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ABSTRACT

Multimodal explanation entails assessing the validity of varied content, reliant on the integration of
multiple information modalities considering harmony and consistency between them. Most previous
methods for detecting fake news videos emphasize precision while neglecting the significance of
providing explanations. In this paper, we propose a novel task, i.e., MultiModal Fake News Video
Explanation (MFNVE), where given a multimodal news item consist of video and title text, its aim
is to generate natural language explanation revealing the prediction’s veracity. For this purpose,
we develop FakeNVE, a supplementary dataset featuring explanations for 3614 multimodal news
videos, each explaining a news lead attribution. We conduct a benchmark test on FakeNVE using a
Transformer-based architecture, proposing a Multimodal Relation Graph Transformer (MRGT) to
extract multimodal content (i.e., title, video frames, OCR text, and related news context) from input
news videos. This model introduces a multimodal relation graph to capture inherent ties between
vision and semantics for improved veracity reasoning. Empirical results demonstrate that our MRGT
and diverse baselines (adopted to MFNVE) yield robust performance across various evaluation
metrics. We also conduct human evaluations of explanation generation, securing high scores in both
adequacy and fluency.

1 Introduction

The dissemination of fake news has evolved into a significant societal concern that poses real-world threats in domains
including politics [39], finance [7], and public health [23]. Traditionally, tasks to detect such news largely revolved
around judging potential falsehoods in text and visual elements [28, 42]. The rise of short video platforms has amplified
the proliferation of fake news videos, displaying stronger persuasiveness and greater propagation velocity than text-based
counterfeits [33]. Consequently, the detection of such videos becomes critical. Existing efforts [11, 2, 32, 27] harness
multimodal signals in news videos for detection, employing the disparity across and within modalities by capturing
multimodal signals. Most existing systems rely on the interplay between modality-specific latent representations for
exploiting disparity. For instance, Ganti et al. [9] proposes a three-step approach for video misinformation detection,
which includes reverse image search for Deepfake detection, semantic analysis to inspect metadata alterations, and
sentiment comparison for veracity judgment.

The detection model should attribute its output to the extracted multimodal cues. Due to the complex features and
fine-grained types of fake videos, one fake video may have multiple clues [1]. It is important to unravel the cue
integration process to prove the final output of cue attribution, that is, whether the video is fake or real. In this case,
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Title: Multiple vehicles involved in Pasadena accident, no injuries reported.

(a) Examples of video context modal errors.

Speech: Police in Pasadena are investigating a fatal accident that resulted in 
the deaths of three individuals, aged between 17 and 22…

Explanation: The news title claims multiple vehicles were involved in the 
Pasadena accident, but video and speech clarify it was a single-vehicle 
incident resulting in three fatalities and critical injuries. 

Title: Laotian FM calls for multilateralism to tackle global challenges. 

(b) Examples of speech context modal errors.

Speech: Individual actions that disregard the United Nations Charter and 
advocate utilitarianism rather than multilateralism…

Explanation: The news is false. From the speech suggested abandoning 
multilateralism, which contradicts the title highlighting the Lao Foreign 
minister's call for multilateralism to address global challenges.

Figure 1: Example scenarios of multimodal fake news video explanation task.

only detecting news videos without revealing hidden clues is not enough for many real scenes. For various applications,
the spread of error information videos [36] may lead to reputation crisis and regulatory inspection. It is important to
understand why news is fake or real and detect malicious public opinion in the form of explanation. Therefore, we
propose a new task - multimodal false news video interpretation (MFNVE). This task takes multimodal (text and visual)
news videos as input, and aims to generate natural language sentences to explain the veracity of predictions in news
videos.

Figure 1 displays two instances of the MFNVE task. In Figure 1(a), the video shows the news screen of a car accident
on Longquan Road in Tengzhou. By comparing with the news title, we can feel that the video content is consistent with
the title. The video content directly shows the specific information related to the title, and there is no other relevant
news to refute. As a result of the MFNVE task, we hope to generate corresponding explanations for similar video news.
Figure 1(b) presents another instance of MFNVE. The video content describes the hot sales of this robot wife, while the
news title claims that “the robot wife will be sold out after being online for an hour”. In the absence of other relevant
information, it is difficult to judge whether the news video is true only based on the title and video content. However, by
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obtaining other news descriptions of the same event, we found inconsistencies, which provided us with important clues
to judge the veracity of the current news.

