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Abstract

Large Vision Language Models (LVLMs) have demon-
strated impressive capabilities in video understanding, yet
their adoption for Activities of Daily Living (ADL) remains
limited by their inability to capture fine-grained interactions
and spatial relationships. This limitation is particularly ev-
ident in ADL tasks, where understanding detailed human-
object interaction and human-centric motion is crucial for
applications such as elderly monitoring and cognitive as-
sessment. To address this, we aim to leverage the comple-
mentary nature of egocentric views to enhance LVLM’s un-
derstanding of exocentric ADL videos. Consequently, we
propose an online ego2exo distillation approach to learn
ego-augmented exo representations in LVLMs. While effec-
tive, this approach requires paired ego-exo training data,
which is impractical to collect for real-world ADL sce-
narios. Consequently, we develop EgoMimic, a skeleton-
guided method that can generate mimicked ego views from
exocentric videos. We find that the exo representations
of our ego-augmented LVLMs successfully learn to extract
ego-perspective cues, demonstrated through comprehen-
sive evaluation on six ADL benchmarks and our proposed
EgoPerceptionMCQ benchmark designed specifically to
assess egocentric understanding from exocentric videos.
Code, models, and data will be open-sourced.

1. Introduction

The wide-scale adoption of Large Language Models
(LLMs) and availability of large-scale video instruction data
has led to the emergence of Large Vision-Language Mod-
els (LVLMs) with impressive video understanding capabili-
ties. Learning representations for Activities of Daily Living
(ADL) in LVLMs is a particularly promising direction, es-
pecially for healthcare applications such as monitoring the
elderly, assessing cognitive decline, and assistive robotics.
However, current LVLMs struggle to understand ADL
due to two key challenges. First, existing models are pri-
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Figure 1. Top: LVLMs trained on web videos capture scene con-
text but miss human-centric details. Middle: Domain-specific
training improves human focus but struggles with fine-grained in-
teractions. Bottom: Our approach learns ego-augmented LVLMs
to enhance understanding of ego cues in exo videos.

marily trained on large-scale web videos [23, 28] featuring
sports clips [10] and movie scenes [5, 56], which consist
mainly of subject-centered frames with prominent motion.
This training distribution differs from ADL videos which
contain subtle motions [16] and complex human-object in-
teractions [6]. Second, the practical constraints of collect-
ing ADL data results in datasets predominantly captured
from exocentric (exo) cameras. While this perspective pro-
vides a comprehensive view of the scene, it often fails to
capture the fine-grained details that are crucial to address
the complex challenges of ADL.

Inspired by recent work on collecting time-synchronized
egocentric (ego) and exocentric videos [34, 51], we propose
learning ego-augmented exo representations in LVLMs to
address the challenges of ADL. The ego perspective nat-
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urally captures detailed views of hands and objects being
manipulated, providing fine-grained cues that are often un-
clear from the exo perspective. While previous work has
explored knowledge transfer from exo to ego representa-
tions [35, 63], we investigate the inverse direction and lever-
age the detailed interaction cues from ego views to en-
hance exo understanding. This raises the question: what
strategies are effective for ego-augmented exo representa-
tion learning in LVLMs? We observe that learning inde-
pendent embedding spaces for each perspective is more
effective than approaches that unify them into a shared
space. This separation enables effective knowledge trans-
fer through distillation, we dub as online ego2exo distilla-
tion, which we find to be the most effective way to learn
ego-augmented exo representations in LVLMs. This find-
ing is validated through evaluation on various benchmarks
designed to measure LVLMs understanding of ADL [49],
as well as a novel proposed benchmark, EgoPerception-
MCQ, specifically designed to measure LVLMs ego under-
standing from exo videos. EgoPerceptionMCQ is gener-
ated through a systematic process leveraging synchronized
ego-exo videos from EgoExo4D [25]. EgoPerceptionMCQ
consists of over 5,000 multiple-choice questions that probe
LVLMs understanding of hand movements, object interac-
tions, and spatial relationships from exo videos.

LVLMs trained with time-synchronized ego-exo video
pairs [25] using online ego2exo distillation, presents a chal-
lenge when training on ADL datasets, where the ego per-
spective is typically unavailable due to the invasive na-
ture of wearable cameras and the complexity associated
with syncing cameras across multiple devices. This chal-
lenge raises our second question, how can ego-augmented
exo representations be learned when only the exo perspec-
tive is available? Recent methods have attempted to pair
unpaired videos by aligning them temporally [67] or us-
ing language semantics [64], which works well when ego
and exo data being paired shares similar semantics and ac-
tion distributions, as seen in datasets like ego tennis fore-
hand [67] or between Ego4D [24] and HowTol100M [43].
However, this approach is challenging to apply for ADL,
where capturing long, “boring” ADL activities is not as
common or interesting as recording more engaging activi-
ties like cooking, which are more likely to be publicly avail-
able [15, 30, 73]. Other methods, such as EMBED [20] and
Ex02EgoDVC [44], imitate ego perspectives by cropping
the hand object regions from exo videos in HowTol00M.
However, these approaches are insufficient for ADL, where
hands are not always central to the activity being per-
formed. Instead, the entire human skeleton has proven to be
an important modality for understanding ADL understand-
ing [7, 48], as it captures the nuanced body motions char-
acterizing different actions. Consequentially, we propose
EgoMimic, which leverages the motion of human skeleton

joints to generate mimicked ego views from exo videos. By
analyzing the motion of human joints over time, EgoMimic
identifies the most salient regions and crops the exo video
accordingly, creating a mimicked ego perspective and effec-
tively enabling training LVLMs with online ego2exo distil-
lation. To summarize our contributions:

* We introduce the first LVLM that learns ego-augmented
exo representations, enabled through Online ego2exo dis-
tillation for understanding exo ADL videos.

* We propose EgoMimic, a skeleton-guided method for
generating mimicked ego perspectives from exo videos,
enabling the training of online distillation ego2exo in sce-
narios where collecting ego and exo pairs is impractical.

