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Abstract

The exponential growth of digital video content has
posed critical challenges in moment-level video retrieval,
where existing methodologies struggle to efficiently localize
specific segments within an expansive video corpus. Cur-
rent retrieval systems are constrained by computational in-
efficiencies, temporal context limitations, and the intrin-
sic complexity of navigating video content. In this pa-
per, we address these limitations through a novel Interac-
tive Video Corpus Moment Retrieval framework that inte-
grates a SuperGlobal Reranking mechanism and Adaptive
Bidirectional Temporal Search (ABTS), strategically opti-
mizing query similarity, temporal stability, and computa-
tional resources. By preprocessing a large corpus of videos
using a keyframe extraction model and deduplication tech-
nique through image hashing, our approach provides a
scalable solution that significantly reduces storage require-
ments while maintaining high localization precision across
diverse video repositories.

1. Introduction

Recent advances in deep learning and computer vision
have led to remarkable performance across a wide range

*All authors contributed equally to this paper.
This research is fully supported by AI VIETNAM [1].

of tasks, including visual question answering, object de-
tection, recognition, and domain adaptation [46–51]. Be-
sides, with the rapid expansion of online video platforms,
Video Corpus Moment Retrieval (VCMR) faces significant
challenges, particularly in handling long videos with re-
dundant content, leading to apply deep learning method to
solve problems. VCMR involves identifying specific mo-
ments within videos from a large repository, typically com-
bining Video Retrieval and Single Video Moment Retrieval
(SVMR) [19, 34, 78, 79]. However, long videos with irrele-
vant segments degrade retrieval performance and increase
storage resources [76]. Additionally, text-to-video mod-
els struggle to localize moments effectively, as excessive
frames obscure key features [69].

Recent methods utilize keyframe-based retrieval [29, 54]
to reduce processing costs, yet ignoring temporal structure
hinders precise boundary detection. Moreover, retrieval
noise persists due to ambiguous queries and overlapping
content. Reranking techniques refine results by incorporat-
ing temporal consistency, evolving from feature matching
[7, 55] to Transformer-based models [64], though computa-
tional costs remain a challenge.

To address these limitations, we propose an efficient
VCMR framework that combines keyframe-based image
retrieval with temporal refinement. Our method signifi-
cantly reduces processing and storage costs while maintain-
ing high localization accuracy. This work introduces the
following key contributions:
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• Rerank Module: We leverage a novel reranking mecha-
nism called SuperGlobal Reranking [60]. By refining the
initial candidate moments, the approach combines both
stages of reranking into a single global stage, effectively
reducing both the memory footprint and computational
time without sacrificing the overall performance.

• Temporal Search: We propose Adaptive Bidirectional
Temporal Search (ATBS), a novel method for enhanc-
ing moment retrieval by jointly optimizing query similar-
ity and temporal stability. Unlike traditional similarity-
based approaches that often suffer from boundary mis-
alignment, ATBS employs a bidirectional search strat-
egy to accurately identify the start and end frames of a
moment. Additionally, we introduce stability weighting,
which prioritizes boundaries that exhibit higher temporal
coherence and consistency, ensuring a more reliable seg-
mentation.

2. Related work
Video Corpus Moment Retrieval (VCMR) aims to locate
specific video segments that align with textual queries,
leveraging a variety of innovative approaches. Research
spans supervised [13, 17, 27], weakly-supervised [13, 36],
and zero-shot paradigms leveraging multimodal large
language models [80]. Efficiency challenges are addressed
through fast retrieval frameworks [17] and cross-modal
common spaces. Annotation cost reduction techniques
include "glance annotation" [13] and pretraining on un-
labeled videos [9]. Performance improvements come
from modal-specific query generation [27], transformer
architectures [25], cross-modal interaction [17, 27],
graph neural networks [66], reinforcement learning [68],
semantic-conditioned modulation [45], boundary-aware
prediction [39], sentence reconstruction [10], tree LSTM
structures [65], and unified timestamp localization frame-
works [81].

