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Abstract

Zero-Shot Composed Image Retrieval (ZS-CIR) aims to re-
trieve target images by integrating information from a com-
posed query (reference image and modification text) with-
out training samples. Existing methods primarily combine
caption models and large language models (LLMs) to gen-
erate target captions based on composed queries but face
various issues such as incompatibility, visual information
loss, and insufficient reasoning. In this work, we propose
CoTMR, a training-free framework crafted for ZS-CIR with
novel Chain-of-thought (CoT) and Multi-scale Reasoning.
Instead of relying on caption models for modality transfor-
mation, CoTMR employs the Large Vision-Language Model
(LVLM) to achieve unified understanding and reasoning for
composed queries. To enhance the reasoning reliability, we
devise CIRCoT, which guides the LVLM through a step-by-
step inference process using predefined subtasks. Consid-
ering that existing approaches focus solely on global-level
reasoning, our CoTMR incorporates multi-scale reasoning
to achieve more comprehensive inference via fine-grained
predictions about the presence or absence of key elements
at the object scale. Further, we design a Multi-Grained
Scoring (MGS) mechanism, which integrates CLIP similar-
ity scores of the above reasoning outputs with candidate
images to realize precise retrieval. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our CoTMR not only drastically outper-
forms previous methods across three prominent benchmarks
but also offers appealing interpretability.

1. Introduction
Zero-Shot Composed Image Retrieval (ZS-CIR) [3, 38, 42]
aims to retrieve the target image from gallery images by
integrating information from a reference image and a mod-
ification text, without training with annotated triplets data.
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Target Image Caption:
A golden retriever is sleeping on a blanket indoors.

Existent Objects:
[Indoor setting. Golden Retriever ......]
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[Outdoor setting. Sitting dog]
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smile on its face.”
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“Have same breed
dog inside asleep 
on a blanket.”

Figure 1. Flowcharts of existing ZS-CIR methods and our pro-
posed CoTMR. Methods (a) and (b) face serious issues of vi-
sual information loss and insufficient reasoning. In contrast, our
method (c) fully perceives image content, enhances reasoning pro-
cess with CIRCoT, and augments multi-grained descriptions with
multi-scale reasoning.

In contrast to traditional image retrieval tasks [9–11, 26],
which typically involve a single modality, CIR queries ne-
cessitate precise “editing” to the reference image based on
the modification text. Therefore, successfully completing
the CIR task entails (1) Advanced multimodal composed
understanding abilities to accurately interpret the visual
context and user’s modification intent in modification text,
and (2) Robust multimodal reasoning abilities to imple-
ment the modifications appropriately.

As shown in Figure 1 (a), previous methods [3, 38]
primarily propose a textual inversion module to generate
pseudo-tokens from the reference image and concatenate it
with the modification text. However, these methods still
require extensive data for training, and the relatively short
length of pseudo-tokens limits the model’s ability to fully
understand the reference image. Notably, these statistical
methods lack enough logical reasoning for the CIR task.
Recent works [17, 48] leverage Large Language Models
(LLMs) to identify the user’s modification intent. As shown
in Figure 1 (b), these methods use pre-trained caption mod-
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els to generate a caption for the reference image, and then
employ the LLM to edit this caption based on the modifi-
cation text. However, the cascading combination of differ-
ent models introduces several challenges. (1) Component
Incompatibility: There are domain gaps in language style
and way of thought between caption models and LLMs;
(2) Visual Information Loss: During the caption generation
process, some detailed information about the reference im-
age is inevitably lost; (3) Single-scale Reasoning: Existing
methods focus solely on image-scale reasoning, neglecting
fine-grained details; (4) Insufficient Reasoning: As a key
component, current approaches have not fully leveraged the
reasoning capability of LLM. Therefore, as shown in Fig-
ure 1, the aforementioned methods make it hard to preserve
the “golden retriever” characteristics in the reference image.

In this work, we propose CoTMR, a training-free and
highly interpretable framework crafted for ZS-CIR with
novel Chain-of-Thought (CoT) and Multi-scale Reasoning.
As shown in Figure 1 (c), instead of relying on the combina-
tion of caption models and LLMs, our CoTMR employs the
Large Vision-Language Model (LVLM) to achieve unified
understanding and reasoning for composed queries. This
framework offers several appealing benefits, including rich
visual information, unified reasoning, and simplified work-
flow. Furthermore, we propose a novel CoT method, named
CIRCoT, to further enhance the reasoning capability and
interpretability of the LVLM in the CIR task. Unlike previ-
ous works [51] that entirely delegate the task decomposition
process to the model, CIRCoT pre-divides the CIR task into
multiple subtasks and allows the model to reason each pre-
defined subtask step-by-step. Additionally, a few examples
can also be included for reference in CoT [46]. This struc-
tured reasoning process not only guides the LVLM through
a step-by-step inference process but also provides high-level
interpretability, allowing users to intervene for more precise
retrieval when necessary.

With this structured reasoning process, we further pro-
pose Multi-Scale Reasoning to obtain both the global de-
scription and fine-grained details of the target image from
the composed query. As shown in Figure 1 (c), in addition
to reasoning the “target image caption” at the image scale,
we further conduct object-scale reasoning to emphasize key
objects and attributes. Notably, aligning with the require-
ment of CIR, we should not only infer the objects that
should be present in the target image (“existent objects”)
but also naturally take those that should not be present
(“nonexistent objects”) into account. The existent objects
further supplement the target image caption, while nonexis-
tent objects are used to reduce distracting information. Sub-
sequently, Multi-Grained Scoring (MGS) mechanism is
designed to enable a precise retrieval process. This mod-
ule comprehensively considers the characteristics of these
multi-grained outputs and separately calculates their simi-

larity scores with the candidate images via CLIP [35]. Ul-
timately, MGS integrates these scores together to achieve a
balanced evaluation by rewarding the presence of relevant
content while penalizing irrelevant or conflicting content.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
(1) We propose CoTMR, a novel training-free LVLM-based
framework for ZS-CIR. (2) We present multi-scale reason-
ing and a novel scoring module to provide multi-grained de-
scriptions and evaluations. (3) We design a novel CIRCoT,
which standardizes the LVLM’s reasoning process, allow-
ing it to focus on specific goals at each subtask. (4) Ex-
tensive experiments demonstrate that our CoTMR not only
significantly outperforms state-of-the-art methods across
three prominent benchmarks but also offers appealing in-
terpretability for CIR.

2. Related Work

2.1. Zero-Shot Composed Image Retrieval
CIR [2, 5, 19, 44] integrates concepts from compositional
learning [16, 29] and cross-modal retrieval [33, 34]. To
mitigate the high cost and time-consuming nature of train-
ing dataset annotation for CIR, ZS-CIR has recently been
introduced. Currently, two prominent directions exist: one
approach [3, 13, 38] trains a textual inversion module us-
ing only image-caption data, representing the reference im-
age with a single pseudo-token that is then concatenated
with the reference caption. This method not only requires
training but also is limited by the length of the pseudo-
token, which constrains the representation of the reference
image. The other approach [17, 41, 48] forms a training-
free method by cascading multiple off-the-shelf tools. It
first converts reference image into a textual description us-
ing a captioning model and then edits this caption accord-
ing to the modification text by a LLM. Finally, the edited
caption is used to compute CLIP scores with candidate im-
ages for retrieval. However, such methods face several chal-
lenges, including component incompatibility, visual infor-
mation loss, and insufficient reasoning. In this work, we
propose a unified, training-free, and interpretable frame-
work with CIRCoT and Multi-Scale Reasoning.