* To quantify the ego understanding of our learned ego-
augmented exo representations, we introduce the EgoP-
erceptionMCQ benchmark, consisting of over 5,000
multiple-choice questions to evaluate LVLMs under-
standing of ego cues from exo videos.

2. Related Work

ADL Representation Learning. While video representa-
tion learning has advanced with 3D CNNs [11, 22, 38, 59]
and video transformers [4, 8, 21, 36, 41], models opti-
mized on web videos often struggle with complex ADL
videos [17, 40, 52, 54, 60]. Human skeleton-based ap-
proaches [12, 26, 53, 68] excel in understanding body mo-
tion and skeleton action recognition but lack the appear-
ance information needed to model human-object interac-
tions, which is crucial for ADL. To address ADL chal-
lenges, several methods combine RGB and pose modali-
ties [1, 18, 29], yet they rely on skeletons at test time, adding
computational expense and potential noise in real-world ap-
plications. Approaches like Pi-ViT [48] and VPN++ [19]
bypass 3D skeletons at test time through knowledge distilla-
tion, transferring information from skeletons to RGB. How-
ever, these methods lack the generalized representations of
LVLMs and do not leverage egocentric data to enhance dis-
criminative action representations. In contrast, we are the
first to use egocentric data to learn ADL representations for
the exocentric perspective.

Ego-Exo Video Representation Learning. Learning
from egocentric (ego) and exocentric (exo) perspectives
has been explored in various approaches for video under-
standing. Prior works can be categorized [57] into joint-
learning and perspective transfer approaches. Joint learn-
ing approaches [44, 55, 64, 65, 67, 69] aim to learn a uni-
fied representation space for both perspectives. For exam-
ple, Actor and Observer [55] trains a dual-stream CNN to
contrastively align ego and exo features, while AE2 [67]
uses temporal-alignment as a contrastive learning objec-
tive. In real-world scenarios where only a single per-
spective is available for inference, perspective transfer ap-
proaches [3, 35, 45, 47, 61, 63] aim to leverage knowledge
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Figure 2. Ego-augmented LVLM training strategies. (a) Single projector learns a unified mapping and can be trained on ego, exo,
or both perspectives. (b) Dual projector learns independent projectors through joint ego-exo training, maintaining perspective-specific
representations. (c¢) Offline distillation transfers knowledge from a pre-trained ego model to an exo model. (d) Online ego2exo distillation
transfers knowledge between simultaneously trained projectors. (e) Perspective translation incorporates an additional exo-to-ego translator

in order to preserve exo understanding.

from one perspective to enhance understanding of the other.
For example, Ego-Exo [35] uses ego auxiliary tasks to pre-
train a 3D-CNN on exo videos. Quattrocchi et al. distills
knowledge from an exo-trained teacher to an ego student.
While these approaches demonstrate the value of cross-
perspective transfer, existing approaches focus on transfer-
ring knowledge from exo to ego. In contrast, our work ex-
plores the inverse direction of learning ego-augmented exo
representations. Furthermore, unlike prior works that focus
on traditional video understanding frameworks, we investi-
gate ego-exo representation learning in the context of large
vision-language models.

Large Vision Language Models for Video Advance-
ments in Large Language Models [9, 13, 58] and large-scale
video-text datasets [32, 66, 71, 72] have led to Large Vision
Language Models (LVLMs) [27, 31, 37, 42, 70, 71] with
impressive video understanding capabilities. While many
existing LVLMs contain a mix of ego [24] and exo perspec-
tive videos in their training data, the perspectives are not
distinguished during training. Our work is the first to inves-
tigate how ego-exo can be use to train LVLMs, validated on
exocentric ADL videos.

3. Method

Preliminary. In this section, we provide an overview of
Large Vision Language Models [42] (LVLMs). Consider a
video v € RTXHXWxX3 \where T is the number of frames,
H x W is the spatial resolution, and an associated QA pair
containing a question ¢ and its corresponding answer a. The

video-instruction pairs used to train the LVLM can be de-
noted as X = {(v;,qi,a;)}Y,, where the training distri-
bution contains N samples, and z; = (v;, ¢;, a;) represents
the 7’th video-QA pair. A frozen pre-trained visual encoder,
CLIP-L/14 [46], is then used to extract visual features from
the video v;, denoted as f;.

Vicuna [13] is selected as the LLM in the LVLM, with
its parameters 6,7 s kept frozen. The primary goal of the
LVLM training is to achieve vision-language understand-
ing capability through the introduction of visual informa-
tion into the language model’s embedding space. Initially,
the visual features f; do not share a common embedding
space with the language model, and a mapping between
them must be learned [39]. For this, a learnable feature pro-
jector, ¢(+), is used to project the visual features f; into the
embedding space of the language model. The projected vi-
sual features ¢( f;) and question ¢; and are then input to the
language model following the template:

USER: <g¢;> <¢(f;)> Assistant:

During training, the language model iterates over samples
in the video-QA pairs, X, and processes the video v; and
question g; to generate next token predictions. The LVLM
is trained using an auto-regressive loss as

T
Lum == log Pr(z; | w<i;0rLa) (1
t=1
where T is the length of the input sequence and Pr(x; |
Z<y; 0) is the probability of the token x; given the preceding
tokens x - (all tokens before x;).
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Figure 3. EgoMimic: Skeleton-guided ego view generation.
Our method computes motion magnitudes across skeleton joints
to identify regions of significant activity in exocentric videos. The
joints with highest temporal motion guide the cropping of ego-like
views that focus on interaction regions.

Overview. In the typical LVLM training paradigm, all
videos are processed identically regardless of their perspec-
tive. This results in models that fail to leverage the com-
plementary visual cues available between ego and exo per-
spectives. In contrast, we take advantage of these comple-
mentary cues to learn ego-augmented exo representations,
enabling LVLMs to infer ego cues from exo videos at infer-
ence, when only exo videos are available. Consequently, in
this section we (1) propose various strategies to learn ego-
augmented exo representations in LVLMs and (2) present
EgoMimic, a skeleton-guided cropping strategy for imitat-
ing ego views in exo-only datasets.

