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Can you adapt what you learned from the video to solve a novel yet related problem?
Ø <Case 1> is NOT covered in the video, can you calculate the output of neuron 4?

I can adapt what I learned from the video to solve <Case 1>. The answer is 0.117.

Can you comprehend the knowledge introduced in the video?
Ø Based on your understanding, can you fill in the superscripts and subscripts for the neuron in layer 4?

Video Lecture

Quiz Time

I can perceive that the quiz answer is

Can you identify key information in the video? 
Ø The in-video quiz answer is _____ . The general formula for the in-video-quiz is ______ .

. The formula is 

Adaptation

Comprehension

Perception

293s10s 465s

in-video quiz answer

layer 4

39s

127s 186s

.

.

general formula

<Case 1>

I can comprehend the general formula. By substituting layer=4, the answer is

Figure 1. An illustration of Video-MMMU: Evaluating the knowledge acquisition capability from videos through three cognitive stages: 1)
Perception: if models can identify key information related to knowledge; 2) Comprehension: if models can interpret the underlying
concepts; 3) Adaptation: if models can adapt the knowledge from videos to novel scenarios.

Abstract

Humans acquire knowledge through three cognitive
stages: perceiving information, comprehending knowledge,
and adapting knowledge to solve novel problems. Videos
serve as an effective medium for this learning process, facili-
tating a progression through these cognitive stages. However,
existing video benchmarks fail to systematically evaluate
the knowledge acquisition capabilities in Large Multimodal

Models (LMMs). To address this gap, we introduce Video-
MMMU, a multi-modal, multi-disciplinary benchmark de-
signed to assess LMMs’ ability to acquire and utilize knowl-
edge from videos. Video-MMMU features a curated collec-
tion of 300 expert-level videos and 900 human-annotated
questions across six disciplines, evaluating knowledge acqui-
sition through stage-aligned question-answer pairs: Percep-
tion, Comprehension, and Adaptation. A proposed knowl-
edge gain metric, ∆knowledge, quantifies improvement in per-
formance after video viewing. Evaluation of LMMs reveals a
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steep decline in performance as cognitive demands increase
and highlights a significant gap between human and model
knowledge acquisition, underscoring the need for methods to
enhance LMMs’ capability to learn and adapt from videos.

1. Introduction
Humans acquire knowledge through three fundamental cog-
nitive stages outlined in Bloom’s taxonomy [8]: 1) perceiv-
ing information, 2) comprehending knowledge, and 3) adapt-
ing knowledge to solve novel problems. Video serves as an
ideal medium for this learning process, enabling a natural
progression from information intake to practical application,
making video-based learning a valuable tool for knowledge
acquisition [11, 30, 43]. Consider learning neural network
forward propagation through video lectures (Fig. 1): learners
first recognize fundamental concepts like activation func-
tions, then demonstrate understanding through exercises,
and ultimately apply this knowledge to solve novel exam
problems. This progression naturally aligns with Bloom’s
cognitive stages, providing a systematic framework for as-
sessing knowledge acquisition from videos.

For Large Multimodal Models (LMMs) to operate ef-
fectively in the wild like humans, learning from videos is
an essential capability for continuous knowledge acquisi-
tion. However, existing video benchmarks lack systematic
evaluation of this critical ability. To bridge this gap, we
introduce Video-MMMU, a massive multi-modal, multi-
disciplinary video benchmark that evaluates the knowledge
acquisition capability from educational videos through three
main features: 1) Knowledge-intensive Video Collection:
Our dataset comprises 300 expert-level videos spanning 6
professional disciplines: Art, Business, Science, Medicine,
Humanities, and Engineering, with 30 subjects distributed
among them. 2) Knowledge Acquisition-based Question
Design: Each video includes three question-answer pairs
aligned with the three knowledge acquisition stages: Percep-
tion (identifying key information related to the knowledge),
Comprehension (understanding the underlying concepts),
and Adaptation (applying knowledge to new scenarios). 3)
Quantitative Knowledge Acquisition Assessment: We pro-
pose a knowledge acquisition metric, denoted as ∆knowledge,
to measure performance gains on practice exam questions
after learning from videos. This metric enables us to quanti-
tatively evaluate how effectively large multimodal models
(LMMs) can assimilate and utilize the information presented
in the videos to solve real-world, novel problems.

We evaluate both open-source and proprietary LMMs on
Video-MMMU, revealing several key findings: 1) Progres-
sive Performance Decline: Model performance decreases
as cognitive demands increase. While models perform rel-
atively better on perception tasks, their accuracy drops no-
tably on comprehension tasks and declines further on adap-

tation tasks. 2) Knowledge Acquisition from videos is
Challenging: The knowledge acquisition metric ∆knowledge
reveals a significant gap between human and model per-
formance. While humans achieve substantial improve-
ment (∆knowledge = 33.1%) after watching the videos, even
the top performing models show smaller knowledge gains
(GPT-4o [27]: ∆knowledge = 15.6%, Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1]:
∆knowledge = 11.4%). This limitation underscores a chal-
lenge in current LMMs. While humans naturally acquire
knowledge through video-based learning, having developed
this capability through classroom learning and educational
experiences throughout life, LMMs struggle to effectively
learn from videos. These findings emphasize the need for
further research to enhance how LMMs acquire and utilize
video-based information, bringing them closer to human-
level learning processes.

2. Related Work

2.1. VideoQA Benchmarks

Existing video benchmarks focus primarily on visual under-
standing tasks, including action understanding [14, 22, 28,
38, 39, 44], temporal reasoning [3, 18, 20, 31, 34, 37, 42],
and video captioning [4, 35, 40, 41, 53]. Several bench-
marks enhance scene interpretation by incorporating exter-
nal knowledge, including KnowIT-VQA [10] and WorldQA
[50]. Recent benchmarks like Video-MME [9], MMBench-
Video [7], and MLVU [52] have expanded the scope to as-
sess multi-tasking and multi-domain video understanding.
While these benchmarks recognize videos as visual scenes
for interpretation, Video-MMMU uniquely recognizes video
as an educational medium, emphasizing knowledge-driven
question-answering on videos.

2.2. Knowledge-driven Benchmarks

As AI systems progress toward Expert AGI [24], knowledge-
driven benchmarks have emerged to evaluate models’ pro-
fessional expertise. Early benchmarks such as AGIEval
[51] and ARC [2] focus on standardized exams and science
questions, respectively. MMLU [13] expands evaluation
across STEM disciplines, while MMLU-Pro [36] introduces
more challenging reasoning-focused questions. Multi-modal
benchmarks extend this evaluation scope further. ScienceQA
[21] assesses multi-modal reasoning on elementary to high-
school science questions. MMMU [45] advances to college-
level questions requiring subject-specific knowledge and
deliberate reasoning. MMMU-Pro [46] enhances MMMU
questions for more robust evaluation. While these bench-
marks evaluate models’ pre-trained knowledge and reason-
ing abilities on text and images, Video-MMMU uniquely
focuses on assessing how effectively models can acquire and
apply knowledge from videos.
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Engineering

Question: Based on your understanding of cultural 
universals from the video, determine which of the 
following statements are correct:
Statement 1: All human cultures have some…
Statement 2: The video uses the example of… 
Statement 3: At 3:35, the video implies that …
Statement 4: …    Statement 5: …
Options:
(A) Statement 1 (B) Statement 2,3 (C) Statement 3,4
(D) Statement 2,4,5 ……(J) Statement 2,4

MedicineHumanitiesArt

Track: Perception, Video Type: Concept-
introduction video, Subject: Art Theory, 

QA Type: Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR)

Question: What does the speaker say when 
introducing Peter Paul Rubens at the end of the 
video? Select the option that precisely matches the 
speaker’s statement. 
Options:
(A) Peter Paul Rubens was a famous Baroque… 
(B) Peter Paul Rubens is regarded as a prolific artist…
……
(I)  Peter Paul Rubens was the most important…
(J) Peter Paul Rubens is celebrated for his dynamic…

Track: Comprehension, Video Type: Concept-
introduction video, Subject: Sociology, 
QA Type: Concept Comprehension (CC)

Track: Adaptation, Video Type: Concept-
introduction video, Subject: Clinical Medicine, 

QA Type: Case Study Analysis (CSA)

Question: Can you identify the abnormality on this 
plain film of the pelvis? <image 1>

Business

Track: Perception, Video Type: Problem-solving 
video, Subject: Economics, 

QA Type: Optical Character Recognition (OCR)

Question: According to the video, a minimum price 
control on alcoholic drinks is intended to reduce 
consumption from Q1 to ____, addressing negative 
externalities. The policy raises the price to ____ 
above the free market price of ____. Fill in the 
blanks based on the video content.
Options:
(A) Q*, Pmin, P1 (B) Q*, P1, Pmin (C) Q1, Pmin, P2
(D) Q2, P1, Pmin (E) Q*, P2, P1 … (F) Q1, P2, Pmin
(G) Q2, Pmin, P1.  (H)….        (I)….      (J)  Q1, P1, Pmin

Science

Track: Comprehension, Video Type: Problem-
solving video, Subject: Math, QA Type: Problem-

solving Strategy Comprehension (PSC)

Question: In the video, Example Question (1) is 
solved with an angle θ=25 degrees. If the angle θ is 
adjusted to 30 degrees while all other conditions 
remain unchanged, what will be the updated result 
for Example Question (1) as explained in the video?
Options:
(A) 4.00 seconds (B) 2.82 seconds (C) 3.50 seconds
(D) 2.50 seconds (E) 3.04 seconds (F) 2.00 seconds
(G) 3.15 seconds (H) 1.85 seconds   (I) 2.25 seconds
(J)  3.85 seconds

Question: Based on what you learned from the 
video, write the Fourier series for the three voltage 
waveforms in (a) of <image 1>.