2.2. Vison-Language Model
There are two main types of Vision-Language Models
(VLMs). The first type, including models like CLIP [35]
and BLIP [20], is pre-trained on large-scale image-caption
datasets, enabling them to map images and text into a shared
embedding space for cross-modal retrieval [4, 36] or open-
vocabulary classification [32, 43]. In this work, we use
CLIP for the multimodal retrieval process. The second type
is LVLM [7, 24, 45], which are pre-trained to integrate vi-
sual information into LLM and are post-trained to align with
users. Thus, LVLMs could understand user intent and pro-
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LVLM

    To generate the target image caption, 
please follow these subtasks:
    1. Understand the Reference Image
    2. Analyze the Modification Text        
    3. Apply the Modifications
    4. Generate the Final Caption“Just two manta rays 
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fish, chasing each other”
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Reference Image

Modification Text
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“jellyfish” ]

    Infer objects and attributes that should 
and should not appear in the target image. 
Please follow these subtasks:
    1. List the objects and their attributes 
        present in the reference image
    2. Analyze the modification text to
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    3. Update the objects and attributes
    4. Determine the content of objects
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“Two manta rays 
chasing each other 
surrounded by yellow 
fish, no human and 
no jellyfish.”

Combination of 
Existent Objects

List of Nonexistent Objects

 “two manta rays. 
yellow fish. ocean.” 

......
Final Scores

0.51.2 0.0

Figure 2. Overview architecture of CoTMR: (1) The LVLM equipped with CIRCoT, PImg and PObj , performs reasoning on the
composed query at both image and object scales, to provide multi-grained outputs. (2) The Multi-Grained Scoring Mechanism combines
the similarities of the three outputs with candidate images in the CLIP space through a reward-penalty calculation. IE and TE represent the
image encoder and text encoder of CLIP, respectively.

cess various visual tasks, such as image captioning [1, 22],
VQA [12, 14], and OCR [28, 39]. In this work, we utilize
the LVLM to inference both the global description and fine-
grained details based on composed queries.

2.3. Chain of Thought

Recently, zero-shot [18] and few-shot [37, 46] multi-step
reasoning prompts have shown significant enhancement to
the reasoning capabilities of LLMs. Consequently, CoT
strategy raises increasing research attention and is also ex-
tended into multimodal domains. MM-CoT [50] designs
a two-stage framework where the model initially learns to
generate rationales based on real annotations and then uses
all available information to produce the final answer. DD-
CoT [51] focuses on text understanding, breaking down
questions into sub-questions for step-by-step responses.
CCoT [30], on the other hand, is based on image under-
standing, generating scene graphs of images to provide an-
swers. However, several works [40, 49] suggest that CoT
seems to work effectively only in some specific domains.
In this work, we propose CIRCoT, which pre-divides the
task into multiple subtasks and allows the model to reason
these subtasks step-by-step.

3. Methodology
3.1. Preliminary
Given a composed query Q = {Ir, Tm}, where Ir denotes
the reference image and Tm denotes the modification text,
and a candidate set D = {I1t , I2t , ..., I

ND
t } consisting of ND

images, the goal of CIR is to identify the k target images
from the candidate set D that are most relevant to the query
Q, with k ≪ ND. ZS-CIR further requires that no training
data triplets be used.

Different from the traditional multi-modal retrieval
task [9–11, 26], CIR requires the model to retrieve images
that both preserve the key features of the reference image
and satisfy the modifications described in the modification
text. Successfully completing the CIR task requires: (1)
correctly understanding the content of the reference image
and the modification text, (2) accurately applying the mod-
ifications, and (3) an effective score mechanism for the re-
trieval. Therefore, CIR methods should possess advanced
multimodal composed understanding and reasoning capa-
bilities, as well as a comprehensive score mechanism.

3.2. Overall Architecture
Our proposed CoTMR is an effective, training-free and
interpretable CIR framework based on public pre-trained
VLMs. As shown in Figure 2, our CoTMR consists of
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two steps: reasoning the composed query by LVLM and re-
trieving the target image by CLIP. In the reasoning process,
to enhance the interpretability and reliability of reasoning,
we first propose CIRCoT, a novel CoT strategy with pre-
defined subtask divisions tailored for CIR. Moreover, we
conduct image-scale and object-scale reasoning, both with
CIRCoT, to obtain the global description and fine-grained
details for the target image. For the retrieval process, we de-
sign a novel Multi-Grained Scoring (MGS) mechanism that
comprehensively considers the characteristics of the above
reasoning outputs at different scales via a reward-penalized
formulation. We describe the three modules below.

3.3. CIRCoT
CIR requires precise understanding and reasoning of the
multi-modal composed query, making it a complex task.
To achieve a more accurate and reliable reasoning process,
we propose using CoT to facilitate multi-step reasoning of
LVLM. However, we find that traditional CoT approaches,
such as DDCoT [51], which typically rely on LVLM itself
to independently develop problem-solving and task decom-
position strategies, tend to work effectively only in a few
specific domains [40]. Given the certainty of CIR inputs
(reference image and modification text) and the clarity of
CIR task (editing the reference image according to the mod-
ification text), we thus propose CIRCoT, which decomposes
the CIR task into multiple subtasks in advance.

As illustrated in Figure 3, we divide the task of gener-
ating the target image caption using the LVLM into four
key subtasks: (1) Image understanding; (2) Modification
text understanding; (3) Modification implementation and
(4) Target image caption generation. These four funda-
mental subtasks structure the overall reasoning process of
the LVLM. For each subtask, we adhere to the traditional
CoT approach, enabling the model to reason in a step-by-
step manner (as represented by italicized prompts in Fig-
ure 3). Additionally, we incorporate several step-wise rea-
soning examples to further stimulate the LVLM’s reasoning
capability like [46]. We emphasize that CIRCoT not only
capitalizes on the LVLM’s reasoning capability but also of-
fers significant interpretability. Users can clearly follow the
LVLM’s inference process and, if needed, intervene to mod-
ify it. More details can be found in Appendix 10.

Combined with the multi-scale reasoning strategy to be
introduced, we have two CIRCoT prompts in this work, de-
noted as PImg and PObj , which are applied at image scale
and object scale, respectively. Here, we take PImg as an
example shown in Figure 3, and PObj follows a similar pro-
cess (see Appendix 8 for details).

3.4. Mutil-Scale Reasoning
When applying LVLM to address ZS-CIR task, a straight-
forward approach is to directly infer the target image cap-

Your task is to modify the reference image based on the modification instructions 
and generate the updated image description. The description should be complete and 
can cover various semantic aspects, such as cardinality, addition, negation, direct 
addressing, compare & change, comparative, conjunction, spatial relations & 
background, viewpoint.

