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Abstract. Acquiring high-quality knowledge is a central focus in
Knowledge-Based Visual Question Answering (KB-VQA). Recent meth-
ods use large language models (LLMs) as knowledge engines for answer-
ing. These methods generally employ image captions as visual text de-
scriptions to assist LLMs in interpreting images. However, the captions
frequently include excessive noise irrelevant to the question, and LLMs
generally do not comprehend VQA tasks, limiting their reasoning ca-
pabilities. To address this issue, we propose the Summarized Caption-
Rerank Augmented VQA (SCRA-VQA), which employs a pre-trained vi-
sual language model to convert images into captions. Moreover, SCRA-
VQA generates contextual examples for the captions while simultane-
ously summarizing and reordering them to exclude unrelated informa-
tion. The caption-rerank process enables LLMs to understand the image
information and questions better, thus enhancing the model’s reason-
ing ability and task adaptability without expensive end-to-end training.
Based on an LLM with 6.7B parameters, SCRA-VQA performs excel-
lently on two challenging knowledge-based VQA datasets: OK-VQA and
A-OKVQA, achieving accuracies of 38.8% and 34.6%. Our code is avail-
able at https://github.com/HubuKG/SCRA-VQA.

Keywords: Visual Question Answering · Large Language Models ·
Caption-Rerank · Summary.

1 Introduction

Visual Question Answering (VQA) is a crucial task that combines natural lan-
guage processing and computer vision. Over the past few years, substantial
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Fig. 1: Comparison between existing prompting methods and SCRA-VQA on
VQA tasks using frozen LLMs. Unlike previous methods that provide image-to-
text information directly into LLMs, SCRA-VQA processes information in three
distinct ways before passing it on to help better understand the task.

progress has been made in the field of VQA [1, 2]. Among the VQA tasks,
knowledge-based visual question answering (KB-VQA) is particularly challeng-
ing, requiring external knowledge beyond the given question and visual content
to provide accurate answers. To solve such a task, a model must possess strong
visual perception and reasoning abilities, along with the capacity to effectively in-
tegrate world knowledge from external knowledge bases (e.g., Wikipedia). There-
fore, accurately acquiring the required knowledge has become the core problem
of KB-VQA.

In the current study, researchers focus on image recognition and knowledge-
based logical reasoning [3]. Image recognition aims at obtaining more visual
information to help understand user questions [4]. Logical reasoning aims to
identify associations between knowledge to reason the answer accurately [6].
Simultaneously, large language models (LLMs) like GPT-3 have demonstrated
excellent capabilities in knowledge retrieval and question-answering tasks in nat-
ural language processing. Inspired by these LLMs, Prophet [7] achieves better
results on knowledge-based VQA tasks by prompting GPT-3 for reasoning, out-
performing traditional large vocabulary models. Repurposing pre-trained LLMs
for new tasks is ideal from a resource perspective because it avoids the high
computational costs of traditional model-building methods.

However, as the demand for solving more complex problems grows, the knowl-
edge required for knowledge-based logical reasoning becomes increasingly com-
plex. Meanwhile, the mismatch between the generated image description and the



Summarized Caption-Rerank for Augmented VQA

question may make the LLMs less powerful. For instance, a caption that says,
“a group of puppies playing on the grass” would be unhelpful for a question like
“What season is depicted in the image? ” and might even hinder the LLMs from
generating the correct answer. In addition, since LLMs only take in text, the
precision of their logical reasoning is almost dependent on the acquired informa-
tion. Relying only on the captions of a few relevant entities may lead to incorrect
judgment and reduced performance. Thus, activating the performance of LLMs
is a crucial issue.

To address these issues, this paper proposes a Summarized Caption-Rerank
Augmented VQA (named SCRA-VQA) method based on frozen LLMs. As shown
in Fig. 1, it demonstrates the VQA task and conveys the image’s content to the
LLM for answering questions. Compared to previous methods, our method uses
a pre-trained vision-language model [8] to generate captions for images. Then,
a question generation model is used to convert the captions into similar answer-
question pairs as contextual examples [9], enabling the LLM to understand the
VQA task better. Furthermore, considering the large number of generated cap-
tions and the lack of connection between them, we summarized and Rerank it to
enable LLMs to understand image information while reducing data processing
stress fully.

