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Abstract

Repetitive action counting, which aims to count periodic
movements in a video, is valuable for video analysis appli-
cations such as fitness monitoring. However, existing meth-
ods largely rely on regression networks with limited rep-
resentational capacity, which hampers their ability to ac-
curately capture variable periodic patterns. Additionally,
their supervised learning on narrow, limited training sets
leads to overfitting and restricts their ability to general-
ize across diverse scenarios. To address these challenges,
we propose CountLLM, the first large language model
(LLM)-based framework that takes video data and peri-
odic text prompts as inputs and outputs the desired count-
ing value. CountLLM leverages the rich clues from explicit
textual instructions and the powerful representational capa-
bilities of pre-trained LLMs for repetitive action counting.
To effectively guide CountLLM, we develop a periodicity-
based structured template for instructions that describes
the properties of periodicity and implements a standard-
ized answer format to ensure consistency. Additionally,
we propose a progressive multimodal training paradigm
to enhance the periodicity-awareness of the LLM. Empir-
ical evaluations on widely recognized benchmarks demon-
strate CountLLM’s superior performance and generaliza-
tion, particularly in handling novel and out-of-domain ac-
tions that deviate significantly from the training data, offer-
ing a promising avenue for repetitive action counting.

1. Introduction
With the rapid advancements in video understanding [2,
27, 29, 32, 37, 54–56], repetitive action counting (RAC)
has become a critical area of study. This task, which in-
volves counting repetitive activities in videos, plays a cru-
cial role in analyzing periodic actions, such as those in fit-
ness monitoring [15], pedestrian detection [46], camera cal-
ibration [21], and 3D reconstruction [34, 48].
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Figure 1. a): Existing approaches directly regress the density map,
and sum the values of each frame to obtain the final count. b):
Our proposed LLM-based approach utilizes explicit periodic text
prompts to describe key properties of periodicity, and leverages
the powerful reasoning capabilities of pre-trained LLMs, achiev-
ing accurate and generalizable repetitive action counting.

Despite its importance, this field remains underexplored.
Previous approaches mostly adopt a straightforward strat-
egy: first encoding video features, then regressing density
maps, and finally summing the values to achieve count-
ing [14, 18, 50] (as shown in Fig. 1 (a)). However, they ex-
hibit significant limitations in addressing the diversity and
complexity of the RAC task. First, the cycle lengths of
different actions vary greatly and are unevenly distributed;
moreover, videos often contain complex backgrounds and
motion blur, which interfere with accurate counting. Exist-
ing approaches largely rely on manually designed regres-
sion neural networks, whose representational capacity is
limited, making it difficult to accurately capture such vari-
able and non-homogeneous periodic patterns. Second, the
current research community’s definition of actions is overly
narrow, as the actions in existing datasets are limited and
primarily focus on human fitness activities (such as squats,
crunches, and jumping jacks). This results in traditional su-
pervised learning models being prone to overfitting when
trained on training sets of these small datasets, thus limiting
their ability to generalize to out-of-domain scenarios.

To address these challenges, we propose integrating
large-scale pre-trained large language models (LLMs) into
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the RAC task to leverage their powerful representational
and generalization capabilities. Due to their pre-training on
massive real-world data, LLMs possess strong representa-
tional abilities. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), by replacing the
regression network in existing approaches, LLMs can effec-
tively capture actions and their periodic patterns, maintain-
ing high counting accuracy even in the presence of complex
backgrounds or motion blur. Furthermore, through our ex-
plicit periodic text prompts combined with instruction fine-
tuning scheme, LLMs gain enhanced periodicity awareness,
enabling them to generalize not only to human activities but
also to a broader range of actions, such as animal move-
ments (e.g., cats, dogs) or periodic motions of non-living
entities (e.g., clock movements, planetary motions).

Building on these insights, we present CountLLM, the
first LLM-based approach for repetitive action counting.
CountLLM formulates RAC as a video question-answering
problem, where both video data and periodic text prompts
are used as inputs to generate accurate counts. The frame-
work consists of a pre-trained video encoder, a periodicity
transformer, a linear projector, and a pre-trained LLM. The
video encoder extracts video features, from which the pe-
riodicity transformer derives relevant periodic representa-
tions. These representations are then converted into peri-
odic tokens by the linear projector, subsequently combined
with textual tokens as inputs to the LLM.

