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Figure 1. Given a specified target (e.g., the second boy from the left), image-level caption and region-level caption both fail to align the
visual input fully ( indicates the misalignment). Meanwhile, a one-sentence caption is sometimes too short to describe the target, which
leads to confusion (e.g., the boy marked with ). In contrast, a pixel-level caption can provide precise, detailed information that aligns
accurately with the visual input.

Abstract

We present Pix2Cap-COCO, the first panoptic pixel-level
caption dataset designed to advance fine-grained visual
understanding. To achieve this, we carefully design an
automated annotation pipeline that prompts GPT-4V to
generate pixel-aligned, instance-specific captions for in-
dividual objects within images, enabling models to learn
more granular relationships between objects and their con-
texts. This approach results in 167,254 detailed captions,
with an average of 22.94 words per caption. Building
on Pix2Cap-COCO, we introduce a novel task, panoptic
segmentation-captioning, which challenges models to rec-
ognize instances in an image and provide detailed descrip-
tions for each simultaneously. To benchmark this task,
we design a robust baseline based on X-Decoder. The
experimental results demonstrate that Pix2Cap-COCO is
a particularly challenging dataset, as it requires mod-
els to excel in both fine-grained visual understanding and
detailed language generation. Furthermore, we lever-
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age Pix2Cap-COCO for Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT) on
large multimodal models (LMMs) to enhance their perfor-
mance. For example, training with Pix2Cap-COCO sig-
nificantly improves the performance of GPT4RoI, yield-
ing gains in CIDEr (+1.4%), ROUGE (+0.4%), and
SPICE (+0.5%) on Visual Genome dataset, and strength-
ens its region understanding ability on the ViP-Bench,
with an overall improvement of +5.1%, including no-
table increases in recognition accuracy (+11.2%) and lan-
guage generation quality (+22.2%). Code is available at
https://github.com/geshang777/pix2cap.

1. Introduction
Existing datasets pairing visual inputs with descriptive text
primarily focus on the image-level [32, 38, 51], while ef-
fective for broader context, image-level descriptions lack
grounding information that precisely ties objects to their lo-
cations within an image. Recent efforts have been made
to develop region-level caption datasets [18, 21, 52]. How-
ever, these datasets fall short of fully aligning visual content
with descriptions, as they always include irrelevant back-
ground information in the bounding boxes (see the middle
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of Fig. 1). Besides, the descriptions in these datasets are
often too short of describing a specific object in the image,
which may lead to confusion (e.g., the boy marked with
in the second column of Fig. 1).

Creating a dataset with detailed pixel-level descriptions
presents twofold challenges. Firstly, accurately recogniz-
ing and segmenting individual instances within an image
requires precise delineation of object boundaries. Fortu-
nately, this problem can be addressed effectively using ex-
isting high-quality object segmentation datasets, such as
COCO [27], which provide robust annotations for object
instances and their boundaries. These datasets serve as a
strong foundation for training reliable segmentation models
capable of handling diverse visual scenarios. Secondly, col-
lecting high-quality, detailed, contextually precise captions
that are capable of differentiating similar objects necessi-
tates a deep understanding of the visual scene and nuanced
language generation. While relying on human annotators
could achieve high-quality results, the significant cost will
undoubtedly pose a substantial barrier to scalability.

Recent years have witnessed the rapid development of
large multimodal models (LMMs) [23, 28, 30, 42, 47].
Among these, models like GPT-4V [31] have demonstrated
exceptional capabilities in generating detailed and contex-
tually rich textual descriptions based on visual inputs. In-
spired by this, we propose an automated pipeline to annotate
COCO [27] with detailed pixel-level descriptions. Utilizing
the masks provided by COCO [27], our approach begins by
using the Set-of-Mark (SoM) [49] to mark and differenti-
ate the objects within an image. These marked objects are
paired with carefully designed prompts to guide GPT-4V in
generating detailed captions for each instance. The result-
ing dataset, Pix2Cap-COCO, comprises 20,550 images and
167,254 captions with an average length of 8.14 words. We
further divide it into a training set with 18,212 images, and
a validation set with 2,338 images. Compared to existing
region-level caption datasets [13, 15, 18, 21, 52], Pix2Cap-
COCO stands out for offering significantly richer linguis-
tic diversity and more precise pixel-level annotations, while
also achieving a comparable scale. To improve the caption
quality further, we recruited human annotators to manually
refine and correct errors in key object attributes, such as
color, to establish a highly reliable validation set.

With the proposed Pix2Cap-COCO dataset, we intro-
duce a novel task called panoptic segmentation-captioning,
where models are required to produce panoptic segmenta-
tion masks and generate pixel-level captions for each mask.
Compared to panoptic segmentation which focuses on cat-
egorizing and segmenting visual elements [19], or image
captioning that aims to generate descriptions for an entire
image [10, 21], panoptic segmentation-captioning presents
a greater challenge by requiring the seamless integration of
visual segmentation and language generation. We believe

that it can facilitate the advancement of instance-level un-
derstanding [43, 45, 50, 57] by empowering models to com-
prehensively analyze and describe visual scenes. To resolve
this task, we design a baseline by extending X-Decoder [57]
with an additional captioning head, which can learn the pre-
diction of panoptic segmentation masks and pixel-level cap-
tions in an end-to-end manner.