In this paper, we have made the following contributions:

– We propose a Summarized Caption-Rank Augmented VQA (SCRA-VQA)
method, a new method for processing captions to assist LLM in VQA tasks.
This method ensures that captions are only relevant to the information
needed for the question, enabling better connections between vision and
language modalities.

– SCRA-VQA enables pre-trained LLMs to execute zero-shot VQA without re-
quiring costly end-to-end training or specialized text networks. This method
facilitates low-cost and adaptable model deployment, providing an effective
and lightweight solution.

– Our experimental results demonstrate that the OPT model effectively achiev-
es zero-shot VQA when equipped with SCRA-VQA. Moreover, our method
outperforms the state-of-the-art Img2Prompt methodology on the A-OKVQA
dataset by 3.9%.

2 Related Work

2.1 Visual Question Answering

VQA has always been a central focus of research. Recent VQA work mainly
focuses on two areas: 1) better visual feature extraction and 2) more advanced
model architectures.

Visual feature extraction has always been a key research direction in VQA.
Numerous methods continuously explore how to more effectively utilize visual
information to improve the performance of question-answering systems. For in-
stance, the bottom-up and top-down attention mechanism [12] allows attention
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to be calculated at the level of visual objects. CLIP-ViL [13] introduces a novel
training methodology using a contrastive loss function to learn visual concepts
directly from natural language descriptions. This enables zero-shot solid perfor-
mance across a broad range of visual tasks without requiring task-specific train-
ing. VinVL [14] improves visual representations in vision-language tasks by de-
veloping an enhanced object detection model pre-trained on extensive datasets.
Overall, these innovative methods collectively enhance the effectiveness and ro-
bustness of visual feature extraction in VQA tasks.

Recent VQA frameworks have made substantial progress by integrating visual
and linguistic information. Among these, BLIP [8] introduces a vision-language
pre-training framework that enhances performance by generating synthetic cap-
tions and filtering noise from web-derived data. N2NMNs [15] develop End-to-
End Module Networks that autonomously generate dynamic layouts from tex-
tual queries for efficient visual question answering. Additionally, certain studies
have concentrated on neurosymbolic VQA, which involves deriving a structural
scene representation from an image and generating a program sequence based
on the question. In particular, VQs [16] gather visual questions and segmenta-
tion answers, establishing a connection between instance segmentation and the
question-answer pairs in the VQA dataset. NS-VQA [17] introduces a model that
identifies scene objects and employs a symbolic program executor for reasoning
and responding to inquiries. DCR [18] suggests a profound concept reasoner to
create syntactic rule structures from concepts and apply these rules to meaning-
ful concepts for interpretable predictions. These innovative methods collectively
enhance the accuracy and interpretability of the visual-to-text process in VQA
tasks. Based on these methods, our method demonstrates that image-to-text
transforms and the critical information of the question can complement each
other. This synergy provides more complete visual information, which leads to
improved knowledge retrieval and VQA performance.

2.2 Knowledge-based Visual Question Answering

KB-VQA requires combining images with questions to seek answers from ex-
ternal knowledge sources [19]. Therefore, acquiring knowledge is a key focus of
the KB-VQA task. There are two ways to acquire knowledge: explicit knowledge
stored in knowledge bases and implicit knowledge embedded in LLMs.