Video Question Answering (VideoQA) has progressed
significantly, beginning with early methods that adapted
image-based QA by incorporating temporal modeling, at-
tention across frames, and memory networks to capture
dynamic context [18, 22, 23, 49, 72]. Multimodal fusion
strategies then grew more powerful, leveraging cross-modal
co-attention mechanisms, hierarchical video representa-
tions, graph convolutional networks, and even transformer-
based encoders to jointly model visual and linguistic infor-
mation for improved alignment and understanding [24, 35,
53]. To handle complex reasoning, later works introduced
relational modules like multi-step attention, spatio-temporal
scene graphs, and neuro-symbolic frameworks [43, 62, 71,
75]. Recently, the focus has shifted to scalable, generaliz-
able models using large-scale video–language pre-training
and synthetic data, enabling unified transformer-based ar-

chitectures to achieve strong zero-shot or few-shot perfor-
mance across diverse datasets, domains, and question types
with minimal task-specific fine-tuning [31, 33, 34, 70, 73,
74, 77].

Interactive Video Retrieval (IVR) enables human-
machine collaboration to iteratively refine video search
results, addressing the semantic gap in automated meth-
ods. Early systems used relevance feedback based on
low-level features [12, 57], later evolving into embedding-
based models that adapt to user input across sessions [6,
20]. Language-driven IVR introduced natural language
commands and follow-ups for dynamic refinement [4, 30,
37], powered by vision-language models like CLIP and
VideoBERT for flexible query understanding [8, 16]. Re-
inforcement learning and iterative grounding further im-
proved retrieval by modeling user intent and refining
temporal-spatial scopes [3, 14, 44, 59]. Enhancements
like visual dashboards, explainability, and few-shot per-
sonalization improved usability [28, 38, 52], while active
learning reduced annotation costs [2, 11]. Large-scale
benchmarks show IVR outperforms automated systems in
precision-demanding tasks [41, 42, 61], pointing toward a
future of adaptive, multimodal, feedback-driven retrieval
systems. Recent systems from the Video Browser Show-
down (VBS) demonstrate the growing capabilities of in-
teractive video search. diveXplore [32] supports diverse
multimodal queries and collaborative exploration, while VI-
SIONE and vitrivr [5, 58] leverage scalable indexing and
content-based retrieval with rich query support. Exquisitor
and VIRET [26, 40] enhance relevance feedback and deep
model-based annotation, enabling more precise and flexible
search interactions.

3. Methodology
To overcome the limitations of existing video moment re-
trieval systems, especially in handling long, untrimmed
videos with high redundancy and weak temporal precision,
we propose GRAB - a modular framework that integrates
efficient keyframe-based search with adaptive temporal lo-
calization. Our system is designed to significantly reduce
computational overhead while improving retrieval accuracy
and boundary localization. As illustrated in Figure 1, our
proposed framework comprises three core stages. First, in
Data Preprocessing (Section 3.2), we perform shot detec-
tion and extract a compact set of keyframes using a per-
ceptual hashing-based deduplication strategy, resulting in
a storage-optimized keyframe database. Next, in Search-
ing and Reranking (Section 3.3), user queries are embedded
and matched against keyframe embeddings using FAISS for
efficient similarity search, followed by a reranking stage
that refines results through contextual feature enhancement.
Finally, Temporal Search (Section 3.4) takes the top re-
trieved frames and performs bidirectional localization using



an adaptive scoring mechanism that balances semantic sim-
ilarity with temporal stability to identify precise start and
end timestamps.

3.1. System Overview
As depicted in Figure 2, our system allows a seamless
search experience through a three-stage process. After the
submission of the query, the system retrieves the top K
keyframes laid out in a grid view, with all corresponding
metadata for each keyframe being included. This initial re-
trieval process takes advantage of the BEiT-3 model to cre-
ate fine-grained visual and semantic understanding. After
retrieving the first set of keyframes, the user selects a pivot
keyframe to create a temporal search from these initial re-
sults. To facilitate this important step, we have optimized
the process so that the user only has to enter the first por-
tion of their query in the box. Once the user selects a pivot
keyframe, they can add the remaining text of their query for
the specific purpose of searching for temporal relationships.
The interface also provides moment exploration, where the
user can review frames that precede and follow the pivot
keyframe to establish context and continuity. In the final
stage of the process, as illustrated in Figure 3a, 3b, the
user reviews the temporal boundaries indicated within the
sequence they selected to make more pinpointed decisions
about what segments to cut. Included in this step is a Ques-
tion and Answering(QA) annotation process to allow users
to document important observations and answer on behalf
of the query’s requirements.