To further evaluate the utility of Pix2Cap-COCO, we
incorporate it to train GPT4RoI [54], a large multimodal
model that leverages region-based visual inputs to achieve
detailed instance-level understanding, and observe signif-
icant performance improvements across multiple bench-
marks. For example, using Pix2Cap-COCO improves
GPT4RoI by 5.1% on average on ViP-Bench [5], with no-
table gains in recognition accuracy (+11.2%) and language
generation quality (+22.2%). These performance improve-
ments underscore the significance of Pix2Cap-COCO as a
high-quality source for fine-grained alignment between vi-
sual and textual representations.

2. Related Work
Datasets for Visual Understanding. Advancements in
computer vision research fundamentally depend on the
availability of large-scale, high-quality datasets. In
the domain of visual captioning, early datasets such as
COCO [27], Flickr30K [51], and VizWiz [16] lay the
groundwork for visual understanding by offering short,
single-sentence descriptions of entire images. Building on
this, the evolution of annotation granularity gives rise to
region-level captioning datasets [13, 20, 39] designed for
dense captioning tasks. Notably, Visual Genome [21] pro-
vides extensive object descriptions paired with bounding
boxes, paving the way for instance captioning and fine-
grained visual understanding. Subsequent efforts, such as
the RefCOCO series (RefCOCO [18], RefCOCO+[52], and
RefCOCOg[52]), emphasize natural language expressions
for object localization to advance the intersection of vi-
sion and language. Despite these advancements, existing
datasets are still limited to image-level or region-level, and
lack the alignment between pixels and textual descriptions.
To address this gap, our work introduces a novel pixel-level
captioning dataset that establishes a precise correspondence
between text and instance masks. This dataset provides a
new benchmark for developing models capable of captur-
ing intricate visual-textual relationships.

GPT-4V for Dataset Generation. Recent advancements
in large multimodal models, particularly GPT-4V [31], have
unlocked new possibilities for automating dataset annota-
tion, accelerating the creation of datasets that tradition-
ally require extensive manual effort. LVIS-Instruct4V [44]
and ShareGPT4V [8] prompt GPT-4V to automatically gen-
erate question-answer pairs for given images, aiming to
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Figure 2. Overview of the Pix2Cap-COCO dataset pipeline. Step 1: Apply COCO mask annotations to the image; Step 2: Engineer
prompts to generate detailed, formatted pixel-level captions; Step 3: Refine captions through hard matching and rephrasing with LLaMA;
Step 4: Conduct manual re-annotation to establish an accurate benchmark.

improve the supervised fine-tuning data of LLaVA [28].
ShareGPT4Video [9] extend this strategy to video datasets,
to construct a high-quality dataset for video-based visual-
language tasks. These advancements collectively high-
light the transformative potential of GPT-4V in improving
dataset creation workflows across visual and video domains.
However, the above work focuses on high-level image or
video captioning without pixel-level details, failing to meet
the growing demand for finer-grained visual understanding
in LLMs [36, 37, 55]. Comparatively, our work presents
the first panoptic pixel-level dense captioning dataset utiliz-
ing GPT-4V, advancing the visual comprehension ability of
models to the next level.

3. Pix2Cap-COCO

3.1. Annotation Pipeline

COCO [27] is a widely used dataset for object detection and
segmentation, containing 1.5 million instances covering a
wide range of object categories. In this work, we build our
pixel-level caption dataset upon COCO by directly using
the panoptic segmentation masks they provide as the pixel
annotations. To obtain the pixel-aligned dense captions, we
first mark the instances in an image with unfilled polygons,
with a unique bright object ID at the center, following [49].
In this way, instances in each image are uniquely marked,
enabling precise differentiation of different objects.

Subsequently, the images are processed with GPT-
4V [31], guided by a carefully designed text prompt to gen-
erate detailed and context-aware captions.

You are an AI visual assistant analyzing a single image.
In the given image, I label <num instances> objects
(or background) by marking each with a bright numeric
ID at its center and boundary. I can also provide their
categories: <img categories>.

<num instances> and <img categories>
here are placeholders that are replaced by the number of
instances and categories for each image. To ensure object-
specific captions and avoid generic descriptions, we add:

I aim to use your descriptions for a grounding dataset, so
each object description should be unique. For instances
of the same category, provide detailed descriptions to dif-
ferentiate them. Include appearance, interactions, and
details such as color, shape, texture, emotion, motion, in-
tention, object counts, position, and relative position.

To streamline caption generation for subsequent pipeline
stages, we impose specific constraints:

Your answer should contain details and follow the follow-
ing format: The objects include: object id. summary of
the object: description of the object (e.g., 1. Person: the
person is wearing a pink jacket, black pants, and a pink
beanie. They are holding ski poles and are skiing on a
snowy mountain.)

To improve the diversity of the generated captions, we
craft a series of prompts and randomly select one for each
image. Details of the prompts can be found in the supple-
mentary materials.

Finally, we re-annotate a subset of the collected data to
create a high-quality validation set. During this process,
annotators are presented with the marked images [49] and
tasked with verifying the accuracy of the captions and their
alignment with the visual information. For each annotation,
annotators choose one of three options: (1) retain the cap-
tions without modification if they are correct, (2) correct
any errors in the captions, or (3) skip the annotation if the
caption is entirely inaccurate. Our annotation team, com-
prising 20 college students, re-annotated 15,281 instances
across 2,338 images. To ensure quality, each caption under-
went verification by at least two annotators. An overview of

3



Table 1. As the first panoptic pixel-level captioning dataset, Pix2Cap-COCO has considerable data scale and caption quality. We compare
with previous datasets on overall statistics and per caption analysis below.

