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Fig. 1: The VisMoDAI interface comprises three key visualization components: (A) line charts presenting aggregated performance

metrics for evaluation, (B) bar and distribution plots for analyzing t

ask-driven model behavior, as well as (C) interactive scatterplot and

three-layer axis view for pattern discovery and instance inspection.

Abstract— Vision-language (VL) models have shown transformative potential across various critical domains due to their capability
to comprehend multi-modal information. However, their performance frequently degrades under distribution shifts, making it crucial
to assess and improve robustness against real-world data corruption encountered in practical applications. While advancements

in VL benchmark datasets and data augmentation (DA) have co

ntributed to robustness evaluation and improvement, there remain

challenges due to a lack of in-depth comprehension of model behavior as well as the need for expertise and iterative efforts to explore
data patterns. Given the achievement of visualization in explaining complex models and exploring large-scale data, understanding the

impact of various data corruption on VL models aligns naturally

with a visual analytics approach. To address these challenges, we

introduce VisMoDAI, a visual analytics framework designed to evaluate VL model robustness against various corruption types and
identify underperformed samples to guide the development of effective DA strategies. Grounded in the literature review and expert
discussions, VisMoDAI supports multi-level analysis, ranging from examining performance under specific corruptions to task-driven
inspection of model behavior and corresponding data slice. Unlike conventional works, VisMoDAI enables users to reason about the
effects of corruption on VL models, facilitating both model behavior understanding and DA strategy formulation. The utility of our system

is demonstrated through case studies and quantitative evaluation

Index Terms—Visual analytics, multi-modal model, corruption ro

s focused on corruption robustness in the image captioning task.

bustness, image captioning

1 INTRODUCTION

With the development of deep learning in recent years, research on
multi-modal learning has gained momentum, which addresses the chal-
lenges of synthesizing diverse data sources with different modalities
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such as language and vision [4]. Among these endeavors, a critical
point in this domain is the joint interactions between visual and textual
information. Vision-Language Pre-training (VLP) exemplifies an ap-
proach designed to establish multi-modal representations from massive
image-text pair datasets [22], facilitating improved performance on
downstream vision-language (VL) tasks and enabling the deployment
of VL models in real-world applications, such as autonomous driving,
robotic navigation, and medical diagnostics [6, 16,38].

The vulnerability of VL models to data corruption remains a ma-
jor concern [55,60]. Unlike perturbations generated by adversarial
attack algorithms [80, 82], which are deliberately engineered to trig-
ger errors, corruptions in real-world scenarios often stem from natural
or technical disruptions that pollute original inputs [29, 55, 60]. For
example, images captured under bad weather conditions or through
rapidly moving cameras may be impaired by fog, snow, or motion blur.
Thus, it is important for models to counter such variations to bolster
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the reliability of downstream VL tasks. Besides, attaining robustness
to distribution shifts caused by data corruption is a constant challenge
in deep learning. To address this issue, researchers have introduced var-
ious algorithms [26, 61], metrics [29, 53], and benchmarks [29, 55, 60]
aimed at evaluating and improving model robustness. However, these
numerical metrics-centric approaches and the complexity of VL models
can provide limited semantic understanding and analysis regarding the
impact of corruption on the VL model. In such scenarios, it becomes
crucial to inspect the model behavior under different corruptions for
effect analysis and further improvement.

Additionally, data augmentation (DA), a pivotal technique in deep
learning, enhances datasets by introducing invariant properties into
data [12, 14], thus improving model generalizability across various
tasks (e.g., object detection, relation awareness, and attribute de-
scription) [64,65]. Notably, DA has proven effective in strengthening
the robustness of VL models [33,71]. Despite the attractive result gains,
traditional augmentation techniques, such as random rotation, flipping,
cropping, and even the composite approaches, introduce variations in
orientation and scale but are rarely effective in fine-grained scenarios
and fail to capture real-world complexities [14]. In contrast to these
methods, corruptions from the real world provide a promising augmen-
tation way to enhance the model robustness [53]. Nonetheless, the
use of corruption for augmentation is often applied indiscriminately
across the entire dataset. Improperly designed strategies may fail to
align with task-specific requirements, resulting in suboptimal or even
deteriorated model performance. Current strategies often rely on exper-
tise to manually design or extensive tests of augmentations [12, 14, 58].
While efforts have been made to automated approaches by finding
augmentation policies for target datasets, many still face efficiency
limitations [14,39]. Moreover, establishing an interpretable connection
between augmentation strategies, model behavior, and their outcomes
remains a significant challenge.

The visualization community has effectively applied visual analytics
approaches to comprehend model behavior and explore datasets to sup-
port model assessment and enhancement [8,40,49,73,74,81]. We argue
that this paradigm is applicable to evaluate and improve the robustness
of VL models under corruption. In this paper, we introduce a visual
analytics framework, VisMoDAL, to inspect VL model performance
and behavior across diverse corruption inputs, as well as explore those
underperformed samples to further identify DA strategies. Drawing on
a literature review and expert interviews, we derived requirements and
design considerations that direct the visualization and interaction de-
sign. VisMoDAI employs multi-level designs to support analyzing the
effects of corruption on the VL model from three perspectives: aggre-
gated metrics of dataset-level performance, task-driven understanding
of model behavior, and in-depth analysis of salient data pattern for aug-
mentation. The effectiveness of our framework is demonstrated through
case studies and quantitative evaluations conducted on multi-modal
dataset [44]. In summary, our contributions include:

* A visual analytics framework, VisMoDAI, for evaluating VL model
robustness against data corruption and construction of data augmen-
tation strategies, showcased through image captioning;

* A suite of visual inspection and exploration methods to investigate
the behavior of VL model under various data corruptions and identify
the crucial patterns for data augmentation;

* Case studies and quantitative evaluations on a benchmark dataset to
demonstrate the effectiveness of our framework.

2 RELATED WORK

Our research addresses the challenges involved in analyzing the perfor-
mance and behavior of the VL models under corruption. In this section,
we provide an overview of related work focusing on VL models, their
robustness, and visualizations for analyzing them.

2.1 Robustness in Vision-Language Models

Vision-Language Models. The evolution of transformer-based mod-
els [67] has profoundly influenced multi-modal learning. Initially,
models like BERT [18] and GPT [57] demonstrated breakthroughs in

language tasks, which later extended to the vision domain with Vision
Transformers (ViTs) [21], achieving remarkable results in image classi-
fication. Building on this foundation, VLP leveraged large-scale image-
text datasets to learn multi-modal representations for VL tasks, utilizing
transformers to integrate and reason over visual and textual information.
Recent advancements, such as foundation VL models and large-scale
frameworks, continue to enhance VL understanding [35,36,45, 56].