3.1. Strategies for Learning Ego-augmented Exo
Representations in LVLMs

We first introduce strategies for learning ego-augmented
exo representations in LVLMs. Here, we assume the
availability of time synchronized ego-exo videos for train-
ing, resulting in the video-instruction pairs, X€9°¢7° =
{29997 = (v{9° vE™°, qi, a;) V.|, where v/ and v§T°
correspond to synced videos captured from the ego and exo
perspectives. Let f;9° and f£“° denote the correspond-
ing visual features extracted from the visual encoder. This
setting with time-synchronized videos provides an ideal
test bed for evaluating different strategies of learning ego-
augmented exo representations in LVLMs.
Projection-based Strategies. These strategies intro-
duce specialized projectors to map the ego and exo perspec-
tives to the embedding space of the language model, and can
be categorized as single projector or dual projector. Single
projector adopts the typical vanilla LVLM architecture us-

ing a single feature projector, ¢?(-) where p indicates the
training perspective(s), to learn a unified mapping from ego
and exo perspectives to the language model’s embedding
space. In contrast, the dual projector strategy deploys two
distinct feature projectors, one ego projector ¢9° and one
exo projector ¢“*°. After obtaining the visual features of
each perspective, f;9° and f£*°, they are passed to their re-
spective projectors and input jointly to the language model
along with the question g; using the following template:
USER: <g;> <@“9°(ff9%)> <¢*°(fi®°)> Assistant:

Unlike the unified mapping learned by a single projector,
the dual projector strategy enables the learning of indepen-
dent, perspective-specific mappings. However, the LVLM’s
predictions are generated from the joint distribution of the
ego and exo inputs as

T
Liim=— Z log Pr(xz?°" | 247" 0Lm)  (2)
t=1
This loss computation imposes each projector’s updates de-
pendent on contributions from both the ego and exo projec-
tors while using dual projectors in training LVLM.
Knowledge Distillation Strategies. Knowledge distilla-
tion (KD) enables the transfer of knowledge from one neu-
ral network to another. As we aim to learn ego-augmented
exo representations, distillation serves as a natural strategy
to learn egocentric cues in exocentric representations. We
explore three different distillation strategies in our work. In
Offline ego to exo distillation (Offline ego2exo), an LVLM
trained solely on ego videos serves as a teacher for training
an LVLM solely on exo videos. Specifically, the projector
outputs of a frozen ego-trained LVLM ¢9°( f{9°), are dis-
tilled to the projector outputs of the exo LVLM ¢ ( f£7°)
during training. Online ego to exo distillation (Online
ego2exo) is similar to Offline ego2exo, but differs in that
¢“9° and ¢°*° are both trainable. The total loss for online
and offline ego2exo based LVLMs is a convex optimization
of the distillation loss and L1y, defined as:

Liotar = |9°9°(£79°) = 6 (f7)? + L (3)

The third strategy, perspective translation (PTrans), ad-
dresses a potential limitation of directly distilling ego cues
into exo representations—namely the loss of exo understand-
ing. PTrans consists of an LVLM trained with three projec-
tors: ego ¢9°, exo $°*°, and exo-to-ego ¢°*°%¢9° ¢ R%,
The exo-to-ego projector aims to translate exo features to
ego features while retaining the exo representations of ¢*°,
providing a way to capture ego cues from exo videos with-
out sacrificing exo understanding. The exo-to-ego projec-
tor receives exo visual features as input and its outputs are
distilled from ¢®9°(f9°). Here, the total loss to train the

K2

LVLM is defined as:
Lo = |°9°(f79°) — ¢“*29°(fF™)* + Lo (4)



During training, the features of ¢°*°2¢9° are not used as

input to the language model to avoid representation collapse
and reduce computation.
Inference Configuration. Our models enable different
inference configurations based on their training. In the case
of single projector, this equates to the perspective(s) used to
train the projector, while multi-projector approaches (On-
line ego2exo, offline ego2exo, and PTrans) are more flex-
ible, allowing any single projector or combination to be
used. This provides a unique lens from which to under-
stand the representations learned by each projector, and is
explored in Section 5.2.

3.2. EgoMimic: Skeleton Guided Ego Imitation

To learn Ego-augmented Exo representations with instruc-
tion tuning in LVLMs on exo-only ADL datasets, we pro-
pose EgoMimic, a method for imitating the egocentric per-
spective from exocentric videos. Human skeleton informa-
tion provides insights into the key joints that characterize
different actions, especially for ADL [48, 50]. Based on
this, we hypothesize that egocentric attention will be con-
centrated towards joints that are most relevant to the ac-
tion being performed. EgoMimic exploits this, using hu-
man skeleton information to generate imitated ego videos
(i.e., mimicked ego videos).

EgoMimic is guided by the motion of the human skele-
ton joints over time. Specifically, let S; € RT*7*2 repre-
sent the 2D skeleton sequence of the video v{*°, containing
T frames and the 2D spatial coordinates of J human joints.
EgoMimic first computes motion magnitudes of each hu-
man joint across the video as

1 T-1
— t+1 t
M; = ;nsi = Sill2 )

where M; € R’ represents the motion magnitudes of the
joints in the video, and S! are the 2D skeleton joints at frame
t. Prior to computing M, skeletons are centered and nor-
malized with respect to the first frame. Then, the Top-K
joints with the largest motion magnitude are selected and
their coordinates are used to crop the exo video, generating
the mimicked ego video. Thus, the mimicked ego video,
v;9%, can be computed from M, and v{° as follows

M; = Top-K (M)
v$9° = Crop(vi®®, MF¥)

where MY € R¥ are the k joints in video i with the largest
motion over time and Crop(.) returns the minimum span-
ning bounding box that encapsulates all the joints of M¥
across all frames in v§™°.

In summary, given a training distribution of ex-
ocentric  videos, EgoMimic returns Xegoexo
{(v59° vE% qi,a:) Y ,, where v is the true exo

% %
video and v;?? is the mimicked ego video. The mimicked
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to place the electric jug on the base?