Overall Statistics Per-Caption Linguistic Analysis

Visual Input Images Captions Cap/Img Characters Words Sentences Noun Adjective Adverb Verb

VisArgs [13] bbox 1,611 5,112 3.17 79.14 14.11 1.61 4.89 1.12 0.16 2.44
Visual Genome [21] bbox 108,077 5,408,689 50.04 25.51 5.09 1.00 2.24 0.61 0.03 0.47
RefCOCO [18] bbox 19,994 142,210 7.11 17.72 3.50 1.00 1.76 0.55 0.13 0.26
RefCOCO+ [52] bbox 19,992 141,564 7.08 18.41 3.53 1.00 1.69 0.61 0.09 0.26
RefCOCOg [52] bbox 25,799 95,010 3.68 41.31 8.46 1.06 3.03 0.99 0.08 0.74

Ours mask 20,550 167,254 8.14 138.13 22.94 2.73 7.08 3.46 0.54 3.42

Figure 3. Analyses on Pix2Cap-COCO. Plot A shows the caption length distribution, with vertical dotted lines in the violin plot repre-
senting quartiles. We use log10(words per caption) as the horizontal axis to deal with the long-tail distribution of caption lengths. Plot B
demonstrates the richness of attributes in our captions. Plot C is the distribution of the most common words in Pix2Cap-COCO captions.

our dataset pipeline is provided in Fig. 2.

3.2. Dataset Analysis

We quantitatively compare Pix2Cap-COCO with existing
region-level captioning datasets in Tab. 1.
Data Scale: Pix2Cap-COCO comprises 20,550 images
sampled from the COCO dataset, with 167,254 detailed
pixel-level captions. We partition it into a training set of
18,212 images and a validation set of 2,338 images. As can
be seen from the overall statistics of Tab. 1(left), Pix2Cap-

COCO provides significantly more object descriptions than
existing datasets like RefCOCO [18] and RefCOCO+ [52].
This is achieved through our design of an effective and
automated data collection pipeline, which significantly en-
hances scalability compared to traditional, labor-intensive
annotation methods.
Caption Length and Word Distribution: in the right side
of Tab. 1 and Plot A of Fig. 3, we also conduct a detailed
statistical analysis of the captions in different datasets. The
average caption length in Pix2Cap-COCO is 22.94 words,
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Figure 4. A visualization of Pix2Cap-COCO. Leveraging GPT-4V, our pixel-level captions contain comprehensive semantic information,
including detailed object descriptions, interactions with surroundings, OCR information, and basic reasoning.

significantly surpassing the previous region-level datasets.
Additionally, Pix2Cap-COCO demonstrates a balanced use
of linguistic elements, averaging 7.08 nouns, 3.46 adjec-
tives, and 3.42 verbs per caption, and achieves the highest
average counts of descriptive elements per caption among
comparable datasets.

Fig. 3 presents several more statistics of Pix2Cap-COCO
by specifically assessing the distribution of descriptive
words in the annotated captions, e.g., color, size, or shape.
We can see that 92% of expressions in Pix2Cap-COCO con-
tain more than one attribute, a significant increase compared
to 9% in RefCOCO, which further demonstrates the rich-
ness and granularity of Pix2Cap-COCO. The distribution of
common nouns, adjectives, and verbs in Pix2Cap-COCO
captions is displayed in Plot C.

Beyond the intrinsic description of separate objects, their
interactions are also crucial for fine-grained instance-level
understanding. Therefore, our dataset construction pipeline
tasks GPT-4V to explicitly depict the relationships between
different objects to collect highly context-aware annota-
tions. The captions in Pix2Cap-COCO effectively represent
both basic positional relationships (e.g., next to, above) and
more intricate spatial interactions (e.g., partially occluded
by, vertically aligned with). We provide a visualization
sample of Pix2Cap-COCO in Fig. 4, you can refer to the
supplementary material for more visualization results.

4. Panoptic Segmentation-Captioning
4.1. Task Definition

Panoptic segmentation-captioning combines visual recogni-
tion and natural language generation challenges by requir-
ing a model to both segment and describe every individ-
ual object in an image. Specifically, the expected outputs
for this task are a list of mask-caption pairs: {(mi, di)}Ni=1,
where mi represents the mask of the instance i and di rep-
resents its corresponding pixel-level dense caption.
Evaluation Metrics. Following region-level dense cap-

tioning methods[17, 48], we use mean Average Precision
(mAP) to evaluate the overall performance of the model on
the panoptic segmentation-captioning task. The mAP is cal-
culated based on two sets of thresholds: Intersection over
Union (IoU) thresholds for segmentation, set at 0.3, 0.4, 0.5,
0.6, and 0.7, and METEOR[3] score thresholds for dense
captioning, set at 0, 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, and 0.25. The fi-
nal mAP is determined by averaging the Average Precision
(AP) across all combinations of this segmentation and cap-
tioning thresholds.

To further assess the quality of dense captions, we ap-
ply additional metrics commonly used in image caption-
ing tasks [24, 41, 46], including BLEU [33], CIDEr [40],
ROUGE [26], and SPICE [1], to the panoptic segmentation-
captioning task. We define this metric as:

m@kIoU =
tp

tp+ fp+ fn
·m

Where tp, fp, and fn represent the total counts of true
positives, false positives, and false negatives, respectively,
based on a segmentation IOU threshold k, which is set at
0.5. The variable m represents the selected evaluation met-
rics from the list above.