Model Robustness in Deep Learning. Model robustness is a long-
standing challenge in deep learning aimed at ensuring reliable perfor-
mance in real-world scenarios. Extensive studies have been conducted
on the robustness of models in visual or language domains from vari-
ous aspects, including distribution shift, out-of-distribution (ood) data,
and adversarial learning, as well as metrics and benchmarks for ro-
bustness evaluation [2,7,68,70]. Additional studies have investigated
the impact of adversarial attacks [20, 34] and distribution shifts [29].
Furthermore, researchers have also explored techniques to improve
model robustness through novel architectures and optimization meth-
ods [50]. The multi-modal learning also recognizes the importance
of robustness, particularly for VL models used in critical applications
such as autonomous vehicles [16] , medicine [38], and robotics [6],
where robustness to corruption in real-world settings is highly required.
While advancements have been made in adversarial robustness for
VL models [37,47], corruptions often remain underexplored despite
their considerable impact on model reliability. Furthermore, current ap-
proaches for evaluating the corruption robustness of VL models [55,60]
still show some limitations. Numerous studies focus on overall per-
formance, neglecting the effects of different corruption types; Some
research provides qualitative analyses but still lacks an understanding
of the impact of corruption on the model. As such, these approaches
fail to offer a comprehensive explanation for the model behavior under
various corruption scenarios, which can be tackled in our framework.

Data Augmentation. Data augmentation serves as a fundamental
technique in deep learning for enhancing the generalizability and ro-
bustness of models. Basic DA methods, such as rotation, cropping,
and flipping, are widely employed to diversify samples. Additionally,
composite augmentation in uni-modal [19, 78, 79] and multi-modal
methods [23, 28, 33], designed with domain-specific knowledge, ex-
pand upon these basic techniques and have been applied to VLP and
the enhancement of VL model robustness [33, 71]. However, such
approaches may fail to address the complexities of real-world data.
Real-world corruptions have been explored as potential DA methods
to tackle these limitations [53]. Moreover, selecting an appropriate
augmentation strategy is critical, as poorly chosen policies can result
in suboptimal or even degraded model performance. While traditional
DA strategies often rely on manual design by experts or extensive ex-
perimentation [12, 14, 58], recent studies have increasingly focused on
automatic policy construction [14,39]. Despite advancements, some
automated approaches remain inefficient and lack interpretability, hin-
dering the understanding of relationships between data, policies, and
model performance. To address this, our framework analyzes the inter-
action between data and VL models under corruption while introducing
an interactive way to explore samples and design DA strategies to
enhance robustness.

2.2 Visual Analytics for Deep Learning

Visualization has emerged as an effective approach for analyzing both
visual and language transformer-based models in deep learning [17,
48,59,69,76]. Various techniques have been employed to visualize
the structures and parameters of attention-based models, including
projections [41, 77], parallel coordinate plots (PCPs) [41, 69], flow
maps [63], and heatmaps [32, 83]. For the language model, Shao et
al. [63] apply the attribution method to expand tree visualization to track
the paths in BERT, while other studies including works by Vig [69]
and DeRose et al. [17] support in-depth analysis of core structures like
tokens and heads across multiple layers; For the vision model, Li et
al. [41] focus on head importance to help users analyze the attention
patterns of ViTs. EL-VIT [83] aims at exploring and learning ViTs with
multiple views. With the development of VL models, visual analytics
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approaches have been adopted as a valuable tool for examining and
understanding their behavior, aiming to improve model capability and
reliability. For example, VL-InterpreT [1], offers visualizations of
cross- and intra-modal components within a VL model. VisQA [32]
provides a solution for analyzing bias in visual question-answering
models by reasoning different attention heads to predictions.

Recent visual analytics studies pay more attention to model security
from model vulnerability and dataset quality. Some works identify
model weaknesses under adversarial attacks [8, 15,49]. While sig-
nificant progress has been made in using visual analytics to interpret
models and enhance unimodal robustness against adversarial attacks,
the robustness of VL models under diverse corruptions remains un-
derexplored. Meanwhile, data-centric methods have been increasingly
utilized to evaluate and improve model performance by providing in-
sights into the data itself [9-11,40,73-75, 81]. MutualDetector [10]
focuses on exploring annotation and improving the performance of
object detector. Reweighter [75] targets to improve the data quality
by reweighting. SliceTeller [81] iteratively improves the model driven
by critical data slices. Li et al. [40] explore large-scale image datasets
and evaluate the captions. Xuan et al. [72-74] focus on identifying and
mitigating problematic data to support model validation, while also
improving the quality of model outputs. These approaches highlight the
value of analyzing model behavior from a data perspective. Building
on this foundation and addressing the above challenges, we propose a
framework that leverages tasks to inspect and understand data corrup-
tion effects and identify data patterns to guide augmentation strategies
for enhancing VL model robustness.

3 BACKGROUND

To illustrate our framework’s applicability to the corruption robustness
of VL models, this study focuses on image captioning, a representa-
tive downstream task. For this purpose, BLIP-2 [35], a foundational
VL model capable of image captioning, is utilized. Subsequently, an
overview of task-driven model evaluation is presented, along with
background on corruption robustness.

3.1 Image Captioning

Image captioning is a fundamental task in VL understanding with
widespread applications. This task bridges the gap between visual
comprehension and natural language generation, demanding a model
to understand the image and produce rational, semantically accurate
sentences [66]. The model for image captioning typically consists of
two main components: a visual encoder and a text decoder. The visual
encoder extracts a representation from the input image, and the text
decoder uses the representation to predict the words in the caption.
The text decoder auto-regressively predicts each word based on the
generated words and the encoded image representation. Furthermore, as
a foundation VLP method, BLIP-2 [35] effectively bridges the modality

gap for vision-language understanding and generation tasks, is widely
utilized in image captioning and commonly serves as a baseline model
in many benchmarks., and is thus selected for our framework.

3.2 Task-driven VL Model Performance Evaluation

To enable a more granular VL model evaluation, numerous studies have
adopted a task-driven approach, dividing the evaluation into multiple
tasks to assess the model’s capabilities across specific dimensions [2,3].
It frequently utilizes semantic proposition categories to analyze and
interpret the model’s proficiency in specific capabilities, such as object
detection, relational awareness, and attribute description, along
with the subcategories of the attribute, including color perception,
counting, and understanding of size. Such a framework provides
insights into specific capabilities of VL models, such as their under-
standing of color or ability to count objects. To support task-specific
evaluation, scene graph parsing (SGP) is a widely used approach for
systematically analyzing the tasks performed by the VL model for each
instance [2], as further detailed in subsection 5.2.