To complete the task accurately, please follow these steps:
### Understand the Reference Image ###
1. Identify all the objects, attributes, and their relationships in the image.
2. Pay attention to the spatial relations, background, viewpoint in the image.
3. Please complete this task step by step.

### Analyze the Modification Instructions ###
1. Break down the modification instructions into separate modification steps.
2. Determine which objects or attributes need to be modified and how.
3. Pay attention to any additions, deletions, or changes to attributes.
4. Please complete this task step by step.

### Apply the Modifications###
1. Apply the modifications step by step to update the content of the reference image.

### Generate the Target Image Caption ###
1. Write a coherent and concise image caption.
2. Ensure the caption accurately reflects all the modifications.
3. The edited caption needs to be as simple as possible.
4. Do not mention the content that will not be present in the target image. 

Here are some examples:
Example 1: .......             Example 2: .......

CIRCoT — 𝑷𝑰𝒎𝒈

Figure 3. Illustration of CIRCoT in image-scale reason-
ing (PImg), which includes four predefined subtasks and allows
LVLM to reason step-by-step within each subtask. CIRCoT in
object-scale reasoning (PObj) follows a similar process (see ap-
pendix 8 for details).

tion based on the composed query. However, this global
description presents several challenges: (1) The dense se-
mantic content in the generated caption overshadows the
key objects and attributes that need more attention. (2) In
complex scenarios, the model may be confused by irrele-
vant details in the reference image (e.g. the “human” and
“jellyfish” in Figure 2).

To alleviate the negative impact of unclear key features
and irrelevant information contained in the global caption,
in addition to global caption generation, we propose to rea-
son at the object scale to obtain supplementary fine-grained
details. As shown in Figure 2, at image-scale reasoning, we
utilize the LVLM to reason the editing process and generate
the target image caption, which is formulated as:

Ttc = LV LM(Ir, Tm, PImg) (1)

where Ttc is the target image caption, LV LM(·) denotes
the reasoning process with LVLM and PImg denotes the
CIRCoT prompt at image-scale reasoning.

In object-scale reasoning, we let LVLM focus on specific
objects and their attributes, specifying the set of objects that
should be present in the target image (“existent objects”),
and those should not be present (“nonexistent objects”).
This process is expressed as:

EO,NEO = LV LM(Ir, Tm, PObj) (2)

4



Here, EO = [T i
eo]

Le
i=0 denotes the list of “existent objects”,

where T i
eo represents the i−th object that should be present

and Le is the total number of these existent objects. Sim-
ilarly, NEO = [T i

neo]
Lu
i=0 denotes the list of “nonexistent

objects”. T i
neo and Lu represents the i− th nonexistent ob-

ject and the total number of these objects. PObj denotes the
CIRCoT prompt used at object-scale reasoning.

As shown in Figure 2, the “existent objects” further em-
phasize the key elements that require extra attention (“Two
manta rays”, “yellow fish” and “ocean”), while the “nonex-
istent objects” mitigate the influence of irrelevant informa-
tion from the reference image (“human” and “jellyfish”).

3.5. Multi-Grained Scoring
After obtaining the above outputs at multiple scales (target
image caption, existent objects, and nonexistent objects),
we further design this MGS mechanism to comprehensively
consider their impact on the final retrieval process.

Specifically, as illustrated in Figure 2, we first compute
similarities between the “target image caption” and candi-
date images using CLIP as the base scores Sbase:

Sbase = CLIP (Ttc, D) (3)

where D denotes the set of candidate images, and
CLIP (·, ·) computes the similarity between text and im-
ages in the CLIP space.

At object scale, considering that “existent objects” typi-
cally have inherent correlations, they should be treated as a
whole to collectively influence the matching result. There-
fore, we concatenate these objects into one string and then
compute its similarities with candidate images to obtain
positive scores Spos:

Spos = CLIP (Concat([T i
eo]

Le
i=0), D) (4)

where Concat(·) denotes the concatenation of strings.
In contrast, “nonexistent objects” usually have no inher-

ent correlation with each other. Thus, we first calculate their
similarities with candidate images individually, and then av-
erage their similarities to derive the negative scores Sneg:

Sneg = Avg([CLIP (T i
neo, D)]Lu

i=0) (5)

where Avg(·) denotes the average of scores. This strategy
ensures an equal contribution of each undesired object.

Finally, we combine base scores, positive scores, and
negative scores using weighted aggregation to obtain the fi-
nal scores S served as selection criteria:

S = Sbase + λ · Spos − µ · Sneg (6)

where λ and µ are the weights assigned to the positive score,
and negative score, respectively.

Notably, unlike previous works that mostly focused on
the updated content of the target image, our MGS mech-
anism assigns negative scores to objects that should not
be present, which is advantageous in better filtering out
misleading candidate images. Furthermore, by rewarding
the presence of relevant content while penalizing irrelevant
content, our score mechanism ensures a much more com-
prehensive evaluation for CIR.

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details

For the LVLM, we use Qwen2-VL-72B [45]. For the re-
trieval model, we experiment with different CLIP variants,
including ViT-B/32, ViT-L/14, and ViT-G/14 CLIP from
OpenCLIP [15]. The hyperparameter λ and µ are set to
1 and 0.5 for the FashionIQ dataset, 1 and 0.3 for the CIRR
dataset, and 0.5 and 0.3 for the CIRCO dataset, respectively.
The entire model is implemented using PyTorch [31] on 8
NVIDIA A800 GPUs.

4.2. Baselines

We use the “image-only” and “text-only” to denote directly
performing retrieval with CLIP using only the reference im-
age and modification text. PALAVRA [6], Pic2Word [38],
SEARLE [3] are the textual inversion methods either de-
signed or adapted for ZS-CIR. CIReVL [17] and LDRE [48]
are LLM-based, training-free methods that cascade caption-
ing models and LLMs to generate textual descriptions of the
target image. Among them, CIReVL is most similar to our
method and serves as the most direct baseline for CoTMR.

4.3. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

We make performance evaluations on three CIR bench-
marks, including a fashion-domain dataset Fashion-IQ
[47], as well as two open-domain datasets CIRR [27] and
CIRCO [3]. FashionIQ contains garment images that can
be divided into three categories: dress, shirt, and toptee.
CIRR is the first natural image dataset designed specifically
for CIR. CIRCO is based on real-world images from the
COCO 2017 unlabeled set [23] and is the first dataset for
CIR to provide multiple ground truths.