The task of MFNVE is different from the traditional explanation system. The output is no longer an abstract attention
heat map [41] or data visualization mechanism [25, 26, 20], but a coherent and easy to understand explanation sentence.
In fact, there are rich semantic and visual relationships between text sources and image sources that can be used for
veracity reasoning and corresponding explanation generation. For example, the semantic correlation between the input
title and the tokens in the OCR text can help to mine inconsistent explanations within the mode; The corresponding
relationship between the tokens in video text and those in image visual data can facilitate the explanation of cross modal
inconsistencies. In addition, the association of retrieved relevant news text tokens with video text and image visual
tokens promotes the inconsistent explanation of multimodal input. These explanatory sentences can directly reflect the
main content, key information and possible deep meaning of the video news, so that users can understand the video
news more intuitively and enhance their trust in the decision-making process of the model.

To address the MFNVE task, we conceive FakeNVE, a complementary multimodal news video explanation dataset. It
comprises 3,614 news videos featuring manually created natural language explanations. For benchmarking FakeNVE,
we adopt the Multimodal Relational Graph Transformer (MRGT) that comprehensively embodies multimodal context
relationships, encompassing title, video frames, OCR text, as well as related news context. This multimodal fusion
approach considers multiple elements of news videos for more accurate deduction and explanation of video content.
Finally, an equivalently Transformer-based decoder is incorporated into the pipeline for explanation generation.
Empirical results demonstrate that our MRGT and diverse baselines (adopted to MFNVE) yield robust performance
across various evaluation metrics. We also conduct human evaluations of explanation generation, securing high scores
in both adequacy and fluency.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

• We introduce MFNVE, a novel task aiming to generate natural language explanations about video news,
verifying its veracity. To our knowledge, it is the first attempt to explain the veracity of multimodal news
video.

• We refine FakeNVE, a novel dataset comprising of 3614 quintuples (video frames, title, OCR text, related
news context, and explanations) from the MFNVE.

• We employ the Multimodal Relational Graph Transformer (MRGT) model for benchmarking FakeNVE.
MRGT unifies subtle visual and semantic information from both image and text modalities, forming an
integrated, comprehensive representation.

• We conduct extensive qualitative and quantitative experiments on FakeNVE using the proposed model and
existing SOTA methods to verify the advantages of the proposed method. At the same time, we perform
human evaluations assessed the coherence and feasibility of explanations generated by our proposed model.
Additionally, we make available our code and dataset to enrich this community’s research.

2 Related Work

2.1 Fake News Video Detection

News videos comprise a diverse range of information, with descriptive text and visual content being paramount.
Past research primarily utilized statistical features in textual classification. For instance, Serrano et al. [31] applied
corpus perceptive features. However, with the rise in deep learning technologies, researchers are increasingly adopting
continuous representation approaches such as word embedding technology [12] to generate caption embeddings for more
accurate semantics capture. Recent advancements in pre-trained language models (e.g., BERT [5]) have also provided
robust context representation capabilities for multimodal detection models [37, 3, 22]. Visual content representation is
accomplished through frame-level and clip-level methods. Frame-level focuses on static visual attributes, with Shang et
al. [32] utilizing the Fast R-CNN network for target region feature extraction, title information assisting in generating
frame visual expressions. Clip-level highlights temporal features, where Choi et al. [2] selects key frames based
on their similarity to thumbnails, and employs VGG-19 for feature extraction. Liu et al. [18] have leveraged the
pre-trained visual transformer from CLIP [29], ViT [6], which efficiently encodes video frames into features.

Modality correlation serves as a pivotal concept in video processing, analyzing interplay between distinct components
of the video (such as video text and image). In certain scenarios, the original text or video title may mismatch with the
new video content, leading to misleading information for viewers. This inconsistency not only impairs the integrity
and consistency of the video but also potentially impacts audience perception and comprehension negatively. Liu et
al. [18] trained a cross-modal transducer to study the coherent relationships among videos, speech, and text, identifying
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erroneous information by aggregating agreement scores. McCrae et al. [22] utilized an integrated approach integrating
various technologies like title analysis and automatic audio transcription for anomaly recognition. Wang et al. [37]
proposed a joint representation learning method based on contrastive learning and masked language modeling to
realize semantic inconsistency detection. However, existing works exhibit limitations, specifically concerning the
differentiation of fine-grained erroneous information. The model needs further enhancement to predict specific types of
error information and classifying datasets with novel classifications and fine-grained explanations.