Extracting accurate knowledge from knowledge bases has always been a fo-
cus of research. To extract knowledge from the knowledge base, Hypergraph
Transformer [6] first identifies keywords in the questions. Then, these keywords
are used to search for corresponding knowledge in the knowledge base. Other
methods convert images into text labels for retrieval. However, this often results
in the inclusion of irrelevant information. Thus, KAN [20] utilizes keywords from
the question to align with the retrieved knowledge, subsequently discarding any
knowledge that doesn’t match the question. Meanwhile, some methods use deep
learning networks to filter knowledge. For instance, one method utilizes a Graph
Neural Network (GNN) to embed images, questions, and knowledge facts simul-
taneously, thereby facilitating the selection of pertinent knowledge [22]. KVQA
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Fig. 2: The overall process of SCRA-VQA. (a) The Image-to-text Transformation
module obtains the image caption that is most relevant to the question. (b) The
image Caption Refinement module provides the generated caption to LLMs after
similarity problem generation, Summary, and Rerank.

[23] integrates an attention module that assigns greater weights to knowledge
pertinent to the question. These methods collectively enhance the precision and
relevance of knowledge extraction from knowledge bases.

Unlike methods that depend on explicit knowledge to answer questions, an
increasing number of methods are now trying to extract implicit knowledge from
LLMs for KB-VQA. KAT [24] uses LLMs to provide candidate answers, while
PICa [5] directly uses GPT-3 for answer prediction. KAPT [25] also incorpo-
rates diverse knowledge into their prompt tuning method. This method boosts
the zero-shot abilities of LLMs, enabling them to adapt to various downstream
tasks. These methods generally employ a suitable information processing tech-
nique to prompt LLMs for VQA tasks. However, this also brings a new prob-
lem: LLMs tend to overlook task-relevant information when dealing with a large
amount of textual information. Compared with the previous methods, SCRA-
VQA alleviates this issue by evaluating the relevance of text generated from
images and summarizing its content.

3 Method

3.1 Image-to-text Transformation

Given that images often hold abundant information, the question might only
pertain to specific regions of the image. As shown in Fig. 2, it pertains only to
the man in white clothing, while the question is “What will the man in white do
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Table 1: Templates for generating questions are provided by different parts of
speech of words.

Type Question Templates

Noun What item is this in this picture?
What item is that in this picture?

Verb

What action is being taken in this picture?
Why is this item in this picture?

Which action is being taken in this picture?
What action is the item doing in this picture?

Adjective
How to describe one item in this picture?

What is the item’s ADJ TYPE in this picture?
What is the ADJ TYPE in this picture?

next? ”. However, the caption generated from the entire image will likely focus on
other individuals, directly impacting the LLM’s ability to generate an answer.

To derive the cross-attention scores W between each image region and each
discussed token, inspired by Img2Promp [10], our method leverages the Image-
Text Encoder (ITE) from BLIP [8] for the computation:

W = softmax

(
fqWQ(WK)⊤(fv)

⊤√
Dq

)
, (1)

where WQ is the query head and WK is the key head. fv and fq represent the
features of the image region and the textual features, respectively. Dq is the
dimension of the textual feature. After obtaining the scores of each token and
image block, we follow the GradCAM [26] method to calculate the relevance
score R of each image block with the question:

R =
1

G

G∑
g=1

N∑
l=1

min

(
0,

∂sim(v, q)

∂W g
l

)
W g

l , (2)

where sim(v,q) is the cross-attention score of the ITE function. G is the number
of attention heads, and N is the number of text tokens. After obtaining the patch
relevance scores R, we perform TOP-K sampling and generate descriptions for
the resulting image blocks.

3.2 Image Caption Refinement

Similarity Question Generation. Previous method [6] has shown that pro-
viding GPT-3 with appropriate question-answer pairs as contextual examples
can significantly improve performance. Building on this, we employ the VQ2A [9]
method to create question-answer pairs by using question templates to generate
similar pairs. The question generation template comprises three steps: extracting
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Fig. 3: Rerank independently calculates the relevance score between a specific
caption and a question.

candidate answers from captions using syntactic parsing, generating contextu-
ally consistent questions via a neural model, and filtering question-answer pairs
through consistency validation. Table 1 shows the templates used in this paper
for question generation. For example, when the part of speech is a noun, the
template questions are “What item is this in this picture? ” and “What item is
that in this picture? ”.