3.3 Corruption Robustness

VL models encounter various corruption on input in real-world ap-
plications. To measure a model’s ability to handle these corruptions,
we use the term corruption robustness. Unlike adversarial robustness,
it focuses on the average performance of a model in common sce-
narios rather than the worst-case performance against deliberate and
hard-to-distinguish perturbations. The definition of basic corruption
robustness [29] as Eq.c[P(yy)~p(F(c(x)) = y)] starting with a model
F defined with input X and output Y. This model is trained on a dataset
from the distribution D and a set of corruption functions C, with each
corruption approximating a corresponding frequency in the real world
as P¢(c). To evaluate corruption robustness and the impact of a specific
corruption, ¢, on a model can be measured using P(,. ) p (F (c(x)) = ).
Thus, the performance of the VL model [55] in image captioning under
different corruptions can integrate the specific image caption metrics to
evaluate corruption robustness, as shown in Figure 2. Besides, to apply
the corruption to the data, Hendrycks et al. [29] propose 9 corruption
types, which are widely used in enhancing the model robustness [25,46].
Qiu et al. [55] further elaborate on the taxonomy for evaluating VL
model robustness. The taxonomy of corruption types is used in our
framework as follows: 1) Noise: Gaussian noise, Shot noise, Impulse
noise, Speckle noise; 2) Blur: Defocus blur, Frosted Glass Blur, Motion
blur, Zoom blur; 3) Weather: Snow, Frost, Fog, Brightness; 4) Digital:
Contrast, Elastic, Pixelate, JPEG compression. Each corruption type
has five levels of severity, resulting in 80 perturbation methods in total.
Besides, original inputs are defined as severity level O in this work.

4 DESIGN OVERVIEW

To analyze complex model behavior and explore large-scale data pat-
terns under corruption for robustness evaluation and improvement, we
identify key requirements based on a literature review and expert dis-
cussions. Analytical design considerations supported by the framework
are subsequently derived from these established requirements.

4.1 Requirement Analysis

To establish a basis for the visual analysis of VL model performance
under diverse corrupted inputs, we reviewed existing studies on VL
model robustness analysis and evaluation [29,30,55,60], identifying im-
portant challenges in understanding the impact of corruptions on model
behavior. In addition, we examined research on data augmentation
and data quality analysis for improving VL model robustness [33,71]
through negative sample discovery in the design of data augmentation
strategies. We further refined our understanding of these challenges
through discussions with two domain experts (E1 and E2), specializ-
ing in the VL model. E1 is a professor from the computer science
department with over 15 years of experience in machine learning and
computer vision, while E2 (one of the co-authors) is a PhD student in
VL robust learning for six years. Both experts have published papers
on the VL model in computer vision-related venues.
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Based on the discussions, both experts underscored the critical role of
visualization in identifying and analyzing performance degradation due
to distribution shifts. They mentioned that existing research on robust-
ness [27,55,60] predominantly focuses on performance evaluation [62]
and the exploration of data augmentation (DA) strategies [23,71], em-
ploying basic visualization methods such as heatmaps or tabular data
within notebook-based environments. These tools, however, offer lim-
ited interactivity, which constrains the analysis of model behavior and
data quality, resulting in low efficiency and coarse granularity in the
evaluation process. These limitations highlight the need for a detailed
and interactive visual exploration environment, which our proposed
framework aims to provide. Specifically, we focus on four key aspects
of robustness evaluation and improvement under data corruption:

* R1: Leverage Performance Metrics as a Foundation. Aggregated
metrics provide a high-level understanding of the VL model’s perfor-
mance across corruption scenarios [55,66]. These metrics serve as
entry points for robustness evaluation and guide in-depth analyses.

¢ R2: Incorporate Multiple Levels of Data Granularity. The analy-
sis of robustness involves various levels of data granularity, including
corruption level, task level, and instance level. Incorporating these
distinct levels within a unified environment allows for a more compre-
hensive examination, encompassing both overall numerical indicators
and fine-grained analysis of model behaviors.

* R3: Identify and Interpret Model Behaviors. To further enhance
understanding, experts highlighted the importance of not only pro-
viding semantic explanations for these behaviors but also identifying
behavior changes pre- and post-corruption to derive insights into how
corruption impacts the model.

* R4: Extract and Analyze Data Patterns. Additionally, conducting
a more in-depth exploration of data patterns is essential. Experts
emphasized that extracting the data pattern with similar behavior and
discrepancy under corruption, along with analyzing these instances,
is crucial for understanding behavioral characteristics and guiding
effective data augmentation to enhance robustness.

4.2 Design Considerations

Based on the aforementioned research requirements, we further outline
a set of design considerations to direct our framework design.

DC1: Examine Aggregated Performance Metrics. Aggregated per-
formance metrics act as primary indicators for analysts, providing a
high-level understanding of the VL model’s robustness, which involves:

* Assessing the model robustness under specific corruptions; (R1, R2)
* Examining representative trends within these metrics. (R1, R2)

DC2: Inspect Model Behaviors Across Tasks. It is essential to
associate model behaviors with task-driven semantics (e.g., object
detection, relation awareness, and attribute description) and analyze
variations at a granular level. It includes:

 Relating model behaviors to task-specific semantic contexts; (R3)

* Investigating performance distributions across tasks and examining
variations from the dataset to the instance level. (R2, R3)

DC3: Uncover Data Patterns and Shared Characteristics. It aims
to uncover underlying patterns by analyzing data patterns and relation-
ships between instances within the data patterns. It consists of:

¢ Identifying the data pattern where instances exhibit similar underper-
formance and shared characteristics; (R3, R4)

» Exploring the relationships between individual samples within a
pattern to understand the drivers of behavior variations. (R3, R4)

5 VISUAL ANALYTICS FRAMEWORK

Based on the identified research requirements and design considera-
tions, we introduce VisMoDAl, a visual analytics framework designed
to understand the behavior of the VL model under corruption for evalu-
ation and improvement with three main components:

Overall Performance Analysis on Corruption (DC1). As the initial
component of the framework, this phase offers visual representations of
the VL model’s performance under each corruption across all severity
levels using multiple numerical metrics, in Figure 1 (A2). It also in-
cludes a comparison between the model’s performance under corruption
and the original (clean) condition. Such design facilitates a high-level
overview of the model’s robustness against specific corruptions, al-
lowing users to identify overarching trends and recognize significant
patterns within the metrics. These insights serve as a foundation for
more detailed analyses in subsequent components.

Visual Inspection of Model Behavior via Tasks (DC2). Based on
the foundational understanding of performance changes under corrup-
tion, this component provides semantic reasoning about the impact of
corruption on model behavior by introducing multiple tasks as interme-
diaries, Figure 1 (B). This area allows users to examine the variation in
the model’s ability on each task and perform comparative analysis.