For FashionIQ, we adopt Recall@K (R@K) as the eval-
uation metric, which refers to the fraction of queries for
which the correct item is retrieved among the top K results.
We also report Rmean, the mean of all R@K values, to eval-
uate the overall retrieval performance. For CIRR, beside
Recall@K, we additionally report Recallsubset@K and the
average score of Recall@5 and Recallsubset@1 as in [27].
For CIRCO, since there are multiple positives, we use the
mean average precision@k (mAP@k) as the metric.
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Backbone Method Training-free Shirt Dress Tops&Tee Avg.
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 Rmean

ViT-B/32

PALAVRA ✗ 21.49 37.05 17.25 35.94 20.55 38.76 19.76 37.25 28.50
SEARLE ✗ 24.44 41.61 18.54 39.51 25.70 46.46 22.89 42.53 32.71
CIReVL 28.36 47.84 25.29 46.36 31.21 53.85 28.29 49.35 38.82
LDRE 27.38 46.27 19.97 41.84 27.07 48.78 24.81 45.63 35.22
CoTMR 33.42 53.93 31.09 54.54 38.40 61.14 34.30 56.54 45.42

ViT-L/14

Pic2Word ✗ 26.2 43.6 20.00 40.2 27.9 47.40 24.70 43.70 34.20
SEARLE ✗ 26.89 45.58 20.48 43.13 29.32 49.97 25.56 46.23 35.89
CIReVL 29.49 47.40 24.79 44.76 31.36 53.65 28.55 48.57 38.56
LDRE 31.04 51.22 22.93 46.76 31.57 53.64 28.51 50.54 39.52
CoTMR 35.43 54.91 31.18 55.04 38.55 61.33 35.05 57.09 46.50

ViT-G/14 CIReVL 33.71 51.42 27.07 49.53 35.80 56.14 32.19 52.36 42.27
LDRE 35.94 58.58 26.11 51.12 35.42 56.67 32.49 55.46 43.97
CoTMR 38.32 62.24 34.51 57.36 41.90 64.30 38.25 61.32 49.78

Table 1. Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods on the Fashion-IQ dataset. Rmean indicates the average results across all the
metrics. The best results are in boldface, while the second-best results are underlined.

Benchmark CIRCO CIRR

Metric mAP@k Recall@k Recallsub@k Avg.Backbone Method Training-free k=5 k=10 k=25 k=50 k=1 k=5 k=10 k=50 k=1 k=2 k=3

ViT-B/32

PALAVRA ✗ 4.61 5.32 6.33 6.80 16.62 43.49 58.51 83.95 41.61 65.30 80.94 42.55
SEARLE ✗ 9.35 9.94 11.13 11.84 24.00 53.42 66.82 89.78 54.89 76.60 88.19 54.15
CIReVL 14.94 15.42 17.00 17.82 23.94 52.51 66.00 86.95 60.17 80.05 90.19 56.34
LDRE 17.96 18.32 20.21 21.11 25.69 55.13 69.04 89.90 60.53 80.65 90.70 57.83
CoTMR 22.23 22.78 24.68 25.74 31.50 60.80 73.04 91.06 66.61 84.50 92.55 63.71

ViT-L/14

Captioning ✗ 1.65 1.96 2.42 2.71 4.05 15.88 25.69 49.21 20.87 40.60 60.89 18.37
Pic2Word ✗ 8.72 9.51 10.64 11.29 23.90 51.70 65.30 87.80 - - - -
SEARLE ✗ 11.68 12.73 14.33 15.12 24.24 52.48 66.29 88.84 53.76 75.01 88.19 53.12
CIReVL 18.57 19.01 20.89 21.80 24.55 52.31 64.92 86.34 59.54 79.88 89.69 55.92
LDRE 23.35 24.03 26.44 27.50 26.53 55.57 67.54 88.50 60.43 80.31 89.90 58.00
CoTMR 27.61 28.22 30.61 31.70 35.02 64.75 76.18 92.51 69.39 85.75 93.33 67.07

ViT-G/14
CIReVL 26.77 27.59 29.96 31.03 34.65 64.29 75.06 91.66 67.95 84.87 93.21 66.12
LDRE 31.12 32.24 34.95 36.03 36.15 66.39 77.25 93.95 68.82 85.66 93.76 67.60
CoTMR 32.23 32.72 35.60 36.83 36.36 67.52 77.82 93.99 71.19 86.34 93.87 69.36

Table 2. Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods on CIRCO and CIRR test sets. Avg. indicates the average results of Recall@5
and Recallsub@1. The best results are in boldface, while the second-best results are underlined.

4.4. Comparison with Bselines

Fashion-IQ. Table 1 presents the comparative results on the
Fashion-IQ dataset. Based on the results, we have the fol-
lowing observations: (1) Compared to pseudo-word-based
methods such as SEARLE, CoTMR achieves impressive
performance across multiple metrics even without any train-
ing. This indicates that generating captions for the target
image using LVLM provides semantic information that is
more suitable for CLIP’s text encoding than concatenat-
ing modification texts with pseudo-words. (2) Compared
to LDRE, which also uses large language models to model
the modified images, our approach achieves significant im-
provements. This is attributed to CoTMR’s superior preser-
vation of image semantics, more refined reasoning process,
and finer-grained feature recognition. (3) Across all metrics
with different CLIP backbones, CoTMR consistently out-
performs all baseline methods. Using ViT-B/32 as an ex-

ample, our method relatively outperforms LDRE by 9.49%
in average R@10 and 10.91% in average R@50. These re-
sults strongly support CoTMR’s effectiveness.
CIRR. When applied to the open-domain dataset CIRR,
CoTMR still shows compelling results, summarized in the
right section of Table 2. Based on the results, we have
the following observations: (1) Notably, the CIRR dataset
is quite noisy, with minimal correlation between the refer-
ence image and the target image, especially compared to the
modification text. Therefore, CoTMR’s ability to capture
rich information from reference images also means it may
receive more distracting information. Despite this chal-
lenge, CoTMR consistently outperforms all baseline met-
rics across all CLIP architectures. These findings highlight
the robustness of our approach, demonstrating its ability
to deliver significant results even in the presence of noisy
data and its adaptability across diverse scenarios. (2) CIRR
also provides another evaluation, where the task is to re-
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Benchmark FashionIQ-Avg CIRCO

Metric Recall@k mAP@k
Method k=10 k=50 k=5 k=10 k=25 k=50

A. Multi-Grained Scoring

A.1 Base 33.99 56.34 26.40 27.98 30.35 31.43
A.2 Pos + Neg 30.50 52.65 14.92 16.49 18.33 19.12
A.3 Base + Pos 35.62 58.39 27.54 29.59 32.24 33.26
A.4 Base + Neg 34.42 56.95 27.28 28.30 30.63 31.82
A.5 Full 37.72 60.92 28.87 30.61 33.30 34.32
B. Chain of Thought

B.1 No COT 31.03 51.01 20.07 21.12 23.43 24.44
B.2 DDCOT 29.21 48.25 17.41 18.84 21.25 22.17
B.3 ZS CIRCoT 33.41 53.50 23.54 24.88 27.42 28.40
B.4 CIRCoT 33.99 56.34 26.40 27.98 30.35 31.43

C. Scoring for Objects

C.1 Pos + mean 35.16 56.48 28.57 30.46 33.00 34.14
C.2 Neg + concat 37.25 59.29 28.71 30.46 33.04 34.06
C.3 Normal 37.72 60.92 28.87 30.61 33.30 34.32
D. Scale of LVLM