Captions to Rerank. After successfully executing the image-to-text conver-
sion process on pertinent image regions, we observed the reduction of irrelevant
captions. However, their number is still large, which is still a challenge for LLMs.
In response to this issue, our model introduces a novel one-to-one Rerank pro-
cedure from the field of Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG), as shown in
Fig. 3. This refined matching strategy enables a more precise calculation of text
relevance by directly comparing individual pairs of captions and questions. This
enhances the specificity and accuracy of information retrieval. The relevance
score s for the captions and the selection process are defined as follows:

s = score(q, c) = v⊤
p cls (BGE (concat(q, c))) , (3)

where cls extracts BGE’s [CLS] vector and v⊤
p is a projection vector. It samples

query document pairs independently and computes each query-document pair.
Once we have the scores for each caption, we sort them and select the top-5 with
the highest scores as input captions:

J = argTopK
j{1,2,...,N}

s[j], (4)

where s[j] represents the set of captions following the scoring process. J repre-
sents the five captions selected with the highest scores.

Gemma2b Caption Summarization. Although there is a wealth of informa-
tion in the captions, we have found that the LLM occasionally struggles to com-
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pletely grasp the underlying relationships between them. Meanwhile, Google’s
latest Gemma2b model offers robust performance without requiring significant
computational resources. Thus, SCRA-VQA uses the Gemma2b model to sum-
marize captions, distilling essential information into a format better suited for
LLMs. This refinement enhances knowledge transfer, significantly improving an-
swer prediction accuracy. The method boosts information processing efficiency,
ensuring LLMs reliably acquire and use necessary knowledge for accurate an-
swers.

3.3 Prompt Design

Prompts play a crucial role in the inference process of LLMs, guiding them
to fully utilize their understanding and reasoning capabilities. Therefore, we
have developed a comprehensive and prompt design for LLMs that integrates
captions, summaries, and similar QA into a cohesive instructional framework.
The template of the prompt sample is:

Instruction text: Please reason the answers to
the questions according to the contexts. \n
Contexts: Rerank_Caption: e\n+ Summary:
s\n+ Similar_Question: qi\n+ Similar_Answer:
ai\n+ Question: Q\n+ Answer:

Specifically, the guidance provided to the LLMs is explicitly defined: “Please
infer the answer to the question based on the context”. This directive primes
the LLMs for context-based reasoning. The structured input to the LLMs is
formatted as follows: the initial section labeled “Contexts” encapsulates all the
captions and the summary, providing a rich narrative backdrop. This is fol-
lowed by a series of QA examples, formatted as “Question: [question] Answer:
[answer] ”, which are sequentially concatenated to build a narrative flow and con-
text reinforcement. The prompt culminates with the presentation of the current
question, formatted distinctly as “Question: [current question] Answer:”, which
sets the stage for the LLM’s response generation. The last question is positioned
to prompt LLMs to provide a correct answer, focusing solely on generating a
new answer.

4 Experiment

In this section, a series of experiments using two publicly available datasets are
conducted to address the following questions: RQ1: How does the performance
of SCRA-VQA compare to other VQA models? RQ2: How do the main modules
influence the performance of SCRA-VQA? RQ3: How do key hyperparameters
affect SCRA-VQA performance? RQ4: How does SCRA-VQA perform when
tested on real-word datasets?
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4.1 Environment Setup