2.2 Natural Language Explanations

Numerous studies have examined explaining models’ predictions via natural language generation (NLE). Hendricks
et al. [10], pioneering for image classification tasks, introduced an interpretable model that elucidates the predicted
label providing transparency of the decision. Kim et al. [14] further refined this concept, offering explanations for the
model actions in autonomous vehicles boosting credibility and safety. Recently, Kayser et al. [13] presented e-ViL,
a visual-language benchmark with an explainable evaluation framework, comparing existing NLE approaches for
visual-language tasks. Although these studies have advanced use of NLE for model output explanations, their focus
has been primarily on demonstrating model output validation. In our task, NLE is the model’s output and aims to
validate the realness of multimodal news video content. To our knowledge, this is the first attempt to generate NLE for
multimodal news videos, offering an innovative method for news content veracity verification, alongside establishing
new pathways for model transparency and explainability.

3 FakeNVE Dataset

3.1 Task Formulation

Assuming we have a training dataset V consisting of N sample, i.e. V = {V1, V2, · · · , VN}. Each sample Vi =
{Fi, Ti, Ri, Pi, Yi}, where Fi represents the input video frame, Ti is the title, Ri is the OCR text and related news text
Pi, and Yi =

{
y1, y2, · · · yNyi

}
represents the target explanatory text composed of Nyi tokens. Based on these training

samples, our goal is to learn a multimodal news video explanation model F that can generate veracity explanations
based on given multimodal inputs, as follows:

Ŷi = F (Fi, Ti, Ri, P | Θ) (1)

where Θ is a set of to-be-learned parameters of the model F . Ŷi is the generated explanation text by F .

3.2 Dataset Construction

This section details our pursuit to enhance the Fake News Video Explanation (FakeNVE) dataset. Given the necessity in
multimodal explanation of news videos via MFNVE, we utilise the quantitative annotation of the multimodal news video
dataset FakeSV [27]. Constructed as the largest Chinese fake news short video database, FakeSV offers comprehensive
news content and substantial social context. FakeSV categorized news videos into false, real and debunked categories,
with a balanced sampling resulting in a total of 1,827 false news, 1,827 real news, and 738 event-based 1,884 debunked
videos.

Subsequently, we employ the following detailed annotation guidelines for each news video explanation:

• Real News Video Annotation:
– The video’s title, OCR text, and content are supportive and reflect consistent information.
– Upon verification, the content of this news video corresponds to known facts without contradicting or

inconsistent information in related events.
• Fake News Video Annotation:

– There is a mismatch between the video’s title and OCR text, creating a significant divergence or contra-
diction.

– The title misrepresents the video’s contents, conveying information inconsistent with visual content.
– Analyzing the context of this video and other news reports under the same event reveals contradictions in

news information.
• Annotation Instruction: Annotators were given the following instructions for generating the explanation.

– The annotator is to scrutinize the image content, title, OCR recognized text and other news texts about
the relevant event in the video holistically, ensuring these pieces are utilized as aids.
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– If a video news’ Veracity can be interpreted through multiple approaches, the annotator should choose a
succinct, straightforward method.

– The annotator should refute the inclusion of any themes or content irrelevant to judging the authenticity
of the video news, ensuring the focus and accuracy of the explanation.

We engaged three expert annotators who meticulously examined each video news in our collection. Guided by our
annotation guidelines, these individuals collectively generated corresponding explanations for 3,614 videos. Among
these samples, the FakeNVE dataset incorporates 2,802 examples, featuring text entities both within images and as
captions, we term these OCR samples. The remaining 812 samples have no shared overlap of image and text, we
designate them as non-OCR samples. The summary statistics of this data set are succinctly presented in Table 1.

Table 1: Statistics of the FakeNVE dataset.

Split # of News Title Explanation Instances
(Avg. length) (Avg. length) (Fake/Real)

Train 3070 32.69 49.12 1528/1542
Val 182 33.81 50.06 88/94
Test 362 31.86 41.03 186/176
Total 3614 32.64 48.33 1802/1812

4 Benchmark Model: MRGT

In order to benchmark FakeNVE, we propose MRGT, which is a multi-mode Transformer based encoder-decoder
framework. Figure 2 shows the overall architecture of the proposed MRGT. First, we model different features of the
input news video, and we extract features of multiple modes, including title, video frame, OCR text, and relevant news
content. Next, we use multimodal graphs to model the correlation between semantics and vision. Finally, a BART
based decoder is added to predict and explanation generation.