3.2. Data Preprocessing
During the data preprocessing phase, we extract keyframes
from the raw video data to represent its content effectively.
The set of extracted keyframes is denoted as K, where Ki

refers to the keyframe located at index i within the video. To
achieve this, we utilize the TransNetV2[63] model, which
is well-suited for detecting shot boundaries. For each seg-
ment with frame indices ranging from [a, b], we select four
keyframes [29, 54] based on the following formula:

kextract = {Ka+⌊i×(b−a)/3⌋ | ∀i ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3)} (1)

3.2.1. Keyframe Deduplication
A common challenge in keyframe extraction is the occur-
rence of near-duplicate frames, where multiple consecutive
keyframes contain highly similar content. To address these
issues, we utilize a near-duplicate removal strategy based
on perceptual hashing (pHash) [21]. The method effi-
ciently detects and removes visually redundant keyframes
by computing hash-based similarity scores. By filtering out
near-duplicates within a shot detected by the previous sec-
tion, we maintain a more compact yet representative set of
keyframes, improving both storage efficiency and retrieval
speed.

To identify visual similarity between frames within arbi-
trary video shots, we compute the similarity between two
keyframes Ii and Ij based on the Hamming distance be-
tween their corresponding perceptual hash representations:

D(Ii, Ij) =

N∑
k=1

⊮(hk
i ̸= hk

j ) (2)

Where:
• hi and hj are perceptual hashes of keyframes Ii and Ij .
• N is the hash length (e.g., N = 64 for an 8×8 pHash).
• ⊮(hk

i ̸= hk
j ) is an indicator function that counts bitwise

differences.
A frame is classified as a near-duplicate if:

D(Ii, Ij) ≤ N(1− τ) (3)

where τ is the similarity threshold (e.g., τ = 0.8).
Frames exceeding this threshold are grouped, and only one
representative frame per cluster is retained.

By removing near-duplicate keyframes, we achieve less
redundant data stored, leading to lower disk space require-
ments and faster search and retrieval.

3.2.2. Feature Extractor
In our approach, we utilize BEiT-3 as a deep learning-based
feature extractor to improve the accuracy of near-duplicate
detection. BEiT-3 [67] is a state-of-the-art vision-language
model that serves as a powerful feature extractor by lever-
aging a transformer-based architecture to capture high-level
semantic information from images. The feature extrac-
tion process involves preprocessing images into fixed-size
patches, embedding them into a high-dimensional space,
and passing them through multiple transformer layers to
generate rich contextual representations. The final output is
a compact feature vector that can be used for various tasks
such as similarity comparison, image retrieval, and near-
duplicate detection. By employing BeIT-3, we enhance the
robustness of our feature representations, leading to more
accurate and efficient visual analysis.

3.3. Searching and Reranking
3.3.1. Searching
In large-scale image retrieval, storing and searching through
high-dimensional feature embeddings efficiently is a crit-
ical challenge. To address this, we utilize FAISS [15],
a library designed for fast approximate nearest neighbor
(ANN) search. FAISS provides scalable indexing struc-
tures that enable rapid retrieval of similar images from mas-
sive datasets. The key advantage of FAISS is its ability to
handle millions to billions of vectors efficiently using op-
timized algorithms such as product quantization (PQ), in-
verted file indexes (IVF), and hierarchical navigable small
world (HNSW) graphs.



Figure 1. Overview of our GRAB — Global Re-ranking and Adaptive Bidirectional search system. The user begins by entering a
natural language query to search for semantically relevant keyframes in a preprocessed video corpus. a) In Section 3.2 data preprocessing,
raw videos are segmented using shot detection, and representative keyframes are extracted and deduplicated to form a storage-efficient and
visually diverse index. b) In Section 3.3 Embedding-based searching and reranking, the user query is embedded and compared against the
keyframe database using FAISS for fast retrieval, followed by SuperGlobal Reranking to refine the results. The user then selects a pivot
frame from the top-ranked results. c) In Section 3.4, Adaptive Bidirectional Temporal Search identifies precise start and end boundaries
based on semantic similarity and temporal stability. The interface supports interactive refinement and QA-based boundary validation.