Datasets. This paper selects two knowledge-based VQA datasets to evaluate our
method: 1) The OK-VQA [11] test set contains 5,046 questions requiring external
knowledge resources. 2) A-OKVQA [29] is an augmented dataset built on the
OK-VQA dataset and requires a broader range of knowledge types compared
to OK-VQA. Additionally, most questions in the VQAv2 [30] dataset focus on
straightforward visual recognition tasks, whereas our method emphasizes tasks
requiring external knowledge or logical reasoning. Therefore, we did not test our
method on VQAv2.
Experimental Details. This paper uses BLIP with 446M parameters for im-
age captions to generate captions for the regions matched between the image
and the question. To determine the relevant regions between the image and the
question, we use the cross-attention layers of the image-based text encoder in
BLIP to generate GradCAM and then sample K=20 image segments from these
identified regions. We primarily use the open-source OPT [31] model for the
LLMs. In our experiments, we also tested various other open-source models to
further demonstrate our method’s strong compatibility. These models can all
be experimented on using 2×Nvidia RTX4090, which is generally affordable for
most research labs.
Baseline Methods. This paper categorizes previous methods into four types: 1)
Zero-shot methods with frozen LLMs, which utilize frozen LLMs, including PICa
[5], PNP-VQA [32], and Img2Promp [10]. 2) Zero-shot methods with extra multi-
modal pretraining, which require large-scale vision-language datasets, including
VL-T5 [33], FewVLM [34], VLKD [35], and Frozen [36]. 3) Zero-shot Evaluation
with Access to Answer Candidates, including VQ2A [9] and WeaQA [37]. It is
worth noting that these methods assume the presence of scenarios where answer
candidates may not be available in practice, thus requiring careful comparison.
4) Few-Shot Evaluation, which involves evaluation with a few samples, including
PICa, FewVLM, and ClipCap [38].

4.2 Main Results (RQ1)

Comparing the performance of Zero-Shot and Few-Shot models. As
shown in Table 2, SCRA-VQA outperforms PICa on OK-VQA, a strong zero-
shot baseline without requiring large-scale end-to-end training, and enhances
performance on the OK-VQA dataset by 8.1% compared to the PNP-VQA11B

model while maintaining a lightweight structure. Against Img2Prompt of simi-
lar size, SCRA-VQA scores 38.8% on OK-VQA and 34.6% on A-OKVQA, sur-
passing Img2Prompt’s 38.2% and 33.3%, respectively. These results confirm the
effectiveness of our method, especially on A-OKVQA, which requires more so-
phisticated reasoning, highlighting its capability to handle complex queries. In
the context of end-to-end pre-training and few-shot models, SCRA-VQA remains
competitive, achieving more than twice the results of ClipCap on A-OKVQA.
Despite the lack of large-scale vision-language (V-L) pretraining, SCRA-VQA
demonstrates commendable performance when compared to methods that rely
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Table 2: Results on OK-VQA and A-OKVQA. × denotes methods that do not
require end-to-end training, while ✓ indicates those that do. Methods without
end-to-end training but assuming access to training samples are marked with †.

Methods Parameters End-to-End
Training

Shot
Number

OK-VQA
test

A-OKVQA
val.

Zero-Shot Evaluation with Extra End-to-End Training
VL-T5no−vqa [33] 288M ✓ 0 5.8 -
FewVLMbase [34] 288M ✓ 0 11.6 -
FewVLMlarge [34] 804M ✓ 0 16.5 -
VLKDV iT−B/16 [35] 494M ✓ 0 10.5 -
VLKDV iT−L/14 [35] 713M ✓ 0 13.3 -
Frozen7B [36] 7B ✓ 0 5.9 -
Zero-shot Evaluation with Access to Answer Candidates
WeaQA-ZSL [37] - ✓ 0 15.8 -
VQ2A [9] - ✓ 0 19.8 21.5
Few-Shot Evaluation
ClipCapCap [38] 175B × 10 10.0 16.6
ClipCapRel [38] 175B × 10 - 18.1
FewVLMbase [34] 288M ✓ 16 15.0 -
FewVLMlarge [34] 804M ✓ 16 23.1 -
PICA175B† [5] 175B × 1 36.4 -
Zero-Shot Evaluation with Frozen Large Language Model
PICA175B [5] 175B × 0 17.7 -
PNP-VQA3B [35] 3.9B × 0 34.1 33.4
PNP-VQA11B [35] 11.9B × 0 35.9 33.8
Img2Prompt7B [10] 8.3B × 0 38.2 33.3
SCRA-VQA6.7B 8.3B × 0 38.8 34.6

on such extensive pretraining. Overall, SCRA-VQA achieves robust performance
without the necessity of extensive pretraining, positioning it as a highly effective
approach for a variety of scenarios.