OCR: 16 medical staff 

members in South 

Korea have resigned 

and are facing the 

epidemic….

Title: #16 South 

Korean medical staff 

resigned in the face of 

the nationwide anti 

epidemic situation!
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Title OCR Video

Frame

Related

News

Explanation

Classifier

Fake/Real

It is claimed that 16 

healthcare workers in 

South Korea resigned 

before the pandemic, 

but there are videos 

showing that healthcare 

workers had already 

planned to resign in 

January and February, 

not due to the pandemic.

Video Frame

Multimodal Relation Graph ReasoningMultimodal Feature Extraction

Classification and Explanation

Legend

Figure 2: The proposed framework of MRGT consists of three key components: multimodal feature extraction for news
videos, veracity reasoning for multimodal relational graphs, and veracity interpretation generation.

4.1 Multimodal Feature Extraction

News video post V represents an instance of data set explanations via news videos. Each news video sample Vi ∈ V
incorporates the following key components:
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• Visual frame (Fi): The visual element of video posts Fi is defined as a sequence of video frames. Utilizing a
pre-trained ViT [6], we extract static features Fi = [f1, f2, · · · , fK ] from video, with fk ∈ Fi signifying the
visual feature of each video frame and K indicating the number of frames.

• Title (Ti): We extract news video title text and extrude word embedding features Ti = [t1, t2, · · · , tM ], where
tm ∈ Ti, M represents the title text length.

• OCR text (Ri): The OCR text within videos typically provides superior completeness compared to the
restricted length of a mere title, encapsulating more video data. We extract the OCR text Ri from the video,
further feeding it into a pretrained model to extract word embedding features Ri = [r1, r2, · · · , rC ], where
rC ∈ Ri, C denotes the video OCR text length.

• Relevant news Content (Pi): Given the news video feature set V E
L under identical event PE , L denotes the

number of news videos under event PE . We amalgamate each OCR text and title text of relevant news videos
under V E

l , combining corresponding news text to extract word embedded features Pi = [p1, p2, · · · , pL].

4.2 Multimodal Relation Graph Reasoning

To date, we have four news video data sources: video frames F , input title T , OCR text R extracted from images,
and relevant news context P . For fusion of these features, we employ a Transformer encoder, which has achieved
outstanding success in various natural language processing tasks such as sentiment analysis [21] and multimodal
summaries [40]. We initially form a labeled sequence X by connecting them together and then feed the X into the
Transformer Encoder TE, as illustrated below:

Table 2: Performance comparison between MRGT and other baselines methods on FakeNVE datasets.
(a) Event Overlap

Model BLEU ROUGE-L METEOR CIDEr Performance
B1 B2 B3 B4 Rec Prec F1 Acc

BERT 49.89 44.89 44.89 38.31 51.84 54.66 72.94 89.23 89.27 89.16 89.20
Faster R-CNN 48.75 42.85 38.31 34.98 49.34 52.27 61.60 89.02 89.81 88.87 88.92

TikTec 51.84 46.79 42.83 39.82 53.57 56.78 77.80 89.79 89.87 89.75 89.75
SVFEND 53.16 47.31 43.53 41.66 55.00 58.92 74.87 90.88 90.90 90.84 90.86
MRGT 56.35 51.94 48.46 45.76 59.79 62.30 80.23 93.10 93.12 93.07 93.07

(b) Event Non-Overlap

Model BLEU ROUGE-L METEOR CIDEr Performance
B1 B2 B3 B4 Rec Prec F1 Acc

BERT 29.94 21.92 14.76 10.66 26.14 28.24 16.89 70.68 70.55 70.60 71.19
Faster R-CNN 28.32 21.42 14.13 10.21 25.46 27.76 16.71 69.90 70.52 70.10 71.19

TikTec 30.59 22.33 15.23 10.70 26.48 28.43 18.30 72.61 72.09 71.88 72.02
SVFEND 31.49 22.22 15.49 10.22 26.26 29.25 19.68 77.28 76.71 76.78 77.01
MRGT 32.98 23.24 16.17 11.98 27.95 30.28 21.22 78.59 77.94 77.94 78.12

(c) Video Non-OCR

Model BLEU ROUGE-L METEOR CIDEr Performance
B1 B2 B3 B4 Rec Prec F1 Acc

BERT 39.44 32.75 28.36 25.45 38.40 38.62 56.13 72.96 79.49 73.78 76.92
Faster R-CNN 37.30 30.57 25.95 22.94 36.96 37.26 55.28 72.81 72.26 73.08 72.42