Choices:

A) Left Hand B) Right Hand

C) Both Hands D) Neither of the Hands
Answer: A

Q:What is being picked up by the person
:The tire

B:Atool used to change a tire

Question: Which hand did the person use
C:The wheel's lug nut

D: Awrench
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Figure 4. EgoPerceptionMCQ generation. From EgoExo04D’s
synchronized ego-exo clips and narrations, we generate multiple-
choice questions about ego cues like hand movements and object
manipulations. Models must answer questions using only exo in-
puts, testing their ability to understand ego properties from the
exo perspectives. Example Video-QA pairs from the benchmark
are shown on the right.

ego views allow the application of the ego-augmented rep-
resentation learning strategies in Section 3.1 in scenarios
where only exo videos are available for training.

4. EgoPerceptionMCQ

To benchmark the ability of LVLMs to understand ego cues
from exo videos, we introduce EgoPerceptionMCQ), a large-
scale multiple-choice question (MCQ) dataset derived from
EgoExo04D [25]. While EgoExo4D contains long video
takes of skilled human activities, we utilize the keystep
clips - short temporal segments from long videos that cap-
ture specific fine-grained procedural actions. Each keystep
clip is annotated with a descriptive label and synchronized
across an ego and multiple exo views. The dataset pro-
vides 698 unique keystep actions along with 432K times-
tamped atomic action descriptions detailing the fine-grained
activities within each clip. Figure 4 illustrates the creation
of EgoPerceptionMCQ, more examples are provided in the
supplementary.

For each keystep clip, we utilize only the “best” exo-
centric perspective as annotated in EgoExo4D. Given the
clip’s keystep description and its corresponding atomic ac-
tion descriptions, we employ a large language model [2] to
generate questions that challenge the LVLM’s ability to un-
derstand actions typically well-captured from first-person
views (such as hand-object interactions) when only given
third-person observations. For each clip, we generate two



Table 1. Comparing LVLM training strategies on EgoExo4D.
For single projector, the inference column indicates training data of
the method used at inference time. For other methods, it indicates
which projector was used. Dual projector methods consistently
outperform single projector and perspective translation (PTrans).
o indicates the exo2ego projector from PTrans.

Inference | Charades SH TSU | Charades
Ego Exo AR AR TC Desc.
42.0 254 332 29.3
37.6 26.1 317 29.7
48.9 345 313 37.8
50.9 340 33.0 39.0
[ 378 249 306 253
50.5 36.6 40.2 40.2
50.1 320 325 39.2
33.0 225 230 30.0
40.9 16.6  29.0 28.2

Method

Single Projector

Dual Projector
Offline ego2exo
Online ego2exo

PTrans

SN ENEIENENE RN

AN NN ENESENEN

multiple-choice questions, each consisting of a query and
four possible answers, with only one being correct.

To address common challenges in LLM-generated as-
sessments [14], we implement several quality control mea-
sures. These include answer position shuffling to prevent
positional bias, and explicit prompting to ensure non-trivial
answer choices. We further categorize questions into four
types: hand identification, object identification, hand-object
interaction, and other, using a language model to systemat-
ically analyze the category of each question. The resulting
multiple choice questions are designed to evaluate various
aspects of fine-grained action understanding, with particu-
lar emphasis on hand-object interactions that are typically
more salient in egocentric views.

Benchmark Name Nun.lber of Task
Videos
ADL-X Benchmarks [49]
Charades AR 1814 Action recognition
SH AR 5405 Action recognition
LEMMA AF 528 Action anticipation
TSU TC 2794 Temporal completion
Charades Desc. 1862 Video description
TSU Desc. 174 Video description

Proposed Benchmark
Ego-understanding

EgoPerceptionMCQ 5578 from exo videos

Table 3. Summary of evaluation benchmarks. We include six
general ADL understanding benchmarks from ADL-X and our
proposed EgoPerceptionMCQ.

5. Experiments

In this section we first present the evaluation settings and
then provide a thorough analysis of learning ego augmented
exo representation in LVLMs.

Table 2. Impact of paired vs unpaired training and inference pro-
jector. The Dual Projector (Fig. 2.a) method is trained with time-
synchronized (v') and random (X) ego-exo pairs across three training
configurations, using different inference projectors. The properties
of each dataset determine the best inference projector (§5). Paired
training consistently outperforms unpaired training.

Training Inference  Paired | Charades SH TSU Charades
dataset Projector training AR AR TC Desc (Avg.)
Exo X 38.5 258 378 25.2
Ego X 46.3 33.1 348 373
EgoExo4D Exo v 447 281 322 28.4
Ego v 48.0 363 255 41.1
EgoExo04D + Exo X 50.9 455 300 43.9
ADL-X Ego X 47.2 327  32.6 38.2
Exo v 54.7 443 359 46.4
}IEA‘DOII\‘/I_E:—C Ego v 42.8 375 284 354
g Ego + Exo v 488 419 363 445

5.1. Evaluation Settings

Datasets. EgoExo4D [25] is a large-scale multi-
perspective dataset containing over 1,200 hours of
time-synchronized ego and exo videos. As the dataset lacks
instruction tuning data required to train LVLMs, we gen-
erate ego-exo Video-QA pairs from keystep activity clips
and atomic action descriptions provided as annotations in
EgoEx04D, only considering the highest quality exo videos
as indicated by the annotations. More details are provided
in the supplementary materials. We will release these 220k
instruction tuning pairs to promote future research.