D.1 Qwen2-VL-2B 20.27 36.68 4.90 5.50 6.15 6.34
D.2 Qwen2-VL-7B 33.35 54.02 16.10 17.05 19.45 19.41
D.3 Qwen2-VL-72B 37.72 60.92 28.87 30.61 33.30 34.32

Table 3. Ablation study results for the proposed components
on Fashion-IQ val set and CIRCO val sets. All experiments are
performed with the ViT-G/14 CLIP model.

trieve the correct image from six curated samples. In this
evaluation, our approach also significantly surpasses pre-
vious methods (Our method outperforms LDRE by 6.08%
in Recallsub@1 when using ViT-B/32 CLIP). This shows
the versatility of our method, enabling it to perform well
across different contexts. (3) Using ViT-L/14 as an exam-
ple, compared to our most direct baseline model, CIReVL,
our method achieves significant improvement in Recall@5
and Recallsub@1 by 12.44% and 9.85% respectively. This
further demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed mod-
ules, such as CIRCoT and multi-scale reasoning.

CIRCO. In the left section of Table 2, we present the com-
petitive results of CoTMR. Based on the results, we make
the following observations: (1) Since CIRCO uses mAP
as the evaluation metric, the incorrect selection of negative
samples has a significant impact on the results. CoTMR, by
introducing a negative scoring mechanism, effectively elim-
inates incorrect samples, achieving optimal performance
across multiple metrics. (2) Thanks to multi-scale reasoning
and the pre-defined subtask decomposition, CoTMR shows
substantial improvements over LLM-based methods such as
CIReV and LDRE across several metrics. Using ViT-B/32
as an example, our method relatively outperforms LDRE
by 4.27% and CIReVL by 7.27% in mAP@5. This further
demonstrates the effectiveness of CoTMR for ZS-CIR.

Figure 4. Ablation study on the value of λ and µ on Fashion-IQ
val set and CIRR val set. All experiments are performed with the
ViT-B/32 CLIP model.

5. Ablation Study

Effects of Multi-Grained Scoring Mechanism. In Table 3
A, we investigate the impact of multi-scale reasoning and
multi-grained scoring mechanism. Our observations are as
follows: (1) Compared to using only the base score Sbase

(A.1), only rely on the object-level reasoning output (A.2
Spos and Sneg) leads to a significant decline of CoTMR’s
performance. This indicates that the logical relationships
between objects captured in the image-level reasoning are
still essential for effective retrieval. (2) However, when the
base score is combined with either the positive score (A.3)
or the negative score (A.4), the model’s performance im-
proves. This further confirms the effectiveness of object-
level reasoning. (3) When both Spos and Sneg are used with
Sbase (A.5), the performance significantly improves com-
pared to using only one of them. This suggests that Spos

and Sneg have complementary roles in the retrieval process.
Effects of CIRCoT. In Table 3 B, taking image-level
reasoning as an example, we compare four different ap-
proaches for subtask decomposition: without using CoT
(B.1), autonomously decompose the sub-problem by LVLM
(B.2, DDCoT [51]), CIRCoT without examples (B.3) and
our proposed CIRCoT (B.3). The results show that DDCoT
caused slight performance degradation compared to not us-
ing CoT, indicating that the reasoning process constructed
by the model itself may cause confusion in the CIR task. In
contrast, when the CIR task is decomposed in advance, the
model’s performance improves significantly, which clearly
shows the effectiveness of the predefined subtasks. More-
over, adding step-wise reasoning examples also provides as-
sistance in helping the model understand task requirements
and the reasoning process. For more analysis on efficiency,
please refer to Appendix 9.
Scoring Methods for Objects: In Table 3 C, we conduct
experiment on two different scoring strategies for Spos and
Sneg: (C.1) computing individual scores for each object in
EO and then averaging them, and (C.2) concatenating all
objects in NEO for scoring. Our observations indicate that
scoring objects in EO individually results in a significant
performance decline compared to the full model. We as-
sume that because of the intrinsic correlations among “exis-
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“add one more 
deer and add 
some sunlight”

1. Understand the Reference Image:
   - The image shows a single brown deer standing in a grassy field.
   
2. Analyze the Modification Text:
   - "Add one more deer" means adding another deer to the scene.
   - "Add some sunlight" implies enhancing the lighting to give the 
impression of sunlight.

3. Apply the Modifications:
   - Introduce a second deer into the scene.
   - Enhance the lighting to simulate sunlight.
   - Keep the background as grassy field.

4. Generate the Final Description:
  Two deer are standing in a sunlit grassy field.

### Describe the Reference Image ###
Objects: Deer.
Attributes:
  - Color: Brown.
  - Horns: Long and curved.
  - Background: Green grass field.

### Understand the Modification Text ###
1. "add one more deer":
     Add another deer to the image.
2. "add some sunlight":
     Add sunlight to the image.

### Apply the Modifications ###
1. One deer become two deer.
2. Add more sunlight to the image.

### Determine the Content of the Target Image ###
    {"Existent Object": ["Two deer", "Brown color", "Long 
and curved horns", "Green grass field", "Sunlight"],
    "Unexist Object": []}

Object Scale Reasoning

Image Scale Reasoning

Reference Image Target ImageModification Text

Figure 5. An example of a reasoning process with CIRCoT
from CIRR val set. The LVLM focuses on specific objectives in
each subtask within CIRCoT and gradually completes the overall
reasoning goal.

tent objects”—treating them separately overlooks these de-
pendencies. On the other hand, concatenating the uncor-
related objects in NEO may introduce potential bias that
causes the decline in performance, as the overall score may
be disproportionately affected by certain individual objects.
Scale of LVLM: As a core component, the performance of
the LVLM directly impacts the overall effectiveness. We
conduct experiments in Table 3 D, using Qwen2-VL mod-
els of different scales: 2-billion parameter (D.1), 7-billion
parameter (D.2), and 72-billion parameter (D.3). The re-
sults show a sharp decline in performance as the parame-
ter size decreases. However, we observed that with the 7B
model, our method achieves relatively satisfactory perfor-
mance, particularly in tasks like Fashion-IQ, which heavily
depend on the reference image. This suggests that the 7B
model can adequately comprehend both the visual content
of the image and the user’s intent to a certain extent.
Impact of hyperparameter λ and µ: To analyze the sen-
sitivity of the hyperparameters in CoTMR, we conduct con-
trolled experiments as shown in Figure 4. First, we set µ to
0 to better demonstrate the effect of λ. As shown in Figure 4
(a), when the value of λ increases from 0, all four metrics
show a rapid rise, stabilizing and slightly declining when λ
reaches 1. Next, we fix λ at 1 to explore the effect of µ. As
shown in Figure 4 (b), for the Fashion-IQ dataset, the im-
pact of µ is relatively mild, with the metrics reaching their
peak at µ = 0.5. However, for the CIRR dataset, due to the
higher noise in the data, increasing µ too much leads to a
significant drop in the R@5 metric. Therefore, for CIRR,
the best average performance is achieved when µ = 0.3.