TikTec 39.29 33.21 28.65 25.58 39.02 40.07 60.32 74.50 76.81 75.12 76.92
SVFEND 41.08 35.64 31.60 28.62 41.84 44.32 61.67 77.73 82.52 78.76 80.77
MRGT 44.62 38.77 34.36 31.12 45.63 47.50 66.44 90.40 89.85 90.09 90.38

H = TE(X) (2)

where H ∈ RS×D represents the encoded representation of the matrix, with each column corresponding to a token. S
signifies the total number of tokens in X .
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For each sample Vi, we construct a multimodal graph G to thoroughly encapsulate the aforementioned semantic and
visual associations. Therefore, we make H = {h1, · · · , hs} represent a node set, corresponding to the S tokens in X ,
which can be divided into four categories: title nodes, OCR text nodes, image visual nodes, and related news context
nodes.

Refer to Figure 2, the edges are defined according to the visual and semantic relationships between these nodes. Firstly,
we establish a connection between nodes with semantic relevance in the input title and OCR text through an entailment
tree relationship. Secondly, we link the visual nodes of video sequence via a connection between adjacent labels in
the video frames. Thirdly, to comprehend the correlation between visual and title text, we connect all visual frame
nodes through cosine similarity measurement, establishing an edge with the most similar title text label. Fourthly,
to comprehend the correlation between visual and OCR text, we establish an edge between the sequentially input
visual frame and its most similar OCR text label. Lastly, for related news retrieved under the same event, we append
a connection after the text semantic label to connect related news text nodes. Formally, let A ∈ RS×S denote the
adjacency matrix in the multimodal graph we constructed.

Subsequently, we employ our proven GCN for veracity reasoning. In particular, assume utilizing an L-layer GCN. The
node representation is iteratively updated as follows:

Gl = ReLU
(
ÃGl−1Wl

)
, l ∈ [1, L], (3)

where Ã = (D)−
1
2A(D)−

1
2 is the normalized symmetric adjacency matrix, and D is the degree matrix of A. Gl are

the representations of nodes obtained in the l-th layer GCN, where G0 = H is the initial node representation.

The final node representation GL obtained by GCN should absorb rich visual and semantic information from its
related nodes and be used as the input generated by the following veracity explanation. We also introduce a residual
connection [34] to generate the veracity explanation. Specifically, we first fuse the initial nodes, and the final nodes are
represented as follows:

Z = H+GL (4)
where Z ∈ RS×D denotes the fused node representation.

4.3 Classification and Explanation Generation

In the classification part, we use the full connection layer with softmax activation to project the multimodal fusion
vector Z into two types of target spaces: real news video and fake news video, and obtain the probability distribution:

p = softmax (W qZ+ bq) (5)

where p = [p0, p1] is the prediction probability vector, p0 and p1 indicate that the prediction probability of the label is 0
(real news video) and 1 (fake news video) respectively. W q is the weight matrix and bq is the deviation term. Therefore,
for each news video post, the goal is to minimlabelize the binary cross entropy loss function, as follows:

Lp = − [(1− y) log p0 + y log p1] (6)

where y ∈ {0, 1} denotes the ground-truth label.

In the explanation generation part, we will feed Z to the pretrained Transformer Decoder TD.The decoder works in an
autoregressive manner, that is, it generates the next word by considering all the previously decoded outputs, as follows:

ŷt = TD
(
Z, Ŷ<t

)
(7)

where Z ∈ RN×D, t ∈ ⌈1, Ny⌉ and ŷt ∈ R|V| represent the marginal probability distribution for t-th tag interpretation.
Ŷ<t denotes the previously predicted t− 1 tokens.

To optimize the generation of MRGT, we also use the standard cross entropy loss function, as follows:

LGen = −1/Ny

Ny∑
i=1

log (ŷi[t]) (8)

where ŷi[t] is an element of ŷi and corresponds to the i-th tag generating the explanations. Ny denotes the total number
of tags utilized in generating veracity explanations Y .

Therefore, the overall loss function is as follows:

L = α1Lp + α2LGen (9)

where α1, α2 are two hyper-parameters.
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Table 3: Ablation study on the architecture design of MRGT on FakeNVE.