4.2. A Simple Baseline

We design a simple baseline for this task by appending a
captioning head on X-Decoder [57]. X-Decoder is a ver-
satile object segmentation framework that follows encoder-
decoder architecture. It extracts multi-scale feature [12, 57]
through an image encoder to capture hierarchical visual in-
formation, and utilizes a transformer decoder to enable each
object token to learn the object-specific feature. Subse-
quently, a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) is employed as the
mask head to generate pixel-level segmentation masks by
decoding the object tokens.

To generate captions for the segmented instances, we at-
tach a dense caption head to the X-Decoder, which consists
of 6 transformer layers. We pool the last layer of image
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Figure 5. An overview of our proposed model. Our proposed model follows an encoder-decoder architecture designed to perform the
panoptic segmentation-captioning task end-to-end. Refer to the main text for details.

features as global tokens and concatenate them with object
tokens to enrich the decoder with broader contextual infor-
mation. Within the dense caption head, causal attention is
applied to ensure the caption is generated sequentially. Each
text token attends to both preceding text tokens and concate-
nated tokens from the transformer decoder, capturing spe-
cific object features and their contextual interactions. We
name our baseline model Pix2Cap to facilitate reference.
Cross-entropy with a label smoothing of 0.1 is used as the
loss function [48] for pixel-level dense caption generation:

Lcaption =
1

N + 1

N+1∑
i=1

CE(yi, ỹi)

where ỹi = p(yi|o, {yj}i−1
j=0) represents the predicted

score for the i-th text token yi, given the output o from
transformer decoder and all previously generated text to-
kens {yj}i−1

j=0. N denotes the total number of text tokens in
the sequence. The class loss (Lclass) is defined as the binary
cross-entropy between the class label and the dot-product
of the object tokens and the concept embeddings, follow-
ing the X-Decoder. We use a combination of binary cross-
entropy and dice loss as the mask loss (Lmask). Finally, the
model can be trained in an end-to-end manner using the fol-
lowing training objective:

L = λcaptionLcaption + λmaskLmask + λclassLclass

λcaption, λmask, and λclass are set to 0.1, 5.0, and 2.0, re-
spectively. Hungarian matching [6, 11] is used to find the
allocation with the lowest cost. During inference, we em-
ploy beam search [4] following [48].

4.3. Experimental Results

Implementation Details: we train Pix2Cap (Sec. 4.2) on
the training set of Pix2Cap-COCO with the input size of
1024 × 1024 for 25 epochs with AdamW optimizer [29].
The batch size is 32, and the initial learning rate is set to
10−5 with a weight decay of 0.05. We initialize our model

with the weight of X-Decoder [57]. The image encoder is
frozen while the transformer decoder, dense caption head,
and mask head are trainable. The experiments are con-
ducted on 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs with 80G memory.

Main Results: The panoptic segmentation-captioning per-
formance is evaluated on the validation set of Pix2Cap-
COCO. We design another baseline for better comparison
by using GRiT [48] to detect bounding boxes and cap-
tions first, and CenterMask [22] to segment the masks on
the bounding boxes (denoted as GRiT+CenterMask, please
refer to the supplementary materials for details). The re-
sults are compared in Tab. 3, from which we can see that
Pix2Cap can achieve competitive captioning performance
on our Pix2Cap-COCO, e.g., 32.7 CIDER, consistently bet-
ter than the GRiT+CenterMask baseline on all metrics.

We also present qualitative results in Tab. 2 for a better
illustration. Pix2Cap owns the capability to generate both
high-quality panoptic segmentation masks and detailed cap-
tions, based on their visual appearance and context. For
example, the function description for the fence in row 2 is
“separating the grassy foreground from the tree-filled back-
ground” while in row 3 it is “providing a barrier around the
tennis court”, demonstrating a strong interaction between
the instance and its surroundings.

Can caption help panoptic segmentation? Since
Pix2Cap-COCO can provide detailed captions for the in-
stances, it is interesting to see if they can help to im-
prove the panoptic segmentation performance. We evalu-
ate our Pix2Cap on the panoptic COCO val2017. As shown
in Tab. 4, the integration of dense caption training along-
side standard panoptic mask training can lead to improve-
ments in PQ, PQth, and PQst scores compared to the original
X-Decoder. The results demonstrate the potential of lever-
aging dense captions as complementary supervision to en-
hance panoptic segmentation performance. Details of this
part can be found in the supplementary material.
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Table 2. Qualitative results of our proposed Pix2Cap model. Our model can simultaneously produce detailed, dense captions and high-
quality panoptic segmentation. The caption related to each mask is not only an appearance description of the object but also includes its
interaction with its surroundings. Captions of the same category are marked with the same color. Zoom in for more details.

Image Segmentation Dense Captions
1:the pavement is made of concrete slabs arranged in an orderly pattern beside the road where the bus is
stationed.
2:a red and white bus with the displayed on the front, parked on the road. it has a rectangular shape and
is located in the center of the image.
3:buildings are partially visible behind the trees ; they have a traditional architectural style with brick
facades.
4:a car is partially visible behind the bus ; it’s white and seems to be of a compact size based on its
proportion relative to other objects.
5:a house-like structure can be seen behind the bus ; it’s white and larger compared to other buildings but
details are not clear due to distance.
6:a car is partially visible behind the bus ; it’s white and seems to be of a compact size based on its
proportion relative to other objects.
7:a wall or barrier is partially visible behind the bus, it’s color and texture are not clearly distinguishable
due to obstructions.
8:a tree with green leaves is partially visible to the left of the image, its branches extending upwards
and outwards.
9:the sky is partly cloudy with a mix of white clouds and blue sky visible.
10:the road is a flat, smooth surface with a greyish color, extending from the foreground to the
background of the image.