In-depth Visual Exploration of Data Patterns (DC3). Analysts are
allowed to investigate the concrete behavioral characteristics of samples
contributing to the results under the specific task. By employing the
slice discovery method, samples with similar behaviors but reduced
performance under corruption are grouped. This panel supports the
identification of underlying data patterns and enables instance-level
exploration and analysis, aiding in the selection of samples for targeted
data augmentation, in Figure 1 (C1-2).

5.1 Overall Performance Analysis on Corruption

Statistical metrics offer a comprehensive evaluation of VL model per-
formance across various corruption types and severity levels (R1, DC1).
Furthermore, the metrics act as a reference to guide further analysis.

Performance Evaluation Metrics. Drawing from established litera-
ture on the performance evaluation of VL. models in image caption-
ing [2,5,43,54,68,70], the following five standard measures, widely
adopted in the evaluation of VL models, have been selected to assess
robustness against corruption. These measures assess multiple aspects
of the VL model’s output simultaneously. BLEU [54] evaluates lin-
guistic correctness by measuring n-gram precision, focusing on word
choice accuracy for n = 1 and fluency for n =2 —4. METEOR [5]
emphasizes recall by matching unigrams between model outputs and
ground truths (GTs), considering exact matches, stemming, and se-
mantic similarity. ROUGE_L [43] measures structural similarity by
identifying the longest common subsequence of tokens between candi-
dates and references, allowing for gaps. CIDEr [31] assesses consensus
using cosine similarity of TF-IDF weighted n-grams, balancing preci-
sion and recall. SPICE [2] focuses on semantic content by matching
tuples from scene graphs of candidates and references, prioritizing
meaning over fluency. Higher values across all these metrics indicate
a stronger correspondence between the model’s output and the GT.
When aggregated at the dataset level, these metrics not only provide
a comprehensive assessment of the VL model’s performance under
different corruption scenarios but also enable robustness evaluation by
comparing performance on corrupted inputs to that on clean inputs.
Shown in the Figure 1 (A2), this view is designed to visualize overall
performance changes of standard metrics as severity levels increase
under a given corruption. It consists of six line charts, each repre-
senting a distinct performance metric: BLEU1, BLEU4, METEOR,
ROUGE_L, CIDEr, and SPICE. When a corruption type is selected,
metric values are plotted on the line charts. The horizontal axis of
each chart represents the severity levels of corruption, ranging from 0
(original input) to 5 (highest severity), while the vertical axis is scaled
dynamically to accommodate the maximum value within the visible
range of the chart. This visualization highlights the performance trends
of the VL model as it changes from original to corrupted inputs with
higher severity levels. It offers a comprehensive understanding of the
model’s robustness by analyzing trends across multiple metrics at the
dataset level. When a significant trend is identified in the overview,
such as a corruption type with notably lower performance metrics, the
analyst can investigate the model’s behavior in detail by selecting the
corresponding severity level on the performance line chart.
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Fig. 3: The pipeline of task-driven analysis of each instance.
5.2 Visual Inspection of Model Behavior via Tasks

Decomposing the model’s performance across multiple tasks provides
a more detailed semantic understanding of the VL model’s behavior,
beyond aggregate metrics under specific corruption types and severity
levels (R2, R3, DC2). This component provides a task-driven com-
parison and interpretation of how the VL model’s abilities vary under
the selected corruption scenarios and in the original condition (Fig-
ure 1 (B)). Building on the trend identified in the first component, the
analyst delves into a more detailed examination of the model’s behav-
ior. The task-specific behavior of the VL model is analyzed through a
two-step process and visualized using bar charts and distribution plots
based on task-related metrics. In alignment with R3, which emphasizes
the need of comparing behavior changes before and after corruption to
evaluate their impact on the model’s robustness, the comparisons are
presented across multiple dimensions in a juxtaposed manner, including
the count of task-relevant samples, error rate, attention-shifting rate,
and sensitivity to each task of the VL model.

Task-driven Model Behavior Analysis. To facilitate a deeper un-
derstanding of model behavior, we incorporate tasks as a medium to
establish context for analysis, the pipeline illustrated in Figure 3.

Text-level Matching: SGP is applied to examine the tasks performed
by the VL model for each instance. A scene graph (SG), widely rec-
ognized for its ability to represent semantic descriptions, provides a
graph-based structure where a set of objects classes, their attributes
(A), and relation types (R) between them are constructed. Besides,
color, count, size € A are specific attributes of objects, representing
their color, quantity, and scale. Given the VL model output (v), the
scene graph can be formally defined as a tuple [2,42]:

G(v) = (0(v),E(v),D(v)), )

where O(v) = {oy,...,0,} represents the set of objects, E(v) C O(v) x
R x O(v) is set of edges describing the relations between objects, and
D C O(v) x A, which defines the set of attributes linked to the objects.
For instance, the SG derived from the caption (in Figure 3) can be
represented: {(car), (street, winding), (car, two), (car, gray), (building,
small), (building, on either side of, street)}.

We employ a language model [42] to conduct SGP on both the
VL model output and the given GT. First, we extend the vocabulary
in [2] related to subcategories of attributes, focusing on color and size,
to ensure more detailed representation and analysis. By analyzing
the differences between the resulting SGs, this approach effectively
identifies the specific tasks being assessed in each instance with respect
to the VL model’s ability to perform them (relevant or not), as well
as evaluates its performance on those tasks. To compare candidate
and reference SGs, the reference SG is first enhanced by incorporating
a synonym set for more accurate matching [42]. A binary matching
operation ® is then applied to finding True Positives (TP, matching
tuples) between the two SGs, along with the False Negatives (FN, tuples
present only in reference), and False Positives (FP, tuples present only in
candidate). This process enables a text-level analysis of the alignment

and discrepancies across various semantic categories (i.e., tasks), t €
7 ={object,attribute,relation,color,count,size}.

Image-level Judgment: While the text-level comparison provides a
basic evaluation of the candidate and reference alignment for each task,
the inherent incompleteness of GTs can cause correct predictions to
be misjudged due to overlooked elements in the original image. For
instance, a GT of image in Figure 3 was described as: A building-lined
street with three lanes and light traffic, omits a car, leading to it being
misclassified as an FP despite correct identification by the candidate.
To address this issue, we introduce an image-level correction using the
external steering model CLIP [56]. For each FP element, a descrip-
tive sentence is generated using predefined templates. For instance,
for an object FP like car, the sentence would be: a photo of a car.
The CLIP image and text encoder are subsequently utilized to gen-
erate embeddings for both the original image and the corresponding
generated sentence. The similarity between the embeddings is com-
puted, and elements from the original FP set (i.e., F Py, that exceed
a similarity threshold of 0.25, are identified. The threshold is set to
balance modest single-element similarity with the image, preventing
false negatives while ensuring a proper selection standard. These ele-
ments are removed from F P,,,, and assigned to the correct set, defined
as AC = F Pyqyy — F Pyey, Where F Py, is an updated tuple that reduces
misclassifications. The updated results provide a more precise view
of the VL model’s performance across tasks, offering insights into its
ability to handle diverse tasks. Additionally, they allow for the compu-
tation of the task-based distribution from multiple dimensions, enabling
a more comprehensive understanding of the model’s behavior.