To effectively guide our CountLLM in understanding
periodicity, we carefully develop a structured template for
instruction-driven conversation, specifically tailored for the
RAC task. The template encompasses periodicity descrip-
tion, question, and answer. Here, the description includes
the main properties of periodicity, such as periodic temporal
intervals and visual similarities across frames, which assist
the LLM in capturing periodic patterns. Meanwhile, the an-
swer follows a standardized format to ensure consistency,
especially for long videos that require sequential splitting
and processing. Additionally, we implement a progres-
sive multimodal training strategy incorporating Periodicity-
aware Alignment to enhance the CountLLM’s ability to in-
terpret and extract periodic patterns.

We summarize our contributions in three-fold:
• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to apply

LLMs to the RAC task and introduce CountLLM, which
utilizes the rich clues from explicit text prompts and lever-
ages the powerful capability of pre-trained LLMs.

• We present a structured template for instruction-driven
conversations in the context of RAC and design a progres-
sive training paradigm to optimize CountLLM, thereby
enhancing its periodicity awareness.

• CountLLM achieves state-of-the-art performance on
three widely recognized benchmarks and demonstrates
excellent generalization in out-of-domain scenario, pro-
viding a promising approach for action counting.

2. Related Works
Repetitive Action Counting Early methods [11, 23, 38]
compress the motion field into 1D signals via Fourier [42],
peak [52], and wavelet [49], but they assume uniform peri-
odicity and struggle with non-stationary repetitions.

Recent advances in deep learning have led to improved
approaches. For example, Context [64] uses a context-
aware regression network with coarse-to-fine refinement for
counting. RepNet [13] constructs temporal self-similarity
matrices based on pair-wise similarity of embeddings.
TransRAC [18] encodes multi-scale temporal correlations
to handle various action frequencies. ESCounts [50] in-
troduces an exemplar-based encoder-decoder framework to
improve counting accuracy. Another line of work integrates
other modalities, including audio [66], human pose [60],
and optical flow [33], to enhance counting.

However, previous methods mainly relied on manually
designed regression neural networks and supervised learn-
ing on limited datasets, restricting their representational ca-
pacity and generalizability. In contrast, our approach lever-
ages explicit text prompts and powerful pre-trained LLMs,
making it more generalizable for counting novel actions.

Multimodal Large Language Model Based on large lan-
guage models (LLMs) [7, 53], studies are increasingly ex-
ploring their adaptation to other modalities, such as im-
age [8, 10, 16, 31, 39], point cloud [3, 4, 43, 58], and au-
dio [20, 59, 63], to develop multimodal LLMs (MLLMs). In
the video domain, numerous video MLLM works [19, 24,
28, 35, 44, 47, 51, 57, 61, 62, 65] have emerged. Among
these, VideoChatGPT [40] applies mean pooling on frame
encodings before feeding them into LLMs. Chat-UniVi [22]
employs DPC-KNN to cluster dynamic visual tokens for
multi-scale features. VideoChat2 [30] uses a Q-Former [26]
to connect with LLMs for temporal understanding. ST-
LLM [36] introduces dynamic masking and a global-local
input module to enhance modeling.

However, existing video MLLMs focus on general video
understanding, lacking specific awareness of periodicity.
We are the first to leverage LLMs for the RAC task, demon-
strating that LLMs can effectively achieve superior perfor-
mance in generalizable repetitive action counting.

3. Methodology
3.1. Problem Formulation
Given a video V = {xi}T1 ∈ R3×H×W×T with T frames,
RAC model aims to predict a value M, which is the number
of repetitive actions. This task can be formulated as:

M = counting(V). (1)

Following Eq. (1), previous approaches [13, 18, 64] rely on
manually designed regression networks to perform super-
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Figure 2. Our proposed CountLLM takes video and periodic text prompt as input and consists of four components: a pre-trained video en-
coder, a periodicity transformer, a projector, and a pre-trained LLM. Guided by our proposed Periodicity-aware Alignment, the periodicity
transformer captures periodic representations from the video features. These representations are then projected into periodic tokens by the
projector. The pre-trained LLM takes both the periodic and textual tokens as input, and outputs the corresponding counting values.

vised learning from the training set, which limits their gen-
eralization ability for unseen and out-of-domain actions.