Model BLEU ROUGE-L METEOR CIDEr Performance
B1 B2 B3 B4 Rec Prec F1 Acc

w/o-Title 51.75 46.81 42.99 40.12 53.94 55.62 69.19 91.28 91.35 91.24 91.24
w/o-OCR 48.10 42.74 38.68 35.71 49.59 52.33 61.03 90.85 90.86 90.87 90.86

w/o-Related 52.59 45.90 43.27 38.48 52.22 56.08 72.27 90.32 90.35 90.39 90.41
w/o-Visual 54.32 49.70 46.03 43.22 57.34 60.20 78.33 92.03 92.30 91.93 91.97
w/o-Graph 55.07 50.40 46.78 44.02 57.91 61.85 78.76 92.02 91.96 92.01 91.97

MRGT 56.35 51.94 48.46 45.76 59.79 62.30 80.23 93.10 93.12 93.07 93.07

5 Experiments

5.1 Experimental Settings

We perform experiments on FakeNVE and use 85:5:10 split to create train (3070), validation (182), and test (362) sets.
We employed BLEU (B1, B2, B3, B4) [24], ROUGE-L [4], METEOR [17], and CIDEr [35] as evaluation metrics for
model explanation effectiveness. CIDEr assesses how well model generates concurrent text explanations considering
the weights of each n-tuple in the descriptions. Simultaneously, we measured the model’s predictive power using
accuracy (Acc.), macro precision (Prec.), macro recall (Rec.), and macro F1 scores (F1).

We utilized the BART-base-Chinese model [16] provided by huggingface as the backbone of ours. In practice, title text
and OCR text were unified to 224 through either padding or truncation operations. The maximum number of video
frames captured was 80, and each image was processed via pooling as image source information. The feature dimension
was uniformed at 768. The training hyper-parameters are set as follows: α1=0.2, α2=0.8. We adopted AdamW [19] as
the optimizer, with a learning rate of 1e-3 for GCN layers and a learning rate of 1e-4 for BART. The batch size was set
to 10, and the maximum epoch number for model training was limited to 15.

5.2 Baselines

Given the multimodal nature of news videos, encompassing text, visual, and auditory information, this study compares
both single and multimodal input methods. To ensure completeness and precision, we utilize various systems for
comparison.

In single modality, we selected industry-standard baseline models specific to both text and vision modalities, as follows:

• For the text modality, we use BERT [5], a current predominant text encoder in natural language processing.
We concatenate the title and OCR text into a sequence and fed it to BERT for classification.

• For the visual modality, we employ Faster RCNN [30], which is extensively used in object detection and can
extract and fuse multiframe visual features for classification.

In multimodal, we compared two multimodal methods specifically designed to detect fake news, as follows:

• TikTec [32] employs speech text extraction to facilitate visual object feature learning, enhancing these features
via MFCC, and a shared attention module integrates visual and auditory information for classification.

• SVFEND [27] uses two cross-modal transformers to model the mutual enhancement between text and other
modalities (i.e., audio and key frames), then integrates them with social context features (such as comments
and users) via self-attention mechanisms.

5.3 Experimental Results

Table 2 presents the MRGT performance comparison, evaluating three scenarios: (a) event overlap in the dataset (Table
2a), signifying similar news about the same event within both the training and test sets; (b) news event non-overlap [38]
in the dataset (Table 2b), signifying no news event overlap between different datasets; and (c) evaluating on only news
video samples with no OCR text (Table 2c).

From the data presented in Table 2a, the MRGT model exhibits significant advantages over other baseline models for
interpreting and predicting multimedia false news videos. Firstly, in terms of BLEU scores, MRGT achieves the highest
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marks across all four sub-metrics, B1, B2, B3, and B4. Especiallly, compared to its baseline SVFEND model, MRGT’s
BLEU score improves by a remarkable 3.19 (+5.97%), 4.81 (+10.17%), 4.93 (+11.30%), and 4.10 (+9.84%). This
indicates that MRGT’s generated interpretation sentences exhibit superior fluency and accuracy, hence accurately reflect
video content. Secondly, the ROUGE-L score for MRGT improves by 4.79 ( +8.71%) against SVFEND, indicating
higher resemblance between MRGT’s generated explanations and reference explanations. Moreover, in METEOR
and CIDEr scores, MRGT also performs remarkably, demonstrating its capability to produce accurate and descriptive
interpretations accordingly. Lastly, from the perspective of predictive performance, MRGT achieves an Accuracy
of 93.07%, outperforming all other models. This suggests high accuracy for predicting the veracity of news videos
provided by MRGT, providing users with reliable assessment insights.

