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ABSTRACT

Recent retrieval-augmented image captioning methods incorporate
external knowledge to compensate for the limitations in compre-
hending complex scenes. However, current approaches face chal-
lenges in relation modeling: (1) the representation of semantic
prompts is too coarse-grained to capture fine-grained relationships;
(2) these methods lack explicit modeling of image objects and their
semantic relationships. To address these limitations, we propose
RACap, a relation-aware retrieval-augmented model for image cap-
tioning, which not only mines structured relation semantics from
retrieval captions, but also identifies heterogeneous objects from the
image. RACap effectively retrieves structured relation features that
contain heterogeneous visual information to enhance the seman-
tic consistency and relational expressiveness. Experimental results
show that RACap, with only 10.8M trainable parameters, achieves
superior performance compared to previous lightweight captioning
models.

Index Terms— Image captioning, Lightweight vision-language
models, Retrieval-augmented generation, Cross-Modal

1. INTRODUCTION

Approaches based on large language models (LLMs) have shown
promising results in image captioning tasks [1} [2]. These methods
primarily focus on training large-scale models with ever-growing
datasets, which brings significant computational and resource bur-
dens. Some models integrate pre-trained vision encoders with LLMs
via a lightweight projection module to bridge visual and textual rep-
resentations, such as BLIP-2 [3[], ClipCap [4], and I-Tuning [S]. Al-
though this strategy significantly reduces trainable parameters, it of-
ten requires fine-tuning on novel data in order to achieve great per-
formance.

To address this issue, recent models such as SmallCap [6],
EVCap [7], and ViPCap [8] adopt Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) to incorporate external knowledge. As shown in Figure 1, this
strategy not only reduces computational costs but also improves the
quality of captions. These methods enhance the ability to describe
images, but they overlook the spatial and semantic relationships
among fine-grained objects.

In this paper, we present RACap, a relation-aware prompting
for lightweight image captioning, which focuses on identifying
object relationships accurately. Specifically, RACap extracts Sub-
ject—Predicate—Object—Environment (S-P-O-E) tuples from retrieval
captions to uncover relations from the textual information. Com-
pared to the original retrieval captions, this structured information
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Fig. 1. Comparison of trainable parameters and CIDEr scores. B,
M, and L denote the Base, Medium, and Large models.

contains less noise and better reflects object relationships. In ad-
dition, we introduce an object-aware module that is based on the
slot-attention mechanism [9] to identify heterogeneous visual enti-
ties and extract key visual elements from the image. A slot retrieval
module is proposed to retrieve the most relevant textual features
for each heterogeneous visual slot to align semantic information
with individual objects. These relational features are then injected
into the image feature so that RACap can fully capture object rela-
tionships. With only 10.8M trainable parameters and 222.7M total
parameters, RACap outperforms numerous baseline models on the
COCO [10], Flickr30k [11], and NoCaps [12] datasets and presents
strong adaptability to out-of-domain data without further fine-tuning
or re-training.

2. RELATED WORKS
2.1. Image Captioning.

Image captioning aims to generate descriptive texts given an input
image. Large-scale vision-and-language (V&L) models typically re-
quire substantial computational resources for training and deploy-
ment. To alleviate this issue, recent works have adopted pre-trained
models and frozen most parameters, training only a small portion of
the network to reduce resource consumption [3 S| [13]]. These ap-
proaches commonly freeze both the vision encoder and the language
decoder, then train a lightweight projector module to align visual and
textual representations. In RACap, we also adopt pre-trained mod-
els. The CLIP encoder is used to extract image and text features.
GPT-2 is used as a text decoder to generate image captions.

2.2. Retrieval-Augmented Generation

Incorporating external memory has been shown to be a resource-
efficient approach for image captioning by utilizing additional infor-
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Fig. 2. An overview of RACap framework for Lightweight Image Captioning. The object-aware module learns heterogeneous slots S from
image patch features /. Then the slot retrieval module retrieves the most correlated vectors from textual features C (captions) and T (S-P-O-E
tuples extracted from retrieval datastore) based on similarity with S to form the relation representation P. Finally, the Fusion Network fuses P
into / to produce a relation-aware visual prompt R, which is passed to the text decoder via the cross-attention layer.

mation retrieved from external memory. SmallCap [6] leverages re-
trieval captions as prompts for the language generation model. Mea-
Cap [14] employ a merge-and-filter strategy to process retrieval cap-
tions. Different from these approaches, RACap not only leverages
retrieved captions relevant to the input image, but also extracts Sub-
ject—Predicate—Object—Environment (S-P-O-E) tuples from captions
to uncover relation information in the text.

