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ABSTRACT

The rapid evolution of e-commerce has exposed the limitations of traditional product retrieval systems
in managing complex, multi-turn user interactions. Recent advances in multimodal generative
retrieval—particularly those leveraging multimodal large language models (MLLMs) as retrievers—
have shown promise. However, most existing methods are tailored to single-turn scenarios and
struggle to model the evolving intent and iterative nature of multi-turn dialogues when applied naively.
Concurrently, test-time scaling has emerged as a powerful paradigm for improving large language
model (LLM) performance through iterative inference-time refinement. Yet, its effectiveness typically
relies on two conditions: (1) a well-defined problem space (e.g., mathematical reasoning), and (2) the
model’s ability to self-correct—conditions that are rarely met in conversational product search. In this
setting, user queries are often ambiguous and evolving, and MLLMs alone have difficulty grounding
responses in a fixed product corpus. Motivated by these challenges, we propose a novel framework
that introduces test-time scaling into conversational multimodal product retrieval. Our approach
builds on a generative retriever, further augmented with a test-time reranking (TTR) mechanism that
improves retrieval accuracy and better aligns results with evolving user intent throughout the dialogue.
Experiments across multiple benchmarks show consistent improvements, with average gains of 14.5
points in MRR and 10.6 points in nDCG@]1.
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1 Introduction

Conversational search marks a significant departure from traditional single-turn information retrieval by enabling
users to satisfy complex information needs through multi-turn dialogues [1]]. A central challenge in this paradigm is
interpreting user queries in the context of preceding dialogue history. To address this, various query reformulation
techniques—such as query expansion [2} 3] and query rewriting [4} |5]—have been developed to bridge user intent
across turns.

In the e-commerce domain, conversational product search (CPS) extends these principles to transform how users
engage with product search systems [6]. Unlike traditional keyword-based systems that mostly treat each query
independently and often struggle with evolving or ambiguous user intent [6], CPS leverages natural language dialogues
to iteratively surface fine-grained user preferences [7, [8]. By preserving conversational context and enabling proactive
intent clarification, CPS systems can better constrain the search space and align retrieval results with user needs. This
context-aware, interactive process ultimately enhances product discovery, improves recommendation accuracy, fosters a
richer, more engaging user experience [0, 9].
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Figure 1: Top: Unimodal and multimodal conversational product search (CPS). Multimodal CPS incorporates
user-provided reference images to more effectively retrieve the desired product. Bottom: Overview of the proposed
test-time reranking (TTR) mechanism. As the dialogue progresses, product scores produced by a pre-trained LLM-
based generative retriever are dynamically adjusted at inference time to better align with the evolving user intent.

Building on the foundations of CPS, recent studies have begun to explore how the generative capabilities of large
language models (LLMs) can enhance retrieval effectiveness. Generative retrieval [[10, [11} [12]—leveraging the
autoregressive nature of LLMs to produce relevant document or item identifiers—has shown promise in various domains,
including e-commerce search [13} [14] and cross-modal retrieval [[15} [16]]. In particular, multimodal conversational
retrieval is gaining traction, as users increasingly express preferences through diverse modalities such as text, images,
videos, or speech. The upper panel of Figure [I| contrasts unimodal CPS with multimodal CPS, the latter incorporating
user-provided reference images to retrieve more relevant products. Despite the conceptual alignment between generative
retrieval and the goals of CPS, this intersection remains underexplored—especially in multi-turn product search
and recommendation scenarios. A key barrier is the scarcity of publicly available datasets that support multimodal,
multi-turn retrieval tasks, thereby hindering systematic research and benchmarking.

On the other hand, despite its potential, generative retrieval remains constrained in practice—particularly in multimodal
conversational settings—due to the fixed computational budget typically allocated at inference. This constraint motivates
the use of test-time scaling (TTS), or test-time compute (TTC), which aims to improve the performance of pre-trained
models by allocating additional computation during inference [17,|18|[19]]. Given that generative retrievers are usually
built on LLMs, TTS techniques serve as a natural extension to enhance their performance. Unlike approaches that scale
model size or training data, TTS focuses on enabling more sophisticated reasoning during inference, thereby improving
output quality on complex tasks.