6. Qualitative Results
Reasoning process with CIRCoT: In Figure 5, we illus-
trate the reasoning process generated by the LVLM when
using CIRCoT at both image and object scale. During
image-scale reasoning, the LVLM analyzes the global con-
tent of the reference image to ensure comprehensive in-
formation coverage. By incrementally breaking down the

“Change the cart to 
a white, unmanned 
carriage in daylight 
with no horses”

Target Image Caption
“A white, unmanned 
carriage is moving along a 
street in daylight, without 
any horses pulling it.”

Existent Objects: 
      [“white carriage.”,
          “daylight.”] 
Nonexistent Objects:
    [“horses.” ,“people.” ]

“Shows a smaller, 
similarly shaped 
dog with lighter 
brown fur standing 
on stone tile path.”

Target Image Caption
“A smaller dog with lighter 
brown fur is standing on a 
stone tile path.”

Existent Objects: 
       [“small dog.”,
   “lighter brown fur.”
     “stone tile path. ”] 
Nonexistent Objects:
[“white fur.” , “lying 
down.” ,”brown patches.”]

Reference Image

Modification Text

Reference Image

Modification Text

Figure 6. Successful retrieval examples with muti-scale reason-
ing from CIRR val set. The ground-truth image is highlighted
with the red box. Red underlined text indicates distracting infor-
mation that causes mistake retrieval, while green italicized text
represents key objects that help in correct retrieval.

modification text and executing the modification process,
each user modification intent is accurately and completely
executed. At object-scale reasoning, the LVLM focuses on
the objects and their attributes in the reference image, ac-
curately reasoning which objects and attributes should or
should not be present by executing the modification process
step-by-step. As a result, the LVLM successfully noticed
the key object, i.e., ”long and curved horns”. This prede-
fined structured reasoning process standardizes the model’s
reasoning path, preventing user modification intents from
being overlooked or incorrectly propagated.
Examples of successful retrieval. Figure 6 visualizes
cases where the combination of image-scale and object-
scale reasoning leads to successful retrievals. In the first
example, the target image caption includes “without any
horses”, which, while meeting user requirements, is detri-
mental to CLIP retrieval. However, the undesired objects
(“horses” and “people”) identified through object-scale rea-
soning eliminates this interference, successfully retrieving
the target image. In the second example, we observe that the
retrieval results initially overlooked the attribute “stone tile
path”. Object-scale reasoning, however, highlighted this at-
tribute with existent objects, leading to the successful re-
trieval of the target image. These examples clearly demon-
strate that object-scale reasoning can supplement emphasis
and eliminate distracting information. More examples can
be found in Appendix 13.

7. Conclusion and Future Work
In this work, we propose CoTMR, an effective, training-
free, and interpretable method for ZS-CIR. It provides
a unified understanding and reasoning framework for
composed queries, utilizing a step-by-step process guided
by CIRCoT. To incorporate fine-grained details, multi-scale
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reasoning (alongside a novel scoring mechanism) is devised
for multi-grained generation and evaluation. Extensive
experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of our CoTMR.
Moreover, our CoTMR also offers appealing interpretabil-
ity for user intervention. However, there are still room for
improvement, e.g., designing more suitable CoT modules,
or exploiting fine-grained CLIP [8] or open-vocabulary
object detection models [21, 25] for scoring mecha-
nism. We leave these directions for future exploration.
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CoTMR: Chain-of-Thought Multi-Scale Reasoning for Training-Free
Zero-Shot Composed Image Retrieval

Supplementary Material

You are provided with two inputs:
Reference Image: The image that will be modified. 
Modification Text: Instructions that specify changes to be applied to the reference image.

Your goal is to:
1. Infer the objects and attributes that should appear in the target image, based on the 

reference image and modification text.
2. Infer the objects and attributes that should not appear in the target image, based on the 

changes described in the modification text.
3. Attribute assignment: Where attribute changes are described, clearly associate them 

with the relevant objects (e.g., color change of a shirt).

To complete the task accurately, please follow these steps:
### Describe the Reference Image ###
List the objects and their attributes present in the reference image step-by-step .

### Understand the Modification Instructions ###
Analyze modification instruction step-by-step to identify changes to objects and attributes, 

including additions, deletions, or modifications.

### Apply the Modifications ###
1. Update the objects and attributes from the reference image according to the modification 

instructions to obtain the expected content of the target image.
2. Please complete this task step by step.

### Determine the Content of the Target Image ###
Existent Object (Objects and Attributes that Must Exist):

1. List the objects and attributes that must be present in the target image.
2. Be specific, especially if attributes are provided in the modification text.

Nonexistent Object (Objects and Attributes that Must Not Exist):
1. List the objects and attributes that must not be present in the target image.
2. Include any objects or attributes explicitly removed or modified to no longer exist.

Here are some examples:
Example 1: .......             Example 2: .......

CIRCoT — 𝑷𝑶𝒃𝒋

Figure 7. Illustration of CIRCoT in object-scale reasoning
(PO), which includes four predefined subtasks and allows LVLM
to reason step-by-step within each subtasks.

8. CIRCoT in Object-Scale Reasoning

In Figure 7, we show the details of CIRCoT used in object-
scale reasoning (PO). Similar to image-scale reasoning, we
divide the task of generating “existent objects” and “nonex-
istent objects” into four subtasks: (1) Describe the Refer-
ence Image; (2) Understand the Modification Instructions;
(3) Apply the Modifications and (4) Determine the Content
of the Target Image. These four fundamental tasks serve to
structure the overall reasoning process of the LVLM. For
each subtask, we allow the model to reason step-by-step.
Additionally, we add several reasoning examples to further
stimulate the model’s reasoning capabilities.

9. Efficiency Analysis

We conducted a comprehensive timing analysis to mea-
sure the average computational overhead for processing one
composed query at the image scale under three different
configurations. The results show that the baseline with-

Make the dog older and 
have two birds next to him 
and make everything look 
like a painting.

### Understand the Modification Text ###
1. "Make the dog older":
    Modify the dog's age from young to old.
2. "Have two birds next to him":
    Add two birds to the right of the dog.
3. "Make everything look like a painting":
    Modify the overall appearance of the image to 
resemble a painting.

### Apply the Modifications ###
1. I will make the dog older.
2. I will add two birds to the right of the dog.
3. I will modifiy the image to look like a painting.
4. I will keep the dog sitting on a red surface.

### Generate the Final Description ###
“An older white dog sits on a red surface with two 
birds on the right, all depicted in a painted style .”

Retrieved Image:

Modifications:
1. The birds are on the left of the dog.
2. No need to keep the red surface. 

### Apply the Modifications ###
1. I will make the dog older.
2. I will add two birds to the left of the dog.
3. I will modifiy the image to look like a painting.

### Generate the Final Description ###
“There is an older white dog and two birds on it’s 
left, all depicted in a painted style.”

Retrieved Image:

That's exactly what I want!