In contrast to the previous formulation, we investigate
the concept of periodicity and incorporate its main proper-
ties into explicit text prompts. We then leverage the power-
ful LLMs to achieve more accurate and generalizable repet-
itive action counting. We reformulate Eq. (1) as follows:

M = counting(V, T ), (2)

where T represents the given periodic text prompts. Based
on Eq. (2), we frame the RAC task as a video question-
answering (VQA) task and utilize the powerful reasoning
capability of LLMs to perform action counting.

3.2. Overview
As illustrated in Fig. 2, we propose the first LLM-based
repetitive action counting approach, named CountLLM.
CountLLM consists of four components: a video encoder
ΦV (·), a periodicity transformer ΦF (·), a linear projector
ΦP (·), and a large language model ΦL(·). The input in-
cludes two parts: the video V ∈ R3×H×W×T and the pe-
riodic text prompt T , and the output is the corresponding
number of repetitive actions M. Based on these symbols,
we define the overall pipeline as follows:

M = ΦL(ΦP (ΦF (ΦV (V))), T ). (3)

Initially, the video encoder ΦV (·) processes a video
clip V ∈ R3×H×W×T to generate video features F =
{fi}mi=1 ∈ RDV ×m, where m and DV denote the number
and dimension of these features, respectively.

To refine and focus on critical periodic representations
within the video, we introduce a periodicity transformer that
compresses the redundant elements of F , capturing valu-
able periodic structures that serve as context for the LLM.

Specifically, we define a fixed number of learnable period-
icity queries Z0 ∈ RDZ×n, where n and DZ represent the
number and dimension of the queries, respectively. Z0 in-
teracts with F through cross-attention layers to focus on
core periodic information while disregarding other factors,
such as background and motion blur. After passing through
an L-layer periodicity transformer, we obtain periodic rep-
resentations ZL ∈ RDZ×n. Finally, ZL is projected into
periodic tokens Ptoken by a projector ΦP (·):

Ptoken = {pi}ni=1 = ΦP (ΦF (ΦV (V))), (4)

where {pi}ni=1 ∈ RDL×n represents n periodic tokens, each
with a dimension of DL, matching the LLM.

Meanwhile, the periodic text prompt T is processed by
the tokenizer of ΦL(·) to produce a sequence of s tokens,
denoted as Ttoken = {ti}si=1. We combine the periodic to-
kens Ptoken and the textual tokens Ttoken as input to the
LLM. Through our designed instruction fine-tuning scheme
(which will be detailed later), the LLM gains enhanced pe-
riodicity awareness, enabling it to understand the contextual
relationships between these tokens and generate accurate re-
sponses. Suppose the output is Rtoken = {ri}li=1 with l
tokens, this process can be defined as follows:

{r1, r2, . . . , rl} = ΦL({p1, . . . , pn, t1, . . . , ts}), (5)

where each ri is generated sequentially, taking into account
all preceding tokens {p1, . . . , pn, t1, . . . , ts, r1, . . . , ri−1}.
Finally, each output token ri is mapped to the LLM vo-
cabulary via a linear classifier C(ri), and the word with the
highest probability is chosen.

To facilitate the repetitive action counting task, the de-
sign of both the instruction conversation and the optimiza-
tion strategy is critical in enhancing CountLLM’s ability to
accurately model and respond to repetitive actions in video
sequences. Therefore, the following two sections proceed
to detail these aspects, respectively.



3.3. Instruction Design
Designing instructions is crucial for tuning LLMs to spe-
cific tasks. As shown in Fig. 2, we develop a structured
template for instruction-driven conversation tailored for the
RAC task: “{periodic tokens}, {periodicity
description}, {question}, {answer}”. Details on
the description and answer formats are provided below.