To advance scalable multimodal conversational retrieval, we propose a novel framework that integrates a multimodal
LLM-based generative retriever with an effective test-time reranking (TTR) mechanism. This design bridges CPS
with recent advances in TTS [6], enabling more accurate retrieval in multi-turn dialogue settings. As illustrated at the
bottom of Figure[I] the TTR component adjusts the scores of candidate items from the generative retriever, refining
the final output. To support training and evaluation, we curate and refine two existing datasets—Multi-turn Fashion
1Q [20] and Multimodal Dialogue (MMD) [21]]—and additionally incorporate MUSE [22]], a synthetic multimodal
conversational recommendation dataset. Our contributions are:

* We introduce a novel framework that integrates generative retrieval with multimodal, multi-turn dialogue, addressing
an underexplored area in conversational product search.

* We propose test-time reranking (TTR), a test-time scaling mechanism for product reranking, enabling dynamic
refinement during inference and improving retrieval quality in complex, multi-turn multimodal scenarios.

* We curate and release improved multi-turn multimodal product retrieval datasets—refining existing benchmarks and
incorporating a synthetic corpus—to support research and evaluation in this emerging domain.

* We conduct extensive experiments on three benchmarks, demonstrating that our framework consistently outperforms
strong unimodal and multimodal baselines.
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2 Related Works

2.1 Conversational Product Search

A key challenge in conversational retrieval is leveraging complex, evolving dialogue context to retrieve relevant
results [6]]. One common approach reformulates conversational queries into standalone inputs suitable for standard
retrieval models. For example, ConvGQR utilizes pre-trained language models (PLMs) for query rewriting [5], while
CONQRR employs reinforcement learning to rewrite queries specifically for retrieving passages in conversational
question answering (CQA) [23]. However, such reformulations may misalign downstream retrieval objectives and
struggle with lengthy or ambiguous conversations.

Conversational dense retrieval offers an alternative by directly encoding dialogue history. ChatRetriever [24] combines
instruction tuning with contrastive learning to adapt large language models (LLMs) for this task, improving the modeling
of multi-turn interactions. Applying these techniques to multimodal conversational product search introduces additional
complexity: handling multimodal queries and corpora. Real-world product queries often involve not only text but also
images and structured attributes—capabilities that text-only models typically lack.

Compounding this issue is the lack of suitable multimodal conversational retrieval datasets. Existing resources are
limited: MG-ShopDial [25] is text-only; Melon [9] focuses on clarifying questions rather than retrieval; and Multiturn
Fashion Retrieval (MFR) [26, 27]] does not exhibit true conversational coherence. Also, the Multimodal Dialogue
(MMD) dataset [21] is no longer maintained and contains numerous broken data links. Synthetic alternatives like
MUSE [22] offer promise but cannot fully replace real-world data. While MFR, MMD, and MUSE remain valuable
testbeds for current research, these limitations highlight the urgent need for more comprehensive multimodal datasets to
advance the field.

2.2 Generative Document Retrieval

Conventional information retrieval (IR) methods rely on matching user queries against indexed document collections
using techniques such as sparse retrieval (e.g., BM25 [28]]) or dense bi-encoder architectures (e.g., DPR [29], ANCE [30]])
based on vector similarity. In contrast, generative retrieval (GR) marks a significant paradigm shift by leveraging
LLMs to produce relevant document identifiers (DocIDs) using a sequence-to-sequence framework [31]]. This approach
enables a novel mechanism for information access, using generation strategies like constrained beam search to restrict
outputs to valid DocIDs, which are then ranked by generation likelihood.

DocIDs in GR systems can be structured (e.g., via recursive document clustering techniques [[12]) or semantic, often
referred to as Semantic IDs (SIDs), using key text fragments or image captions [[15,132]]. GR has shown promise in diverse
applications, including cross-modal retrieval [33}34] and recommender systems [35}36]. Ranking-based objectives
can further improve performance [37, 38]. To address scalability challenges, GR systems can integrate efficient data
structures such as the FM-index [39]], which enables fast and compact retrieval within large text corpora [11].

2.3 Test-time Scaling

Test-time scaling (TTS) is an emerging paradigm that enhances LLMs performance by allocating additional computation
during inference [[17,[18]. Rather than relying solely on model or data scale, TTS improves output quality by generating
multiple candidate responses and selecting the most promising one. Selection is typically supported by external
verification model [40, |41} 42], with reinforcement learning further improving model self-correction [43] |44]].