Options:
(A) (4/π)(sin(πt)+(1/2)sin(3πt)+(1/4)sin(5πt)+…)
(B) (4/π)(sin(πt)+(1/3)sin(3πt)+(1/5)sin(5πt)+…)
(C) (4/π)(sin(πt)+(1/2)sin(2πt)+(1/4)sin(4πt)+…)
……
(J) (4/π)(sin(πt)+(1/4)sin(3πt)+(1/6)sin(5πt)+…)

Options:
(A) Bone cyst
(B) Acute hip fracture
(C) Osteoarthritis
(D) Surgical hardware
(E) Resection of the pubic symphysis
…
(J) Bone infection

Track: Adaptation, Video Type: Problem-solving 
video, Subject: Electronics, QA Type: Problem-

solving Strategy  Adaptation (PSA)

Figure 2. Sampled Video-MMMU examples across 6 academic disciplines and 3 tracks. The examples are organized in two rows based on
distinct video types: (1) Concept-Introduction videos (top row) focus on teaching factual knowledge, fundamental concepts, and theories
through explanatory content, while (2) Problem-Solving videos (bottom row) demonstrate step-by-step solutions to an example question.

3. Video-MMMU Dataset
We introduce Video-MMMU (Massive Multi-discipline Mul-
timodal Understanding), a video benchmark designed to
evaluate knowledge acquisition from educational videos
across 30 subjects in 6 professional disciplines: Art, Busi-
ness, Medicine, Science, Humanities, and Engineering. The
video distribution across disciplines is shown in Fig. 3a.

3.1. Video Collection
The dataset consists of 300 college-level educational videos,
systematically curated through a rigorous three-phase pro-
cess: 1) Topic Selection: Domain experts conduct a com-
prehensive analysis of college curricula across 30 subjects,
establishing a diverse pool of 450 foundational assessment
topics. 2) Video Curation: Leveraging GPT-4o [27], we
generated 10 search queries per topic. These search queries
are processed through the YouTube Data API to create an

initial candidate video pool. 3) Quality Assurance: We
implemented a three-tier review protocol: First, annotators
cross-check to filter out videos with poor audio-visual qual-
ity or irrelevant content. Second, we employ GPT-4o [27]
to assess the technical depth of the videos by analyzing 10
sampled frames from each video. We prioritize in-depth lec-
tures, tutorials, and detailed problem-solving demonstrations
while excluding beginner-level introductions and superfi-
cial overviews. Finally, domain experts verify alignment
with college curriculum standards and confirm appropriate
domain knowledge depth.

The Video-MMMU dataset comprises two distinct cat-
egories: 1) Concept-introduction Videos: These videos
provide comprehensive explanations of factual knowledge,
including fundamental concepts and theories. 2) Problem-
solving Videos: These videos demonstrate step-by-step
problem solutions, particularly in STEM disciplines where
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systematic reasoning and detailed calculations are required.

3.2. QA Annotation
3.2.1. QA Taxonomy
We annotate questions across three cognitive stages: Per-
ception, Comprehension, and Adaptation, each assessing
progressively deeper levels of knowledge acquisition.
Perception Questions assess the ability to perceive infor-
mation from videos through: 1) Optical Character Recog-
nition (OCR): These questions require identifying and ex-
tracting key details from visual content, including formulas,
data points, charts, and handwritten notes. An example is
shown in Fig. 2 (Business), where the question requires ex-
tracting multiple economic variables from handwritten notes.
2) Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR): These questions
assess the ability to accurately transcribe spoken content into
text, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (Art).
Comprehension Questions evaluate the ability to under-
stand knowledge presented in videos through: 1) Concept
Comprehension (CC): These questions assess understand-
ing of concepts introduced in the videos. We primarily use
a multiple-answer multiple-choice (MAMC) format, where
each question presents 4-10 statements about video content,
with multiple correct statements possible. As shown in Fig. 2
(Humanities), one must identify all correct statements about
the video content to demonstrate a comprehensive under-
standing. 2) Problem-solving Strategy Comprehension
(PSC): For videos demonstrating step-by-step solutions to
example questions, an intuitive way to assess the understand-
ing of the solution is to test the same question with different
input values. As illustrated in Fig. 2 (Science), when a video
demonstrates trajectory time calculation with a 25-degree
angle, the question changes this to 30 degrees. This approach
verifies comprehension of the underlying solution strategy
rather than the memorization of answers. The cognitive diffi-
culty lies between perception and adaptation, requiring new
calculations while following the same reasoning process in
the video.
Adaptation Questions assess the ability to adapt video
knowledge to new scenarios: 1) Case Study Analysis
(CSA): These questions evaluate the application of con-
cepts to novel real-world scenarios. As shown in Fig. 2
(Medicine), while the video explains various pelvic patholo-
gies, the question requires analysis of a new patient’s pelvic
radiograph to identify specific abnormalities. This tests the
model’s ability to adapt theoretical knowledge from videos
to practical clinical diagnosis. 2) Problem-solving Strategy
Adaptation (PSA): These questions evaluate how learners
adapt learned solution methods to new problems. For in-
stance, in Fig. 2 (Engineering), the video demonstrates the
calculation of Fourier series for one type of waveform, while
the question presents a different waveform pattern. To solve
this new problem, one needs to identify key similarities and

differences between the video example and the new problem,
then adjust the solution method accordingly. The distribution
of these question types is illustrated in Fig. 3b.

3.2.2. Annotation and Quality Control
Annotation Process: Our annotation follows a multi-stage
process to ensure quality: 1) Initial Annotation: Annotators
thoroughly review each video and annotate three questions
aligned with our cognitive tracks, following the QA taxon-
omy shown in Fig.3b. To enhance assessment rigor, we an-
notate 10 options for each multiple-choice question (MCQ).
2) Quality Assurance: Firstly, annotators cross-check each
other’s questions for consistency and clarity. Secondly, QA
pairs are processed by OpenAI o1[26] to refine the language
and verify the correctness of ground-truth answers. Thirdly,
domain experts review each question for technical accuracy
and alignment with the intended cognitive stages. For Adap-
tation questions, experts verify that the question tests the
same knowledge presented in the video but in a novel sce-
nario, ensuring they utilize the same concepts, formulas,
or similar problem-solving strategies. Finally, we employ
Gemini 1.5 Pro [32] to analyze each video-question pair
and determine whether audio might be helpful to solve the
question, as shown in Fig. 3c. This analysis will benefit
more future Large Multimodal Models (LMMs) with audio
processing capabilities.
Question Sources: For the Perception and Comprehension
tracks, questions are manually created by our annotators. For
the Adaptation track, which requires practical problems from
exams and case studies, our approach varies by discipline.
In Science, Engineering, Medicine, and Business, we source
questions from MMMU [45] and MMMU-pro [46], which
provide validated college exam questions well suited for test-
ing knowledge adaptation. For Art and Humanities, where
adaptation requires more context-dependent assessment, we
manually create case study questions to ensure alignment
with video concepts.

3.3. Comparison with Existing Benchmarks
Video-MMMU distinguishes itself through its emphasis on
how models can learn and apply knowledge from profes-
sional educational videos. Our videos feature comprehensive
lectures, tutorials, and step-by-step problem-solving demon-
strations, delivering dense information through multiple vi-
sual formats, including charts, diagrams, and handwritten
explanations. With an average duration of 506.2 seconds, the
videos provide extensive coverage of domain-specific knowl-
edge across various disciplines. As shown in Table 1, our
questions are substantially longer than existing benchmarks,
averaging 75.7 words per question, reflecting the complexity
of knowledge-driven evaluation. We systematically evaluate
knowledge acquisition from videos through three cognitive
stages. The Adaptation track advances video-based learn-
ing evaluation beyond basic content understanding to assess
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Figure 3. Taxonomy of QA types and video disciplines.

Benchmarks Video Question Video Knowledge
Domain Length Duration driven

Video-MME [9] Open 35.7 1017.9 ✗

MMBench-Video [7] Open 10.9 165.4 ✗

Video-Bench [25] Open 21.3 56.0 ✗

TempCompass [20] Open 49.2 11.4 ✗

MVBench [17] Open 27.3 16.0 ✗

AutoEval-Video [5] Open 11.9 14.6 ✗

Video-MMMU Professional 75.7 506.2 ✓

Table 1. Comparison of Video-MMMU and other widely adopted
video benchmarks.

how effectively models can apply the acquired knowledge to
novel problems.

4. Experiments

4.1. Settings
Baselines. We evaluate open-source LMMs including
LLaVA-OneVision [15], LLaVA-Video [49], LongVA [48],
VILA-1.5 [19], Qwen2-VL [33], InternVL2 [6], Llama-
3.2 [23], MAmmoTH-VL [12], Aria [16]; and proprietary
models GPT-4o [27], Gemini 1.5 Pro [32], Gemini 1.5
Flash [32], Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1]. The numbers of sampled
frames are 32 for LLaVA-OneVision, 64 for LLaVA-Video,
64 for LongVA, 32 for VILA-1.5, 32 for InternVL2, 10
for Llama-3.2, 32 for MAmmoTH-VL, 64 for Aria, 20 for
Claude-3.5-Sonnet, 50 for GPT-4o.
Human Experts. To assess the performance of Human
Experts, we recruited senior undergraduate students and
instructed them to complete the following tests: The students
first attempted the Adaptation question without viewing the
videos. Subsequently, they watched each assigned video and
answered the corresponding Perception, Comprehension,
and Adaptation questions. While students could refer to
course materials and notes, they were not allowed to search
for answers on the Internet.

Inputs. We provide videos and questions as inputs for the
Perception and Comprehension tracks. For the Adaptation
track, we append the question’s image to the end of each
video. We add a prompt to indicate that the image for the
Adaptation track question appears in the final frame.
Evaluations. We evaluate model outputs using an auto-
mated, rule-based pipeline. The system employs regular
expressions to extract key elements such as option letters
and numerical values. Responses lacking valid answers are
marked as incorrect. We use the micro-averaged accuracy
as our evaluation metric. The evaluation is conducted using
LMMs-Eval [47].