Figure 2. User Interface of Our Interactive Video Corpus Moment
Retrieval System.

In our approach, we extract global feature embeddings
from images and store them in a FAISS index. During re-
trieval, a given query image is first converted into its feature
representation, which is then used to search for the top-M
nearest neighbors based on cosine similarity. This initial
search serves as a candidate selection stage, providing a re-
fined set of potential matches while maintaining computa-
tional efficiency. Using FAISS, we significantly reduce re-
trieval latency and memory overhead, making it feasible for
large-scale datasets without sacrificing accuracy.

3.3.2. Reranking
A standard practice for modern moment retrieval systems
is to perform coarse retrieval using global representations,
and then subsequently refine the retrieval on the candidate
subset using local features. However, this approach tends
to be computationally intensive and it is not scalable to
a large collection of videos where we extract millions of
keyframes.

To achieve efficient retrieval speeds and a reduced mem-
ory footprint while preserving accuracy, we incorporate the
SuperGlobal Reranking method, as introduced by Shao et
al. [60] in "Global Features are All You Need for Image Re-
trieval and Reranking". This approach uses global descrip-
tors for both the initial and reranking steps, significantly re-
ducing the computational overhead while maintaining accu-
racy. This approach leverages the Generalized Mean (GeM)
pooling mechanism [56], which provides the general capa-
bility for feature aggregation as described by. The global
descriptor is expanded using the equation:

fk =

(
1

Xk

∑
x∈Xk

xpk

) 1
pk

(4)

where fk is the feature to be refined,Xk represents the set of
neighbors of fk, and pk is a hyperparameter . We leverage



(a) Moment Selection

(b) QA and Boundary Selection

Figure 3. Visualization of different interaction components: (a)
Moment Exploration, (b) Moment Selection, and (c) QA and
Boundary Selection.

two special cases of this formulation: when pk = 1 (average
pooling) for image descriptor refinement and when pk →
∞ (max pooling) for query expansion.

SuperGlobal improves the quality of global features by
refining the representation of both the query and the re-
trieved images. Given a query image, its global feature
representation is updated in conjunction with its top-M re-
trieved images to generate an enhanced descriptor. This re-
fined descriptor better captures contextual and semantic in-
formation, leading to more accurate ranking decisions. In
the reranking stage, each query image maintains both its
original representation gq and an expanded representation
gqe. We then compute two sets of similarity scores:
• S1: Measures the similarity between the original query

descriptor gq and the refined descriptors gdr of the
database images.

• S2: Measures the similarity between the expanded query

descriptor gqe and the original global descriptors gd.
The final reranking score Sfinal is computed by averaging
the two similarity scores:

Sfinal =
S1 + S2

2
(5)

By incorporating SuperGlobal-based refinement, the most
relevant images are ranked higher, leading to improved re-
trieval performance. This approach effectively enhances
ranking stability while maintaining computational effi-
ciency, making it suitable for large-scale retrieval systems.

3.4. Temporal Search
Given a user-provided pivot frame from the selection of the
first process, which approximates the location of the mo-
ment described in the query, the fundamental challenge lies
in determining the exact temporal extension that captures
the intended action while preserving contextual coherence.
Conventional similarity-based retrieval approaches often
introduce difficulties in determining moment boundaries
due to temporal ambiguity, where multiple visually similar
frames exist in proximity to the actual moment, complicat-
ing boundary establishment. To address these issues, we
propose Adaptive Bidirectional Temporal Search, a sim-
ple yet effective method that improves retrieval precision by
jointly optimizing query relevance and temporal stability.
we decompose it into two directional sub-queries targeting
the start and end boundaries of the event. Our algorithm
performs a backward search from the pivot to identify the
start frame, and a forward search to locate the end frame.
Within each direction, candidate frames are ranked using
a composite score that balances how well a frame matches
the query with how stable it is in its local temporal neigh-
borhood. To quantify this stability, we introduce a confi-
dence measure based on the standard deviation of similarity
scores between each candidate frame and its nearby frames.
A frame with low variance is considered temporally stable,
suggesting that it belongs to a region of consistent visual
content and is less likely to lie near a scene transition or
visual disturbance. This property is critical for moment lo-
calization: stable frames are more likely to serve as natu-
ral semantic boundaries, acting as points of transition into
or out of coherent actions or scenes. In contrast, unstable
frames often occur in the middle of ongoing action, dur-
ing motion blur, or at abrupt cuts—conditions under which
frame-level similarity may be high but semantically mis-
leading. By combining stability with semantic alignment,
ABTS avoids selecting noisy frames and instead chooses
frames that are both meaningful and consistent.