Title: Shen Wei, a top student in Fudan University, chooses to wander after a car accident 

takes away his wife and daughter. 

  

Reference: The video shows a picture of a tramp with an article saying that the tramp 

is a top student of Fudan University, but there is a rumor refuting video saying that 

the tramp did not graduate from Fudan University and never married. 

Fake 

Candidate: The video is an auditor from the Audit Bureau of Xuhui District, 

Shanghai. He is a tramp, but the related video shows the death of the husband and 

wife, which is inconsistent with the title and is false news. 

Fake 

(a) Wrong explanation, correct prediction. 

Title: This is the proof. The US intentionally spread the virus to China during the Military 

Games. 

Reference: The video shows a foreign man wiping his saliva on the handrail of the

subway, but this does not prove that Americans deliberately spread the virus to China. 
Fake

Candidate: The video shows a video of a man soaring on the subway, with an article

saying that this is an American attempt to spread the virus to China. The title and

content are consistent, and the video does not refute rumors.

Real 

(b) Wrong explanation, wrong prediction. 

 

 

 

 

Title: Follow me in the accident at Datong Bridge in Tengzhou, don't get lost# Dithering 

assistant is popular on dou. 

Reference: The video shows the news screen of a car accident on Longquan Road,

Tengzhou, with the same title and content, and no refutation video. 
Real

Candidate: The video shows the scene of a car falling into a pit when the road

collapses on the Datong Bridge in Tengzhou. The title and content are the same, and

there is no refutation video.

Real 

(c) Correct explanation and prediction based on real news video. 

Title: The face changing bird in Qinba Mountain, please come and have a look.

 
 

Reference: The video described that the photographer shot the rare nine headed bird 

"Face Changing" in Hubei Province, but the related video shot is the Anji 

hummingbird, mainly living in North America, which is inconsistent with the title. 

Fake
 

Candidate: The video is the face changing bird of Qinba Mountain, but the related 

video shows that the bird is the Anji hummingbird, which is common in North 

America, and is inconsistent with the title, which is false news. 

Fake
 

(d) Correct explanation and prediction based on fake news video. 

Figure 3: Examples of four distinct types of explanation generation, with a comparison between model-generated
candidate and reference explanations.

Table 2b and Table 2c distinctly present the outcomes of experiments with no event overlap and without OCR samples.
The objective is to further assess MRGT model performance under varying conditions; its generalization potential
and robustness are examined. Firstly, for the experiment design devoid of event overlap, the objective was to prevent
the model from discerning fake news videos by remembering information about events [38], ensuring generalization
capability of the model on newly discovered news events. Table 2b presents that MRGT performed better under
situations of event overlap or without. This suggests that MRGT excels in known as well as unknown events. Secondly,
the experiment design without OCR samples was to investigate the influence of text in images on MRGT performance.
Comparison between experimental results with and without OCR samples assesses if the model excessively relies on
image text information for judgment. From Table 2c, it can be observed that MRGT did not exhibit any bias towards
OCR or non-OCR samples. This indicates that MRGT’s performance is comparable, irrespective of the two conditions
and more closely resembles the overall situation. It illustrates that MRGT does not depend on image text information
for detecting fake news videos but considers multimodal information of the video to render a verdict.

5.4 Ablation Study

We designed models for ablation studies to assess contributing factors in veracity explanation. Firstly, we deactivated
visual information (w/o-Visual), uncovering the significance of vision in the model. Secondly, we eliminated title data
(wo/-Title) to scrutinize the impact on veracity explanation. Furthermore, we eradicated OCR text data (w/o-OCR) to
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Table 4: Human Evaluation: A comparison between MRGT and SV-FEND.

(a) Adequacy and Fluency scores
Model Adequacy Fluency

SV-FEND 0.61 0.82
MRGT 0.76 0.91

(b) Adequacy rating distribution of SV-FEND and MRGT

Model Adequacy Rating
Justify W. Justify SRI NRI

SV-FEND 35% 30% 20% 15%
MRGT 45% 35% 15% 5%

evaluate its role in veracity explanation. Simultaneously, we disposed related news text data from input (w/o-Related)
to clarify its contributions. Finally, to validate the necessity of multi-source relationship graphs in actual reasoning, we
eliminated graph construction (w/o-Graph), feeding only encoded information to the decoder.