Periodicity Description Before questioning the LLMs,
we provide a detailed description of repetitive actions in a
video to help the LLMs understand this challenging task.
Specifically, we prompt GPT-4 [1] to describe the character-
istics of repetitive or periodic actions in the video, ensuring
that the textual description outlines the main properties of
periodicity. Additionally, we emphasize that these actions
should be general and class-agnostic. We then manually re-
view and refine the GPT-4’s responses to ensure accuracy
and conciseness. The final description is shown in Fig. 2.

Answer Format As our approach utilizes the LLM for
action counting, the output is in text format. Therefore, the
challenge lies in formatting the counting values such that
the LLM can predict them accurately. To address this, we
standardize the LLM’s output format as [abcd, e, f ].

In this format, abcd is a decimal string representing the
number of repetitive actions, where each of a to d denotes
a digit between 0 and 9. As a result, abcd can represent any
integer between 0000 and 9999. The decimal string abcd
has a fixed length and is prefixed with zeros if necessary.

Meanwhile, we also predict e and f as flags to indicate
incomplete action cycles at the start and end positions of
each clip, respectively. Specifically, we set e and f to 1 if
an incomplete action cycle is present at the start or end of a
clip and to 0 otherwise. This approach addresses challenges
in counting actions within long videos, where a common
method is to split the video into multiple clips and input
them sequentially into the LLM. However, such splits may
result in action cycles being divided across two clips, as
illustrated in Fig. 3. In these cases, we increment the video-
level counting value by 1 only if both f in the preceding
clip and e in the following clip are 1, indicating a complete
action cycle that spans two clips.

Overall, our proposed answer format has two advan-
tages: 1) The answer is in decimal string format, meaning
that all tokens are already included in the LLM vocabulary,
eliminating the need to add new learnable tokens. 2) This
format can effectively leverage the reasoning ability of the
LLM to handle action counting for overly long videos.

3.4. Progressive Multimodal Training
To effectively enhance CountLLM’s awareness of periodic
patterns in video, we propose a progressive multimodal
training paradigm consisting of three stages, as illustrated
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Figure 3. Our standardized answer format is [abcd,e,f ], where
the decimal string abcd represents the counting value within this
video clip, and e and f indicate whether there is an incomplete
action cycle at the start and end positions, respectively (a value of
1 denotes an incomplete action cycle). A complete action cycle
is considered split across two clips only if both f in the last clip
and e in the subsequent clip are 1. In this case, the video-level
counting value should increase by one (as shown in the figure).

in Fig. 4. In the first two stages, we progressively op-
timize the periodicity transformer to extract robust peri-
odic representations. In stage 1, we align its embeddings
with video captions to achieve text semantic awareness, fol-
lowed by alignment with textual periodicity description in
stage 2. Building on the semantic understanding acquired
in stage 1, the periodicity transformer interprets periodic
descriptions in stage 2, facilitating a smooth transition to
periodicity-awareness. Finally, in stage 3, we optimize the
entire CountLLM through instruction tuning.

Stage 1. Semantic-aware Alignment In the first stage,
we utilize the WebVid-10M [6] dataset, which provides a
large number of video-caption pairs, to train the periodic-
ity transformer. A pre-trained CLIP text encoder [45] em-
beds each video caption, producing the textual embedding
E . To bridge the multimodal gap, we align the periodic em-
bedding Z with E by maximizing their mutual information,
thereby achieving a text semantic-aware alignment.

Specifically, we define the similarity calculation as
g(Z, E), where each of the n query embeddings in Z is
compared pairwise with E , and the highest similarity is se-
lected as the final result. Based on g, we compute the
softmax-normalized video-to-text and text-to-video similar-
ities for each periodic and textual embedding in a batch of
size K as follows:

sv2tk (Z) =
exp(g(Z, Ek)/τ)∑K
k=1 exp(g(Z, Ek)/τ)

, (6)

st2vk (E) = exp(g(Zk, E)/τ)∑K
k=1 exp(g(Zk, E)/τ)

, (7)

where τ is a temperature factor. Using the one-hot ground
truths yv2t(Z) and yt2v(E), we define the training objective
of video-text contrastive learning as follows:
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Figure 4. Progressive multimodal training paradigm of our CountLLM. In stage 1, periodic embeddings are aligned with video captions
to establish text semantic awareness, bridging the multimodal gap. Based on this semantic understanding, stage 2 further aligns periodic
embeddings with textual descriptions of periodicity, enabling a seamless transition to periodicity-awareness. Finally, stage 3 conducts
parameter-efficient instruction tuning, enhancing the LLM’s understanding and focus on the RAC task.