TTS strategies generally fall into two categories: (1) expanding chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning via longer paths
(e.g., tree-of-thoughts) [45]46], and (2) multi-sample generation methods such as best-of-N (BoN) sampling [47, 48] or
Beam Search [17, 49].

In retrieval context, TCR [50]] addresses query shift in image-text retrieval but is limited to single-turn tasks. Similarly,
Rankl1 [51] uses TTS to rerank documents by distilling reasoning traces, showing gains on MS MARCO [52] and
BRIGHT [53]], yet it remains constrained to single-turn unimodal ranking. These works highlight TTS’s potential in
retrieval but also expose a gap: a lack of approaches for multi-turn conversational retrieval, especially in multimodal
contexts.
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed three-stage pipeline for conversational multimodal product search enhanced
by test-time scaling: (i) User Intent Inference: A multimodal large language model (e.g., GPT-40-mini) infers the
user’s current intent based on the dialog context. (ii) Semantic ID-based Generative Retrieval: The inferred intent,
combined with a user-provided reference image, is used by a generative retriever to produce semantic identifiers
of relevant products via beam search over an FM-index-constrained output space. (iii) Test-time Reranking: The
retreived products are further refined using our proposed test-time reranking mechanism that adjusts their scores based
on alignment with the inferred user intent.

3 Methodology

In this section, we introduce our framework for test-time conversational multimodal product search. We begin by
defining the task and then describe the framework’s key components and training strategy. Finally, we explain how it
supports scalable computation during inference.

3.1 Task Definition

Conversational multimodal product search requires a retrieval framework capable of iteratively refining retrieval results
based on the user’s evolving requests—such as queries or feedback—across multiple dialogue turns. Formally, let

X = {2;}, be a corpus of N multimodal products, where each product z; = (", z/™#) contains both textual and
visual modalities. To support multimodal interaction, we allow user utterances and system responses to vary in modality,
with each turn associated with a modality set M C {text,img}. At dialogue turn ¢, the system aims to retrieve a target
product by leveraging the dialogue history {g;", p1", ..., ¢, pi*1} (denoted d%), along with the current user query
q;'. For example, ¢ = (¢i***, ¢;™®) comprises both textual and visual content.

A query reformulator f¢ transforms the current dialogue context (d%, ¢;*) into an inferred query. A similarity function
s(+) is then used to score all candidate products in the corpus X against this representation. The top-K scoring products
are returned as the result at turn ¢, denoted PtK :

Pl = top-K s(fo(d¥,a), ).
i€{1,2,...,N}

The goal of the conversational multimodal product search is to retrieve the user’s intended product at each turn, despite
challenges such as underspecified queries, ambiguous references, and evolving preferences throughout the dialogue.
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3.2 Multimodal Conversational Product Retriever

Our multimodal conversational product retriever consists of three key modules. First, an intent understanding module
utilizes a large language model (LLM) to interpret the user’s current intent at each dialogue turn. Depending on the
setting, this can be powered by either proprietary or open-source LLMs. In multimodal contexts, we adopt multimodal
LLMs capable of processing inputs that include text alongside visual, video, or audio signals. Second, a retrieval module
uses the interpreted intent to generate an initial set of candidate product identifiers from the product corpus. Finally,
a test-time reranking (TTR) module refines these candidates by reranking them based on their semantic relevance to
the user’s query. This reranker incorporates a test-time evaluation mechanism for improved precision. The overall
architecture is illustrated in Figure 2]

3.2.1 User Intent Inference

Given the dialogue history dZ/, and the current user query ¢;, an LLM is utilized to infer the user’s intent at turn ¢,

producing a revised query representation g}*. Formally, we generate a textual reformulation as g; ™" = LLM(d%, gi),
which is then combined with the original visual input (if present), yielding the multimodal inferred query: ¢** =
(3", ¢i™#). This inferred query is subsequently passed to the generative retriever fietriever» Which we describe in the

next subsection.

3.2.2 Semantic ID-based Generative Retriever

We employ a generative model as our retriever, which outputs semantic identifiers (SIDs) to represent each product.
These SIDs are constructed from rich product information such as attribute values (e.g., style, shape, price) and image
captions. Following the approach [32]], we adopt substrings of product descriptions as SIDs. Each product may be
associated with multiple SIDs, each capturing different aspects of it (e.g., product z; : SID,, product z; : SIDy). The
generative retriever, fregiever, 1S @ language model fine-tuned on dialogue data to generate relevant SIDs for a specific
product under output constraints in response to the inferred query.