4.2. Main Results
4.2.1. Performance by Track
Human vs. Model Performance: Human experts outper-
form models across all tracks, with Claude achieving the
highest model scores but still showing a gap to humans. Both
humans and models exhibit declining performance from per-
ception through comprehension to adaptation, indicating
that deeper cognitive stages require more advanced capabili-
ties. Perception Track: Many models achieve an accuracy
over 50%, suggesting perception is a more fundamental ca-
pability among the three stages. Comprehension Track:
Comprehending college-level knowledge from videos re-
quires pre-trained knowledge as a foundation. Compared
to the Perception score, most open-source models show a
10 ∼ 20% decline in Comprehension score, while propri-
etary models show less performance decline and generally
achieve higher comprehension scores, demonstrating their
superior capabilities in comprehending knowledge-intensive
videos. Adaptation Track: Adaptation emerges as the most
challenging stage, with most models scoring below 50%.
Even top-performing models like Claude-3.5-Sonnet exhibit
a substantial performance decline in Adaptation. This indi-
cates a natural gap between theoretical understanding and
practical application. While models might understand the
knowledge from videos at a surface level, they currently lack
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Model Overall Results by Track Results by Discipline

Perception Comprehension Adaptation Art. Biz. Sci. Med. Hum. Eng.

Random Choice 14.00 12.00 14.00 16.00 11.11 12.88 12.12 22.48 10.48 13.57
Human Expert 74.44 84.33 78.67 60.33 80.95 78.79 74.24 70.54 84.76 69.91

Proprietary LMMs

Gemini 1.5 Flash [32] 49.78 57.33 49.00 43.00 63.49 53.03 43.18 49.61 59.05 45.72
Gemini 1.5 Pro [32] 53.89 59.00 53.33 49.33 57.14 59.09 49.10 57.42 58.10 50.31
GPT-4o [27] 61.22 66.00 62.00 55.67 69.52 66.88 51.55 64.76 69.52 57.13
Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1] 65.78 72.00 69.67 55.67 66.67 75.00 56.06 58.14 75.24 66.08

Open-source LMMs

VILA1.5-8B [19] 20.89 20.33 17.33 25.00 34.92 14.39 19.70 19.38 21.91 21.53
LongVA-7B [48] 23.98 24.00 24.33 23.67 41.27 20.46 21.97 24.03 23.81 23.01
Llama-3.2-11B [23] 30.00 35.67 32.33 22.00 39.68 28.79 21.21 35.66 33.33 28.91
LLaVA-OneVision-7B [15] 33.89 40.00 31.00 30.67 49.21 29.55 34.85 31.78 46.67 29.20
VILA1.5-40B [19] 34.00 38.67 30.67 32.67 57.14 27.27 23.49 37.99 41.91 32.45
LLaVA-Video-7B [49] 36.11 41.67 33.33 33.33 65.08 34.09 32.58 42.64 45.71 27.43
InternVL2-8B [6] 37.44 47.33 33.33 31.67 55.56 34.09 30.30 34.11 41.91 38.05
MAmmoTH-VL-8B [12] 41.78 51.67 40.00 33.67 47.62 37.88 36.36 36.43 49.52 43.95
LLaVA-OneVision-72B [15] 48.33 59.67 42.33 43.00 61.91 46.21 40.15 54.26 60.00 43.95
LLaVA-Video-72B [49] 49.67 59.67 46.00 43.33 69.84 44.70 41.67 58.92 57.14 45.13
Aria [16] 50.78 65.67 46.67 40.00 71.43 47.73 44.70 58.92 62.86 43.66

Table 2. Video-MMMU Evaluation Results across three cognitive tracks (Perception, Comprehension, Adaptation) and six disciplines (Art,
Business, Science, Medicine, Humanities, Engineering).

the advanced capability to effectively acquire and apply what
they learned from the video to solve practical problems.

4.2.2. Performance by Discipline
Model performance varies across disciplines. Models
demonstrate superior performance in Art and Humanities
disciplines, where videos primarily focus on conceptual pre-
sentation. In comparison, they achieve lower accuracies in
Science, Engineering, Business, and Medicine, which de-
mand quantitative reasoning and interpretation of detailed
technical visuals such as diagrams and handwritten notes.
This performance differential suggests models are generally
more adept at processing factual knowledge but underper-
form in domains requiring complex computation, deliberate
reasoning, and visual analysis.

4.3. Impact of Audio Transcript
Audio conveys information in knowledge-intensive videos.
To study the impact of audio transcripts, we use OpenAI
Whisper [29] to generate audio transcripts and append them
to the input prompt. We conduct evaluation on the top-
performing open-source model Aria [16] and proprietary
model Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1].

40 50 60 70 80 90
Accuracy in %

Overall

Perception

Comprehension

Adaptation

65.78

72.0

69.67

55.67

68.56

76.67

75.67

53.33

50.78

65.67

46.67

40.0

53.67

71.67

53.0

36.33

Performance Comparison w/ and w/o Transcripts
Claude w/o Transcripts
Claude w/ Transcripts
Aria w/o Transcripts
Aria w/ Transcripts

Figure 4. Performance comparison across tracks before and after
adding audio transcripts.

As shown in Fig. 4, audio transcripts yield overall per-
formance improvements across different evaluation tracks.
In the Comprehension track, the enhancement is most pro-
nounced, reflecting audio’s contribution to video content
understanding. Similarly, the Perception track demonstrates
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(a) Comparison of ∆knowledge (performance improvement in the Adaptation
track after watching the video compared to before).
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Human Expert
GPT-4o

Claude-3.5-Sonnet
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Aria
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(b) Comparison of Wrong-to-Right Rate (the percentage of Adaptation track
questions that were initially answered incorrectly without the video but
correctly after watching the video) and Right-to-Wrong Rate (vice versa).

Figure 5. Key findings in the experiment of ∆knowledge.

performance gains, suggesting that audio enhances informa-
tion extraction from videos. The Adaptation track, however,
shows a decrease in performance. This decline indicates that
while audio enriches basic understanding, it might compli-
cate the adaptation of knowledge to novel scenarios. These
contrasting effects reveal a trade-off: audio transcripts en-
hance immediate comprehension but potentially constrain
models’ ability to adapt knowledge to new scenarios.

5. Knowledge Acquisition in Adaptation Track
5.1. Settings
We introduce a knowledge acquisition metric ∆knowledge to
measure how much knowledge models gain from videos
through their performance improvement on practical exam
questions in the Adaptation track. We define ∆knowledge as:

∆knowledge =
Accpost − Accpre

100%− Accpre
× 100%

where Accpre and Accpost represent the accuracy before and
after watching the video, respectively. This normalized met-
ric accounts for different baseline difficulty levels. For exam-
ple, improving from 90% to 95% (∆knowledge = 50%) indi-
cates more substantial video-based learning than improving
from 0% to 5% (∆knowledge = 5%). We evaluate ∆knowledge
across top-performing open-source and proprietary models.

5.2. Findings
Human-Model Knowledge Acquisition Gap: Fig. 5a re-
veals a substantial disparity between human and model learn-
ing capabilities. Humans demonstrate a ∆knowledge of 33.1%
after viewing the videos, while the best-performing model
GPT-4o achieves only 15.6%. Some models even exhibit
negative ∆knowledge, suggesting their performance declines
after video exposure.

This gap highlights a fundamental challenge in current
models. Humans naturally acquire information through
video-based learning, having developed this capability
through classroom education and video content throughout

their lives. While many models can process video informa-
tion, they struggle to effectively learn new knowledge from
the video and apply it in practice.
Video Impact on Model Responses: While low ∆knowledge
scores might suggest limited net knowledge gain, models’
responses change substantially after watching the videos. As
shown in Fig. 5b, we analyze these changes through two
metrics: Wrong-to-Right Rate (the percentage of questions
initially answered incorrectly but correctly after watching
videos) and Right-to-Wrong Rate (the percentage of ques-
tions correctly answered before but incorrectly after watch-
ing videos). We define the Wrong-to-Right Rate as:

Wrong-to-Right Rate =
NWrong-to-Right

NWrong-before
× 100%

, where NWrong-to-Right refers to the number of questions that
were answered incorrectly before watching the video but
correctly after watching the video, and NWrong-before is the
total number of questions that were answered incorrectly
before watching the video.

Similarly, we define the Right-to-Wrong Rate as:

Right-to-Wrong Rate =
NRight-to-Wrong

NRight-before
× 100%

, where NRight-to-Wrong refers to the number of questions that
were answered correctly before watching the video but incor-
rectly after watching the video, and NRight-before is the total
number of questions that were answered correctly before
watching the video.

Interestingly, models achieve moderate Wrong-to-Right
Rates (e.g., Gemini-1.5-Pro: 29.5%), demonstrating cer-
tain ability to acquire knowledge from videos. However,
their high Right-to-Wrong Rates (e.g., LongVA: 55.0%) sig-
nificantly offset these gains, indicating that they struggle
to maintain their initial correct answers while processing
new video information. In contrast, human experts demon-
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Method Adaptation Error

Question: In Depth First Search (DFS), discovery/finishing time stamps are x/y, where x is discovery time and y 
is finishing time. If the time stamps of g and h in the graph are changed to 2/7 and 5/6, respectively, which of the 
following traversals are valid depth first forests in <image 1>?