Lvtc =
1

K

K∑
i=1

(CE(yv2t(Zi), s
v2t(Zi))

+CE(yt2v(Ei), st2v(Ei))),

(8)

where CE represents the Cross Entropy Loss.

Stage 2. Periodicity-aware Alignment Building on the
semantic-aware alignment established in stage 1, the pe-
riodicity transformer gains an understanding of text. To
enhance its understanding of periodicity, which is crucial
for the RAC task, we replace the video captions with natu-
ral language description of periodicity, facilitating a smooth
transition to periodicity-awareness.

We first encode this textual description, which encapsu-
lates the semantic embeddings of periodicity, denoted as
Eper. Then, we employ periodicity-text contrastive learn-
ing to ensure alignment between periodic representations Z
and periodicity semantics Eper. In this setup, we use RAC
datasets, and select video clips containing repetitive actions
as positive samples and video clips without repetitive ac-
tions as negative samples. Our goal is to maximize the mu-
tual information between positive samples and periodicity
descriptions while minimizing it for negative samples. The
periodicity-to-text similarity can be formulated as:

sp2t(Z) = σ(g(Z, Eper)), (9)

where σ represents the Sigmoid function. The ground truth
yp2t(Z) is 1 for positive samples and 0 for negative sam-
ples. Finally, the overall training objective of periodicity-
text contrastive learning can be defined as:

Lptc =
1

K

K∑
i=1

BCE(yp2t(Zi), s
p2t(Zi)), (10)

where BCE represents the Binary Cross Entropy Loss.

Stage 3. Instruction Tuning After the previous two
stages, we conduct instruction tuning on the complete
CountLLM to further align its responses with the given in-
structions. We apply LoRA [17] to the pre-trained LLM
and video encoder, leveraging a small set of learnable pa-
rameters for parameter-efficient adaptation to the RAC task.
By combining the periodic tokens Ptoken projected from
ΦP with the textual tokens Ttoken from the text instruc-
tion, ΦL predicts each output token {r1, r2, . . . , rl} and
computes their softmax results for vocabulary classifica-
tion {C(r1), C(r2), . . . , C(rl)}. Meanwhile, we tokenize the
ground truth for each video clip into {y1, y2, . . . , yl} and
define the training objective for instruction tuning as:

Lllm =
∑
i

CE(C(ri), yi). (11)

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setups
Datasets We conduct experiments on three benchmarks:
RepCount [18], UCFRep [64], and Countix [13]. For Rep-
Count and Countix, we tune the hyperparameters on val-
idation set and report the results on test set, whereas for
UCFRep, we directly report our results on validation set.

Evaluation Metrics We employ two widely used metrics
in this task, which are Off-By-One (OBO) count accuracy
and Mean Absolute Error (MAE). OBO measures the ac-
curacy rate of repetition count over the entire dataset, while
MAE represents the normalized absolute error between the



Method Encoder RepCount UCFRep
MAE ↓ OBO ↑ MAE ↓ OBO ↑

RepNet [13] R2D50 0.995 0.013 0.998 0.009
Context [64] RX3D101 0.879 0.155 0.147 0.790
Si & So† [66] R(2+1)D18 0.732 0.196 0.143 0.800
TransRAC [18] VSwinT 0.443 0.291 0.441 0.430
Full [25] VSwinT 0.410 0.327 0.461 0.333
MFL [33] RX3D101 0.384 0.386 0.388 0.510
ESCounts [50] VideoMAE 0.213 0.563 0.216 0.704