During inference, given an inferred query ¢** and a candidate product x, the generative retriever fegiever produces the b
most semantically relevant SID(s) for product x with respect to the inferred query, denoted as:

C, = {Cla ey Gy ,Cb} = fretriever(a\M | x)

Each SID ¢; € C is accompanied by a probability score produced by the retriever during generation. In the context
of test-time scaling, the retriever’s score can be viewed as a reward signal that reflects its confidence in generating
a SID ¢; associated with product x, conditioned on the inferred query ¢*'. For simplicity, we denote this reward as
RM(c;) = log(c;), where log(c;) represents the sum of the log probabilities of the tokens comprising c;. Figure
illustrates the computation of a SID’s probability.

Product x

(begin generation with "product x:") Semantic ID Cj

product x: yellow waistband ...
inferred __(Gamaratve || (eoken Yfesken o
Query Retriever Constrained (1) C(j,2)
Decoding

Figure 3: Each SID ¢; € C; of product x is represented as a sequence of tokens: ¢; = {c(jjl), C(j,2)5 -+ c(j7|cj|)}. The
generation probability score of ¢; is defined as the sum of the log probabilities of its constituent tokens: RM(¢;) =

def
log(c;) = > log(cgj,y)-

The final relevance score between a product 2 and the query ¢*** is computed based on the scores of the associated SIDs.
While various aggregation strategies are possible—such as averaging or taking the maximum of the scores—we adopt
the maximum generation score as the similarity measure between the product and the query:

s(g™, x) = arg max RM(c;).

cj eCy
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3.3 Test-time Reranking

To enhance generative retriever performance, we propose test-time reranking (TTR), a novel method inspired by
recent advances in adapting test-time scaling to LLMs. To the best of our knowledge, TTR is the first approach to
apply test-time scaling in conversational product search, enabled by the underlying generative retrieval framework.
Specifically, TTR augments the original reward model by incorporating a test-time evaluator, yielding a revised scoring
function that is subsequently used to rerank candidate items:

RMr1r(cj) = o(log(c;)) X wevale; | 77), (1

where o denotes a min-max normalization function applied to the log-probability scores, scaling them to the range [0, 1]
for comparability. In parallel, wgy, (cj | ¢™) represents the evaluator’s confidence in how well the candidate semantic
ID (SID) ¢; aligns with the inferred query ¢!, expressed as a scalar confidence score in the range [0, 1].

Efficiency Analysis of Test-time Reranking (TTR) Efficiency and computational overhead are key concerns when
applying TTR. We analyze the computational cost introduced by the LLM-based evaluator, which constitutes the
primary source of additional inference-time overhead. The overall complexity of TTR is dominated by the number
of candidate products A and the number of retrieved (as well as generated) SIDs per product B, resulting in a total
complexity of O(AB).

To generate candidate SIDs, we adopt beam search for its favorable trade-off between computational efficiency and the
ability to generate high-probability sequences. The proposed evaluation process is highly parallelizable and can be
efficiently executed via multithreading, demonstrating the practical viability of our test-time reranking approach.

4 Multimodal CPS Dataset

Publicly available datasets for multi-turn multimodal retrieval are not only scarce but also suffer from notable limitations,
making robust evaluation in this domain particularly challenging. Alongside our proposed framework for conversational
product search (CPS), we contribute curated datasets specifically tailored to the demands of complex, real-world
multimodal CPS scenarios.

The Multiturn Fashion Retrieval (MFR) dataset [20], derived from FashionIQ [54], lacks semantic richness. Each
product is described by an image and a limited set attributes (e.g., style, fabric, and shape), without detailed product
descriptions and meaningful captions. This textual sparsity hinders fine-grained product matching and retrieval [55]]. To
address this, we enhanced MFR with image captions released by UniFashion [53]], generated using LLaVA-NeXT [56]]
for FashionlQ images. We refer to this curated version as MFRy in the rest of the paper.