Figure 8. The demonstration of making user interventions to
enhance ZS-CIR performance with CoTMR. For instance, by
fixing the mistakes in the reasoning process, users are able to cor-
rectly retrieve the desired image with further dialogue.

out CoT requires 0.86s, while implementations with DD-
CoT [51] and CIRCoT take 3.145s and 3.183s, respectively.
We have the following observations: (1) While CIRCoT
introduces additional computational overhead compared to
the non-CoT baseline, this trade-off is justified by the sub-
stantial performance improvements it delivers. (2) No-
tably, CIRCoT achieves significantly enhanced model per-
formance while maintaining comparable computational ef-
ficiency to DDCoT, with only a marginal increase in pro-
cessing time. Future research directions could focus on op-
timizing CIRCoT’s computational efficiency while preserv-
ing its superior performance characteristics.

10. Example of User Interventions
CIRCoT enables a highly transparent and interpretable rea-
soning process, which facilitates error tracking and correc-
tion through user intervention when necessary. We demon-
strate this capability through illustrative cases in Figure 8,
where initial reasoning processes led to suboptimal retrieval
results. The structured nature of our reasoning framework
allows users to precisely identify problematic reasoning
steps and initiate corrective interactions with the LVLM.
As illustrated in Figure 8, we present instances where users
successfully identified and addressed two reasoning errors:
the bird is to the right of the dog” and red surface”. Through
subsequent dialogue-based refinement, the model’s retrieval
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Method Shirt Dress Tops&Tee Avg.
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 Rmean

One process image-scale 29.44 47.11 26.82 48.79 32.33 54.77 29.53 50.22 39.87
multi-scale 32.14 50.25 30.04 51.81 35.34 59.10 32.50 53.72 43.11

Two processes image-scale 30.03 48.58 26.57 48.69 34.12 56.35 30.24 51.21 40.72
multi-scale 33.42 53.93 31.09 54.54 38.40 61.14 34.30 56.54 45.42

Table 4. Ablation study on the impact of process quantity in Multi-Scale Reasoning on Fashion-IQ dataset. All experiments are
performed with the ViT-B/32 CLIP model.

Recall@k Recallsub@kMethod k=1 k=5 k=10 k=50 k=1 k=2 k=3 Avg.

image-scale 30.76 59.01 70.75 90.34 66.08 83.74 91.96 62.54One process multi-scale 29.56 58.69 70.27 89.72 65.61 83.52 91.68 62.15

image-scale 30.11 58.10 70.58 89.95 65.08 83.07 91.41 61.59Two processes multi-scale 31.88 61.27 72.90 91.03 67.85 85.00 92.68 64.56

Table 5. Ablation study on the impact of process quantity in Multi-Scale Reasoning on CIRR val dataset. All experiments are
performed with the ViT-B/32 CLIP model.

accuracy was effectively improved, highlighting the practi-
cal value of our interpretable reasoning approach.

11. Ablation Study on Multi-Scale Reasoning
Tables 4 and 5 present a comparative analysis of single-
process versus dual-process approaches in the multi-scale
reasoning module, evaluated on the Fashion-IQ and CIRR
datasets using the ViT-B/32 CLIP model. “One process”
refers to generating all three responses with LVLM simul-
taneously in a single inference pass. “Two processes” rep-
resents our default methodology, which conducts reason-
ing separately at different scales through independent infer-
ence processes. Analysis of Table 4 reveals that employ-
ing a single process not only compromises the effective-
ness of image-scale reasoning but also diminishes the per-
formance gains typically achieved through object-scale rea-
soning integration. In the more challenging CIRR dataset,
as shown in Table 5, while concurrent reasoning of target
image caption and key objects enhances image-scale rea-
soning accuracy, the incorporation of object-scale reasoning
results yields a marginal performance degradation. We at-
tribute these observations to two primary factors: (1) The
utilization of identical reasoning logic across both scales
potentially limits the semantic richness of the reasoning out-
comes. (2) Qwen2-VL’s current capabilities in managing
multiple concurrent tasks may be insufficient, where the in-
creased cognitive load adversely affects the precision of the
results.

12. Qualitative Comparison of DDCoT and
CIRCoT

In Figure 9, we compare the reasoning processes of DDCoT
and CIRCoT. It can be observed that when using DDCoT,
the definition of subtasks is entirely left to the LVLM, which

DDCoT

### Sub-questions ### 
1. What is the current attire of the person in the 
reference image?
2. How can we make the person look like they are 
wearing jeans?
3. How can we add a ruffled skirt to the outfit?

### Step-by-step reasoning process ###
1. The person in the reference image is currently 
wearing a white dress with a black ruffled collar.
2. To make the person look like they are wearing jeans, 
we need to add a pair of jeans over the dress.
3. To add a ruffled skirt, we need to replace the lower 
part of the dress with a ruffled skirt.

###  Updated Image Description  ###
The person is now wearing a pair of jeans over a white 
dress with a black ruffled collar. The lower part of the 
dress has been replaced with a ruffled skirt.

“looks like jeans and 
has a ruffled skirt”

CIRCoT (Ours)

### Understand the Reference Image ###
   - The reference image shows a woman wearing a 
white dress with a ruffled neckline and sheer sleeves.
   
### Analyze the Modification Text ### 
   - "Looks like jeans": Change the material or 
color of the dress to a denim style.
   - "Has a ruffled skirt": Add or modify to have a 
ruffled hem.

### Apply the Modifications ### 
   - Change the material of the dress to resemble denim.
   - Modify the hem to have a ruffled design.
   - Keep the ruffled neckline.

### Generate the Final Description ### 
 The woman is wearing a denim-like dress with a 
ruffled neckline,  and a ruffled skirt.

Reference Image Modification Text Target Image

Figure 9. Comparison between DDCoT and CIRCoT prompt-
ing strategies.

sometimes results in confusing subtasks, such as “How can
we make the person look like they are wearing jeans?” in
Figure 9. Such subtasks can mislead the LVLM into provid-
ing incorrect answers, as seen in Figure 9, where the LVLM
decides on “a pair of jeans” to correspond to the modifi-
cation text’s requirement of “looks like jeans”. This exam-
ple highlights the critical importance of subtask definition;
inappropriate subtasks can lead to erroneous logical reason-
ing and cause confusion. In contrast, our proposed CIRCoT,
with its four predefined subtasks, offers a stable and correct
reasoning process, leading to more accurate outputs.

13. More Qualitative Examples

Figure 10 visualizes more cases where the combination of
image-scale and object-scale reasoning leads to successful
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Benchmark CIRCO CIRR

Metric mAP@k Recall@k Recallsub@k Avg.Backbone Method Training-free k=5 k=10 k=25 k=50 k=1 k=5 k=10 k=50 k=1 k=2 k=3

ViT-L/14 LinCIR ✗ 12.62 13.40 14.81 15.69 25.08 53.63 67.30 88.72 56.36 76.96 88.57 54.99
CoTMR 27.61 28.22 30.61 31.70 35.02 64.75 76.18 92.51 69.39 85.75 93.33 67.07

ViT-G/14 LinCIR ✗ 19.71 20.79 22.99 24.00 35.34 65.08 76.28 93.22 63.73 82.62 92.12 64.41
CoTMR 31.73 32.72 35.30 36.43 36.36 66.92 77.82 93.99 70.69 86.34 93.87 68.81

Table 6. Comparison with the LinCIR [13] on CIRCO and CIRR test sets. Avg. indicates the average results of Recall@5 and
Recallsub@1. We reproduce the results of LinCIR. The best results are in boldface, while the second-best results are underlined.