Options:
(A) {a, b, c, d, e} {f, g, h} (B) {a, b, e} {f, g} {c, d} {h}     
(C) {a, b, e, h} {c, d, f, g} (D) {a, b, e} {c, d, h} {f, g}
(E) {a, b, e} {c, d, h} {f, g} (F) {a, b, e} {c, d, f, g, h}
(G) {a, b, e, f, g} {c, d, h}     (H) {a, b, e} {c, g, f, h} {d}
(I) {a, b, c, e} {d, f, g, h}       (J) {a, b, f, e} {c, g, h, d}

Human:
(1) Looking at the timestamps, c (1/10) is visited first, followed by g, f, h.
(2) Node h has a cycle and does not have any outgoing edges, therefore it 

must be the end of the first DFS tree. Then d (8/9) was visited and will 
form a second DFS tree. Then b was discovered followed by e and a.

(3) Hence the answer should be H: {a, b, e} {c, g, f, h} {d}.

Comment:
1. The video introduces basic DFS principles with timestamps, while the adaptation question tests these concepts in a more complex graph with cycles. 
2. Before the video, both Claude and Human incorrectly focused on cycles and connectivity patterns. 
3. After learning the video, both started correctly by understanding the core principle: a root node's interval must contain its descendants' intervals. However, 

Claude demonstrated a Method Adaptation Error - despite understanding the principle, it failed to correctly adapt it to the complex graph (as shown in 
blue). In contrast, Human successfully applied the method of interval containment in this new scenario (as highlighted in the box). 

4. This reveals the challenges of adapting the method from the video in novel, real-world scenarios. 

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture 
“Pre and Post visited Times in DFS”

<image 1>

Claude-3.5-Sonnet: 
(1) Given the new timestamps and analyzing the connectivity and timing 

constraints: h must be in a separate tree from g due to their new 
timestamps and the cycles, c and d form a strongly connected component,
a, b, and e form another connected component, f and g are connected. 

(2) The answer is D: {a, b, e} {c, d, h} {f, g}. This is correct because…

Adaptation Track Question
“Engineering – Computer Science”

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help solve this step by step using what was taught in the video…
(1) First, let's recall the key principles: Vertices in the same DFS tree have 

overlapping intervals. Parent's interval must fully contain child's interval…
(2) Analyzing the graph: - Node a is discovered first in the graph - Nodes a, b, e 

form one tree component - Nodes c, d form another component…
(3) Therefore, the answer is B: {a, b, e} {f, g} {c, d} {h}. 

Human: 
(1) The video helped me understand the principle: the DFS tree's root node's 

interval (discovery/finish timestamps) should contain all its descendants' 
intervals, as the root is discovered first and finished in the end. 

(2) Applying this principle, I could see that c's interval (1/10) contains the 
intervals of nodes g, f, h, and d, making them all part of c's DFS tree. 

(3) Hence the answer is F: {a, b, e} {c, d, f, g, h}.

Figure 6. A Case of Method Adaptation Error. The model can recall the correct knowledge from the video but fails to adapt the method to a
new scenario. More error cases are analyzed in the Appendix.

Answer Extraction

Annotation

Refuse to Answer

Method Adaptation
64%

Question Misreading

Method Selection

15%

4%

5%
4%

8%

Figure 7. Distribution of the 100 human-annotated errors in Claude-
3.5-Sonnet.

strate effective knowledge acquisition with a higher Wrong-
to-Right Rate (40.4%) and a lower Right-to-Wrong Rate
(10.7%). This indicates humans’ ability to integrate new

knowledge while preserving their prior knowledge. These
findings highlight a gap between human and model capa-
bilities in video-based learning, particularly in maintaining
existing knowledge while processing new information from
videos.

5.3. Error Analysis

We analyzed the Claude-3.5-Sonnet errors in the Adapta-
tion track by examining 100 randomly sampled error cases.
Human annotators analyzed these cases to identify the root
causes of mispredictions. The distribution of these errors
is shown in Fig. 7, with more error cases provided in the
Appendix.
Method Selection Error (8%): The model’s initial thinking
direction is incorrect. For example, the model fails to adopt
the correct solution strategy demonstrated in the video.
Method Adaptation Error (64%): These represent cases
where the model can correctly recall and understand the
methods demonstrated in the video but fails to adapt the
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method to new scenarios properly. For example, Fig. 6
shows how models can struggle with subtle scenario dif-
ferences between the video example and the Adaptation
question. While the model recalls the core DFS principles
from a simple tree example in the video, it fails to adapt
these principles flexibly when working with a more complex
graph containing cycles. This type of error reveals its limi-
tations in video-based learning when applying the learned
methods across different contexts.
Question Misreading Error (15%): These errors stem from
misinterpreting the question requirements, such as misread-
ing numerical values or conditions. Such errors are unrelated
to the model’s ability to apply knowledge from videos.
Other Errors: These include Refuse to Answer (4%), where
models express uncertainty and decline to provide an answer;
Annotation error (4%), where the annotation is inaccurate;
and Answer Extraction error (5%), where we failed to extract
the answer from the longer output.

Our experiment on ∆knowledge provides insights for future
research in knowledge acquisition from videos: 1) Models
showcase certain ability to acquire knowledge from videos,
as indicated by their modest Wrong-to-Right Rates. How-
ever, the high Right-to-Wrong Rates often negate these gains,
suggesting that models struggle to retain their initial correct
reasoning when processing new information from video. 2)
The Question Misreading and Method Selection Errors high-
light the fundamental limitations in processing knowledge-
intensive videos. Accurate question interpretation and a
thorough understanding of video knowledge are crucial for
successful knowledge application. 3) The significant pro-
portion of Method Adaptation errors reveals a gap between
comprehension and adaptation capabilities, suggesting that
applying the knowledge from videos to solve a novel, practi-
cal scenario remains challenging for the current models.

6. Conclusion
Video-MMMU systematically evaluates how large multi-
modal models (LMMs) acquire knowledge from videos
through three cognitive stages: Perception, Comprehension,
and Adaptation. Through our proposed ∆knowledge metric,
we reveal a gap between human and model performance, par-
ticularly in adapting acquired knowledge to novel, practical
scenarios. Our insights from Video-MMMU underscore the
critical need for future research to enhance LMMs’ ability to
learn and apply knowledge from video content effectively.
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Video-MMMU: Evaluating Knowledge Acquisition
from Multi-Discipline Professional Videos

Supplementary Material

7. Subjects by Discipline

Discipline Subjects

Art Art History, Art Theory, Design, Music

Business Accounting, Economics, Finance, Manage,
Marketing

Science Biology, Chemistry, Geography, Math,
Physics

Medicine Basic Medical Science, Clinical Medicine,
Diagnostics and Laboratory Medicine,
Pharmacy, Public Health

Humanities History, Literature, Psychology, Sociology

Engineering Agriculture, Architecture and Engineering,
Computer Science, Electronics, Energy and
Power, Materials, Mechanical Engineering

Table 3. Subjects categorized under six disciplines.

8. Additional Knowledge Acquisition Experi-
ment Results

We present the results of the ∆knowledge experiment in Table
4. This table includes a detailed breakdown of the number of
questions that transitioned from Wrong-to-Right and Right-
to-Wrong, along with the corresponding rates.

The ∆knowledge metric reveals a gap between human ex-
perts and models, particularly in their ability to learn new
information from videos. This skill, which humans exhibit
naturally through video-based learning, arises from our long-
standing reliance on videos as a medium for acquiring knowl-
edge. Humans have developed a proficiency in extracting,
retaining, and applying information from visual content,
making video learning an essential component of natural
knowledge acquisition.

For models to perform effectively in real-world environ-
ments, the ability to learn and adapt from videos is crucial.
This capability would allow models to continuously evolve
and refine their understanding, thereby enhancing their util-
ity in dynamic and complex scenarios. However, the result
suggests that current models are not yet capable of effec-
tively acquiring new knowledge from video and applying it
in practice. This suggests that future research needs to focus
on improving how models acquire knowledge from videos -

System Message:
As an AI assistant, you should watch and learn 
from the video. Then, adapt what you learned to 
answer the following question. The image for 
this question is at the end of the video. 
Question: [Question Text] 
Options: 
A) [Option A] 
B) [Option B] 
[etc.] 

Figure 8. Prompt for Adaptation track.

specifically, their ability to understand, remember, and apply
information from video content. These improvements will
be crucial for future LMMs to work effectively in the wild.

9. Prompt for Adaptation Track
In the adaptation track, we append the question’s image to
the end of each video. We introduce the prompt as shown in
Fig. 8.

10. Prompt for Determining the Helpfulness of
Audio

For all samples in Video-MMMU, we employ Gemini 1.5
Pro [32] to analyze each video-question pair and determine
if audio might be helpful to solve the question, as shown in
Fig. 3c. This analysis will benefit more future Large Multi-
modal Models (LMMs) with audio processing capabilities.
We introduce the prompt as shown in Fig. 9.

11. Annotation Pipeline
We illustrate our pipeline for video collection and QA anno-
tation in Fig. 10.

12. More Error Analysis
This section presents a comprehensive analysis of error cases
across all three tracks. We begin by examining errors made
by Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1] in the Adaptation track. Specifi-
cally, Fig. 11 illustrates Method Selection Errors, while Fig.
12 demonstrates Question Misreading Errors.

We also analyze error cases by GPT-4o [27] in the Adap-
tation track. Fig. 13 and Fig. 14 present Method Adaptation
Error and Question Misreading Error, respectively.
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Model ∆knowledge (%) Wrong-to-Right Right-to-Wrong

No. of Questions Rate (%) No. of Questions Rate (%)
Human Expert 33.1 72 40.4 13 10.7
GPT-4o [27] 15.6 44 28.0 19 13.3
Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1] 11.4 42 28.8 30 19.5
VILA-1.5-40B [19] 9.4 57 25.2 34 45.9
Gemini-1.5-Pro [32] 8.7 49 29.5 33 24.6
LLaVA-Video-72B [49] 7.1 40 22.0 29 24.6
LLaVA-OneVision-72B [15] 6.6 37 20.6 28 23.3
VILA-1.5-8B [19] 5.9 48 20.2 35 56.5
Aria [16] 3.2 47 25.4 42 36.5
MAmmoTH-VL-8B [12] 1.5 48 23.9 45 45.5
Gemini-1.5-Flash [32] -3.3 39 23.5 42 31.3
LLaVA-Video-7B [49] -5.3 35 18.5 47 42.3
LLaVA-OneVision-7B [15] -5.6 36 18.2 43 42.2
LongVA [48] -7.0 29 13.6 47 54.0
InternVL2-8B [6] -8.5 46 24.3 61 55.0

Table 4. Additional Knowledge Acquisition Experiment Results with Delta (%) values.