Similarly, while the Multimodal Dialogs (MMD) dataset [21] contains over 150,000 expert-curated conversational
sessions in the fashion retail domain, many of its product URLs are now invalid. To address this, we reconstructed a
usable subset of MMD by filtering for valid product links, referred to as MMDy, in our experiments. We further curated
this subset by removing dialogues that were unsuitable for multimodal product retrieval—such as those in which the
user never selected or purchased a product.

Beyond real-world datasets, we incorporate a synthetic corpus to examine LLM-generated dialogues in retrieval tasks.
Recent work has proposed frameworks that simulate multimodal recommendation dialogues by modeling user-agent
interactions with LLMs. We follow MUSE [22]], which constructs synthetic dialogues using simulated user profiles and
arich catalog of fashion products (e.g., clothing, shoes, and jewelry), and generate our own MUSE dataset to assess the
generalizability of retrieval models across real-world and synthetic settings.

After curation, all datasets are standardized into a unified format, where each dialogue is represented as

{a*,p"s. .. q",pi", .. .}. Each user query ¢;* may include both a textual query ;" and a reference image

img . . . . . .
q; - explicitly mentioned by the user— typically one of the product images recommended by the system in previous
turns. Since the FM-index used in our retrieval pipeline supports only textual objects, each response p is represented
using the product’s image caption and associated textual metadata (e.g., product ID and description). A summary of

dialogue statistics is provided in Table
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Dataset  # Dialogues  Train Valid Test # Products

MF Ryt 2,350 1,809 441 100 15,269
MMDy) ¢ 10,000 9,400 500 100 49,164
MUSE 7,000 6,500 400 100 94,209

Table 1: Dataset statistics.

S Experiments

5.1 Baselines

To evaluate our proposed framework for multimodal conversational product search (CPS), we assess its impact on
retrieval performance across several widely used retrievers. A distinguishing feature of our framework is that its
support for multimodal queries, allowing it to incorporate input such as user-referenced images from earlier dialogue
turns. In contrast, the baseline unimodal retrievers are restricted to text-only inputs. These include dense retriever
T5-Large [57]] and LLM-based retriever Qwen2.5-7B [58]]. For the multimodal setting, we evaluate VLT5-Large [59]
and Qwen2.5-VL-7B [58]], which can process both text and visual signals.

Our proposed test-time reranking (TTR) mechanism is specifically designed for decoder-based generative retrievers that
support constrained decoding. Accordingly, we evaluate its effectiveness on encoder-decoder models (TS5, VLTS5) and
decoder-only models (Qwen2.5, Qwen2.5-VL), each under two configurations: with and without the TTR enabled.

5.2 Experimental Settings

All baseline methods are incorporated into our proposed three-stage pipeline (see Figure[2)), serving as the generative
retriever component. Each dataset is partitioned into training, validation, and testing splits at the dialogue level (see
Table[T). To ensure a fair comparison, all methods share the same training split and are trained using formats specific
to their architectures: decoder-only models on full dialogues and encoder-decoder models on extracted user—system
interaction pairs. Further training configurations are detailed in later sections. Model selection is based on validation
performance, and final results are reported on the test set.

Retrieval effectiveness is evaluated at each conversational turn using standard ranking metrics: nDCG and MRR.
Generated top-b semantic IDs per product are set to 2, 2, and 5 for MFR;, MMDy;,, and MUSE, respectively. Table
reports the average scores for the final turns; the average scores across all turns are investigated in later sections. Note
that each dialogue in our datasets corresponds to a single target item, differing from conventional single-turn text
retrieval datasets such as MS MARCO [52], where a query may have multiple relevant answers. Following prior
work [55], we construct a retrieval set of 100 candidates per query during testing, ensuring the inclusion of the target
product. This setup allows us to evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed test-time reranking mechanism in identifying
and ranking the target product.

5.2.1 Inferred Query Generation

We follow the procedure outlined in the Methodology Section and employ GPT-40-mini to generate inferred queries
3" for each turn ¢ in the training dialogues. Each inferred query is then paired with its corresponding image

component (e.g., q,ifmg) to construct an inferred multimodal dialogue, which serves as the training data for the retriever.

5.2.2 Retriever Training

For decoder-only models, we employ the LLaMA-Factory [60]] toolkit to fine-tune the models using training dialogues
in which user queries have been replaced with their inferred versions. Each dialogue is serialized into a ShareGPT-style
token sequence for next-token prediction. Training follows a standard autoregressive objective, with the loss computed
only on tokens corresponding to the assistant’s responses (i.e., p;). If supported, visual inputs are encoded into visual
tokens via a vision encoder and incorporated into the training sequence.