2.3. Prompting Program

Prompting is a common technique for conveying instructions to lan-
guage models. Recent works have also explored learnable embed-
dings as prompts. ViPCap [8] introduces a visual prompting ap-
proach guided by patch features for retrieved captions. EVCAP [7]
combines learned visual features with object names to form an im-
age prompt for open-world understanding. In contrast to previous
methods, we propose a visual prompting approach that fully exploits
both the retrieved captions and the visual features of the objects.

3. PROPOSED APPROACH
3.1. Overall Structure

RACap, as illustrated in Figure 2, aims to enhance lightweight cap-
tioning performance by integrating structured relation representa-
tions with heterogeneous visual information. Our approach is built
on pre-trained models, namely CLIP and GPT-2, and leverages a re-
trieval datastore. RACap parses the retrieval captions from retrieval
datastore into S-P-O-E tuples which are encoded to T (from S-P-
O-E tuples) and C (from retrieval captions). What’s more, RACap
initializes a set of learnable slots S to interact with the image patch
features / via the object-aware module to iteratively capture the het-
erogeneous semantics in the image. The slot retrieval module then
retrieves the highly relevant vectors from C and 7" with respect to S,
and concatenates them to form the relational features P. Finally, P
and / are fed into the Fusion Network, resulting in a relation-aware
image feature R. The cross-attention layer in GPT-2 is trained to in-
tegrate R into the decoding process for caption generation.
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Fig. 3. The process of slot retrieval and the interaction of image
patch feature I and relation feature P in the Fusion Network.
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3.2. Object-Aware Module

To identify heterogeneous semantics in the input image, we intro-
duce an object-aware module based on slot attention [9]. Through
multiple iterative steps, a set of learnable slots is progressively up-
dated to capture diverse semantics from the image. The object-
aware module uses learnable slot embeddings as queries, while im-
age patch features serve as keys and values[16]. We apply a to-
tal of 2 iterations of attention with shared weights across attention
blocks and add a global mean-pooled image feature to each slot at
the end of the iterations. In this way, each slot is able to encode dis-
tinct object semantics while retaining global contextual information
to enable accurate recognition of heterogeneous objects. Define the
initial learnable slots as embedding vectors S° € RX*Pr where K
is the cardinality of slots and Dy, is the feature dimension. The slots
are then updated iteratively for #-th steps. The slot attention block
linearly projects the input image features / into k € R™*P% and
v € RV*Phr_ The slot embeddings S~ are linearly projected to



Training COCO Flickr30k NoCaps

Method Param Test Test Val
0 BLEU-4 METEOR CIDEr SPICE | CIDEr SPICE | In-domain Near-domain Out-of-domain Overall

Heavyweight-training models
OSCAR 338M 374 30.7 127.8 235 - - 78.8 78.9 77.4 78.6
BLIP 446M 404 - 136.7 - - - 114.9 112.1 1153 113.2
BLIP20pr, ., [31 1.1B 43.7 - 145.8 - - - 123.0 117.8 123.4 119.7
ViECapgpr, 124M 27.2 24.8 929 182 | 479 136 61.1 64.3 65.0 66.2
RCA-NOC 110M 374 29.6 1284 23.1 - - 922 87.8 87.5 88.3
Lightweight-training models
ClipCap [4]) 43M 335 27.5 113.1  21.1 - - 84.9 66.8 49.1 65.8
I-Tuningg, 14M 34.8 28.3 116.7 218 | 61.5 169 83.9 70.3 48.1 67.8
I-Tuningy,. gium 44M 355 28.8 120.0 220 | 723 19.0 89.6 77.4 58.8 75.4
SmallCapy, . [6] ™ 37.0 27.9 119.7 213 | 60.6 - 87.6 78.6 68.9 77.9
SmallCap, . [6] 4T 37.2 28.3 121.8 215 - - - - - -
ViPCap [8]] 14M 37.7 28.6 1229 219 | 668 172 93.8 81.6 71.5 81.3
RACap (Ours) 10.8M 37.9 28.8 123.0 221 | 69.7 178 95.5 84.2 74.6 83.9

Table 1. Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches on the COCO test set, Flickr30k test set, and NoCaps validation
set. Higher score is better. Bold indicates the best results, and underlined indicates the second-best results.