ADL-X [49] is an instruction tuning dataset designed
for ADL-focused LLVMs, containing over 100k instruction
tuning pairs. The dataset is created through a weakly super-
vised data curation framework that provides video QA pairs
for temporally stitched videos from NTU120 [40].
Downstream Tasks. We evaluate our methods across 10
benchmarks designed to measure LVLM’s ability to under-
stand (1) ADL and (2) egocentric understanding from exo
videos. ADL Multiple Choice Questions (ADL MCQ) [49]
consists of four benchmarks to assess the question an-
swering ability of LVLMs on ADL questions, and ADL
Video Description (ADL VD) [49] contains two bench-
marks to measure description capability. Raw accuracy is
reported for ADL MCQ, and Video-ChatGPT description
metrics [42] are reported for ADL VD. To measure ego-
centric understanding of LVLMs on exo videos, we report
accuracy on the four categories of our proposed EgoPercep-
tionMCQ benchmark presented in Section 4. A summary of
benchmarks used in our evaluations is provided in Table 3.
Implementation Details. In all of our experiments, Vi-
cuna 1.1 [13] is used as the backbone LLM and CLIP-
L/14 [46] is used as the visual encoder. Following [42],
we perform spatio-temporal pooling on the encoded visual
features. Regardless of perspective, this pooling results in
a total of 356 visual tokens per video. While training, both
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Figure 6. Motion mag-

jacket or putting on a shirt. The scene is described in
detail, focusing on the man's movements and interactions
ADL-X-Chat6PT : DX with objects in the room.
Online ego2exo LVLM : BY/ Online ego2exo LVLM(Ours) : The video shows a person,
\ possibly a man, lying on a bed in a room. The person is
wearing a black jacket and is seen interacting with a
black object placed on the bed. The room has a white
[ ] floor and a white bed with a black and white checkered
pattern. The person is also seen putting on a pair of blue
| shoes and walking. The scene takes place in a residential
setting, possibly a bedroom or a living room.

perspective videos. The ego video is denoted with a nitudes of the 25 ADL-

blue border, single projector LVLM is denoted with
a border, and our proposed Online ego2exo
LVLM is denoted with a green border.

the visual encoder and LLM are kept frozen and only the
projectors are trainable. The LLM and visual encoder are
initialized with parameters from LLaVA [39]. All exper-
iments are trained on 8§ A6000 48GB GPUs for 3 epochs
with a total batch size of 32 and a learning rate of 2e~°.
When applying EgoMimic to ADL-X, we set K = 6 for
selecting joints with largest motion.

5.2. Discussion and Analysis

Which strategy is effective for Ego-augmented Exo Rep-
resentation Learning? Table | evaluates the effective-
ness of projector-based and distillation-based strategies on
the ADL-X dataset. Note that in the single projector ap-
proach, the inference projector corresponds to its training
data. Results show that using perspective-specific projec-
tors, as in the dual projector approach, outperforms the sin-
gle projector, enabling LVLMs to better disentangle ego-
exo representations. In contrast, single projectors attempt
to learn a unified representation from different (ego-exo)
input distributions. Surprisingly, among distillation strate-
gies, the offline ego2exo approach underperforms the online
approach, contrary to the findings in standard video mod-
els [45], which highlights the differences in learning mech-
anisms between conventional video models and LVLM:s.
The lower performance of the PTrans approach is likely due
to its increased training parameters. Thus, for emulating
ego representations in LVLMs using exo videos, the online
ego2exo strategy is optimal, imposing an explicit constraint
to capture ego characteristics within exo representations.

Is paired training necessary? To answer this question,
we train dual projector LVLMs using two training protocols
- one using time-synchronized ego-exo video pairs (paired)
and another using randomly sampled ego and exo videos
(unpaired) and present the results in Table 2. For a fair
comparison with LVLMs trained on unpaired data, we do

X skeleton joints. Aver-
aged over all videos.

Figure 7. Qualitative LVLM outputs. For multiple
choice questions and video descriptions.

not use online distillation in these experiments. We find
that when training only using EgoExo4D data, paired train-
ing consistently outperforms its unpaired counterpart when
comparing corresponding inference projectors. For exam-
ple, when using the exo projector at inference, paired train-
ing achieves 44.7% on Charades AR compared to 38.5% for
unpaired training. This observation regarding the need for
paired data aligns with recent studies in the field [25, 45].
Moreover, the unpaired training protocol allows the in-
tegration of additional exo-only datasets such as ADL-X
during training (EgoExo4D + ADL-X). The exo projec-
tor’s strong performance in this setup (50.9% vs. 44.7% on
Charades AR) surpasses that of paired EgoExo4D training,
likely due to the larger training sample size available for the
LVLM. This observation further motivates to train LVLMs
in paired fashion on datasets only containing the exo view.
EgoMimic facilitates the desired paired training, and its ef-
ficacy is validated in ADL-X + EgoMimic where results
show that paired training with mimicked ego views achieves
54.7% on Charades AR using exo projection, surpassing
both the unpaired ADL-X (50.9%) and paired EgoExo4D
(44.7%) baselines. Similar improvements are observed on
Smarthome-AR, where EgoMimic achieves 44.3% com-
pared to 45.5% and 28.1% respectively.
What are the effects of inference projectors? In Ta-
ble 2, the Exo projector learned by the LVLM trained with
ADL-X + EgoMimic outperforms the Ego projector. This
is likely due to two factors: (1) the LVLM is trained on
true exo videos, enabling it to capture more discriminative
representations, and (2) ADL tasks are evaluated in exocen-
tric scenarios, reducing domain gap. However, the com-
bined Ego+Exo projector underperforms compared to the
Exo projector alone. As confirmed in the single projector
experiments in Table 1, the Ego projector’s dominance in-
troduces noise when fused with the Exo projector, thereby



Table 4. Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on ADL understanding. Image-language models and web-trained serve as general
vision-language baselines. ADL-X-ChatGPT and LLAVIDAL represent domain-specific approaches trained on ADL instruction data, with
LLAVIDAL using additional pose and depth modalities (indicated by gray font color). Our ego-augmented approach achieves strong

performance using only RGB inputs.