Backbone Method Training-free Shirt Dress Tops&Tee Avg.
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 Rmean

ViT-L/14 LinCIR ✗ 28.81 46.61 20.72 41.7 29.07 49.77 26.21 46.03 36.12
CoTMR 35.43 54.91 31.18 55.04 38.55 61.33 35.05 57.09 46.50

ViT-G/14
LinCIR ✗ 44.08 62.56 38.48 60.63 48.58 69.10 43.71 64.10 53.91
CoTMR 38.32 62.24 33.96 56.22 40.90 64.30 37.72 60.92 49.32
CoTMR + LinCIR ✗ 46.24 67.95 40.06 63.11 49.59 68.03 45.13 66.36 55.74

Table 7. Comparison with LinCIR [13] on the Fashion-IQ dataset. Rmean indicates the average results across all the metrics. We
reproduce the results of LinCIR. The best results are in boldface, while the second-best results are underlined.

retrievals on both Fashion-IQ and CIRR datasets. (1) In the
first example, the top two images retrieved using the target
image caption overlooked the semantics of “Asian-inspired
design”. However, after emphasizing this part with existent
objects, the target image was successfully ranked first. (2)
In the second example, the target image caption contained
distracting information (religious message and cross de-
sign), causing the top three images to include some religious
elements. By incorporating nonexistent objects, our model
successfully reduced the impact of this distracting informa-
tion. (3) In the third example, the reference image had very
little relevance to the target image, meaning the model could
easily be misled by distracting information from the refer-
ence image, such as “in a basket”. Object-scale reasoning
can reduce such distractions because it doesn’t need to con-
sider the logical relationships between objects. Thus, our
model successfully categorized “Blue basket” as a nonexis-
tent object. (4) In the fourth example, the target image cap-
tion was similarly affected by the “Pepsi logos” in the refer-
ence image. Our model mitigated the distracting influence
by emphasizing “Green bottles” and successfully ranked the
target image first.

14. Comparison and Integration with LinCIR
Currently, there are two mainstream approaches in ZS-
CIR: pseudo-token-based methods [3, 13, 38] and textual
caption-based methods (including LLM-based [17, 41, 48]
methods and LVLM-based methods, such as our CoTMR).
In this section, we compare CoTMR with LinCIR [13],
a state-of-the-art pseudo-token-based method, and prelim-
inarily explore the potential for their collaboration.

Based on the results shown in Tables 7 and 6, we ob-
serve that: (1) With ViT-L/14 CLIP, CoTMR achieves sig-
nificant performance gains over LinCIR across all metrics

on three datasets, demonstrating remarkable improvements
such as a 12.08% increase in Avg. on CIRR and a 10.38%
increase in Rmean on Fashion-IQ. These results strongly
validate the effectiveness of CoTMR and suggest that tex-
tual descriptions are more compatible with smaller-scale
CLIP models compared to pseudo-tokens. (2) When em-
ploying ViT-G/14 CLIP, CoTMR significantly outperforms
LinCIR on both CIRCO and CIRR datasets, achieving no-
table improvements such as a 12.02% increase in mAP@5
on CIRCO. However, we observe that LinCIR shows con-
siderable advantages on the Fashion-IQ dataset. This obser-
vation indicates that pseudo-token-based methods may be
more sensitive to specific CLIP versions or training datasets,
while our approach demonstrates more consistent improve-
ments across different CLIP versions.

Furthermore, we conduct a preliminary investigation into
the potential of combining pseudo-token-based and textual
caption-based methods to achieve superior performance.
Specifically, we first convert the reference image into a
pseudo-token following LinCIR. Then, for the multi-scale
reasoning outputs in CoTMR, we concatenated the pseudo-
token with both the “target image caption” and the combi-
nation of “existent objects”, while maintaining the “nonex-
istent objects” unchanged. We then retrieved target images
using the same scoring mechanism as CoTMR. As shown
in the last row of Table 7, CoTMR with additional pseudo-
tokens achieves substantial improvements (e.g., a 6.42% in-
crease in Rmean). Similarly, the multi-grained descriptions
generated through CoTMR’s reasoning process help en-
hance LinCIR’s performance (e.g., a 1.83% improvement
in Rmean). This experiment suggests a promising direction
for ZS-CIR research: optimizing the text that concatenated
with pseudo-tokens with LVLM. We leave this exploration
for future work.
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“Show the brown 
dogs with water and 
snow behind them.”

Target Image caption
“Brown dogs are in a 
basket with water and 
snow behind them.”

Existent Objects: 
      [Brown dogs,
          Water, Snow. ] 
Nonexistent Objects:
[Crabs , Blue basket ，    
            Netting.  ]

Reference Image

Modification Text

“the bottles are on 
a table, and they 
are green.”

Target Image caption
“Several green glass 
bottles with Pepsi logos 
are placed on a table.”

Existent Objects: 
      [Green bottles,
             Table.] 
Nonexistent Objects:
     [Clear glass bottles. ]

Reference Image

Modification Text

“Is longer and more 
Asian-inspired and 
shiny black.”

Target Image caption
“The woman is wearing a 
long, shiny black dress 
with an Asian-inspired 
design and short sleeves.”

Existent Objects: 
[Long dress, Shiny black,
 Asian-inspired elements.] 
Nonexistent Objects:
[Purple dress , Knee-length]

Reference Image

Modification Text

“is white colored 
and is less religious 
and more humorous.”

Target Image caption
“A white t-shirt with a 
humorous graphic or text, 
replacing the original 
religious message and 
cross design.”

Existent Objects: 
          [White t-shirt, 
        Humorous design.] 
Nonexistent Objects:
[Gray t-shirt, cross design,
         Religious design.]

Reference Image

Modification Text

Figure 10. Successful retrieval examples with muti-scale reasoning from Fashion-IQ and CIRR val set. The ground-truth image is
highlighted with the red box. Red underlined text indicates distracting information that causes mistake retrieval, while green italicized text
represents key objects that help in correct retrieval.

4


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Zero-Shot Composed Image Retrieval
	Vison-Language Model
	Chain of Thought

	Methodology
	Preliminary
	Overall Architecture
	CIRCoT
	Mutil-Scale Reasoning
	Multi-Grained Scoring

	Experiments
	Implementation Details
	Baselines
	Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
	Comparison with Bselines

	Ablation Study
	Qualitative Results
	Conclusion and Future Work
	CIRCoT in Object-Scale Reasoning
	Efficiency Analysis
	Example of User Interventions
	Ablation Study on Multi-Scale Reasoning
	Qualitative Comparison of DDCoT and CIRCoT
	More Qualitative Examples
	Comparison and Integration with LinCIR