CountLLM VSwinT 0.209 0.552 0.153 0.802
VideoMAE 0.162 0.639 0.116 0.839

Table 1. Comparisons on RepCount and UCFRep. The best results
are highlighted in bold, and the second-best results are underlined.
†: Sight & Sound. Our CountLLM surpasses previous approaches
on two metrics, showcasing excellent counting accuracy.

ground truth and the prediction. They can be defined as:

OBO =
1

N

N∑
i=1

[|c̃i − ci| ≤ 1] (12)

MAE =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|c̃i − ci|
c̃i

(13)

where c̃i denotes the ground truth, ci represents our predic-
tion, and N is the number of videos in the dataset.

Baselines We compare with several baselines on Rep-
Count and UCFRep, as listed in Tab. 1. For Countix, we
compare only with RepNet, Sight & Sound, and ESCounts,
as the other methods cannot effectively handle the lack of
fine-grained annotations. For consistency, we report the per-
formance of these baselines as stated in their respective pa-
pers. If results are unavailable, we re-implement them using
the optimal hyperparameters from the original works.

Implementation Details We implement two video en-
coders: Video Swin Transformer [37] and VideoMAE [54],
both pre-trained on Kinetics [9]. Vicuna-7B [12] is used as
the LLM. We set 64 learnable periodicity queries in the 12-
layer periodicity transformer, and insert LoRA [17] mod-
ules into the attention layers of both video encoder and
LLM, with hidden dimension r = 16. For training, we
use WebVid-10M [6] in stage 1, and RAC datasets in stages
2 and 3. In stage 1, we train with 16-frame videos for 10
epochs, and for 50 epochs in stage 2; in stage 3, we use 32-
frame videos for 50 epochs. For testing, video frames are
sampled at intervals to ensure each clip contains 32 frames.
Experiments are conducted on 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs.

4.2. Main Results
As shown in Tab. 1 and Tab. 2, CountLLM outperforms pre-
vious methods across three benchmarks. On the RepCount
dataset, with the same encoder, CountLLM surpasses Tran-
sRAC by +0.261 and Full by +0.225 on OBO metric. Us-

Method Encoder Countix
MAE ↓ OBO ↑

RepNet [13] R2D50 0.364 0.303
Sight & Sound [66] R(2+1)D18 0.307 0.511
ESCounts [50] VideoMAE 0.276 0.673

CountLLM VSwinT 0.246 0.706
VideoMAE 0.215 0.801

Table 2. Comparisons on the Countix show that CountLLM
demonstrates superior performance on two metrics.

Method RepCount → UCFRep RepCount → Countix
MAE ↓ OBO ↑ MAE ↓ OBO ↑

RepNet 0.998 0.009 0.729 0.183
Context 0.762 0.412 0.654 0.208
TransRAC 0.640 0.324 0.593 0.364
MFL† 0.523 0.350 — —
ESCounts 0.317 0.571 0.374 0.521

CountLLM 0.139 0.816 0.281 0.730

Table 3. Comparison of cross-dataset generalization. X → Y
denotes that the model is trained on X and tested on Y . †: Results
on Countix are unavailable as MFL is not open-source.

ing a more advanced encoder further boosts the OBO met-
ric of CountLLM from 0.552 to 0.639. This advantage is
also evident on the UCFRep and Countix datasets, where
CountLLM achieves an OBO improvement of +0.135 over
ESCounts on UCFRep and of +0.128 on Countix.

We analyze that previous approaches use handcrafted
modules to regress periodic heatmaps, which limits their
representational capacity. In contrast, CountLLM leverages
pre-trained LLMs to incorporate powerful reasoning capa-
bilities. Through explicit periodic text prompts and a care-
fully designed progressive training scheme, CountLLM en-
hances its periodicity awareness, enabling accurate capture
of variable and non-homogeneous periodic patterns.