In contrast, encoder-decoder models are trained on pairwise data extracted from each user—system turn in the training
dialogues. Given a dialogue d, we construct training pairs of the form {(G*, p1), (3%, p2), .-, (qlggl ;D)) }- Like the

decoder-only setup, training follows an autoregressive objective: given a inferred user query ¢;**, the model is trained to
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Unimodal Model Multimodal Model
Dataset TTR
MRR nDCG@1 nDCG@5 nDCG@10 MRR nDCG@1 nDCG@5 nDCG@10
Qwen2.5-7B Qwen2.5-VL-7B

2 MFR X 4.90 0.00 2.50 5.73 11.19 5.00 10.31 11.89
5 crt 25.11 (++202) 15.00 (1+150) 23.24 (1+207) 27.86 (1+22.1) 23.11 (1+11.9) 15.00 (1+100) 22.50 ¢1+1220 23.95 (1+12.1)
-“E MMD X 11.97 4.00 10.36 13.79 17.32 9.00 15.25 19.12
§ ity 36.33 (1+24.4) 23.00 (1+19.0) 37.76 (1+27.49 41.70 (1+27.9) 38.59 (1+213) 25.00 (1+16.0) 39.61 (1+24.4) 44.31 (1+252)
_ MUSE X 5.05 0.00 3.84 4.47 6.83 2.00 491 5.94

v 12.23 ¢1+72)  4.00¢1+400 11.19 (1474 13.81 (1493 11.45¢+46) 5.00+30 10.61¢1+57 11.52 (1456
y T5-Large VLTS5-Large
"ql; MFR X 5.13 1.00 2.63 5.52 5.54 1.00 3.79 5.39
2 ert 10.58 (1+55  3.00 4200 9.36 (1+67) 12.86 (1+73) 11.38(1+58  6.00 (1450  8.52 (1+47)  12.35 (1+69)
=]
é MMD X 12.54 4.00 11.29 14.19 13.73 5.00 12.65 16.63
2 fle g 34.70 (1+222) 22.00 (++180) 35.63 (++243) 40.13 (1+259) 37.89 (1+242) 24.00 (++19.0) 38.27 (1+256) 43.48 (1+26.9)
é MUSE X 8.92 2.00 7.56 8.54 6.57 2.00 3.64 6.57

v 20.10 1+ 112 11.00 1+9.00  17.59 ¢1+100) 23.06 (1+14.5 2218 (1+156) 9.00 (1+7.00 22.61 ¢1+19.00 27.50 (1+20.9)

Table 2: Evaluation results on the final-turn queries of testing dialogues across three datasets, comparing two model
architectures (decoder-only and encoder—decoder) and two query modalities (unimodal and multimodal). We report
the average retrieval scores for each model with and without test-time reranking (TTR). TTR results are shown in
bold when they outperform the corresponding non-TTR baseline, with the performance gain indicated in parentheses as
(1+xx.x) following the bolded value.

generate the associated product-side text, which may include the image caption, the product description, or both. If
supported, visual features are extracted using a vision encoder and integrated alongside the textual input.

5.2.3 Test-time Reranking

Following Equation (), we update the retrieval scores for models compatible with our proposed test-time reranking,
namely, TS5, VLTS5, Qwen, and Qwen-VL. During the generative retrieval phase at inference time, beam sizes are
determined per dataset and then shared across all models for fair comparisons. We employ GPT-40-mini as the evaluator
model.

5.2.4 FM-index for Inference

During inference, we pre-encode the product corpus using an FM-index, a data structure chosen for its superior efficiency
in constrained decoding over large corpora, outperforming alternatives like MarisaTrie [61]]. The FM-index is integrated
into a logits processor that restricts the generative retriever’s output to valid substrings corresponding to semantic IDs
(SIDs) in the corpus [39]]. To support this decoding constraint, we extended the widely-used LLaMA-Factory [60]
codebase by exposing additional functionalities for output constraint control through API—a previously unavailable
feature. This extension enables compatibility with up-to-date MLLMs, including LLaVA [62] and InternVL [63]. We
will release our implementation upon paper acceptance.