Retrieved Captions:

il An old white aluminum windowless garage, in disrepair, next to a building

A white garage in disrepair next to a house
A garage that is not in a good shape next to a building
A garage contains a dented metallic side wall

Extracted Tuples:

(windowless garage, in disrepair, [Missing], next to a building)
(white garage, in disrepair, [Missing], next to a house)
(garage, not in a good shape, [Missing], next to a building)
(garage, contains, a dented metallic side wall, [Missing])

GT  : Ashabby garage stands next to a brown-red residential building
SmallCap : an old white garage
EVCap : an old rusty garage is shown in this picture
RACap : a white garage in disrepair sitting next to a brown building

Retrieved Captions:

a baby giraffes standing next to a large giraffe in a man made enclosure
two park staffers observing a giraffe inside its enclosure

a man standing next to a giraffe at the zoo

four giraffes standing within a zoo enclosure

Extracted Tuples:
(baby giraffes, standing, a large giraffe, in a man made enclosure)

| (two park staffers, observing, a giraffe, inside its enclosure)

(a man, standing, a giraffe, at the zoo)

(four giraffes, standing, [Missing], within a zoo enclosure)

GT  :Amanis leaning on a fence that's enclosing giraffes.
SmallCap : A man standing next to two giraffes
EVCap : A man standing next to two giraffes at a zoo
RACap : A man leaning on an enclosure next to giraffes

Fig. 4. Qualitative Results. RACap can successfully exploit fine-grained objects and their relations in extracted tuples.
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where MLP is a multi-layer perceptron consisting of layer normal-
ization, linear layers, and GELU [17] activation and the subscript
denotes the vector shape. Note that the attention map is normalized
over the slots, which enables competition of each slot and encour-
ages them to attend to distinct regions of the image. Finally, at the ¢
= 2 iteration, the mean-pooled image feature is added to each slot to
yield the visual relational representation.

3.3. S-P-O-E tuple and Slot Retrieval Module

Unlike previous approaches that focused only on original captions,
we leverage a BERT (18] model to transform these retrieval captions
into S—P-O-E tuples to capture relation information. This strategy
enhances both the quality and contextual richness of the retrieved in-
formation. Previous methods fail to extract environment part which
leads to less complete and semantically accurate captions. We en-
code both the retrieval captions and the corresponding S—P-O-E tu-
ples using the CLIP text encoder to form the relation representations.
Note that not all captions can be successfully parsed into S—-P-O-E

tuples, so we insert a [MISSING] placeholder to indicate missing
components. Although the extracted tuples provide structured rela-
tion knowledge, they may not always capture the full richness of the
original captions, especially when relation cues of the captions are
sparse. Therefore, including the raw caption embedding is essential
for preserving complementary information.

To fully exploit the relation information on the captions, we pro-
pose a slot retrieval module to select the most relevant semantic fea-
tures for each slot. In particular, we leverage heterogeneous object
slots for independent retrieval on two semantic sources: the retrieval
caption features and the S—P—O-E features, as illustrated in Figure
4. The slot retrieval module employs cosine similarity to compare
the similarity between slot representations S and the semantic fea-
tures C and 7. Given the caption features C and S-P-O-E features
T, this module uses S to select K related vectors with high similar-
ity from N and M candidate vectors in C and T respectively. This
strategy not only reduces computational costs but also filters out ir-
relevant semantics. These selected vectors are then concatenated to
form the relational representation P. Note that we also concatenate
the original slot features. This residual information helps preserve
object-level visual features and maintains visual modality informa-
tion during the subsequent fusion network.

3.4. Fusion Network and Model Training

We use a Fusion Network (FN) to fuse the relational representation
P and further reduce the noises in it. FN is designed as a single-
layer multi-head cross-attention module followed by an MLP. The



COCO Test Flickr30k Test
BLEU@4 CIDEr | CIDEr SPICE

Implementation of object-aware module
Raw learnable Slots 37.2 120.5 | 61.2 16.6
Multi-head attention 373 1209 | 62.3 16.7

Method

Extracted textual information
Object name 37.2
S-P-O Triplets 374

1202 | 682 17.1
1215 | 684 175

The retrieval scope of slot retrieval module

w/o Retrieval 37.2 120.9 | 65.1 16.7
Retrieval Cap Only 374 121.2 | 66.6  16.7
Retrieval Tuple Only 37.4 121.7 | 688 17.3

Fusion strategies in FN

Sum the features 36.8 120.2 | 63.1 16.9
Concat+MLP 37.0 1213 | 65.6 17.0
Multi-head attention 37.4 122.5 | 68.1 17.4
RACap(Ours) | 379 123.0 | 69.7 17.8

Table 2. Comprehensive ablation study on four components.