4.3. Cross-Dataset Generalization
We compare the challenging cross-dataset generalization
of different approaches, where each model is trained on
RepCount and tested on UCFRep and Countix. As shown
in Tab. 3, CountLLM demonstrates excellent generalization
across two datasets. 1) Horizontal comparison: Com-
pared with ESCounts, CountLLM achieves improvements
of +0.245 on UCFRep and +0.209 on Countix, respec-
tively. The performance gains over other approaches are
even higher. 2) Vertical comparison: The performance of
all methods declines to some extent in cross-dataset setting
(as compared with the regular setting in Tab. 1 and Tab. 2).
However, CountLLM shows only a slight decline, demon-
strating stronger robustness than other methods.

Overall, both horizontal and vertical comparisons indi-
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Figure 5. CountLLM demonstrates strong generalization when applied to out-of-domain repetitions, which differ significantly from the
training data, rendering existing RAC approaches ineffective. Meanwhile, current video MLLMs lack periodicity awareness and perform
poorly in counting them. For clearer understanding, the content of these videos is described in the figure (which is not input to CountLLM).

Methods Encoder MAE ↓ OBO ↑
RepNet [13] R2D50 0.86 0.35
OVRCounter [14] ViViT [5] 0.39 0.59
CountLLM VSwinT 0.26 0.65

Table 4. Comparison of generalization on OVR-Kinetics dataset.

cate that our CountLLM effectively leverages general peri-
odic semantics in text prompts and the reasoning capabili-
ties of LLM, thereby reducing overfitting to the training set
and enhancing generalization in the RAC task.

4.4. Out-of-Domain Generalization
We compare the generalization of CountLLM with several
RAC approaches and video MLLMs by selecting various
out-of-domain repetitions, including repetitive actions of
animals and cartoon characters, as well as periodic mo-
tions of non-living entities, such as clock movements and
planetary motions. The results are illustrated in Fig. 5.
1) RAC approaches. Existing RAC methods fail to ac-
curately count these out-of-domain actions. We analyze
that they primarily rely on supervised learning from specific
training sets containing only common human fitness activi-
ties, which makes them prone to overfitting and limits their
ability to understand general periodic patterns. 2) Video
MLLMs. Current video MLLMs, such as VideoChat2 [30],
GPT-4V [41], and VideoChatGPT [40], cannot reliably
count these various repetitions. We attribute this limitation
to their lack of periodicity awareness. These MLLMs focus
on general video understanding during training, thus lack-
ing specific periodic guidance and struggling with counting

these challenging periodic motions.
In contrast, our CountLLM accurately counts repetitions

that differ entirely from those in the training set. We ana-
lyze that the explicit periodic text prompt encapsulates the
key properties of repetitive actions, which are independent
of specific action categories, thus preventing overfitting to
the training set. Meanwhile, through instruction fine-tuning
tailored for RAC task, the LLM develops periodicity aware-
ness, enhancing its ability to understand and extract periodic
patterns. These design choices enable CountLLM to effec-
tively handle unseen and out-of-domain actions.

Additionally, we test the generalization on the recently
proposed OVR dataset [14], which contains a large number
of videos with a huge variety of open vocabulary actions.
As shown in Tab. 4, our CountLLM surpasses the open vo-
cabulary counting baselines, which further demonstrates the
strong generalizability of CountLLM.

4.5. Ablation Studies

Instruction Conversation We analyze the components
in instruction-driven conversation: 1) W/o periodicity de-
scription. In this case, we remove the periodicity descrip-
tion and directly question the LLM. As shown in Tab. 5, the
lack of textual description leads to a decline in both met-
rics. This occurs because the LLM cannot fully grasp the
definition of repetitive actions before performing the RAC
task. 2) W/o decimal string answers. Here, we remove the
fixed-length decimal string answers and instead use addi-
tional learnable tokens to represent counting values. Specif-
ically, we add a set of learnable tokens ⟨0000⟩, ⟨0001⟩, ...,
⟨9999⟩ into the tokenizer to represent each value and tune
them during training. As illustrated in Tab. 5, these learn-



Settings RepCount Val Set
MAE ↓ OBO ↑

w/o periodicity description 0.305 0.476
w/o decimal string answers 0.392 0.387

All (our CountLLM) 0.166 0.631

Table 5. Ablation studies on instruction conversation. W/o peri-
odicity description: We directly question the LLM without pro-
viding a description. W/o decimal string answers: We adjust the
answer format by introducing additional learnable tokens.