1:a black dog with a shiny coat is in motion, its body language suggesting it’s engaged in play or
reacting to something.
2:a black dog with a shiny coat is in motion, its body language suggesting it’s engaged in play.
3:a red frisbee is captured mid-air close to the dog’s mouth, indicating that it might be caught by the dog.
4:a chain-link fence is visible in the background, separating the grassy foreground from the tree-filled
background.
5:the grass is a lush green and appears well-maintained, covering the ground uniformly.
6:trees in the background are tall with dense foliage, casting shadows below them.

1:field is a flat, smooth surface with a greenish hue, marked with white lines that define the boundaries
and center of the tennis court. it is surrounded by a dark chain-link fence that
2:a person is captured mid-motion, wearing a blue top and dark shorts, holding a tennis racket.
3:the person is holding a tennis racket in their right hand, ready to swing or having just swung.
4:the fence is made of a dark, tightly woven mesh material, providing a barrier around the tennis court.
it appears sturdy and is partially visible behind the person and the playing field.
5:trees are visible in the background behind the fence, they are lush and provide a natural backdrop to
the tennis court.
6:a small yellow tennis ball is captured in motion near the player’s racket.

Table 3. Quantitative results of our model on the panoptic
segmentation-captioning task on Pix2Cap-COCO benchmark.

mAP BLEU@4 CIDEr ROUGE SPICE

GRiT+Centermask 16.3 5.0 30.6 14.2 10.7
Pix2Cap 17.8 5.4 32.7 15.8 11.3

Table 4. Comparison of our model with recent panoptic segmen-
tation methods on COCO val2017.

PQ PQth PQst

MaskFormer [11] 52.7 58.5 44.0
K-Net [56] 54.6 60.2 46.0

Panoptic SegFormer [25] 55.8 61.7 46.9
X-Decoder [57] 56.7 62.9 47.3

X-Decoder(Ours) 57.0 63.2 47.5

4.4. Pix2Cap-COCO for Large Multimodal Models

In this section, we conduct experiments to demonstrate the
benefits of our Pix2Cap-COCO in improving the instance-
level understanding capability of existing large multimodal
models (LMMs). We choose GPT4RoI[54] as the baseline
in this section, which incorporates spatial instruction tuning
with region-level caption datasets, significantly boosting
LMM performance in diverse region understanding tasks
like region captioning.

The training process for GPT4RoI[54] consists of
two stages. In the first stage, the model is trained
on datasets such as COCO[27], RefCOCO[18], and
RefCOCO+[52], equipping it with foundational knowl-
edge of object categories and attributes. In the second
stage, it is further finetuned on more complex datasets,
including RefCOCOg[52], Visual Genome (VG) [21],
Flicker30k [35], LLaVA150k [28], and VCR [53] to en-
hance its ability to tackle complex region understanding
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Table 5. Comparision with existing instance-level large multimodal models on ViP-Bench.

Model Rec OCR Know Math Rel Lang All

InstructBLIP-7B [14] 36.9 16.3 34.2 22.3 26.8 7.5 31.7
InstructBLIP-13B [14] 42.5 12.2 37.5 3.2 33.2 12.5 35.8
Shikra-7B [7] 40.2 10.0 28.0 3.5 18.9 20.6 33.7
Kosmos-2 [34] 29.5 14.2 18.5 9.7 7.5 21.9 26.9
Qwen-VL-Chat [2] 43.0 30.4 40.2 9.7 25.7 28.7 39.2
GPT4RoI-7B [54] 35.6 16.7 29.7 9.7 32.5 13.8 35.1

GPT4RoI-7B(Ours) 46.8(+11.2 ↑) 17.5(+0.8 ↑) 31.4(+1.7 ↑) 12.9(+3.2 ↑) 33.9(+1.4 ↑) 35.6(+22.2 ↑) 40.2(+5.1 ↑)

Figure 6. Visual comparison on ViP-Bench between GPT4RoI-7B and GPT4RoI-P2C-7B (P2C denotes training with Pix2Cap-COCO).

Table 6. Quantitative comparison on the test set of Visual Genome.

CIDEr ROUGE SPICE

GRiT [48] 142.0 - -
Shikra-7B [7] 115.8 30.3 -

GPT4RoI-7B [54] 154.9 36.8 33.8

GPT4RoI-7B (Ours) 156.3(+1.4 ↑) 37.2(+0.4 ↑) 34.3(+0.5 ↑)

tasks. We retrain GPT4RoI-7B in stage 2 using Pix2Cap-
COCO alongside other datasets follow the original recipe
of GPT4RoI and evaluate on ViP-Bench [5] and Visual
Genome [21].

ViP-Bench[5] provides a comprehensive assessment for
multi-modal models across six aspects: recognition, OCR,
knowledge, math, relationships, and language generation.
As shown in Tab. 5 and Fig. 6, incorporating Pix2Cap-
COCO during the supervised fine-tuning (SFT) stage sig-
nificantly boosts the performance of GPT4RoI, with an
overall improvement of 5.1%. Notably, the recognition
and language generation scores of GPT4RoI are increased
by 11.2% and 22.2%, respectively, highlighting the effec-
tiveness of Pix2Cap-COCO in providing rich and descrip-
tive annotations that bridge visual recognition and language
generation tasks. We provide more visualization results in
the supplementary material.