Data Transformation and Visual Encoding: Building upon the re-
fined results obtained from the image-level judgment, the process of
visualization in Figure 1 (B) consists of two parts: data transformation
and corresponding visual encoding. First, the data in the results of
each task is transformed into several values that capture various aspects
of the VL model’s performance to interpret model behavior. For a
dataset containing N instances, is represented by N x M tuples in the
format (I;, Cap;, GT; j,t) where I; denotes an image, Cap; is the model
output, GT; ; is the j-th GT (j € M). For each instance, we assign
a label Arm;; to indicate whether the model attempts a specific task.
If TP, |+ |FP™i, j,t| # 0, then Atmi,t = 1, meaning the task is at-
tempted; otherwise, Atm; ; = 0. The error rate and attention-shifting rate
are computed only when Atm;; = 1. Besides, Cnt; = ):?’: 1 L(Atm;, =1)
represents the total samples where the model attempts the task.

The error rate, Err; j,, quantifies the proportion of erroneous ele-
ments produced by the model within a specific task:

_ Y ErrijN(Ammi=1)

Fpe
Errig = T L(Amia=1) @

Errija = o rmrm

The attention-shifting rate, Sf; j;, quantifies the model’s attention
shifts in focus from elements unique to GT; ; (i.e., F'N; j) to elements
uniquely and correctly identified within Cap; (i.e., AC; ) for image I;:

if denom. # 0

M oSf it=
: s ‘i.’t Xz Sfija l(Atmit 1) ) (3)
otherwise

|AC; ju|
2= { JAG U [+FN 2 =
Sfijt 0 it i Y I(Atmii=1)

Additionally, the sensitivity, Sen; ;;, represents the model’s tendency
to engage in a specific task among these tasks:

SGeap, |
Sen;; = [SGeap| (4)

where SGeap, ¢ = FPY UTP, j,.

At the dataset level, the metrics Erry, Sf;, and Sen; for each task as
following formulations:

Err, = Za Erry Lty =1)

N SfiL(Atmi,=1) YV Sen;, I(Atm;=1)
i=19Jit it . i=1 it it
i 6)

L 1
Sfi = T, 3 Seny = ~

The above metrics offer a comprehensive evaluation from multiple

levels and aspects for each task, where I(+) is the indicator function.
Based on the defined metrics, the task-driven inspection view orga-

nizes the task-based summary panel in a list-based layout, displaying
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Fig. 4: The approach of pattern discovery through error-aware clustering.

Cnt;, Erry, Sf, and Sen; as colored bars. For each metric within the
task, two aligned bars represent the selected corruption-severity level
and the original input, enabling direct comparative analysis. Besides,
density plots of Erry, Sf;, and Sen; of corrupted inputs are included to
analyze their distributions, providing deeper insights into the impact of
corruption on the VL model’s behavior from the task perspective.

5.3

At the most detailed level of analysis, this component focuses on uncov-
ering salient data patterns for the selected task and analyzing instances
within those patterns. When task ¢ is selected for further exploration,
the method identifies patterns among instances where Arm; ; = 1, based
on two primary constraints: images and captions with higher visual
and textual similarity are positioned closer together, and captions with
lower similarity to their corresponding GT are similarly grouped. These
constraints enable a summarization of model behavior based on these
data patterns, highlighting semantically similar instances that consis-
tently exhibit poor performance. Moreover, the identified patterns
and detailed instance-level insights are employed as data augmentation
samples to improve robustness, addressing R4 in alignment with DC3.

In-depth Visual Exploration of Data Patterns

Data Pattern Discovery and Analysis. To quantify the similarity
between instances and uncover data patterns for further analysis and
augmentation, a distance calculation method is introduced, guided by
the aforementioned constraints base on [24], shown in Figure 4. For two
instances i and k, their distance (i.e., dist (i, k)) is computed as follows:
First, the selected VL model image encoder (i.e., fimg(:) € RPatchxding
and text encoder (i.e., fiy(-) € RmaxJengthxdiy are applied to encode
the image, caption, and GT, respectively. To the first constraint, to
compute the distances between images and between captions: Given
the distance of Images (i.e., dist;(i,k)) of I; and I, as well as the
distance of Captions (i.e., distcqp (i, k)) of Cap; and Capy:

distimg(i,k) =1— cos(Eiimg,E,img);

distcap(i,k) = 1 — cos(EC? \EEP), (6)

where E"8 ¢ Rins | ECaP ¢ Réer and EOTi € R%x represents the max-
imum embedding (i.e., max(-)) extracted from the fi,,¢(-) and fr (-).
To the second constraint, compute A as the difference between each
caption and its GTs. The quality distance dist,,q (i,k) ensures instances
with similar error patterns are closer, measuring whether the “direction
of deviation” between two caption-GT pairs is similar:

A= ECor TR ET

i

5 diStqual(ivk) =1- COS(A,‘,A](), (7)

where cos(-,-) is the cosine similarity. Based on these two constraints,
the distance between two instances can be computed as:

dist (i, k) = S CRTAN () (1 o) 4 ity (i,k) x @, (8)

where a € [0,1] is a hyperparameter balancing raw similarity and
alignment quality. To align with the purpose discussed in section 7, we
set oo = 0.1, and further validated it through consistency and cluster
quality analysis in the supplementary material.
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Layout and Visual Encoding: To discern the underlying patterns among
instances with similar behaviors, we utilize clustering to delineate their
groupings based on the defined distance dist(i,k). Specifically, we
employ the HDBSCAN algorithm [51], which operates on pairwise
generation similarities, to identify cohesive clusters of instances. This
approach is critical for capturing both local and global relationships
within the data, offering a structured perspective on how instances
contribute to similar outcomes in the VL model while effectively fil-
tering out outliers, which either lack semantic similarity or exhibit
underperformance that is not sufficiently representative, to facilitate
valuable pattern discovery and analysis. Projection techniques are ap-
plied to manage the complexity of instances combining textual and
visual information, which leads to high-dimensional embeddings. Us-
ing UMAP [52], these embeddings are projected into a two-dimensional
space, enabling clearer visualization of relationships and patterns in a
scatterplot. Clustering results are further encoded with color for each
dot using a categorical color scheme, emphasizing distinctions between
patterns and highlighting internal relationships within clusters, offering
a more structured and intuitive understanding of the data. Besides, to
mitigate and enhance labeled clusters with more visual guidance, an
additional design is to draw a contour map for each labeled cluster us-
ing the kernel density estimation method, shown in Figure 1 (C1). This
is intended to reveal the density of the dots, and the density levels are
represented by the lightness of the filled contour colors and the stroke
width of the contour lines. To provide a more meaningful semantic
description of each cluster’s patterns, the most frequent element in the
captions within the selected task is displayed at the cluster’s centroid.