4.3 Ablation Study (RQ2)

Effect of Different Prompting Content. Table 3 demonstrates the perfor-
mance of the A-OKVQA and OK-VQA datasets under different prompting con-
tents. We observed a significant increase in accuracy when the Prompt Tem-
plate included Summary and Caption_Rerank. Experimental results indicate
their role in effectively connecting the dots between language model pretrain-
ing and VQA tasks, addressing modality disconnection issues. By enriching the
prompts, we can better leverage the capabilities of LLMs, facilitating a more
seamless integration across different modalities in VQA scenarios.
Effect of Prompt Text Design. We explore several methods for constructing
prompts for LLMs. The first method appends a QA pair after each caption, with
the summary at either the beginning or the end. This is described as Summary
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Table 3: Ablation of different prompt template content. It includes Instruction
(I), Caption (C), Question-Answer Pairs (QAP), Summary (S), and Rerank Cap-
tion (RC). The results are run with OPT6.7B.

Prompt Template Summary Rerank OK-VQA A-OKVQA

I × × 15.21 2.33

I + C × × 35.32 29.50

I + C + QAP × × 38.29 33.32

I + S + QAP ✓ × 38.00 33.42

I + C + S + QAP ✓ × 38.10 33.10

I + RC + S + QAP ✓ ✓ 38.82 34.61

Table 4: Ablations on prompts format. Repetition indicates whether it needs to
be used more than once.

Methods Repetition OK-VQA A-OKVQA

S+C+QA ✓ 36.5 32.2
C+QA+S ✓ 36.3 32.5
MC+MQA+S × 37.7 32.9
S+MC+MQA × 38.0 33.9
MC+S+MQA × 38.8 34.6

Caption Question-Answer (S+C+QA) and Caption Question-Answer Summary
(C+QA+S). This type of prompt must be repeated repeatedly to display all the
information. The second method presents all the captions followed by all the QA
pairs and then adds the summary. This is represented as MultiCaption MultiQA
Summary (MC+MQA+S), Summary MultiCaption MultiQA (S+MC+MQA),
and MultiCaption Summary MultiQA (MC+S+MQA). Experiments (as shown
in Table 4) reveal that the second method significantly outperforms the first in
performance. This result might be due to the first design. It could cause the
LLM to overly rely on the caption content while neglecting other potentially
significant or supplementary information sources.

4.4 Hyper-parameter Sensitivity (RQ3)

Effect of Caption Quantity and Quality: Fig. 4 (a) and (b) illustrate the
performance on the OK-VQA and A-OKVQA datasets using different captions.
Here, we utilize three mainstream rerank models: BGE-Rerank-large, BGE-
Rerank-base, and CohereAI. The figures indicate that the BGE-Rerank-large
model performs the best on both datasets. Additionally, BGE-Rerank-large achieves
the best performance on the OK-VQA dataset when the number of captions is
20. Conversely, on the A-OKVQA dataset, the model performs best with five
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captions. Increasing the number of captions beyond this point results in a drop
in performance, indicating that a certain number of captions causes LLMs to
ignore important information.
Effect of Summary Text Length and Quality: Given the input limitations
of LLMs, the length and quality of the summary text can affect their answer
generation. To explore this effect, we conduct experiments using Gemma, GPT,
and Llama. As shown in Fig. 5, Gemma performs best on the A-OKVQA dataset
with a text length of 100, while optimal performance on the OK-VQA dataset is
achieved with a text length of 140. This difference is due to the varying number
of captions in the datasets. Performance declines for almost all models when
text length increases to 160, as longer texts tend to include more irrelevant
information.