Furthermore, we investigate error cases in both the Per-
ception and Comprehension tracks. For the Perception track,
we present two representative error cases in Fig. 15 and Fig.
16. Similarly, for the Comprehension track, we analyze two
error cases shown in FigFig. 17 and Fig. 18. Each case study
includes a detailed analysis of the observed errors.

13. Wrong-to-Right Case Analysis
For the Adaptation track, we also analyze the Wrong-to-
Right examples where models successfully learned from
video content to correctly solve Adaptation track questions.
For Claude-3.5-Sonnet [1], we present three such examples
in Fig. 19, Fig. 20, and Fig. 21. Additionally, we present a
Wrong-to-Right example of GPT-4o [27] in Fig. 22. Each
case study provides a detailed analysis of how the model
successfully adapted its knowledge.
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System Message:
template = """\
[System]

You are an assistant that helps with question evaluation. I will provide you with a video, along with a pair of questions and
answers. Your task is to assess whether the question requires audio information from the video to be answered, or if it can 
be answered purely through visual information. You need to provide a complete and detailed reason explaining why the 
question does or does not require audio from the video.

[Question]
{question}

[Answer]
{answer}

[Standard]
The standard for determining whether audio is necessary is: if a question does not require audio, then I should be able to 
turn off the video's sound and still be able to infer the correct answer entirely from the visual information.

[Output Format]
Your answer must strictly follow the JSON format below:

{{
"reason": "This question requires audio information from the video to be answered because...",
"use_audio": true

}}

"use_audio" should be set to "true" if the question requires audio information from the video to be answered, and "false" 
otherwise.

Please note that you should output only the JSON code, with no additional information.\
"""

Figure 9. Prompt for determining the helpfulness of audio.
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Figure 10. An illustration of the dataset curation pipeline.
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Method Selection Error

Question: <image 1>A circuit is connected as shown. All light bulbs are identical. When the switch in the 
circuit is closed illuminating bulb #4, which other bulb(s) also become brighter?

Option:
(A) Bulb #1 only (B) Bulb #2 only (C) Bulbs #2 and #3 only
(D) Bulbs #1, #2, and #3 (E) Bulbs #1 and #2 only" (F) Bulbs #1 and #3 only
(G) Bulb #4 (H) None (I)  All
(J) Not sure

Human: 
When the switch is closed, Bulb #4 is added in parallel with Bulb #3. This 
means the current through the circuit increases overall. Since all the bulbs are 
identical, the increased current is equally shared among all the bulbs in the 
circuit. Therefore, all the bulbs including Bulbs #1, #2, and #3 will become 
brighter because the total power delivered to the circuit has increased. Hence 
the answer is D. Bulbs #1, #2, and #3.

Comment:
• The video introduces a problem-solving approach: use Ohm's law to calculate current through each bulb to determine brightness. The adaptation 

question presents a new scenario with an added switch, but we can use the identical approach to determine the current through each bulb.

• Although seeing the same circuit problem, the model failed to adopt the video's quantitative approach of calculating currents. Instead, it still used 
qualitative analysis. This might be insufficient to determine current change for each bulb, leading to wrong answer.

• In contrast, human effectively adopts the video's approach to the new scenario. Human calculate the actual currents (ε/R) through each bulb before/after 
switch closes, which clearly shows only bulb #1 increases.

• In essence, while the same problem-solving approach (calculate currents) works in both scenarios, the model still uses its own qualitative analysis instead of 
learning from the video, leading to incorrect conclusions.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
To determine which bulbs become brighter when the switch is closed, we 
need to analyze the circuit configuration and the effect of closing the switch 
on the current distribution. When the switch (S) is closed:
1. It creates a parallel path with bulb #3
2. The total resistance in that branch decreases (parallel resistors have less 

total resistance)
3. This means more current will flow through the main circuit. Following 

the circuit:\- Bulb #1 will get brighter because more total current flows 
through the main circuit\n- Bulb #2 will get brighter for the same reason 
as Bulb #1\n- Bulb #3 will actually get dimmer because some of its 
current is now diverted through Bulb #4

4. Therefore, when switch S is closed and Bulb #4 lights up, Bulbs #1 and 
#2 will become brighter, while Bulb #3 becomes dimmer. The correct 
answer is F: Bulbs #1 and #2 only.

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture --- “Physics Help: Series and Parallel Circuits Electricity Diagrams Part 4”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

Claude-3.5-Sonnet: 
When the switch is closed, bulb #4 is added in parallel with bulb #3. 
This changes the total resistance in the circuit and affects the brightness of 
the other bulbs.
1. When the switch is closed, bulbs #3 and #4 are in parallel, and this 

parallel combination is in series with bulbs #1 and #2.
2. Closing the switch reduces the total resistance of the circuit because the 

parallel combination of bulbs #3 and #4 has a lower resistance than bulb 
#3 alone. This increases the total current from the battery.

3. Since bulbs #1 and #2 are in series with the parallel combination of bulbs 
#3 and #4, the increased total current flows through bulbs #1 and #2, 
making them brighter. Therefore, the correct answer is: F. Bulbs #1 and 
#2 only.

Human: 
As explained in the video, we can calculate the current through each bulb to 
determine the brightness.

Before switch closes: Total R = R + (R×R)/(R+R) = 3R/2 
Initial current I = ε/(3R/2) = 2ε/3R, I₁ = 2ε/3R, I₂ = I₃ = ε/3R
After switch closes: Total R = R + (R/2 × R)/(R/2 + R) = 4R/3
New current I = ε/(4R/3) = 3ε/4R I₁ = 3ε/4R (increased) I₂ = I₃ = ε/4R (decreased) 
I₄ = ε/4R (turns on)
Only I₁ increases, hence we choose A. Bulb #1 only. 

Figure 11. A sample error case in the Adaptation track: Method Selection Error by Claude-3.5-Sonnet.
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Question Misreading Error

Question: If the truss is to be designed for a  uniform live load of 0.32 kip/fit that can be  placed anywhere on the 
span in addition to a  concentrated live load of 24 kips that can be  positioned where it will produce the largest  
force in bar CG, determine the maximum value  of live load force (tension, compression, or both)  created in bar 
CG. <image 1> 
Option:
(A) 9.75kips compression (B) 5.75kips compression (C) 7.75kips compression
(D) 10.25kips compression (E) 6.25kips compression         (F) 8.25kips compression
(G) 11.50kips compression (H) 4.50kips compression (I) 9.00kips compression (J) 7.00kips compression

Human: 
We can first calculate the Total Uniform Load: 28.8 kips
Then we calculate the Reactions Due to Uniform Load:
1. Since the load is uniformly distributed, the reactions at A and F will be 

equal.
2. R_A = R_F = 14.4 kips
To maximize the force in bar CG, place the 24 kip load at point C (mid-span).
We can calculate the Reactions Due to Concentrated Load:
The concentrated load of 24 kips at point C will be equally distributed to 
supports A and F…
The maximum force in bar CG is G. 11.50 kips in compression. 

Comment:
The video explains an example problem about truss analysis and load distribution. The Adaptation track question presented is a similar question to the video 
example, focusing on finding the maximum force in bar CG under specified loading conditions.

For the model:
• Before Video: Claude correctly perceived CG as a diagonal member, it showed proper initial perception without video. 
• After Video: Claude adopted correct method from the video, BUT misidentified CG as a vertical member. This perceptual error led to incorrect calculations.

In comparison, human maintained correct perception of CG as diagonal. And before the video, human did not have a correct reasoning. After learning from the 
video, human effectively integrated the video knowledge and arrived at accurate force calculations.

This case reveals an interesting challenge: a visual detail that was correctly perceived in a static image became misinterpreted when presented in the context 
of video content. The complexity of processing the long video context may pose additional challenge to the accurate perception of information. 

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help solve this truss problem step by step.
1) First, let's identify what we're looking for:…
2) Key information: - Span = 90 feet Height = 20 feet - Bar CG is a diagonal 
member
3) Analysis: - For bar CG, the worst case scenario will be when: The uniform 
load covers the entire span. The 24-kip concentrated load is placed at joint C.
4) Calculations: Total uniform load = 0.32 kip/ft × 90 ft = 28.8 kips. Load per 
panel point = 28.8/6 = 4.8 kips. The 24-kip concentrated load at C will create 
the maximum compression 
5) Using method of sections or influence lines, the force in CG can be 
determined. The answer is A: 9.75 kips compression.

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “Photoelectric Effect Graphs”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

Claude-3.5-Sonnet: 
Let me help analyze this step by step based on the video content and the 
truss problem shown.
For bar CG in the truss: 
1) We need to consider two types of live loads:
- Uniform live load of 0.32 kip/ft\n   - Concentrated live load of 24 kips
2) Key points to consider:
- Bar CG is a vertical member as shown in the image
- The truss span is 90 feet and the height is 20 feet
3) For maximum force in CG: Need to consider influence lines for the force…
4) Looking at the given options and considering: The method of sections…
Based on the video content and analysis, the maximum compressive force in 
bar CG would be: C: 7.75 kips compression

Human: 
For maximum force in CG:
• Concentrated load should be placed at point C
• Uniform load should be placed from A to F (full span)
• This creates maximum compression in CG
Calculations:
Total uniform load = 0.32 kip/ft × 90 ft = 28.8 kips
Total load = 28.8 kips + 24 kips = 52.8 kips
Due to truss geometry and load position, bar CG will experience compression
Using method of sections and equilibrium equations, max compression in CG 
= 9.75 kips. 
The answer should be A: 9.75 kips compression.