Interaction: When hovering over a dot, a tooltip is activated to display
basic instance information (i.e., image ID, label, error rate, shifting rate,
and sensitivity). Similarly, hovering over captions on a centroid reveals
aggregated information at the cluster level. The interface supports lasso
selection in the projection scatterplot (Figure 1 (C1)), for selecting
instances for detailed inspection and analysis.

Detailed Instance Inspection and Analysis. Based on the selected
samples with similar patterns, analysts can examine the behavior of
individual instances and compare their performance within the selected
task using GTs. The instance-level view is organized into two intercon-
nected panels. The right panel displays the images corresponding to
the selected instances, while the left panel, upon selecting an image,
reveals more detailed visual attributes of the corresponding instance.
This design provides fine-grained insights to evaluate the VL model’s
behavior when processing the instance to complete the task. Addition-
ally, it serves as guidance for identifying these patterned instances as
an effective subset for data augmentation in training.

Visualization and Interaction: To support the comparison and validation
of matched elements for a selected instance, the first part of the left
panel presents the original and corrupted images. The second part
employs a three-layer axis layout (Figure 5): Task-relevant elements
extracted from captions under the specified corruption severity level
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Fig. 6: This case explores a semantically less relevant corruption: contrast, guiding analysts through: a) identifying performance shifts, b) observing
reduced but concentrated sensitivity of color, and c.1—c.2) analyzing patterns from key clusters, suggesting increased sensitivity for specific instances.

are displayed as individual, color-coded tags on the top layer of the
axis view. These colors represent the frequency of occurrence of each
element in the GT. If a tag corresponds to an element present in the GT,
it is connected to the respective GT card with a line on the middle layer
of the axis view, enabling straightforward comparison. The bottom
layer of the axis view represents elements from the caption associated
with the original input. Similarly, each card in this layer is color-
coded, and connections are drawn to the GT cards based on the same
linking logic as in the top layer. This hierarchical and interactive design
enables an intuitive and detailed comparison of the relationships among
captions generated by the VL model under corruption, captions from
the original condition, and the GTs. Additionally, hovering over any
GT tag reveals detailed information about its content, allowing analysts
to examine the alignment between the VL model output and the GT.
Erriy, Sfiy, and Sen;; are displayed in the third section, along with six
standard performance metrics represented using a radar chart. Each
axis of the radar chart corresponds to a specific metric, with the results
for the selected corruption type and the original inputs overlaid and
differentiated by distinct colors for clarity.

6 EVALUATION

To demonstrate the framework’s effectiveness, two case studies were
conducted with the involvement of domain experts, and their feedback
was collected through post-interviews to support further discussion.
Subsequently, quantitative evaluations were performed to provide ad-
ditional validation of the framework’s utility in enhancing robustness.
The VisMoDALI framework is implemented using a browser-server ar-
chitecture, leveraging PyTorch for model processing. Python Flask
for server-side logic, and Vue3 and D3.js for client-side development.
For the case studies and quantitative analysis, the widely-recognized
COCO dataset [44] is employed, which is partitioned into two subsets
to serve as a benchmark for case studies and quantitative evaluation.

Participants. The case studies were conducted by two experts special-
izing in multi-modal robust learning, including E2 (a co-author in this
work) and an additional expert, E3, recruited via the university mailing
list. E3, a senior Ph.D. student in robust deep learning, focuses on
research areas including transferable adversarial attacks and backdoor
attacks on multi-modal models.

Procedure. During the interview, we first introduce the background
and analytical tasks, followed by presenting the interface and visual-
ization design of the framework. This process allowed the experts to
become familiar with the framework interface and gain the foundational
knowledge necessary for the system setup. In the next step, as the par-
ticipant first engaged with our work, E3 utilized VisMoDAI to conduct
a comprehensive workflow analysis on a common and representative
corruption type. This process involved evaluating model robustness and
identifying specific dataset sub-samples, aiming to develop strategies
for enhancing robustness under typical real-world corruption scenarios.
Subsequently, E2 conducted an analysis focused on a less semantic
corruption type, which provided fresh insights into VL model behav-
ior through a task-driven approach, uncovering detailed patterns that
spanned from dataset-level evaluation to instance-level understanding,
thereby validating the effects of this less conventional corruption type.
After the completion of both cases, the processes and findings from
each expert were shared with the other to ensure counterbalance and
foster mutual understanding. Separate open discussion sessions were
arranged after the case analyses, allowing the experts to freely explore
the framework and provide constructive feedback. Their comments
regarding the framework’s design, functionality, and usability were
collected. Each interview lasted between 1 and 1.5 hours.

6.1

We invited E3 to use VisMoDAI with the entire analysis workflow. The
first case study focuses on task-driven behavior understanding to enable
analysis and pattern exploration, aiming to identify and select samples
for augmentation to enhance model robustness, Figure 1.

Case 1: Robustness Analysis for Improvement

Overall Performance Metrics Evaluation (DC1). E3 began by se-
lecting the snow corruption type, which is a common and particularly
challenging issue for VL models in real-world scenarios. E3 then ex-
amined the overall performance metrics displayed as line charts. As
the corruption severity increased from level 3 to 5, a significant per-
formance degradation at severity level 4 can be observed. Specifically,
BLEU-1 dropped to 0.7089, BLEU-4 to 0.3177, and ROUGE_L to
0.5194, indicating worse performance across these metrics at severity
level 4 (S4). Interestingly, a partial recovery was observed at severity
level 5, Figure 1 (A2). This trend drew E3’s attention to S4 as the
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critical point to understand the underlying reasons for the performance
drop under snow corruption.

Task-driven Model Behavior Understanding (DC2). E3 then ana-
lyzed Figure 1 (B), comparing task-specific measurement bars between
snow corruption at S4 and the original input, observing an increase
in relation-related instances, rising from 3,777 to 3,938, alongside a
notable rise in the error rate from 57.87% to 72.44%. 1t prompted E3 to
suggest that snow corruption may considerably degrade the model’s per-
formance on relation-related tasks while also revealing an increased ten-
dency of the VL model to output relation-related content, Figure 1 (B).
E3 argued that snow corruption at S4 affected the sensitivity of relation-
related tasks, and results showed an increase in sensitivity under this
condition, with the value increasing from 29.70% to 33.08%, Fig-
ure 1 (B). Comparing sensitivity distributions across tasks, E3 observed
that relation-related tasks had higher values in the upper range, suggest-
ing that snow corruption at S4 prompts greater engagement in these
tasks but reduces accuracy. Besides, the attention-shifting rate dropped
from 17.19% to 13.14%, reflecting fewer correct attention shifts. This
decline aligns with higher error rates in relation tasks and overall VL
model degradation under snow corruption. Compared to other tasks,
relation showed significant change, leading E3 to hypothesize that snow
primarily impacts model ability on relation-related tasks.