5.3 Experimental Results

5.3.1 Effectiveness of Test-time Reranking

Table 2] reports retrieval performance on the final-turn user queries across three datasets. The results demonstrate that
our proposed test-time reranking (TTR) consistently improves key retrieval metrics, including MRR and nDCG. For
instance, with the Qwen2.5-VL model, TTR yields substantial gains across all datasets: on MFR., MRR improves
by 12 points (a 107% relative increase, from 11.19 to 23.11; on MMDy;, by 21 points (a relative 123% increase, from
17.32 to 38.59); and on MUSE, by 5 points (a relative 68% increase, from 6.83 to 11.45). Similarly, nDCG@1 scores
increase by 10 points on MFR; (from 5 to 15), 16 points on MMDy; (from 9 to 25), and 3 points on MUSE (from 2
to 5). Notablely, TTR proves effective across both decoder-only and encoder—decoder model architectures: all four
models—Qwen2.5, Qwen2.5-VL, T5, and VLT5—exhibit consistent performance gains at inference time when TTR is
applied.
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5.3.2 Effectiveness of Multimodal Query

We also compare the effectiveness of unimodal and multimodal query settings. As shown in Table[2] models that support
multimodal queries (i.e., text accompanied by a reference image) generally outperform their text-only counterparts.
After applying TTR, VLTS achieves an average MRR gain of 2 points over T5 across all three datasets. Similarly, even
without TTR, Qwen2.5-VL outperforms its unimodal variant Qwen?2.5 on all benchmarks. Notably, both Qwen2.5-VL
and Qwen?2.5 exhibit comparable gains in retrieval performance after TTR is applied. These findings confirm that
incorporating visual context into user queries enhances retrieval effectiveness.

5.3.3 Checkpoint Selection

We further examine the impact of TTR on the generative retriever across different training checkpoints. Using the
MMDy; dataset—the largest in our study—we evaluate four Qwen2.5-VL checkpoints spanning early to late training
stages, applying TTR with fixed hyperparameters and reporting average MRR scores over test set final turns. As shown
in Figure[d] our analysis reveals that while retrieval performance degrades at later checkpoints due to overfitting, TTR
effectively mitigates this issue by reassessing the semantic alignment between retrieved products and the user’s evolving
intent. The performance gains are especially pronounced at later stages, where the model exhibits a stronger bias toward
hard negatives. These results demonstrate that applying test-time scaling to selected checkpoints enhances retrieval
robustness and overall effectiveness.

5.3.4 Retrieval Performance across Dialogue Turns

To assess retrieval accuracy over a conversation, we follow prior work [9]] and report the average MRR at each dialogue
turn across the three datasets using Qwen2.5-VL. To ensure comparability across turns, we select test dialogues of
uniform length: 11 dialogues with 4 turns from MFR.y, 25 with 6 turns from MMDy,, and 60 with 4 turns from
MUSE. As shown in Table[3] the proposed TTR consistently improves retrieval performance, with particularly notable
gains in the later turns. We also observe a general upward trend in MRR as conversations progresses, indicating that
accumulating dialogue history plays a critical role in enhancing retrieval accuracy over multiple turns.
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Figure 4: TTR performance across different checkpoints. Table 3: Turn-specific average MRR scores.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we extend test-time scaling to the domain of multimodal conversational product retrieval by proposing a
novel framework. Our approach integrates a semantic ID-based generative retriever with a multimodal conversational
retrieval pipeline and introduces a test-time reranking (TTR) mechanism that verifies the retriever’s prediction—such as
product attributes and item relevance—against the user’s evolving intent during inference. This mechanism significantly
enhances retrieval accuracy and recommendation quality in multi-turn product search scenarios.

We evaluate two model architectures (i.e., decoder-only and encoder-decoder) across three benchmark datasets, showing
that TTR consistently enhances retrieval performance. Additional analyses, including checkpoint sensitivity and
turn-level performance, further validate the effectiveness and robustness of our approach. Overall, our findings show
that TTR yields significant performance gains in multimodal conversational product search, with minimal inference-time
overhead. To support further research, we release curated multi-turn multimodal retrieval datasets, augmented with our
inferred queries and annotated target products. These resources include improved versions of existing benchmarks and
a synthetic dataset generated using a computationally intensive method established in the field.
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