We also evaluate our model on VG [21], and present

the quantitative comparison with existing instance LMMs
in Tab. 6. Compared to the original GPT4RoI, our model
achieves 1.4%, 0.4%, and 0.5% gains on the CIDEr,
ROUGE, and SPICE metrics, respectively. This indicates
that the fine-grained captions in our dataset could enable
models to better capture the inter-object.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced Pix2Cap-COCO, the first
panoptic pixel-level caption dataset designed to advance
fine-grained visual comprehension. Pix2Cap-COCO over-
comes the limitations of existing segmentation or caption
datasets by providing detailed, object-specific captions pre-
cisely aligned with segmentation masks. To construct
Pix2Cap-COCO in a cost-effective and scalable way, we de-
veloped an automated pipeline that marks instances within
images with Set-of-Mark and employs GPT-4V to generate
corresponding descriptions. Building on Pix2Cap-COCO,
we proposed a novel and challenging task, i.e., panop-
tic segmentation-captioning, which integrates the predic-
tion of segmentation masks and detailed captions. Exten-
sive experiments across multiple benchmarks demonstrated
that Pix2Cap-COCO could not only establish new standards
for instance-level understanding but also significantly en-
hance the performance of current multimodal models in
fine-grained visual tasks.
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6. Additional Dataset Visualizations
We provide additional visualizations of our dataset in this
section. As illustrated in Tab. 7, our captions are highly de-
tailed and explicitly capture interactions between objects.
Moreover, the pixel-level object descriptions enable our
dataset to effectively differentiate between visually similar
objects (e.g., the oranges in row 1 and the cows in row 2).
Unlike image-level and region-level caption datasets, our
approach ensures precise alignment between visual inputs
and captions, avoiding the common issues of misalignment
seen in other datasets.

7. Details on Prompt Engineering
Prompt engineering plays a critical role in guiding GPT-4V
to generate detailed and structured pixel-level captions for
our dataset. We present two prompts we mainly used in
Fig. 7. To ensure clarity and accuracy, we define the task
first, specify the labeled objects and their categories, and
emphasize the need for unique and detailed descriptions for
each object. Instructions include capturing comprehensive
details such as color, shape, texture, motion, and relative
positions, along with interactions between objects. Explicit
formatting guidelines are provided to maintain uniformity,
and constraints are placed on retaining given categories and
avoiding grouped descriptions.

8. Additional Implementation Details
8.1. GRiT for Panoptic Segmentation-Captioning

GRiT[48] is a robust model designed for open-vocabulary
object detection and region-level dense captioning. It in-
herits the open-set feature of generative methods by in-
troducing an additional language model as the captioning
head. To adapt GRiT for panoptic segmentation-captioning,
we enhance it with CenterMask[22], integrated as a mask
head atop the decoder outputs. The mask head processes
RoIAligned features for each proposed object and predicts
a binary mask for each. Following [6], an argmax oper-
ation is applied to the mask scores at each pixel, assign-
ing categories to the masks and ensuring no overlaps. The
mask head is trained jointly with all other components on
the Pix2Cap-COCO dataset. To optimize performance, we
perform a grid search to tune hyper-parameters like the
learning rate and the weight of the mask loss. The model
is trained on 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs with the mask loss
weight set to 1 and a batch size of 32 for 180,000 iterations.
The learning rate is initialized at 8× 10−5.

8.2. Details on Panoptic Segmentation

We examine whether detailed pixel-level captions could en-
hance segmentation performance in our main paper. Dur-
ing the dataset construction phase, we removed annotations

with low-quality captions, resulting in our dataset not fully
overlapping with the original COCO. To address this, we
supplement the missing data by reintroducing annotations
that had been filtered out during our dataset selection pro-
cess, assigning the category name of each annotation as its
caption while preserving other attributes. We then train
our baseline model mentioned in Sec. 4.2 on this padded
dataset, using the same recipe in Sec. 4.3 for 50 epochs.
Since the architecture of our model effectively functions as
an X-Decoder with an added dense captioning head, by re-
training this model on our dataset, we can directly compare
it with the original X-Decoder to assess the impact of pixel-
level dense captioning on segmentation performance.

8.3. Details on ViP-Bench

ViP-Bench[5] is a comprehensive benchmark designed to
assess the reasoning and interpretative abilities of mul-
timodal models using 303 unique image-question pairs.
Each pair combines an image with a diverse visual reason-
ing question, challenging the model’s capacity for region-
level visual understanding. The benchmark focuses on six
critical aspects: recognition, Optical Character Recogni-
tion (OCR), knowledge integration, mathematical reason-
ing, object relationship comprehension, and language gen-
eration. Responses from multimodal models are compared
against human-annotated answers and evaluated by GPT-
4, which assigns scores on a scale of 0 to 10. This scor-
ing system provides a standardized and quantitative mea-
sure for comparing model performance, offering a robust
benchmark for assessing their ability to process and inter-
pret complex visual data. We provide additional qualitative
results on ViP-Bench in Tab. 9.

9. Qualitative Results and Failure Case
In this section, we provide additional qualitative results of
our Pix2Cap model. As illustrated in Tab. 8, Pix2Cap es-
tablishes a solid baseline for the panoptic segmentation-
captioning . However, in complex scenarios, it occasion-
ally generates inaccurate object attributes (e.g., the location
of the brick wall in row 5). This issue likely arises from
the limited size of the object tokens (N× 512), which may
lead to insufficient information allocation when processing
scenes with numerous objects. We plan to explore this issue
further in our future work.
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Table 7. Additional visualizations of our proposed Pix2Cap-COCO dataset.