Figure 12. A sample error case in the Adaptation track: Question Misreading Error by Claude-3.5-Sonnet.
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Method Adaptation Error

Question: <image 1>The graph above shows the velocity versus time for an object moving in a straight line. 
At what time after t = 0 does the object again pass through its initial position?

Option:
(A) 1 s (B) Between 1 and 2 s (C) 2s
(D) Between 2 and 3 s (E) 3s (F) Between 3 and 4 s 
(G) 4s (H) Between 4 and 5 s (I) 5 s 
(J) Between 5 and 6 s

Human: 
As shown in the graph, the position should be the point where all the area 
under the curve become zero.  Hence the answer is (B) Between 1 and 2 s.

Comment:
• The video introduces the concept of calculating displacement using the area under a velocity-time graph. The adaptation question asks for the point where 

the object returns to its initial position, which means the net displacement must equal zero. 

• The examples in the video only show examples with curves above zero, while this question involves a scenario with both positive and negative areas. 

• The model demonstrates an understanding of the method by calculating the area under each interval but fails to correctly apply it during reasoning, 
mistakenly concluding that the object cannot return to its initial position. In contrast, the human accurately adapts the knowledge from the video to this 
new scenario, correctly summing up the positive and negative areas to determine that the object returns to its initial position between 1 and 2 seconds, 
showcasing a concise and correct reasoning process.

GPT-4o:
To determine when the object passes through its initial position again, we 
need to consider the area under the velocity-time graph, which represents 
the displacement of the object. The object will pass through its initial 
position when the net displacement is zero.

From 0 to 1 second: The object has a negative velocity, so the area is below 
the time axis. Area = 0.5 * base * height = 0.5 * 1 * (-1) = -0.5 m.
From 1 to 2 seconds: The area is a triangle with base 1 second and height 2 
m/s. Area = 0.5 * base * height = 0.5 * 1 * 2 = 1 m.
……..

As all the area is above zero, we cannot derive a position when the net 
displacement is zero. The object does not return to its initial position within 
the 4 seconds shown in the graph. Based on the given options, the closest 
answer would be: J. Between 5 and 6 seconds

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture --- “Area Under Velocity Time Graphs | Forces & Motion”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

GPT-4o: 
From t = 0  to t = 1 second, the area under the curve is a triangle with a base of 
1 second and a height of -1 m/s. The area (displacement) is -0.5.
From t = 1 to t = 2 seconds, the area under the curve is a triangle with a base of 
1 second and a height of 2 m/s. The area (displacement) is: 1 
From t = 2to t = 3 seconds, the velocity is constant at 2 m/s, and the area under 
the curve is a rectangle with a base of 1 second and a height of 2 m/s. The area 
(displacement) is: 2.
……

The object does not pass through its initial position within the given time 
frame of 4 seconds. However, it is possible that it passes though the initial 
position after 4 seconds. Hence, the closest answer would be  (H) Between 4 
and 5 s. But since the graph does not show this, we cannot definitively 
determine the exact time from the provided graph.

Human: 
As explained in the video, the area under the curve is the displacement of the 
object. Hence, we can find the position where the area under the curve is zero.
From 0 to 1 seconds, the area is -0.5. From 1 to 2 seconds, the area is 1. Hence 
the position is between 1 and 2 seconds.  The answer should be (B) Between 1 
and 2 s.

Figure 13. A sample error case in the Adaptation track: Method Adaptation Error by GPT-4o.
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Question Misreading Error

Question: <image 1>A student performs the photoelectric effect experiment and obtains the data depicted 
in the accompanying graph of E_{km} (maximum kinetic energy) of photoelectrons v. the frequency of the 
photons. What is the approximate work function of this material?

Option:
(A) 1.5 eV  (B) 2.0 eV    (C) 2.7 eV
(D) 3.5 eV (E) 1.8 eV                         (F) 2.2 eV
(G) 3.0 eV (H) 3.8 eV (I) 2.5 eV (J) 4.0 eV

Human: 
We can derive from the photoelectric effect equation:

𝐸! = ℎ𝑓 − ∅

To calculate the work function ∅, the 𝐸!	must be 𝐸! = 0	. 
Hence, we can calculate ∅ by substituting 𝑓" = 4 ∗ 10#$𝐻𝑧	 and ℎ = 4.14 ∗
10%#&𝑒𝑉 : ∅ ≈ 𝟏. 𝟖	𝒆𝑽

Comment:
The video introduces a similar example related to Photoelectric Effect Graphs, demonstrating that the work function (∅) can be simply calculated by finding 
the y-intercept of the line. This question can be solved without using formulas, as we only need to recognize that the y-intercept provides the answer directly.

Before the video:
• Both humans and model approached the problem by using formulas and substituting values
• This indirect method led to incorrect answers and was not the most efficient approach
After the video:
• The model correctly understood that it should look at the y-intercept of the graph. 
• However, GPT-4o misread the graph, identifying the intercept as -2.0 when it was actually -1.5. This error may have occurred because GPT-4o incorrectly 

assumed the x-intercept was at 4. If the x-intercept were indeed at 4, then a y-intercept of -2.0 might have been plausible
• Humans, on the other hand, demonstrated concise and accurate reasoning. They correctly identified the y-intercept to find the answer of 1.5.

This case represents a Question Misreading Error by GPT-4o. WhileGPT-4o adopted the correct method and reasoning approach after watching the video, it 
simply misread the graph.

GPT-4o:
The equation governing the photoelectric effect is:

𝐸! = ℎ𝑓 − ∅
where:
• 𝐸!		is the maximum kinetic energy of the photoelectrons,
• ℎ is Planck's constant, ℎ = 4.14 ∗ 10%#&𝑒𝑉 ,
• 𝑓 is the frequency of the photons,
• ∅ is the work function of the material.

The work function ∅ corresponds to the threshold frequency 𝑓"	where the 
kinetic energy 𝐸! = 0.
From the graph: The threshold frequency 𝑓" = 4 ∗ 10#$𝐻𝑧.
The work function is calculated as: ∅ = ℎ ∗ 𝑓"
Substitute 𝑓" ≈ 4 ∗ 10#$𝐻𝑧	 and ℎ = 4.14 ∗ 10%#&𝑒𝑉 : ∅ ≈ 𝟏. 𝟖	𝒆𝑽

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “Photoelectric Effect Graphs”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

GPT-4o: 
To determine the work function ∅ of the material from the graph of 
maximum kinetic energy 𝐸!	of photoelectrons versus the frequency f of the 
photons, we can use the photoelectric equation:

𝐸! = ℎ𝑓 − ∅

This equation represents a straight line 𝑦 = 𝑚𝑥 + 𝑐, where:
• 𝑦 is 𝐸!
• 𝑥 is 𝑓
• 𝑚 is ℎ
• 𝑐 is −∅

Looking at the graph, the y-intercept appears to be at approximately -2.0 eV. 
Therefore, the work function ∅ = −𝒄 = 𝟐. 𝟎	𝒆𝑽

Human: 
According to the video lecture, we can directly solve this work function ∅ by 
directly find the y-intercept of the line. 

The y-intercept of the line in this graph is approximately -1.5 eV. Hence, the 
work function ∅ = 𝟏. 𝟓	𝒆𝑽.

Figure 14. A sample error case in the Adaptation track: Question Misreading Error by GPT-4o.
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Error in Perception Track

Question: 
At the beginning of the video, what are the muscles in the lower left corner, upper left corner, and lower right corner, respectively?

Option:
A. Cardiac muscle, Smooth muscle, Skeletal muscle; B. Skeletal muscle, Cardiac muscle, Smooth muscle
C. Skeletal muscle, Smooth muscle, Cardiac muscle; D. Smooth muscle, Cardiac muscle, Skeletal muscle
E. Smooth muscle, Skeletal muscle, Cardiac muscle; F. Smooth muscle, Cardiac muscle, Cardiac muscle
G. Skeletal muscle, Skeletal muscle, Smooth muscle; H. Cardiac muscle, Smooth muscle, Smooth muscle
I. Skeletal muscle, Smooth muscle, Smooth muscle; J. Cardiac muscle, Skeletal muscle, Smooth muscle

Comment:
• This example is an error in the perception track. 

• The user specifically arranged the question to test the model's ability to recognize the positions of the muscles when the sequence is deliberately 
randomized (lower left, upper left, lower right). 

• However, the model interpreted the positions in a habitual reading order (left to right, top to bottom) and provided an incorrect sequence of muscle 
identifications. This highlights a gap in the model's capacity to accurately process and respond to spatial arrangements in visual content. 

• Future development should focus on enhancing the model's spatial perception capabilities to prevent such misjudgements.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Looking at the initial frame of the video, the arrangement of the muscle types is: B. Skeletal muscle (upper left), Cardiac muscle (lower left), Smooth muscle 
(lower right).

Model response

Video Lecture – “Identifying Muscle | Review and Practice”

Perception Question

Figure 15. A sample error case in the Perception track.
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Error in Perception Track

Question: 
In the video, the blue ion channel is _____, the yellow ion channel is ______, and the green ion channel is _________.

Option:
A. POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL, MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL, SODIUM ION CHANNEL
B. POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL, SODIUM ION CHANNEL, MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL
C. MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL, POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL, SODIUM ION CHANNEL
D. MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL, SODIUM ION CHANNEL, POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL
E. SODIUM ION CHANNEL, POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL, MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL
F. SODIUM ION CHANNEL, MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL, POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL

Comment:
• The model's error in this neuroscience question demonstrates an error in perceiving the correct information. 