The Algorithm 1 describes the implementation of the
adaptive bidirectional temporal search, designed to locate
the most relevant temporal segment given a query. The
algorithm operates by first identifying the video that con-



Algorithm 1 Adaptive Bidirectional Temporal Search for
Video Retrieval
Require: Query q, Pivot index p, Video dataset V , Embed-

ding modelM, Window sizesW
Ensure: Start and End frame indices (fs, fe)

1: Extract v from V corresponding to p
2: Compute frame embeddings E for v
3: Encode query segments: (esq, e

e
q)←M(q)

4: Initialize candidate sets: S, E ← ∅
5: for w ∈ W do
6: Extract local embeddings around p with range w
7: slocal, cs ← AdaptiveSearch(esq, Estart)
8: elocal, ce ← AdaptiveSearch(eeq, Eend)
9: S ← S ∪ {(slocal, cs)}

10: E ← E ∪ {(elocal, ce)}
11: end for
12: Select fs = argmax(s,c)∈S c
13: Select fe = argmax(e,c)∈E c
14: Compute timestamps (ts, te) from (fs, fe)

return (fs, fe, ts, te)

Algorithm 2 Adaptive Search

Require: Query embedding eq , Frame embeddings E ,
Similarity weight λs, Stability weight λt

Ensure: Best frame index f∗

Initialize similarity scores C ← ∅
for i ∈ {1, . . . , |E|} do

Extract frame embedding ei
Identify neighboring frames Ni

Compute similarity: si = Similarity(eq, ei)
Compute stability: ti = Stability(Ni, ei)
Compute confidence: ci = λssi + λtti
C ← C ∪ {(i, ci)}

end for
Select best frame f∗ = argmax(i,c)∈C c return f∗

tains the pivot index p in the video corpus V and comput-
ing frame-wise embedding E using a pre-trained embedding
model M. The query q is then split into two sub-queries,
each describing the anticipated start and end of the target
moment, and subsequently encoded by M to obtain the
corresponding embeddings esq and eeq . Since a moment in
this workshop ranges from 2–20 seconds, the search is per-
formed over multiple temporal window sizesW , extracting
local embeddings around the pivot frame p. As the pivot can
algorithmically represent either boundary, we set the win-
dow list to be 10 seconds, 15 seconds, and 20 seconds. The
adaptive search algorithm (Algorithm 2) is then applied
separately to locate the optimal start and end frames based
on similarity and stability scores. The highest confidence
frame indices are selected as the final segment boundaries
(fs, fe), which are subsequently assigned to timestamps (ts,
te), providing precise temporal localization of the retrieved

moment.
The key component of the moment localization process

lies in Algorithm 2, which selects the most relevant frames
by computing a confidence-weighted score that integrates
both semantic similarity and temporal stability. Given a
query embedding eq and a set of candidate frame embed-
dings E , the algorithm iterates through each frame and de-
termines the score based on two complementary measures.
The similarity score si quantifies how closely a frame em-
bedding aligns with the query and is computed as:

si =
eq · ei
||eq||||ei||

(6)

While similarity alone captures semantic alignment, it is of-
ten insufficient due to visual noise or abrupt scene transi-
tions. To migrate this, the algorithm incorporates a stability
score ti, which determines how consistent a frame is within
its local temporal neighborhood Ni. This is formulated as:

ti = 1−min(1, 2 · σ({ej · ei|j ∈ Ni})) (7)