4.5 Case Study (RQ4)

In Fig. 6, we present four examples, including both successful and failed cases.
For example, in Fig. 6(a), the reranked captions all contain the necessary infor-
mation, like “shower” and “bathroom”. The summarized text organizes caption
information, and the similar sub-question-answer pairs provide ample contextual
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Top-5 Caption

1. A woman is waving her string

2. A woman stood by the steps

3. The kite floated over the lady's head

4. The woman was alone in the clearing

5. The woman is wearing a white coat 

and black trousers

(a) Question: Which country is the pet of this animal?

GT Answer: Russia

Summary: A black bear stands on a so pe covered with rocks and dried

grass. The bear appears to be looking at something. This kind of bear is

common in some parts of Russia.

Synthetic Question 1: What animal is this?

Answer: Black bear

Synthetic Question 2: Which country is this environment most likely to

occur in?

Answer: Russia

Question: Which country is this environment most likely to occur in ?

Predicted Answer: Russia

(b) Question: What’s the name of room?

GT Answer: Bathroom

Summary: There is a bathroom with a sink, bath towels and towels in 

various parts if the table, and a shower in the bathroom for bathing.

Synthetic Question 1: What’s on the left side of the wall?

Answer: Hand washing sink

Synthetic Question 2: What can this room be used for?

Answer: Shower

Question: What’s the name of this room?

Predicted Answer: Bathroom

Top-5 Caption

1. A black bear stands

2. The black bear stood on the slope

3. The black bear is looking sideways

4. There are many dry weeds on the slope

5. There are many stones around the 

animal

Top-5 Caption

1. A sink on side of the wall

2. A shower behind the wall

3. A white towels on table

4. A bath towels on the board under the 

table

5. Glass doors are embedded in the walls

(c) Question: What’s this guy doing?

GT Answer: Fly a kite

Summary: The woman may be flying a kite alone, standing in an

open are a of a park, wearing a white coat, and her kite or other object

being pulled by a string floating above her head. The whole scene

gives a sense of serenity and enjoyment of the beauty of nature.

Synthetic Question 1: What color don’t the woman wear?

Answer: White coat

Synthetic Question 2: What position is the woman in?

Answer: Wave one’s arms

Question: What’s this guy doing ?

Predicted Answer: Fly a kite

(d) Question: What is the material of the table in this room?

GT Answer: Wood and glass

Summary: The whole pictured description constitutes a warm and

comfortable living room scene, where the placement of furniture and

the presence of pets add some breath of life.

Synthetic Question 1: What’s on the table?

Answer: Remote control, books and plates

Synthetic Question 2: What is the tea table mostly made of?

Answer: Wood

Question: What is the material of the table in this room?

Predicted Answer: Wood

Top-5 Caption

1. A tea table is made of four wooden

corners

2. Some clutter on a table

3. There is a cat on the sofa beside the 

desk

4. The surface of the table is transparent

5. There is a carpet under the table

 

Fig. 6: Visualization of SCRA-VQA predicted answers and prompt information.
Green and Red refer to correct and incorrect results, respectively.

learning for the LLMs. However, errors in the image-to-text conversion process
can negatively impact subsequent modules. For example, in Fig. 6(d), BLIP in-
correctly identifies a small kite as a string, leading to inadequate information for
the question. These results highlight the necessity of appropriate commonsense
reasoning in open-ended VQA tasks.

5 Conclusion

This paper introduces SCRA-VQA, designed to harness existing LLMs’ knowl-
edge and reasoning capabilities for zero-shot VQA tasks. Specifically, SCRA-
VQA extracts and summarizes image information, providing ample context to
supply LLMs with sufficient visual information and task guidance. This method
eliminates the need for costly end-to-end visual-language alignment. Experimen-
tal results demonstrate that SCRA-VQA enables various LLMs to achieve zero-
shot VQA performance comparable to or surpass other methods requiring ex-
pensive end-to-end training. Future research could explore refining SCRA-VQA’s
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information extraction techniques, extending its applicability beyond visual data
to diverse modalities, and enhancing methods to integrate multi-modal knowl-
edge into LLMs.
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