Data Pattern Exploration and Instance-level Analysis (DC3). Build-
ing on previous findings, E3 clicked on the relation to analyze instances,
revealing six clusters in the projection view (Figure 1 (C1)). Examining
the clusters, E3 found that the red and orange ones, linked to skiing and
surfing respectively, showed the highest sensitivity and relatively high
error rates, both associated with snow-related images. These samples
indicated that the model’s sensitivity to snow-related relations stemmed
from data characteristics (snow and rain in Figure 1 (c.1.1) and Fig-
ure 5) rather than corruption. E3 then focused on the primary green
cluster, the largest and exhibiting a higher error rate, labeled "snow fall
from ceiling," and try to identify the pattern within this subset had a
more significant impact on model performance (Figure 1 (c.1.2)). E3
selected green dots and found these samples primarily concentrated in
two contours (i.e., categories), as guided by contours: outdoor trans-
portation and residential indoor scenes. E3 then examined these images.
For image #14038, snow disrupted the model’s perception of indoor
object relationships, interpreting the scene as an empty house in Fig-
ure 1 (c.2.1). In #23666, snow shifted relational focus to emphasize
connections with snow, misclassifying a bathtub as a sink, shown as Fig-
ure 1 (c.2.2). For outdoor scenes (Figure 1 (c.2.3-2.4)), in Image #6723,
the model’s attention diminished the relational context between the
road and the building. Similarly, in Image #168330, the model’s focus
shifted from the clock tower at the street corner to a more high-level
description, such as being in front of a building. These results highlight
how snow significantly affects the model’s ability to maintain accurate
relational reasoning, leading to attention shifts and potential errors
beyond snow-related relations. By examining the instances from these
three clusters, E3 identified different behaviors in relation-related tasks
and errors, and assessed their impact on the model’s performance in
such tasks. Considering the representativeness of the green cluster, E3
used 132 images from this cluster to enhance robustness against snow
via data augmentation and validate the hypothesis in subsection 6.4.

6.2 Case 2: Robustness Evaluation with Validation

Case 2 evaluates VL model performance through task-driven analysis,
focusing on understanding the impact of a semantically less relevant
corruption, unlike snow. The case was conducted with E2.

Overall Performance Metrics Evaluation (DC1). Contrast refers to a
common non-semantic corruption caused by transmission or medium
issues, resulting in excessive contrast. E2 in this case, observed that the
metrics for SO-S2 remained relatively stable, while a decline was evi-
dent at S3 across all six metrics displayed in the line charts. Notably, the
scores for METEOR, CIDEr, and SPICE dropped from 0.2893, 1.3249,
and 0.2293 at S2 to 0.2837, 1.2900, and 0.2238 at S3 (Figure 6 (a)),
respectively, leading to the selection of S3 for further investigation.

Task-driven Model Behavior Understanding (DC2). E2 analyzed
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Fig. 7: Based on the hypothesis of the model’s color sensitivity under
contrast corruption, analysts examined two other patterns: A) detailed
color descriptions with simplified attributes, B) color recognition errors,
validating C) effects from rich, high-contrast inputs.

the task-related measurement view, Figure 6 (b), to identify how the
model’s performance on specific tasks was affected by contrast. When
comparing the results to those from the original input, it was observed
that the contrast at S3 led to a reduction in the number of instances
where the VL model-generated outputs involving color-related content
decreased to 540, and the model’s sensitivity to color-related tasks
dropped to 2.95%. Additionally, the sensitivity distribution was con-
centrated in the lower range. The reduction in color sensitivity despite
its relationship to contrast was unexpected. Thus, E2 hypothesized that
only images with specific prominent features become more sensitive
to color under contrast conditions, making them more vulnerable to
corruption and contributing to the increased error rate. To further under-
stand this phenomenon, E2 focused on analyzing color-related patterns
and individual cases to uncover potential underlying causes.

Data Pattern Exploration and Instance-level Analysis (DC3). Based
on the projection view, E2 first investigated the largest cluster with
high error rate, "photo white," which included several contours. In the
left contours, instances such as the black-and-white Image #219440
demonstrated that contrast corruption shifted the model’s behavior
from ignoring color to emphasizing it (Figure 6 (c.2)). Similarly, for
Image #149622, the model displayed heightened attention to green
elements (Figure 6 (c.2)). In contrast, the "leaves green" element
showed no GT connections and had high error rates, indicating that
the GT annotations might lack sufficient granularity. In other contours
of the blue cluster, instances like Image #155291 revealed that high
contrast led to color misclassification, with the brown fur of the cat
being perceived as white (Figure 7 (B)). This observation suggested
that contrast generally reduced sensitivity, except in cases of vibrant or
highly contrasted images, where the model demonstrated heightened
sensitivity compared to the original condition. Within the orange "plate
white" cluster, which had the highest error rate, food-related images
like #434297 and #15278 exhibited a recurring trend (Figure 7 (A)):
contrast corruption caused the model to shift from producing detailed
food-related outputs to focusing on secondary features, such as the
plate’s color. E2 concluded and validated that contrast corruption
amplifies existing high contrast in the data, significantly influencing
the model’s focus and predictions.

6.3 Expert Feedback

We summarize experts’ feedback from the perspective of the framework,
visualization, and limitations.

Framework. Experts recognized the framework’s effectiveness and
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Table 1: The results of quantitative evaluation

Model BLEUI BLEU4 METEOR ROUGE_L CIDEr SPICE Data Size
BLIP-2 0.6932  0.3034 0.2449 0.5089 1.0419  0.1788
BLIP-2 (snow S4)  0.7070  0.3113 0.2487 0.5137 1.0797  0.1805 4000
BLIP-2 (random) 0.7072  0.3142 0.2481 0.5144 1.0779  0.1794 132
BLIP-2 (error_rate) ~ 0.7087  0.3163 0.2484 0.5165 1.0754  0.1796 132
BLIP-2 (ours) 0.7098  0.3173 0.2485 0.5187 1.0813  0.1801 132

practicality during the case studies. E3 highlighted its integration of
data-driven evaluation, task-based behavior understanding, and visual
analysis, which together enable a systematic identification of model
vulnerabilities under various corruptions. E2 further emphasized the
multi-dimensional structure of the framework, combining six standard
metrics, six task categories, and three task-specific measurements to
support comprehensive comparative analyses. Besides, E2 acknowl-
edged the framework’s multi-granular analysis capability, using task-
related metrics and clustering for pattern discovery, which enhances
interpretability, identifies data bias and GT insufficiencies, and provides
insights to improve VL model robustness.