Image Dense Captions

1:Another glass cup filled with orange jam or marmalade but slightly smaller in size.
2:A glass cup filled with orange jam or marmalade, it has an open top and is placed to the left
side on the table.
3:A wooden-handled knife rests on the table close to a sliced piece of orange.
4:Positioned next to this whole uncut orange has a bright color indicating ripeness.
5:This is a half-sliced orange with juicy pulp visible, placed on the white cloth of the dining table.
6:A juicy slice of an orange that lies flat on the table near the knife.
7:A whole uncut orange sitting next to another one, both are positioned at the top right corner of
the image.
8:The dining table is covered with a white cloth, and various items are placed on it, including
cups of orange jam, slices of oranges, and a knife.

1:The grass is lush and green , covering the ground uniformly. It appears well-maintained
and provides a natural base for the other objects in the image.
2:The trees are in the background, their outlines slightly blurred but still visible. They stand tall
and provide a contrasting dark green backdrop to the bright foreground.
3:This cow is larger, with a white body adorned with large black spots. It’s standing upright and
appears healthy and well-fed.
4:This smaller cow has similar coloring to it but is distinguished by its size and posture - it’s
head is down, suggesting it might be grazing.

1:A child is visible from the chest up, wearing a light blue shirt. The child has curly hair and a
cheerful expression, with eyes looking towards something interesting.
2:The glove is tan and well-worn, with dark brown lacing. It’s open and appears to be in the act
of catching a ball.
3:The background consists of vibrant green grass illuminated by natural light, providing a fresh
and open atmosphere.
4:A white baseball with brown stitching is partially inside the baseball glove, appearing as if it
has just been caught.

1:The microwave is a SHARP brand, with a grey exterior and a dark interior visible through
the glass door. It has a digital display.
2:The wall behind the microwave is painted in a light color, possibly white or cream, with some
items like clothes hanging on it.
3:A flat surface, possibly a countertop or table, in light color supports the microwave. It extends
across the bottom of the image.
4:A dark bottle with a label is visible to the right of the microwave, standing on the same surface
as the microwave.

2



PROMPT1 = “You are an AI visual assistant that can analyze a single image. In the given image, I label <num
instances> objects (or background) by marking each with a bright numeric ID at the center and its boundary. I
could also tell you their categories: <img categories>.
Note that I want to use your description to create a grounding dataset, therefore, your descriptions for different objects
should be unique, i.e., if multiple objects of the same categories appear in the same image, your descriptions should
be detailed enough to differentiate them.
Please describe the appearance of different visual objects and the interaction between them. Your description should
be as detailed as possible, including details like color, shape, texture, emotion, motion, intention, object counts, the
position of the objects, relative position between the objects.
Your answer should contain details, and follow the following format:
′′′

The objects include:
object id. summary of the object: description of the object (e.g., 1. Person: the person is wearing a pink jacket, black
pants, and a pink beanie. They are holding ski poles and are skiing on a snowy mountain.);
object id. summary of the object: description of the object;
The interactions include:
object id and object id: interaction between them (e.g., 1 and 2: the person is skiing on the mountain using the skis.);
object id and object id: interaction between them;
′′′

Please pay attention to the categories of these objects and don’t change them. Also, keep in mind that you should not
group the objects, e.g., 2-5. people: xxx, be sure to describe each object separately (one by one). Please start your
answer:”
PROMPT2 = “I have labeled <num instances> objects (or background) in this image and each with a bright
numeric ID at the center and its boundary. Their categories are: <img categories>.
Please describe the appearance of different visual objects and the interaction between them. Your description should
be as detailed as possible, including details like color, shape, texture, emotion, motion, intention, object counts, the
position of the objects, relative position between the objects.
Note that I want to use your description to create a grounding dataset, therefore, your descriptions for different objects
should be unique, i.e., if multiple objects of the same categories appear in the same image, your descriptions should
be detailed enough to differentiate them.
Your answer should contain details, and follow the following format:
′′′

The objects include:
object id. summary of the object: description of the object (e.g., 1. Person: the person is wearing a pink jacket, black
pants, and a pink beanie. They are holding ski poles and are skiing on a snowy mountain.);
object id. summary of the object: description of the object;
The interactions include:
object id and object id: interaction between them (e.g., 1 and 2: the person is skiing on the mountain using the skis.);
object id and object id: interaction between them;
′′′

Please pay attention to the categories of these objects and don’t change them. Also, keep in mind that you should not
group the objects, e.g., 2-5. people: xxx, be sure to describe each object separately (one by one). Please start your
answer:”

Figure 7. Instruction format for guiding GPT-4V to generate pixel-level captions.
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Table 8. Additional qualitative results of our proposed Pix2Cap model on panoptic segmentation-captioning task.

Image Segmentation Dense Captions
1:green grass patches are visible near the pavement, adding natural elements to this urban setting.
2:a person in a blue t-shirt and grey shorts is captured mid-motion, appearing to be throwing
something with their right hand.
3:a section of brick wall is visible to the left, with a reddish-brown color and rough texture.
4:a frisbee captured mid-air close to being caught by person.
5:a potted plant sits atop a ledge near the stairs. its leaves are vibrant green, and it adds a touch
of nature to the urban setting.
6:a closed door with a dark frame and light panels is visible on the left side of the image.
7:a white picket fence runs along beside where people are standing separating them from grassy
area.
8:the floor is made of square, light-colored tiles that are neatly arranged and cover the entire
room’s base.
9:the ceiling is white and appears smooth, extending across the top of the image.
10:a person wearing a red top and black pants is standing on the pavement, facing away from
the camera.
11:a chair made of metal and plastic material placed on pavement near stairs.
12:a potted plant sits atop a ledge near the stairs. its leaves are vibrant green, and it adds a touch
of nature to the urban setting.
13:the wall is a large, flat surface with a beige color and smooth texture. it extends across the
background of the image, providing a backdrop for other objects.
14:a tree with green leaves is visible behind the fence, partially obscured but adding natural
elements to the urban setting.
15:another person in blue attire appears engaged in an activity near the bench.