# Training
Video QA Pairs

Method ADLMCQ

Charades AR SHAR LEMMAAF TSUTC | Cor Do Ctu Tu Con Avg | Cor Do Ctu

Charades Description Toyota Smarthome Description

Tu Con Avg

Image captioners + LLM

23.6 42.0 620 49.6 365 328 446|552 720 60.6 302 485 533
225 40.2 618 495 365 335 443|498 66 56.6 298 402 485
20.2 39.8 602 478 36.0 372 442 | 488 666 63.6 456 398 529

CogVLM [62] + GPT [9] - 523 425 320
CogVLM [62] + Llama [58] - 52.8 432 325
BLIP2 [33] + GPT [9] - 50.2 39.6 28.9
Video-ChatGPT [42] 100K 51.0 39.6 314
Video-LLaMA [70] 2.6M 40.2 44.8 326
Video-LLaVA [37] 1.2M 418 492 30.0
Chat-UniVi [27] 3M 53.1 48.1 323

Web video trained LVLMs

20.9 26.1 452 356 214 312 319|312 528 782 648 456 545
24.6 222 425 338 202 345 306|578 620 624 482 444 549
255 236 464 34 206 335 31.6|30.8 548 424 304 445 406

36.4 365 545 466 322 359 41.1|568 669 790 50.0 56.6 619

[49]
ADL-X-ChatGPT [49] 100K 51.0 44.5 28.6

ORlieepzexOus) 100K 529 50.7 345
+EgoMimic

ADL trained LVLMs

29.5 40.6 506 49.8 30.6 402 424|624 794 708 512 604 648
28.1 454 638 578 356 40.6 48.6 | 60.1 87.8 774 472 694 684

Table 5. Evaluation on EgoPerceptionMCQ. We evaluate
LVLMs ability to understand ego-specific details (Hand identifica-
tion, Object identification, Human-Object Interactions, and Other)
from exo inputs. Online ego2exo shows consistent improvements
across all categories compared to single projector baselines.

Model Training EgoPerceptionMCQ
Views Hand Obj HOI Other All
Ego,Exo | 47.0 565 559 517 53.0
Single projector Ego 427 514 499 51.0 487
Exo 482 585 544 528 542
Online ego2exo Ego,Exo | 64.2 659 713 682 664

adding unwanted variance to the LLM embedding space.
Is Exo Learning Ego? To answer the question of whether
our trained LVLMs are understanding ego cues from exo
videos, we evaluate them on our proposed EgoPerception-
MCQ benchmark and present the results in Table 5. Consis-
tent with our previous findings in Table 1, online ego2exo
demonstrates superior performance across all question cate-
gories in EgoPerceptionMCQ. The online ego2exo achieves
66.4% overall accuracy, a +13.4% improvement over the
single projector trained on both views (53.0%). This im-
provement is particularly significant for hand-related ques-
tions (71.3% vs 55.9%), suggesting enhanced understand-
ing of egocentric cues which is achieved through online dis-
tillation between the dual projectors in LVLM.

5.3. Qualitative Results

Ego-Exo Feature Distances. Figure 5 shows the dis-
tances between feature representations of ego-exo video
pairs. To obtain feature distances for a pair of videos, we
encode them using the CLIP video encoder, and pass the en-
coded ego features through the ego projector and its paired
exo features through the exo projector. We then compute
the Euclidean distance between the two features. We com-
pare these distances to the unified single projector model
trained on both ego and exo videos. In this case, we encode

both videos and pass them through the same unified projec-
tor before computing their distance. We find that our online
ego2exo LVLM achieves consistently smaller distances be-
tween corresponding ego-exo pairs compared to the unified
single projector LVLM.

EgoMimic Joint Selections. Figure 6 visualizes the av-
erage motion magnitudes of the joints in ADL-X, as com-
puted by EgoMimic. For each video, we compute the per-
joint motion magnitudes and then average them across all
videos in the dataset to obtain the magnitude for each joint.
Darker colors indicate higher motion and are more likely to
be selected by EgoMimic. Existing approaches only crop
hand regions [20, 44], but this analysis reveals that other
joints can be meaningful.

Example LVLM Answers. Figure 7 compares the quali-
tative results of three LVLMs: Video-ChatGPT [42], trained
on web videos; ADL-X-ChatGPT [49], trained on ADL
videos; and our Online ego2exo LVLM. The left side of
the figure shows an example of a Multiple Choice Question
(ADLMCQ-AR [49]), comparing the answers of the three
models. The right side demonstrates the effectiveness of
our method in generating detailed responses to open-ended
descriptive questions.

6. Comparison to the state-of-the-art

Table 4 presents results comparing our Online ego2exo
LVLM training against existing LVLMs and the state-
of-the-art on ADL understanding, including two-stage
approaches that combine image captioning with LLMs.
Image-language models like CogVLM, even when paired
with GPT-4, achieve limited performance (53.3% on TSU
Description) compared to our ego-augmented LVLMs
(68.4%). Existing LVLMs trained on web videos strug-
gle to understand ADL when compared to Online ego2exo
LVLM training (50.7% on SH AR compared to 39.6% with
Video-ChatGPT), highlighting the gap between web and
ADL videos. Online ego2exo training significantly outper-



forms the most representative baseline ADL-X-ChatGPT,
achieving 50.7% vs 44.5% on SH AR and 34.5% vs 28.6%
on LEMMA-AF. Notably, our method performs competi-
tively with methods trained on millions of samples, and with
LLAVIDAL despite using only RGB compared to LLAVI-
DAL’s use of RGB, pose, and objects, demonstrating the
effectiveness of ego-augmented exo representation learning
for understanding ADL with LVLMs.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we address the unexplored area of training
Large Vision-Language Models (LVLMs) for exocentric
Activities of Daily Living (ADL) using egocentric perspec-
tives. Our studies demonstrate that a dual projector ap-
proach, which disentangles egocentric and exocentric em-
beddings, outperforms learning a shared embedding space
with a single projector. We introduce an online ego2exo
distillation approach to incorporate ego-augmented rep-
resentations into LVLMSs. For practical applicability in
ADL, we propose EgoMimic, a skeleton-guided approach
for generating mimicked egocentric views from datasets
containing only exocentric videos. To validate the ego
understanding of the learned exocentric representations in
LVLMs, we introduce the EgoPerceptionMCQ benchmark
that consisting of over 5000 Video-QA pairs derived from
EgoEx04D. When applying our online ego2exo distillation
to ADL-X using EgoMimic, we achieve performance com-
parable to LVLMs trained on millions of samples, highlight-
ing the effectiveness of ego-augmented exo representations
without the use of true egocentric data.
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8. Appendix