image features / serve as the query, while the relational features P
are used as the key and value. The output is further processed by an
MLP to obtain the final visual prompt R. The hard prompt is orga-
nized as follows: “Similar images show captioni...captiony. This
image shows ___". During training, the decoder minimizes the cross-

entropy loss over the N predicted reference tokens yi,...,yn to
optimize the weights of the cross-attention layer (6):
N
Lo=— Z log Po (yil|y<i, R; 6) 4

i=1

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Dataset and Setup

We conduct experiments on three benchmark datasets: COCO [10]],
Flickr30k [11], and NoCaps [12]. Following [6} [7, 8], we train
RACap using only the training split of the COCO dataset, and eval-
uate the model on the NoCaps validation set, COCO test set, and
Flickr30k test set using the Karpathy split [19]. RACap uses frozen
CLIP-ViT-B/32 as the image encoder and GPT2y, for text genera-
tion and only train the object-aware module with its slots, FN, and
the cross-attention layer. Following the configuration in SmallCap,
the cross-attention layer consists of a 12-head layer, and the hidden
dimension is reduced to 16. The entire model is trained on a NVIDIA
RTX 4090 GPU. We use the AdamW optimizer [20] for a total of 10
epochs with a batch size of 80. During retrieval, RACap uses CLIP-
ResNet-50x64 to retrieve 4 captions for each image. FAISS [21]
is used for efficient nearest neighbor searching. During inference,
RACap uses beam search decoding with a beam size of 3 to generate
captions. Standard metrics including BLEU @4 [22], METEOR (M)
[23], CIDEr (C) [24] , and SPICE (S) [25] are adopted.

4.2. Quantitative Results

We evaluate the in-domain performance of RACap on the COCO
test set and the out-of-domain results on the Flickr30k test set and
the NoCaps validation set. As shown in Table 1, RACap achieves
superior performance despite having significantly fewer parameters.
Compared to SmallCap, RACap not only outperforms SmallCapy, .

but also surpasses SmallCapy ., which has substantially larger
parameters. Compared to I-Tuning,,.. with 14M parameters, our
model exhibits better performance with 3M fewer trainable param-
eters. Notably, on the NoCaps dataset, RACap outperforms a range
of state-of-the-art lightweight models, exceeding the second-best
method by over 2 points.

Moreover, when compared with heavyweight-training models,
RACap remains competitive with only 10.8M trainable parame-
ters. For instance, RACap achieves comparable performance to
OSCARLuge, with a CIDEr gain of over 16 points on in-domain
part in NoCaps set, while using approximately 1/30 of its trainable
parameters. These results highlight that despite its smaller training
cost, RACap exhibits strong and competitive efficiency and transfer
capabilities.

4.3. Qualitative Results

Figure 4 presents the image captioning examples of RACap, Small-
Cap, and EVCap for images in the COCO test set and NoCaps vali-
dation set. Due to the extraction of tuples, compared with SmallCap
which only retrieves information from the original captions and EV-
Cap which recognizes the object name, RACap can recognize fine-
grained objects more clearly. For example, building in the first image
and enclosure in the second image. Moreover, in addition to fine-
grained recognition, RACap can successfully describe relationships
between multiple objects. These two examples clearly illustrate the
effectiveness of RACap.

4.4. Ablation Studies

To evaluate the effectiveness of the components proposed in our
model, we conducted a series of ablation studies as shown in Table 2.
Firstly, we analyze the effect of the object-aware module by chang-
ing the different processing strategies of learnable embeddings: raw
learnable embeddings (no processing) and multi-head attention over
embeddings. Secondly, we extract different levels of semantic struc-
ture: extract object names and extract Subject-Predicate-Object (S-
P-O) triplets. What’s more, we switch different retrieval configura-
tions in the slot retrieval module: no retrieval, retrieval of captions
only, and retrieval of tuples only. Finally, we explore the effect of
fusion strategies in the Fusion Network, including summation of fea-
tures, concatenation with MLP, and attention-based fusion only. Re-
sults in Table 2 demonstrate the superiority of the design of RACap
including the object-aware module, S-P-O-E tuples, the slot retrieval
module, and the design of FN.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose RACap, a novel image captioning method
that extracts relational information from retrieval captions and im-
age features. Our proposed object-aware module captures heteroge-
neous semantics from image features, which are then combined with
the S-P-O-E and caption semantics. These features are fed into the
slot retrieval module to perform cross-modal retrieval between visual
and textual presentations. Experimental results show that RACap
achieves strong in-domain and out-of-domain performance.
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