectors. It can be seen that the
method based on the Spatial-temporal Projector, VideoL-
LaMAZ2 [16], shows a clear advantage. In Fig. 10, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of different projector meth-
ods in problems that require temporal consistency. Similar
to the discussion in the paper, we chose Dynamic Count-
ing Problems to represent this category. It is evident that
the temporal consistency of both the Image-based Projec-
tor and the Spatial-temporal Projector is severely compro-
mised, leading to poor performance in this type of prob-
lem. In contrast, the method with Token-compress Projector
shows good performance in this category.

7. More Qualitative Results

In our main paper, we claim that proposed LLaVA-Octopus
can tackle different video understanding scenarios and com-
prehensive user instructions. We have verified this through
both extensive quantitative and qualitative experiments in
Sec. 4. Here, we present more qualitative results in Fig. 11
and Fig. 12 to further support our conclusion.

Specifically, in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12, we present the perfor-
mance of our LLaVA-Octopus on three types of questions:
Scene Details Related Questions, Spatial-temporal Related
Questions, and Dynamic Counting Problems. It can be seen
that due to the reasonable integration of image-based pro-
jector, spatial-temporal projector, and token-compress pro-
jector in our model architecture, our LLaVA-Octopus is ca-
pable of providing accurate answers to all three types of
questions.



Q: What color is the car being repaired in the movie?

Video

X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: Black ¥[Wrong]

Q: What color is the clothes of the person wearing a floral hat at the staircase in the video?

Video

X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: Purple X[Wrong]

Q: What does the cartoon cat use to drag the cartoon mouse?

Video

X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: Rope X[Wrong]

Q: What did the old man in the video receive as a gift from the police?

'/lrh

XK [Wrong] LLaMA-VID: Money ¥[Wrong]

Q: What color is the bag placed on the table?

Video

X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: Blue  ¥[Wrong]

Figure 8. More examples of scene details related question.



Q: Please describe the cooking process in the video in step-by-step order.

Video

The cooking process begins with slicing an on a wooden , followed by mixing the
in a bowl. The next step involves blending the onion mixture in a . The blended mixture
is then poured onto a lined with parchment A mixture is added to the onions and
mixed together. The are placed on the , . The video concludes with the
onion rings being baked in an oven. K [Missing step]
Certainly! The video showcases the process of preparing and cooking onion rings. Here are the steps:
1. Preparing the onions: The video begins with a close-up shot of a pile of . The onions are then into
rings and placed in a bow! of water.
2. Preparing the batter: In a separate bowl, the is prepared. The ingredients for the batter are not
explicitly shown, but it typically includes .
3. Coating the onions: The are then in the , ensuring they are evenly covered.
4. Frying the onions: The are in until they turn . The video shows
the onion rings being carefully placed in the fryer and cooked to perfection.
5. Plating the onions: Once the are cooked, they are from the fryer and placed on a plate
lined with to any excess oil.
6. Serving the onions: The final step is to the . The video shows the onion rings being arranged

on a plate and garnished with a side of
Overall, the video provides a detailed demonstration of the process of preparing and cooking onion rings, from slicing
the onions to serving them on a plate.

LLaMA-VID: The video shows a person preparing a dish by cutting potatoes into rings and frying them in a pan. The

person then adds seasoning to the potatoes and continues frying them. Afterward, the person adds eggs and cheese to
the potatoes and mixes them together. The dish is then baked in the oven. X [Wrong content]

Q: Please describe the cooking process in the video in step-by-step order.

Video

The cooking process begins with a person stirring in a frying pan on a stove. The
scene transitions to the person transferring from a bowl into the same frying pan, using a to
. Various ingredients are then added to the pan, including . The person
continues to , all the ingredients together. The video wraps up with the person adding
more ingredients, including , and stirring the mixture thoroughly to ensure everything is well combined.
K [Missing step]
Certainly! The cooking process in the video involves the following steps
1. The person starts by frying a and rice in a pan
2. They then add a variety of ingredients, including , o the pan
3. The person the ingredients together and continues to cook the dish
4. As the dish cooks, the person occasionally as needed
5. Once the dish is fully cooked, the person it ontoa and presents it to the camera
Overall, the video showcases the process of cooking a delicious and flavorful dish using a variety of ingredients and
techniques.

LLaMA-VID:The video shows a person cooking a dish by adding ingredients to a pan, stirring them, and then serving
the dish on a plate. The person is seen adding ingredients to a pan, stirring them, and then serving the dish on a plate.
X[Missing step & Missing content]

Figure 9. More examples of spatial-temporal related question.



p
Dynamic Counting Problem

Q: How many times did the person show objects to the camera?

Video

X[Wrong] X [Wrong] LLaMA-VID: 7

Q: How many objects enter the scene?

X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: 3

Video

X[Wrong]

Q: How many times did the person launch the object on the slanted plane?

Video

X [Wrong] X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: 3
Q: How many collisions happen?
o
s
X[Wrong] LLaMA-VID: 3

K [Wrong]

Q: The person makes sets of repeated actions. How many distinct repeated actions did the person do?

Video

LLaMA-VID: 3

K [Wrong] X[Wrong]

Figure 10. More examples of dynamic counting question.



User: What is seen in the background
while the man is playing the bagpipe?

LLaVA-Octopus: In the background,
there is a bar setting with bottles and
glasses visible.

User: What is the color of the toothbrush
used in the video?

% LLaVA-Octopus: The toothbrush
used in the video is blue.

User:

What color is the clothing
worn by the two boys playing squash
on the squash court?

LLaVA-Octopus: The two boys playing
squash on the court are dressed in athletic
attire, with one wearing a red shirt and
white shorts, while the other is in a blue
shirt and white shorts.

&

Video

User: Where are the people playing
cricket in the beginning of the video?

LLaVA-Octopus: The people are playing
cricket in a backyard with a white house and
a white fence in the background.

&

Video

Video

Dynamic Counting Problem

a ~

“a

)

User: How many times does the butterfly
occur in this video?

% LLaVA-Octopus : 4

User: How many times does the instructor in
the video appear in different scenarios?

% LLaVA-Octopus : 4

User: How many different guitar-shaped
instruments are there in the video?

% LLaVA-Octopus : 7

User: How many times did the two athletes
dive together at the same time in the video?

% LLaVA-Octopus : 3

Figure 11. More qualitative results of LLaVA-Octopus.
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Video

% LLaVA-Octopus: The first shot of the video

Dynamic Counting Problem

. | y
¥ |
b V7

Video

User: How many times does the person in the O
video transfer the phone to another person? ()

User: What is the first shot of in
the video and what is written on it? -

% LLaVA-Octopus : 3
is a close-up of a black case with 'GUNS N'
ROSES' written on it.

User: What is the tfemporal sequence of events in the video?

% LLaVA-Octopus : The video captures the man's actions in a sequential manner, starting
with him standing before the barbell, then bending over to lift it, lifting the barbell above

his head, and finally dropping it back onto the ground.

User: What did the barber do after the boy gestures towards his head while

looking at himself in the mirror?

LLaVA-Octopus : After the boy gestures towards his head while looking at himself in the
mirror, the barber continues to trim and style the boy's hair.

Video
O

User: What task did the man perform after gesturing toward the window in the dimly lit room?

LLaVA-Octopus : After gesturing toward the window, the man proceeded to spray the

window with Windex.

Figure 12. More qualitative results of LLaVA-Octopus.
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