1:a grey pavement is visible at the bottom of the image, appearing solid and smooth.
2:a person is captured mid-motion, wearing a red tank top and dark shorts, appearing to be
throwing a frisbee.
3:a white frisbee is captured mid-air close to the person’s outstretched hand.
4:a white fence is visible in the background, appearing sturdy yet unobtrusive, marking the
boundary of the yard.
5:the grass is a vibrant green and appears well-maintained, covering the ground uniformly.
6:the trees are lush and green, providing a natural backdrop to the scene. they are dense and
appear healthy, indicating a well-maintained environment.

1:the person wears a black backpack with white straps. the backpack rests comfortably on their
back, suggesting it might be prepared for outdoor activities.
2:the mountains are covered in snow, with their peaks appearing rugged and majestic against
the clear sky.
3:a person is wearing a blue jacket, black pants, sunglasses, and a beanie. they are holding onto
ski poles.
4:rocks are visible in the background, partially covered by snow and appearing rugged and steep.
5:the skis are long and narrow, appearing light in color as they glide across the surface of
the snow.
6:a group of bare trees with thin, winding branches are visible in the background, their dark
silhouettes contrasting against the lighter sky.
7:the sky is overcast with grey clouds diffusing the natural light evenly across the landscape.
8:the ground is covered with a thick layer of white snow, which appears to be soft and powdery.
the surface is uneven with visible footprints and ski tracks.

1:stands prominently on the railroad tracks, its sleek silver body contrasting against the blue sky.
its windows reflect the surrounding environment, mirroring the surrounding environment.
the train appears ready for departure, its
2:the platform is made of concrete and appears clean and well-maintained. it’s where passengers
would wait for the train.
3:the railroad tracks are metallic and shiny, running horizontally across the image, supporting
the train.
4:trees with bare branches are visible in the background, their silhouettes contrasting against
the sky.
5:the sky is overcast, with a greyish hue indicating possibly cloudy weather conditions.

1:a bench is visible on the platform ; it’s made of wood and metal supports for waiting
passengers.
2:patches of green grass are visible near the gravel and stone wall, adding a touch of nature to
this industrial scene.
3:the platform is made of concrete and appears clean and well-maintained. it is where passengers
wait for the train.
4:the railroad tracks are metallic and shiny, running horizontally across the image, with wooden
planks in between the metal rails.
5:a brick wall is visible to the right of the image, showcasing an old architectural style with
visible wear over time.
6:a modern passenger train with a sleek design, painted in white and yellow colors, is captured in
motion on the tracks.
7:the ceiling is structured with green metal beams supporting it, extending over the platform to
provide shelter.
8:trees with bare branches are visible in the background, their silhouettes contrasting against the
sky.
9:the sky is clear with a bright blue hue, indicating a sunny day without any visible clouds.
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Question: How to cook the dish < region1 >
GPT4RoI-7B: To cook the dish in the bowl at region1 you need to follow these steps: 1. Heat

oil in a large pot or pan. 2. Add onions and cook until softened. 3. Add spices
such as curry powder, turmeric, cumin, and coriander. Mix well and cook for a
few minutes until fragrant. 4. Add chicken and cook until browned and cooked
through. 5. Add vegetables like carrots and green beans. Cook until tender but still
crisp. 6. Add the sauce and cook until the chicken is fully cooked and the sauce
has thickened. 7. Serve the dish in the bowl at region1 with rice or bread on the
side. This dish is a flavorful and hearty meal that can be enjoyed with friends and
family.

GPT4RoI-P2C-7B: To cook the dish ‘chickpea soup’, you need to follow these steps: 1. Gather your
ingredients: You will need chickpeas, onions, garlic, ginger, tomatoes, and spices.
You also have a bowl to serve the soup in and a large pot to cook the soup in. 2.
Prepare the chickpeas: Rinse the chickpeas and cook them in a large pot of boiling
salted water until they are tender. Drain and set aside. 3. Cook the onions and
garlic: Place the onions and garlic in a large pot and cook them until they are soft
and translucent. 4. Add the spices: Once the onions and garlic are cooked, add
the spices, such as ground turmeric and paprika, to the pot. Stir well to coat the
onions and garlic evenly. 5. Add the tomatoes and stir: Drain the chickpeas and
add the tomatoes to the pot. Stir well to combine with the onions and garlic. 6.
Simmer the soup: Let the soup simmer over low heat for about 30-40 minutes, or
until the vegetables are tender and the flavors have melded together. 7. Serve the
soup: Serve the soup in a bowl and garnish with fresh herbs, such as cilantro or
parsley. 8. Enjoy your delicious chickpea soup!

Required capabilities: Recognition, Knowledge, Language Generation

Question: Is the animal < region1 > shorter or taller?
GPT4RoI-7B: The animal is giraffe at region1.

GPT4RoI-P2C-7B: The animal giraffe at region1 is shorter.
Required capabilities: Recognition

Question: What does the object < region1 > contain?
GPT4RoI-7B: The object contains apple juice.

GPT4RoI-P2C-7B: The object contains peaches.
Required capabilities: Recognition

Table 9. Additional qualitative comparison on ViP-Bench.
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