Progressive Training Stages RepCount Val Set
S-A Alignment P-A Alignment MAE ↓ OBO ↑

0.402 0.368
✓ 0.363 0.417

✓ 0.236 0.551
✓ ✓ 0.166 0.631

Table 6. Ablation studies on the semantic-aware (S-A) alignment
and periodicity-aware (P-A) alignment in progressive training.

able tokens result in a notable decline in performance. We
attribute this to the fact that, compared with decimal strings,
learnable tokens lack flexibility and require retraining of the
embedding layer, with their effectiveness constrained by the
limited scale of current RAC datasets.

Progressive Training We propose semantic-aware and
periodicity-aware alignment to optimize the periodicity
transformer before instruction tuning, with each stage an-
alyzed in Tab. 6. 1) If both semantic-aware and periodicity-
aware alignment are removed, the metrics decline signifi-
cantly, with the OBO metric decreasing by 0.263. 2) When
we reintroduce the semantic-aware alignment, the perfor-
mance improves slightly, which we attribute to the par-
tial bridging of the gap between video and text modalities.
3) When we apply only the periodicity-aware alignment,
the performance shows a substantial improvement over the
baseline, with the OBO metric increasing from 0.368 to
0.551. We conclude that textual periodicity description en-
capsulates essential periodic semantics that are valuable in
the RAC task. By aligning with periodicity, robust periodic
representations are captured, providing the LLM with use-
ful context. 4) Finally, when we progressively apply both
semantic-aware and periodicity-aware alignment, the MAE
and OBO metrics reach their highest values.

Model Designs We investigate several model designs in
CountLLM: 1) Periodicity transformer. To establish a
baseline, we remove the periodicity transformer and instead
use a linear projector to directly convert video features into

LoRA Adaptation RepCount Val Set
ΦV (·) ΦL(·) MAE ↓ OBO ↑
w/o Periodicity Transformer

✓ ✓ 0.498 0.260

w Periodicity Transformer

0.409 0.357
✓ 0.239 0.546

✓ 0.317 0.498
✓ ✓ 0.166 0.631

Table 7. Ablation studies on the model designs. W/o Periodic-
ity Transformer: Video features are projected using only a linear
layer, with both S-A and P-A alignments removed. W Periodicity
Transformer: Both S-A and P-A alignments are included.

LLM tokens. As shown in Tab. 7, this design results in
a substantial performance decline, underscoring the impor-
tance of the periodicity transformer in compressing redun-
dant video features into essential periodic representations.
2) LoRA adaptation. We apply parameter-efficient LoRA
during instruction tuning to improve the adaptation of the
pre-trained ΦV and ΦL. As illustrated in Tab. 7, freez-
ing both ΦV and ΦL limits performance, as they may not
fully adapt to the RAC datasets. In contrast, inserting learn-
able LoRA layers into either ΦV or ΦL markedly enhances
both metrics. Finally, fine-tuning both ΦV and ΦL allows
CountLLM to achieve optimal performance.

5. Conclusion

CountLLM advances repetitive action counting by lever-
aging the powerful reasoning capabilities of pre-trained
LLMs through explicit periodic text prompts. By incorpo-
rating a structured template for periodicity-based instruc-
tion and a progressive training scheme, CountLLM achieves
superior performance across multiple benchmarks and ex-
hibits robust generalization to out-of-domain action scenar-
ios. These results underscore the potential of large language
models in opening promising avenues for broader applica-
tions in video analysis and beyond.

While CountLLM achieves impressive accuracy in repet-
itive action counting, it is partially constrained by the com-
putational demands of large language models, which re-
quire substantial GPU resources. This limitation may be al-
leviated by using lightweight LLMs. Furthermore, although
our structured, periodicity-focused templates enhance the
model’s interpretive capabilities, accuracy could potentially
be improved with even more precise periodicity descrip-
tions. Future work may explore optimized in-context learn-
ing strategies, potentially incorporating targeted examples
to strengthen periodicity recognition.
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