Where σ(·) denotes the standard deviation of cosine similar-
ities among neighboring frames. This formulation ensures
that frames belonging to stable temporal regions receive
higher scores, reducing the likelihood of selecting outliers,
blurred, or transition frames [Repeat Temporal Stability].
The final confidence score, ci, is obtained by computing the
weighted similarity and stability score with hyperparame-
ters λs and λt:

ci = λssi + λtti (8)

By jointly optimizing for semantic relevance and temporal
coherence, the adaptive search mechanism robustly selects
the most reliable frame, ensuring precise localization of the
retrieved video moment.

4. Experimental results
In this section, we evaluate our interactive video retrieval
system on two tasks: Known-Item Search (KIS) and
Video Question Answering (QA). Each case study high-
lights the impact of key system components such as rerank-
ing and temporal search, providing qualitative insights into
system performance, strengths, and limitations. We show-
case a representative example for each task that best demon-
strates the system’s effectiveness in real-world scenarios.

4.1. Know-Item Search task
4.1.1. With Reranking
Our system first retrieves the most relevant keyframes, fol-
lowed by the proposed reranking strategy to prioritize se-
mantically relevant results.

Example Query: ‘Begin with the gleaming trophy on
display at the center of the perfectly manicured field, then



(a) Before using reranking

(b) After using reranking

Figure 4. Demonstration of our reranking function’s effectiveness
in retrieving frames most matching to the query.

transition to the broadcast team and commentators prepar-
ing for the live coverage. Show the packed stadium with
thousands of enthusiastic fans in team colors, followed by
dramatic moments when pyrotechnics light up the boundary
during a celebration. End with intimate team moments as
players huddle together in their distinctive uniforms, show-
ing both the New Zealand team in blue and the Australian
team in green and gold.‘

As shown in Figure 4, without reranking, the target
frame ranked in the top 6. With our proposed reranking, it
is promoted to the top 3, demonstrating improved relevance
and ranking accuracy.

The effect of reranking is especially evident when ap-
plied to complex, multi-step queries such as the one describ-
ing a full broadcast sequence—from trophy presentation to
live coverage to stadium-wide celebration. As evidenced by
the visual results, the initial retrieval surfaces visually sim-
ilar frames (e.g., stadium scenes, large crowds), yet seman-
tically inconsistent with the requested celebration phase.
Several top-ranked results depict unrelated moments, such
as pre-game camera setups or post-match crowd disper-
sals. After reranking, the system correctly promotes the key
frame featuring pyrotechnics lighting up the boundary, pre-
cisely matching the “dramatic moments” described in the
query. Additionally, the surrounding top frames shift to
show synchronized crowd celebrations, reinforcing align-
ment with the event’s peak moment. This demonstrates the
system’s ability to distinguish between narrative phases and
to prioritize results that match scene-specific actions and
context—a crucial capability when retrieving fine-grained
moments within a larger event timeline.

4.1.2. With Temporal Search

Beyond frame retrieval, users should be able to localize the
full video segment corresponding to the query. Our adaptive
temporal search identifies the start and end boundaries by

incorporating both semantic similarity and temporal stabil-
ity, while also capturing key spatial and temporal aspects of
the video content. Spatial scenarios are demonstrated in the
following query: ‘Capture a journey through a valley with
shots from a moving vehicle, showing the turquoise river
winding between steep cliffs and terraced fields. Frame the
dramatic mountain range in the background with billow-
ing white clouds embracing their peaks while keeping the
lush green vegetation in the foreground. Include perspec-
tives from bridge crossings that frame the river below with
metal railings in the foreground. End with a lingering shot
from the center of the bridge.‘

This query helps identify complex spatial relationships
in the scene: from foreground elements (river, mountain),
and background components (clouds) to motion indicators
(vehicle movement). As in Figure 5, our system demon-
strates strong spatial understanding by selecting frames that
accurately reflect the query’s described scene composition.
The chosen start frame (Frame 626) captures a clear view
of the turquoise river, fence, and distant mountains, align-
ing well with the spatial layout outlined in the query, with
the surrounding frames offering consistent visual context.
Notably, the end frame (Frame 705) precisely matches the
description of the last sentence of the query. A stable shot
of the bridge is selected over local keyframes, demonstrat-
ing the capability of the system to detect boundaries that
best align with both the semantic and visual content of the
query.