* Section 8.2: EgoMimic Skeleton Joint Ablation

* Section 8.1: EgoMimic vs Existing Pseudo-ego Method
¢ Section 8.4: EgoPerceptionMCQ Data Generation
 Section 8.3: EgoExo4D Data Generation

Training dataset Charades AR  SHAR TSUTC Charades Desc.
ADL-X + EMBED [20] 52.0 46.6 243 479
ADL-X + EgoMimic (ours) 529 50.7 28.1 48.6

Table 6. EgoMimic vs alternative ego-imitation method EM-
BED. Skeleton-guided cropping in EgoMimic outperforms hand-
centric cropping in EMBED.

8.1. EgoMimic vs Other Pseudo-ego Method

Existing methods that aim to imitate the ego view from exo
videos, such as EMBED [20] and Exo2EgoDVC [44], focus
exclusively on cropping around hands under the assumption
that hand regions capture all meaningful interactions. While
this assumption holds for many datasets where the ego view
naturally focuses on hands interacting with objects [15, 24],
ADL involves a much broader range of actions. For exam-
ple, when walking the feet and legs carry the key motion
information. While sitting down the hips and torso are the
most informative. Static hand-centric cropping fails to cap-
ture these diverse ego perspectives. EgoMimic addresses
this limitation by using skeleton motion to dynamically de-
termine the most active joints for each video, adaptively fo-
cusing on the skeleton joints most relevant to the action.

Table 6 compares EgoMimic to the most similar method
EMBED, which uses hand-based cropping to imitate ego
views. Results show that EgoMimic’s dynamic joint se-
lection approach outperforms EMBED’s hand-centric ego
imitation, improving performance on all ADL benchmarks.
This demonstrates the advantage of EgoMimic’s skeleton-
based approach for capturing the full range of actions
present in ADL.

Number of Joints (k) | Charades AR SH AR TSUTC Charades Desc.
4 52.0 50.3 27.6 47.9
6 (ours) 529 50.7 28.1 48.6
8 51.7 50.7 30.6 438.3

Table 7. Ablation on EgoMimic number of joints.

8.2. Analysis of EgoMimic Skeleton Joint Selection

In this section, we discuss the top-k joint selection of
EgoMimic and explore the optimal choice of £ and

In Table 7, we ablate the number of skeleton joints se-
lected by EgoMimic for cropping. While the model perfor-
mance remains relatively stable across different values of &,
we find that £ = 6 performs best on average. This suggests
a trade-off: too few joints may miss crucial interaction re-
gions, while too many lead to overly large crops that dilute
the ego-like perspective.

8.3. EgoExo4D Data Generation Pipeline

While EgoExo4D provides synchronized ego-exo video
pairs, it lacks the instruction-tuning data required to train
our ego-augmented LVLMs. To address this, we develop
a pipeline to automatically generate high-quality instruc-
tion tuning data from EgoExo4D. Our pipeline is illustrated
in Figure 8 and leverages a large language model (Llama
3.1 [2]) to generate video QA pairs from EgoExo4D’s
keystep videos. We utilize keystep videos recorded from the
ego view and all exo views, only the corresponding dense
atomic action narrations are used as input to the LLM. The
prompt we use aims to generate QA pairs that focus on sum-
marizing the content of the videos, using only the dense nar-
rations. This process results in over 220K QA pairs derived
from EgoExo04D’s keystep videos.

8.4. EgoPerceptionMCQ Data Generation Pipeline

Similarly to the EgoExo4D instruction-tuning dataset,
we create EgoPerceptionMCQ from EgoExo4D’s keystep
clips, which contains synchronized ego-exo views of fine-
grained procedural actions. Each keystep clip is anno-
tated with a descriptive label and dense atomic action nar-
rations describing the fine-grained activities happening in
the video. Shown in Figure 9, our pipeline prompts the
LLM to act as an expert teacher to create multiple-choice
questions for video understanding, emphasizing generating
questions that test understanding of the ego perspective. For
each keystep clip, the model receives the keystep action de-
scription and corresponding atomic narrations as input to
generate questions with four answer choices. For evaluating
the benchmark, we only utilize the “best” exocentric view
as annotated in EgoExo4D.

To better understand the ego cues our ego-augmented
LVLMs learn to extract from exo views, we use an LLM
to categorize our generated questions into four types: hand
identification (questions about which hand performs an ac-
tion), object identification (questions about objects involved
in the action), hand-object interaction (questions requiring
understanding of both hand and object relationships), and



Long video (full take) LLM (Llama 3.1)

B G BB ETEEIEIE] ﬁ

Prompt: You play two roles: a human asking questions related to summarizing a video and an intelligent chatbot designed for
video summarization and dense captioning. Your task is video summarization. As an Al assistant, assume that you have watched
the video and generated the provided caption as the summary of the video. Your task is to play the role of a human who asks

Q: What are the main actions performed by the person in the
kitchen? A: The person picks up a white ceramics bowl and holds it

three questions related to summarizing the video and then play the role of an Al assistant that provides paraphrased answers with both hands before dropping it into the kitchen sink. The faucet
based on the video content and the provided caption. ##TASK: Users will provide a caption of the video alongside dense SE ATl iR iie il M e s e Gip
A ma . . ; L N are picked up by the person and rinsed under running water, before
caption describing detected objects in that scene, and you will generate a set of three conversation-like questions related to eing tropwed anta s chaoping board,
summarizing the video. The questions and answers can be very similar, but they should all focus on summarizing the video Q: What happens to the white ceramics bow in the video? A: The
content. The answers should be paraphrased versions of the provided dense captions. You have information about the video white ceramics bowl is first picked up by the person using their
based on the caption I've included and have summarized the events in it. You also have the with the object and scene details. right hand, then held with both hands. The person subsequently

drops the bowl into the kitchen sink and rinses it under running
ng water from the faucet.
Q: Describe the key events involving food preparation in the video?