• The model might be affected by the animation in the video, and failed to correct perceive the information as shown in the second frame of the video 
sequence.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Based on the video animation, the ion channels are colored as follows:-
Blue channel: Voltage-gated sodium channel - Orange/yellow channel: Mechanically-gated ion channel - Green channel: Voltage-gated potassium channel. 
Therefore, the correct answer would be D: SODIUM ION CHANNEL, POTASSIUM ION CHANNEL, MECHANICALLY-GATED ION CHANNEL.

This can be verified by observing how each channel functions in the animation:- The blue channels allow sodium ions (pink circles) to flow in during 
depolarization. - The green channels allow potassium ions (blue diamonds) to flow out during repolarization. - The orange/yellow channel responds to 
mechanical stimuli as shown in the membrane.

Model response

Video Lecture – “Action Potential in the Neuron”

Perception Question

Figure 16. A sample error case in the Perception track.
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Error in Comprehension Track

Question: 
In the LAST breadth-first search tree example, if the root node is changed to node F, which two nodes will be at the level 3 of the breadth-first spanning tree 
(root node is level 1)?

Option:
A. C and I B. G and A
C. B and C D. D and H
E. B and E F. A and I
G. C and E H. A and D 
I. G and H J. H and I

Comment:
• The model shows an error in comprehending the problem-solving strategy as demonstrated in the video.  

• The video presents two examples of using Breadth-First Search (BFS) to create a spanning tree, which are shown in the third and fourth frames. The 
question tests understanding by modifying the second example question - specifically by changing the starting node (root) from A to F.

• The model tried to implement BFS but made a mistake in its reasoning. It did not correctly identify which nodes were connected to the new root node F, 
which led to errors in identifying the level 2 nodes. This mistake then affected the identification of level 3 nodes, resulting in an incorrect answer.

• This error shows that the model struggles to understand and solve problems when the input conditions are changed, even slightly. This limitation reveals 
a weakness in the model's ability to follow the same reasoning process that was demonstrated in the video. Even though the only change was a different 
input value, the model should have been able to follow the same process to demonstrated the comprehension of the reasoning process.

GPT-4o:
To determine which two nodes will be at level 3 of the breadth-first spanning tree when the root node is changed to node F, we need to perform a breadth-first 
search (BFS) starting from node F. 
Let’s perform the BFS starting from node F:
Level 1: Start with node F.

- Current tree: F
Level 2:  Add all nodes directly connected to F.

- Nodes connected to F: B, D, G, H
- Current tree: F \n B D G H

Level 3: Add all nodes directly connected to nodes in level 2 that are not already in the tree.
- Nodes connected to B: A, C (F is already in the tree)
- Nodes connected to D: A, E (F is already in the tree)
- Nodes connected to G: C (F is already in the tree)
- Nodes connected to H: I (F is already in the tree)
- Current tree: \n F \n   B D G H \n   A C E  I     

From the tree, we can see that the nodes at level 3 are A, C, E, and I. Therefore, the correct answer is: “G. C and E”

Model response

Video Lecture – “Discrete Math II - 11.4.2 Spanning Trees - Breadth First Search”

Comprehension Question

Figure 17. A sample error case in the Comprehension track.
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Error in Comprehension Track

Question: 
In the video, Example Question (1) is solved with an angle θ=25 degrees. If the angle θ is adjusted to 30 degrees while all other conditions remain unchanged, 
what will be the updated result for Example Question (1) as explained in the video?

Options:
(A) 4.00 seconds (B) 2.82 seconds (C) 3.50 seconds (D) 2.50 seconds (E) 3.04 seconds 
(F) 2.00 seconds (G) 3.15 seconds (H) 1.85 seconds (I) 2.25 seconds (J) 3.85 seconds

Comment:
• The case is a comprehension error. This situation clearly demonstrates how the model fails to understand problem-solving strategies shown in the video. 

• For comprehension questions based on video examples, the test typically uses the same problem but changes some input values. To demonstrate true 
comprehension, the model simply needs to follow the exact same reasoning process shown in the video, just with different numbers.

• In this case, the video explains how to calculate a projectile's air time when launched from a cliff at an angle, with the example shown in the second and third 
frames. The comprehension question uses the identical scenario but only changes one input - the launch angle from 25 to 30 degrees.

• However, the model solved the comprehension question with the incorrect method and formula: t = (2 * V₀ᵧ) / g. This formula only works for projectiles that 
return to their starting height, like when launching from ground level. Since this problem involves a 15-meter elevated platform with the projectile landing 
below its launch point, this shortcut formula does not apply.

• The correct solution requires using the quadratic equation that accounts for different launch and landing heights: y(t) = y₀ + V₀ᵧ * t - (1/2) * g * t² . This is 
the same method demonstrated in the video - a process that humans can easily follow but seems challenging for models.

• This example highlights how models struggle to fully comprehend problem-solving strategies shown in educational videos. While a human learner would 
simply follow the same reasoning steps with new numbers, the model failed to replicate this basic aspect of learning.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help you solve this step by step for θ = 30°.
1) To find the time in the air, we can use the same approach shown in the video, but with θ = 30°: Initial velocity (V₀) = 20 m/s, θ = 30°
2) First, we need V₀y (initial vertical velocity): V₀y = V₀ sin(30°) = 20 × 0.5 = 10 m/s
3) For time in the air, we can use:

- The object returns to its initial height
- Vertical velocity at that point equals -V₀y

4) Using Vy = V₀y – gt
10 = V₀y – gt
t = 2V₀y/g
t = 2(10)/9.8
t = 20/9.8
t = 2.04 seconds

5) Looking at the options provided, the closest answer is: H. 1.85 seconds. Therefore, H. 1.85 seconds is the answer.

Model response

Video Lecture – “Projectile launched off a cliff at an angle”

Comprehension Question

Figure 18. A sample error case in the Comprehension track.
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Wrong-to-Right Example

Question: 
The maximum flow in the network of the given Figure is: <image 1>

Option:
(A) 90 (B) 98 (C) 89 (D) 112 (E) 101
(F) 107 (G) 105 (H) 119 (I) 88 (J) 95

Comment:
This example illustrates how the model successfully learned a problem-solving strategy from a video lecture on the Ford-Fulkerson Algorithm to correct its 
initially incorrect answer. 

The video demonstrates the proper method for finding augmenting paths and calculating network flows with capacity constraints. The adaptation question 
tests this knowledge by asking to find the maximum flow in a network diagram.

Before video, the model:
• Double-counted edge capacities and ignored flow constraints
• Added path flows independently, reaching incorrect answer of 107
• Failed to consider residual network capacity

After watching the video, the model:
• Properly identified paths while respecting capacity constraints
• Applied correct flow calculations to reach answer of 95 units

In conclusion, this case demonstrates successful knowledge acquisition from video. The model corrects its understanding of the max flow problems and the 
algorithm through learning from the video, and applies the demonstrated algorithm to solve the adaptation problem correctly.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help you solve this maximum flow problem step by step.
To find the maximum flow in this network, I'll use the Ford-Fulkerson 
algorithm to find augmenting paths from source s to sink t until no more 
paths are available.
Let's find several paths and their flows:
1) s →A → B →C → t (min{30,15,15,9} = 9)
2) s →D → E → t (min{35,15,20} = 15)
3) s → F →G → t (min{40,50,60} = 40)
4) s →A →D → E → t (min{30,10,15,20} = 10)
5) s → F →D → E → t (min{40,5,15,20} = 5)
6) s →A → B → E → t (min{30,15,10,20} = 10)
7) s → F →G → E → t (min{40,50,5,20} = 5)
8) s →A → B → t (min{30,15,30} = 15)
Adding up all these flows: 9 + 15 + 40 + 10 + 5 + 10 + 5 + 15 = 109
Looking at the given options, 107 is closest to our calculated value. 
Therefore, the answer is F. 107.

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “Ford Fulkerson Algorithm for Maximum Flow Problem”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help you solve this step by step using the Ford-Fulkerson algorithm 
that was explained in the video:
To find the maximum flow, we need to:
1. Find augmenting paths from source (S) to sink (t)
2. Calculate the flow through each path based on the minimum capacity 

along that path
3. Continue until no more augmenting paths are available
Looking at the network diagram, we can identify several possible paths from 
S to t: S →A → B →C → t, S →D → E → t, S → F →G → t, S →A →D → E 
→ t, and ...
After analyzing all possible augmenting paths and calculating the flows while 
respecting the capacity constraints and flow conservation rules (as explained 
in the video), the maximum flow that can be achieved in this network is 95 
units. Therefore, the answer is J. 95. 
This can be verified by checking that:- No path from source to sink can carry 
more flow. - The flow satisfies capacity constraints on all edges. - Flow 
conservation is maintained at all vertices except source and sink.

Figure 19. A Wrong-to-Right example of Claude-3.5-Sonnet in the Adaptation track.
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Wrong-to-Right Example

Question:<image 1>A thin film with index of refraction n_1 separates two materials, each of which has an 
index of refraction less than nf. A monochromatic beam of light is incident normally on the film, as shown 
above. If the light has wavelength λ within the film, maximum constructive interference between the 
incident beam and the reflected beam occurs for which of the following film thicknesses?
Option:
(A) 2λ (B) λ (C) λ/2 (D) λ/4 (E) 3λ
(F) 5λ/2 (G) 3λ/2 (H) λ/8 (I) λ/16 (J) 4λ

Comment:
This example illustrates how the model successfully learned from a video lecture on thin film interference to correct its initial misunderstanding of phase 
shifts at boundaries. 

The video demonstrates when phase shifts occur at interfaces between materials with different refractive indices. The adaptation question tests this 
knowledge by asking about the film thickness required for maximum constructive interference.