Visualization. The interactive visualization design received positive
feedback for its efficiency in presenting diverse metrics, supporting
multi-facet comparisons, and uncovering relationships among the VL
model, instances, and tasks. E2 commended the intuitive task-driven
visualization, which combines high-level statistical views with fine-
grained instance inspection, supporting the exploration of model behav-
ior. E2 further highlighted the framework’s capability for comparative
analysis at both overall and detailed levels through juxtaposed and
superposed visualizations, aiding in the identification of variations
between corrupted and original data. E3 emphasized the utility of
clustering and projection methods in uncovering error patterns with
similar behaviors, as well as their contribution to pattern discovery and
informing data augmentation strategies for robustness enhancement.

Limitation. E3 observed the absence of integration with the training
process but acknowledged that the extended duration of training ren-
ders it less practical for interactive systems. E2 identified limitations in
using COCO, noting that its concise captions might constrain analysis
accuracy, and recommended incorporating datasets with more detailed
captions and additional models for broader comparisons. While cur-
rently applied to a single dataset and the foundational multi-modal
BLIP-2, the framework is designed to support extension to any VL
dataset and model, ensuring scalability.

6.4 Quantitative Evaluation

Building on E3’s analysis in Case 1, we collected samples for effective
data augmentation. To validate their utility and further examine the
performance of VisMoDAl, we evaluated the robustness of various
models, including the pretrained BLIP-2 and four models specifically
augmented with Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) to address snow corrup-
tion, while keeping all other configurations consistent across models.
The evaluation included: the pretrained BLIP-2 (the model can be
selected in our framework for analysis), the BLIP-2 fine-tuned on the
COCO training dataset with snow corruption (snow S4), and BLIP-2
fine-tuned on 132 samples collected from the first case study with snow
corruption (VisMoDALl), alongside two control groups: 132 randomly
selected samples (random) and 132 samples with the highest error rate
(error_rate), both from the projection view. The robustness of these
models was validated on the COCO test dataset under snow at S4 (1,000
images). All models trained with DA show performance improvements
across all metrics for the specific corruption (Table 1). Notably, the
model trained on samples identified by VisMoDALl in Case 1 outper-
forms others in BLEU1, BLEU4, ROUGE_L, and CIDEr. Although
METEOR and SPICE are slightly lower than full-dataset augmentation,
the training set size of 132 highlights the strategy’s efficiency, demon-
strating that VisMoDALI effectively identifies sub-datasets for targeted
augmentation, enhancing robustness against specific corruption. The
evaluations for three other representative corruption types are included
in the supplemental material.

7 DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce VisMoDALl, a visual analytics framework
designed to evaluate and enhance the robustness of VL models under
corruption in a task-driven manner. The framework adopts a multi-level
design, enabling analysts to investigate model behavior from various
perspectives, including performance metrics, task-specific measures,
data pattern exploration, and instance-level analysis. It moves beyond
traditional numerical result-based evaluations, fostering a deeper se-
mantic understanding of model behavior by establishing connections
to task-related contexts. The utility and effectiveness of the proposed
framework are demonstrated through case studies and expert feedback.

Scalability. We discuss the scalability of our framework from two
aspects: data preprocessing and visual design.

Data Preprocessing: The framework’s scalability is notably limited by
the computational demands of preprocessing and data transformation.
Preprocessing the COCO-vall7 dataset (5,000 images) to generate 80
corrupted variants [29,55] takes approximately 12 hours. The subse-
quent data transformation phase, including SGP, image-level judgment,
and error-aware distance calculation, adds 3 hours to construct 81
datasets. This emphasizes the trade-offs between preprocessing and
data transformation in scaling the framework.

Visual Design: Our framework incorporates scatterplot-based designs,
with scalability challenges partially addressed through clustering based
on error-aware distances. This method filters out non-essential samples
that do not align with the primary evaluation objectives or significantly
impact model underperformance, thereby reducing dataset size and
computational complexity. Additionally, the multi-granular visual ana-
lytics framework adheres to the “overview+detail” principle, leveraging
multiple tasks and summarized patterns enriched with semantics. This
design enables analysts to efficiently evaluate and derive meaningful
insights into model performance across large-scale datasets.

Generalizability. We demonstrate the functionality of our system
using BLIP-2, a foundational and baseline VL model, evaluated on
the widely recognized COCO dataset. However, it is important to note
that the system is not restricted to the COCO and can be extended
to evaluate the corruption robustness of VL models with a variety
of image-text datasets. For instance, FineCapEval [13] is a dataset
designed to comprehensively evaluate image captions, addressing the
issue of insufficiently descriptive GTs in existing datasets. Besides,
the framework generalizes to more corruption types if definitions and
processing follow the protocol.

Hyperparameter Setting. The threshold for image-level judgment
was set to 0.25 after testing values within 0.1-0.5. Lower settings
caused nearly all inputs to be classified as similar to the image, while
higher settings led to single caption elements, even when reconstructed
into sentences, being inaccurately judged as unrelated. Similarly, the
hyperparameter « for distance calculation need to align with discovery
principles [24]. Higher values grouped poorly performing instances,
whereas lower values, emphasizing semantic similarity, were prioritized.
To balance this with coherence, o = 0.1 was selected. This choice was
further validated through consistency and cluster quality analyses under
hyperparameter variation, as detailed in the supplemental material.

Limitations and Future Work. The current demonstration includes
various corruption types, but enumerating all possible real-world sce-
narios is inherently infeasible, which highlights the need for further
discussion and extension in our framework. The scale of experts re-
cruited for the case study needs to be expanded. Additionally, the task
categories presented are not comprehensive enough to examine all di-
mensions of VL model performance. We plan to explore additional task
categories beyond those listed in Section 3.2. Given the diversity of VL
models across different application scenarios, a promising direction for
testing the applicability of our framework is to apply it to other tasks,
such as visual grounding and visual question answering. The current
evaluation is limited to COCO and a foundation model, BLIP-2. Future
work will focus on expanding the dataset (e.g., FineCapEval [13]) to
cover broader downstream tasks and incorporating more state-of-the-art
large VL models to enhance the framework’s applicability.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

The supplemental materials include 1) a demo video of our framework
and the corresponding subtitle file of the video; 2) a PDF providing an
analysis of hyperparameters and quantitative evaluations across three
other representative corruption types.
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