As Table 3 illustrates, notable declines in performance were observed for variations that omitted OCR text (w/o-OCR)
and titles (w/o-Title). These omissions, crucial sources of factual information in news videos, thus significantly impacted
performance. Notably, models lacking visual features (w/o-Visual), despite possessing modest performance compared
to MRGT, maintained a relatively consistent level, underscoring the efficacy of visual cues in enhancing BART’s realism
explanation. More importantly, superior performance of MRGT compared to variations without related news context
(w/o-Related) and graph (w/o-Graph) highlights the indispensability of other news content and structural graphs in
capturing multimodal news video veracity reasoning.

5.5 Case Study

In order to intuitively understand how the model explains the authenticity of news videos, we show four examples
in Figure 3. Through the candidate explanations generated by this model and the reference explanations of human
annotations, we can deeply analyze the challenges of the model in understanding and explaining complex situations.

In case (a) and (b), the model shows relative anomalies. In case (a), although the model successfully predicted that the
news video was fake, its explanation did not match the actual situation. The reference explanation was “the homeless
man did not graduate from Fudan University and has never been marrie”, while the candidate explanation gave “the
death of the couple” to infer that the news video was fake. This inconsistency indicates that the model may rely
too much on certain specific clues that are not relevant to the actual situation in some cases, resulting in erroneous
explanations. This reminds us that relying solely on the prediction results of the model is not enough, and careful
review of its explanations is needed to ensure its rationality. In case (b), the model prediction was incorrect and gave an
incorrect explanation. The reference explanation was “a single image cannot confirm the authenticity of the news”,
while the candidate explanation made a direct judgment through reasoning. This may be due to the lack of sufficient
context information when the model deals with complex situations. It also reflects the deficiency of the model in dealing
with diversity and uncertainty, which needs further improvement.

In case (c) and (d), the model is relatively normal. The model not only successfully predicts the content of news
videos, but also provides reasonable explanations. Even in some cases, the model can generate additional information
to enhance the integrity of reasoning. This underscores its competence in understanding and leveraging multimodal
information, a critical factor for news videos that integrate rich visual and text context. Particularly in (d), the model
discerns issues with the current news video by analyzing other news related to the same event, further demonstrating its
reasoning capabilities in complex contexts. Overall, the model’s interpretation generation and prediction performance
in the context of multimodal news videos is commendable. It can deliver precise predictions and generate reasonable
explanations, aiding human users in comprehending the strengths and weaknesses of the detection system.

5.6 Human Evaluation

We conduct an artificial evaluation to validate the explainability produced by our model. We randomly selected 40
samples from the testing set and enlisted 20 human evaluators to rate the explanations outputted by two distinct methods
(MRGT and SV-FEND). The assessment was based on two key dimensions: adequacy and fluency. For adequacy,
following Kayser et al. [13] study, the raters applied four rating options. Justify denoted high semantic similarity
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between the generated explanation and the reference, effectively revealing the Veracity of the news; weakly justify
signified that though some semantic irregularities [15] existed in the generated explanation, it could generally reveal
the truth about the news; somewhat related to input (SRI) and not related to input (NRI), respectively, indicated that the
generated explanation had a certain correlation to the input but was insufficient to prove the Veracity of the news, and
the generated explanation was entirely unassociated or random with the input content.

Table 4 provides numerical results of the human evaluation, such as adequacy and fluency scores, along with perceived
adequacy rating differences. The table 4a indicates that MRGT excels in both adequacy (0.76 vs. 0.61) and fluency (0.91
vs. 0.82) compared to SV-FEND, indicating that evaluators hold higher confidence in MRGT generated explanations.
To understand distribution of adequacy ratings in depth, we utilized majority voting among evaluators for the selection
of adequacy categories. Table 4b presents the outcome, where most samples fall into MRGT’s justify or weakly justify
categories, signifying that MRGT explanations can effectively reveal news veracity. Conversely, SV-FEND samples
are more commonly distributed in the SRI and NRI categories, suggesting weak or irrelevant association of their
explanations to input content.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose an innovative multimodal fake news video explanation task (MFNVE) to scrutinize the veracity
of news videos by integrating title and video content. To address this problem, we developed a novel dataset—FakeNVE,
which comprises 3,614 interpreted news videos along with reference explanations expressed in natural language
sentences. Furthermore, we engineered a robust baseline model, MRGT, incorporating a multimodal relation graph for
benchmarking on the FakeNVE dataset, promoting verification of news video veracity reasoning. Evaluations reveal
that MRGT outperforms other baselines across diverse evaluation metrics. We affirm that MFNVE pioneers a novel
approach in news video veracity and explicability analysis.
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