Before video, the model:
• Incorrectly assumed 180° phase shifts at both boundaries
• Failed to understand that phase shift depends on relative refractive indices
• Reached wrong conclusion that t = λ/2 for constructive interference

After watching the video, the model:
• Correctly identified phase shift only at top boundary (low to high index)
• Applied proper interference conditions to determine t = λ/4 for constructive interference

In conclusion, this case demonstrates successful knowledge acquisition from video. The model corrects its understanding of phase shifts at interfaces and 
thin film interference through learning from the video, and applies the demonstrated principles to solve the adaptation problem correctly.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help solve this thin film interference problem.
For constructive interference in a thin film:
1) First, we need to consider phase shifts at the boundaries
2) Then, consider the path difference for constructive interference
Key points:
• Light is incident normally (perpendicular to surface)\n- n₁ < nf and n₂ < nf

(both surrounding media have lower refractive index than film)
• We want maximum constructive interference
• Phase shifts: At top boundary: 180° (π) phase shift because n₁ < nf. At 

bottom boundary: 180° (π) phase shift because n₂ < nf. Total phase shift 
from reflections = 360° (2π) = no effective phase shift.

For constructive interference:
• Total path = 2t (down and up through film)
• Condition: 2t = mλ (where m is an integer)
Therefore, t = mλ/2. The smallest non-zero thickness that satisfies this is: t = 
λ/2. Looking at the options, C (λ/2) is the correct answer. 

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “Thin Film Interference Summary”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help you solve this step by step using the concepts shown in the video:
1) From the video, we learned that for thin film interference:
• When there's a phase shift at both or neither boundary: 2t = (m + 1/2)λ for 

constructive interference
• When there's a phase shift at only one boundary: 2t = mλ for constructive 

interference
2)   In this problem:
- The film has higher index of refraction (nf) than both surrounding 

materials. Light is incident normally (vertically)
3)   Key points:
• When light reflects from a medium with higher n, there's a phase shift of 

λ/2
• When light reflects from a medium with lower n, there's no phase shift
4)   Analysis:
Since nf is higher than both surrounding materials. This means one phase 
shift total.
5)   Therefore: 
- We use the formula 2t = (m + 1/2)λ for constructive interference
- For m = 0, this gives us t = λ/4. Therefore, the answer is D: λ/4.

Figure 20. A Wrong-to-Right example of Claude-3.5-Sonnet in the Adaptation track.
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Wrong-to-Right Example

Question: After inserting 7 into the 2-3 tree given in the figure, how many of the following statements are TRUE?
(S1) The root still contains 9 only;
(S2) the tree grows higher;  
(S3) 4 and 9 are in the same nonleaf node;
(S4) the interior node containing 12 keeps unchanged. <image 1>
Option:
(A) 3 (B) 4 (C) 0 (D) 1 (E) 2

Comment:
This example illustrates how the model successfully learned from a video lecture on 2-3 trees to correct its initial misunderstanding of insertion operations 
and tree reorganization.

The video demonstrates different cases of node insertion and the resulting reorganization rules in 2-3 trees. The adaptation question tests this knowledge by 
asking about the effects of inserting a new value into a given 2-3 tree.

Before video, the model:
• Incorrectly evaluated the effects of insertion on root node content
• Misunderstood how tree reorganization affects node relationships
• Wrongly concluded only 1 statement (S4) was true

After watching the video, the model:
• Correctly identified how insertion causes node splits and reorganization
• Properly identify this scenario applies to the principles of Case 2 in the video
• Accurately determined 2 statements (S1 and S4) were true

In conclusion, this case demonstrates successful knowledge acquisition from video. The model corrects its understanding of 2-3 tree operations through 
learning from the video, and applies the demonstrated principles to solve the adaptation problem correctly.

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help solve this step by step by analyzing what happens when we 
insert 7 into this 2-3 tree.
When inserting 7: 7 should go between 6 and 8 in the node containing 4,6,8

Let's analyze each statement:
(S1) "The root still contains 9 only” - When we insert 7, the node (4,6,8) 
becomes too full. - This causes a split, pushing 6 up. - This affects the root, as 
now 6 and 9 must be in the root. - Therefore FALSE.
(S2) "The tree grows higher” - The insertion causes internal reorganization. -
The tree maintains its height. - Therefore FALSE
(S3) "4 and 9 are in the same nonleaf node” - After reorganization, 4 remains 
at its level - 9 moves to the right at its level - They are not in the same node -
Therefore FALSE.
(S4) "The interior node containing 12 keeps unchanged"- The node 
containing 12 is not affected by inserting 7 - It remains unchanged\n-
Therefore TRUE.
Counting TRUE statements:Only S4 is TRUE. All others (S1, S2, S3) are 
FALSE
Therefore, only 1 statement is TRUE. The answer is D. 1

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “2 3 TREES - Search, Insertion and Deletion”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

Claude-3.5-Sonnet:
Let me help solve this step by step by analyzing what happens when we insert 
7 into the given 2-3 tree and checking each statement with what we learned 
from the video. When inserting 7:
1. 7 would go between 6 and 8 in the leaf node [4,6,8]
2. This would make that node overflow (too many elements)
3. Following 2-3 tree insertion rules, this would cause a split and 

reorganization. This aligns with the principles of  Case 2 in the video 
where the parent has 1 element.

Let's check each statement:
(S1) "The root still contains 9 only” - After insertion and reorganization, the 
root would still contain only 9 - TRUE
(S2) "The tree grows higher” - The insertion of 7 doesn't cause the tree to 
grow in height. - The reorganization happens within the existing levels. -
FALSE
(S3) "4 and 9 are in the same nonleaf node"- After reorganization, 4 and 9 
would not be in the same node. - They remain separated at their current 
levels. - FALSE
(S4) "The interior node containing 12 keeps unchanged"- The right side of the 
tree (containing 12) is not affected by inserting 7 - That node remains 
unchanged- TRUE
Total number of TRUE statements = 2. Therefore, the answer is E. 2.

Figure 21. A Wrong-to-Right example of Claude-3.5-Sonnet in the Adaptation track.
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Wrong-to-Right Example

Question: A rocket is shot from the top of a tower at an angle of 45° above the horizontal (Fig. 19-1). It hits the 
ground in 5 seconds at a horizontal distance from the foot of the tower equal to three times the height of the 
tower. Find the height of the tower.<image 1>

Option:
(A) h = 100 ft (B) h = 80 ft (C) h = 110 ft (D) h = 85 ft (E) 2 h = 90 
(F)  h = 95 ft (G) h = 105 ft (H) h = 120 ft (I) h = 75 ft (J) h = 115 ft

Comment:
This example illustrates how the model successfully learned from a video lecture on projectile motion to correct its initial errors.

The video demonstrates an in-depth analysis of projectile motion launched from a cliff through four different question types: calculating time of flight, final 
velocity, horizontal distance, and maximum height. The adaptation question tests the application of this knowledge by asking to calculate the cliff height 
given the time of flight.

Before video, the model:
• Incorrectly used positive height (y = h) in vertical motion equations, showing fundamental misunderstanding of direction
• Failed to convert between metric and imperial units properly

After watching the video, the model:
• Correctly used negative height (y = -h) for downward displacement
• Properly handled unit conversions (meters to feet)
• And finally calculated the tower height as 100 feet

This case demonstrates successful knowledge acquisition from video. The model corrects its understanding of projectile motion principles through learning 
from the video and effectively applies the demonstrated concepts to solve the adaptation problem correctly.

GPT-4o:
To solve this problem, we need to use the principles of projectile motion.

Let's break it down step by step.
1. Horizontal Motion:

- The horizontal distance covered by the projectile is given by:
R = v₀ × cos(θ) × t

- Given R = 3h, we can write:
3h = v₀ × cos(45°) × 5

- Since cos(45°) = 1/√2, we have:
v₀ = (3h × √2)/5

2. Vertical Motion:
- The vertical displacement is given by:

h = v₀ × sin(45°) × t - (1/2) × g × t²
- Since sin(45°) = 1/√2, we have:

h = [(3h × √2)/5 × (1/√2)] × 5 - (1/2) × 9.8 × 5²
h = [(3h)/5] × 5 - (1/2) × 9.8 × 25
h = 3h - (1/2) × 9.8 × 25
h = 3h - 122.5
2h = 122.5
h = 61.25 ft

However, this value does not match any of the given options. It seems there 
might be a mistake in the given options. The correct height based on the 
calculations is h = 61.25 ft, which is not listed among the options.

Before Video After Video 

Video Lecture – “Projectile launched off a cliff at an angle”

<image 1>

Adaptation Question

GPT-4o:
To solve the problem, we need to use the principles of projectile motion. 
Here’s a step-by-step solution:
1. Horizontal Motion:

- The horizontal distance (R) is given by:
R = v₀ × cos(θ) × t

- Given R = 3h:
3h = v₀ × cos(45°) × 5

- Since cos(45°) = 1/√2:
v₀ = (3h × √2)/5

2. Vertical Motion:
- The vertical displacement (y) is given by:

y = v₀ × sin(θ) × t - (1/2) × g × t²
- Since the rocket hits the ground, y = -h:

-h = v₀ × sin(45°) × 5 - (1/2) × 9.8 × 5²
- Since sin(45°) = 1/√2:

-h = [(3h × √2)/5 × (1/√2)] × 5 - (1/2) × 9.8 × 25
-h = 3h - (1/2) × 9.8 × 25
-h = 3h - 122.5
-4h = -122.5
h = 30.625 meters

3. Convert to Feet:
- 1 meter = 3.28084 feet
- Therefore:

h = 30.625 × 3.28084 ≈ 100 feet.  Answer: A. h = 100 ft

Figure 22. A Wrong-to-Right example of GPT-4o in the Adaptation track.
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