Generate THREE different questions asking to summarize the video and provide detailed answers to each based on the dense
caption. ##INSTRUCTIONS: The questions must be like a human conversation and focused on summarizing the video. The

Keystep Narrations

€ picks up the white ceramics bowl with his right hand answers must be paraphrased versions of the provided dense caption, and they should be detailed and descriptive. ##SAMPLE A: Cucumbers are retrieved from the white ceramics bowl by C
S R e b T BB e G QUESTIONS: Can you provide a summary of the video? What are the main events in the video? Could you briefly describe the using thei right hand, after which they are moved to the sink and
! cs DOW WIth Bt . video content? The video caption is: <Keystep Narrations>. ##Note: In the Caption the subject C refers to camera wearer and R RS e Eese i e

drops the white ceramics bowl in the kitchen sink. C
turns on the faucet with the handle. C rinses both
hands in the sink. C picks up cucumbers from the white
ceramics bowl with his right hand. C moves the white
ceramics bowl in the sink with his left hand. C holds
the cucumbers with his left hands. C rinses cucumbers
with both hands under the running faucet. C drops the
cucumbers on the chopping board.

: ; ; . . o) . . on a chopping board.
the subject O refers to other person in the video. Generate three different questions on summarizing the video, and provide O D T T A PTG

answers that are paraphrased versions of the given dense caption. #### OUTPUT FORMAT #### Please generate the response picks the white ceramics bowl with his rght hand.
in the form of a Python list of dictionary string with keys "Q" for question and "A" for answer. Each corresponding value should Q: Which hand does the person use to hold the white ceramics
be the question and answer text respectively. For example, your response should look like this: [{"Q": "Your first question bowl? A: The person holds the white ceramics bowl with his left
"A": "Your first answer here..."}, {"Q": "Your first question here...", 1, Q" "Your first hand,

tion here...", "A": "Your first answer here..."})]. We emphasize that the questions and answers should all focus on e Where S how Hoes the person drop e whlte coramics bl
(PRI IS Cang G4 -l Gl Wi T L A: The person drops the white ceramics bowl in the kitchen sink.
ummarizing the video content. Do not start the response with any text description, instead start with python list. Q: What i the action the person performing? A: Wash cucumber
under the faucet.

Figure 8. Generating instruction data for tuning LVLMs on EgoExo4D. We use the keystep segments and corresponding atomic action
narrations from EgoEx04D to generate instruction pairs for training LVLMs.

Keystep segment LLM (Llama 3.1) Categorization (Llama 3. EgoPerceptionMCQ QA Pair

3
multiple choice questions into four categories,

Prompt: | want you to act as a teacher in the class called Prompt: You are an expert at catego

“first-person video understanding”. You are creating a c our . o .
multiple-choice quiz for your students based on a first person the categories and their descriptions are as (Object) Q: What tool is being used to tighten
Keystep Description video. | will provide video action narrations and you will follows: 1. Active hand identification (Hand): the axle nuts? (A) A hammer (B) Pliers (C) Wrench
generate three to six diverse questions for your students about Questions that require the identification of (D) Screwdriver
[ Tighten both axle nuts using a wrench ] the visual details of the video based purely on the narrations. the hand that is performing an action 2.
Each question should have four answers with only one being Relevant object identification ﬂ?—ble,—“): (Hand) Q: Which hand is holding the bike wheel?
- correct. The other three answers should be incorrect. At least QUEBIETL FiEl CEUIR R ik o 6 (A) The person's left hand (B) The person's right
Keystep Narrations (T G [ s G ) 5 1 o e e the object that i relevant to the question 3. & JUEER U
1 ) : Active hand and relevant object identification hand (C) Both hands are not involved in holding
question more challenging. Some good questions to ask might ) . 5
The person screws the axle nut with his right hand. The start with "what", "which”, "how". When announcing the > (HO): Questions that require the > the bike wheel (D) The person's left foot
person holds the bike wheel with his right hand. The person question please label each question as "Question 1,2,3,4,5,6: identification of both the hand that is
screws the axle nut with his left hand. The person touches [full question]". Followed by "A,B,C,D: [full answer]". The performing an action and the object that is (HOI) Q: How does the person screw the axle
the bike wheel with his left hand. The person picks a correct answer should be labeled at the END as “Correct relevant to the question 4. Other: Questions nut? (A) Using wrench in left hand (B) Using a
wrench from his right hand with his left hand. The person Answer: [only put the letter here]". Be sure the position of the that do not fit into any of the above categories hammer (C) Using wrench in right hand (D) Using
screws the axle nut with the wrench his left hand. The correct answer is shuffled and not always the same. Preface Pay attention to both the question and the left hand
person touches the axle nut with the wrench in his right your output with "Here are the questions for the quiz:", do not answers when categorizing the questions. All
hand. The person screws the axle nut with his right hand. format the questions in any other way, each answer should be DO T DT P (Other) Q: What is happening to the bike wheel
The person holds the bike wheel with his right hand. The separated by a new line. The description of the action being CrORIEIEL DE LB IEE U ol during the processiof tightening the axle nuts?:
person screws the axle nut with the wrench in his left hand. performed is: “<Keystep Action>" The narrations are: follow the definitions of categories 1-3 when :

(A) Itis being unscrewed (B) It is being held steady

The person rolls the bike wheel with his right hand. (C) It is being rolled away (D) It is not involved

"<Keystep Narrations>". categorizing the questions. Questions and
\answers: <LLM Outputs> Your output: /

Figure 9. Pipeline for generating the EgoPerceptionMCQ benchmark. Correct answers are shown in green font.

other (questions that do not fit any of the above categories).
This categorization allows us to analyze the strengths and
weaknesses of LVLMs across different types of ego cues.
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