Beyond retrieval accuracy, our system offers an interac-
tive interface that enhances user experience. As shown in
Figure 5, the interface presents surrounding frames along-
side the selected start and end frames, allowing users to see
and verify the moment segment. By enabling users to vali-
date scene continuity and spatial consistency in real-time,
the system facilitates more precise and user-aligned mo-
ment localization.

Temporal factors are also demonstrated in the following
query: ‘The images depict a high-stakes poker game in dra-
matic close-up shots. The camera focuses on hands man-
aging poker chips and cards on a red felt table. Hands
adorned with gold rings adjust stacks of colorful chips
across the table. The camera focuses intensely on fingers
gripping the edge of face-down cards. With deliberate slow-
ness, the hand turns over its hidden treasure. In the final,
climactic shot, two aces are revealed—a pair of powerful
pocket rockets that signal a game-changing moment about
to unfold.‘

As in Figure 6, our system effectively captures temporal
narratives by identifying the precise start and end bound-
aries aligned with evolving events. The selected segment
follows a clear trend: from preparatory actions like handling
poker chips and drinks (Frame 260) to the climactic reveal
of two aces (Frame 637), matching the described tension



Figure 5. Demonstration of our temporal search function’s abil-
ity to recognize and interpret complex spatial compositions across
video sequences. The selected frames reflect accurate alignment
with the query’s described layout, capturing foreground, back-
ground, and motion cues to support precise moment localization.

Figure 6. In this demonstration, we highlight our search function’s
advanced temporal recognition capabilities, specifically in the con-
text of a high-stakes poker game scenario.

and resolution in the query. The surrounding frames pro-
vide smooth transitions that reinforce the story progression,
demonstrating the capability of the system to track not only
visual content but also the underlying temporal dynamics.
These results demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach
in handling complex temporal narratives, rather than static
visual descriptions alone.

In addition to accurate boundary localization, our sys-
tem demonstrates robust temporal reasoning by identifying
frames that align with both semantic transitions and tempo-
ral coherence. As shown in Figure 6, while multiple frames

Figure 7. Demonstration of accurate retrieval for a specific video
segment matching a detailed natural language query. This exam-
ple highlights the system’s ability to precisely localize complex,
multi-step actions and visual context, showcasing its effectiveness
in handling fine-grained moment retrieval within a large video cor-
pus.

share similar visual elements (e.g., red felt, poker chips,
hands), the system effectively selects Frame 637 as the end-
point, precisely capturing the climactic card reveal. This
choice reflects more than just visual similarity—it high-
lights the ability of the model to detect semantic shifts in
the narrative, from tension-building actions to the moment
of resolution.

4.2. Question Answering task
For the Question Answering task, we select the following
query: ‘A man wearing dark trousers and jacket, a scarf
and a horse mask walks down a path. There is a wooden
bench on the right, cars and houses in the background, and
litter on the path and grass. He shakes his head and puts
his hand to the head. The camera follows him as he walks
to another wooden bench and sits down. Which writer is
quoted at the start of this video‘?

As in Figure 7, the system retrieves the appropriate seg-
ment based on the event sequence. Users can refine the
result by selecting anchor frames and adjusting temporal
boundaries. The final answer—displayed in a subsequent
keyframe—is the quoted text: “Vicdanımız yanılmaz bir
yargıçtır, biz onu öldürmedikçe - Balzac”.

5. Conclusion
In conclusion, our comprehensive experimental evalua-
tion demonstrates the robust capabilities of the Interac-
tive VCMR framework across two critical tasks: Known-
Item Search (KIS) and Video Question Answering(QA) By
demonstrating promising performance across diverse sce-
narios, our approach proves the ability to capture not only
the visual similarity but semantic progression and temporal
stability yield a significant performance boost in video mo-
ment retrieval system. These findings reinforce the potential
of intelligent, context-aware retrieval systems to transform
how we interact with and navigate large video repositories.
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