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LEARNING TO LOCATE VISUAL ANSWER IN VIDEO CORPUS USING QUESTION
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ABSTRACT

We introduce a new task, named video corpus visual answer
localization (VCVAL), which aims to locate the visual an-
swer in a large collection of untrimmed instructional videos
using a natural language question. This task requires a range
of skills - the interaction between vision and language, video
retrieval, passage comprehension, and visual answer local-
ization. In this paper, we propose a cross-modal contrastive
global-span (CCGS) method for the VCVAL, jointly train-
ing the video corpus retrieval and visual answer localization
subtasks with the global-span matrix. We have reconstructed
a dataset named MedVidCQA, on which the VCVAL task is
benchmarked. Experimental results show that the proposed
method outperforms other competitive methods both in the
video corpus retrieval and visual answer localization sub-
tasks. Most importantly, we perform detailed analyses on
extensive experiments, paving a new path for understanding
the instructional videos, which ushers in further researclﬂ

Index Terms— Video corpus, visual answer localization[]
oo

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the popularity of the video platform has en-
riched people’s lives [1} 2]]. People can easily use natural lan-
guage to query video, but when it comes to instructional or
educational questions, more visual details are often needed
to aid comprehension [3} 4l]. Thus, an increasing number
of people expect to use the most intuitive video clips to an-
swer directly when querying. Different from traditional video
question-answering [5]], visual answer localization (VAL) is
more efficient, which aims to provide a visual answer and has
received extensive attention from researchers [6, [7]].

Medical video question answering (MedVidQA) [3] is the
pioneer for the VAL task within one untrimmed video, which
employs medical experts to annotate the corpus manually.

! All the experimental datasets and codes are open-sourced on the website
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Video Corpus Retrieval & Visual
Answer Localization Subtasks:

Text Question:

“How to get immediate relief in gum pain?”

Video Corpus

Input text question and video corpus

Output retrieval videos and visual answer

Fig. 1. Illustration of the video corpus visual answer local-
ization in the medical instructional video, where the visual
answer with the subtitles is highlighted in the yellow box.

However, it orients towards a single video and presumes the
visual answer exists in the given video, which greatly limits
the human-machine interaction application scenarios in the
vast videos [8), 9]. Therefore, we extend and introduce a
new video corpus visual answer localization (VCVAL) task
shown in Fig.|l} Specifically, we reconstruct the MedVidQA
datasets into the medical video corpus question answering
(MedVidCQA) dataset to perform the VCVAL task. Our
goal for the VCVAL is to find the matching video answer
span with the corresponding question from the large-scale
video corpus. The VCVAL task is more challenging than the
original VAL task because it not only requires retrieving the
target video from a large-scale video corpus, but also needs
to locate the visual answer corresponding to the target video
accurately. This task requires a range of skills—interaction
between vision and language, video retrieval, passage com-
prehension, and visual answer localization. To complete the
VCVAL task, two types of problems need to be considered.
The first is that the features are inconsistent in cross-video
retrieval, where retrieval performance will be worse due to
the different features between video contents and the given
question [[10]]. The second are the semantic gaps in the cross-
modal modeling between the given retrieved video and the
question before visual answer localization, resulting in worse
downstream performance [[11].

To solve the aforementioned two problems, we propose a
cross-modal contrastive global-span (CCGS) method, jointly
training the video retrieval and visual answer localization sub-
tasks in an end2end manner. Specifically, to alleviate the re-
trieval errors caused by feature inconsistency, we design the
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Fig. 2. Overview of the proposed cross-modal contrastive global-span (CCGS) method, where the modules in the same color

represent they share the same parameters.
global-span contrastive learning with the global-span matrix,
which sorts the positive and negative span points to find the
correct video. Then we enhance the video question-answering
semantic by element-wise cross-modal fusion. Finally, we
propose a global-span predictor to locate the visual answer,
which models joint semantic space with fusion information.
In this work, our contributions are presented as follows:
1) we extend the MedVidQA into the MedVidCQA dataset
and introduce the new video corpus visual answer localiza-
tion (VCVAL) task, which extends the downstream human-
machine interaction application scenarios in the vast videos.
2) We propose a novel cross-modal contrastive global-span
(CCGS) method. Specifically, we design the global-span con-
trastive learning to sort the positive and negative span points
in the video corpus. 3) We design the global-span predictor
with the element-wise cross-modal fusion to locate the final
visual answer. Extensive experiments are carried out for the
VCVAL task to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
method. The results show that our method outperforms other
competitive baselines in both video retrieval and visual an-
swer localization subtasks.

2. METHOD

We propose a cross-modal contrastive global-span (CCGS)
method for the VCVAL task, where the overview of the
method is presented in Fig. 2] The proposed method con-
tains four parts: (1) video corpus sampling: to construct the
positive and negative samples for contrastive training. (2)
Feature extraction: the extracted visual and textual features
are processed through the cross-modal interaction. (3) Cross-
modal fusion: the visual information is added to the textual
information element-wisely, where the position embedding
is also adopted. (4) Global-span matrix: the fusion infor-
mation is split into two features with position embedding,
which is used for constructing the global-span matrix. Two
modules adopting the global-span matrix include global-span
contrastive learning and global-span predictor.

Video Corpus Sampling. Given a set of untrimmed videos
as Vo = {V;}I,, corresponding subtitles Sc = {S5;}7;.,

S; = [u1, ..., ux] and the text question as Q) = {g; }5?:1, our

goal is to locate the visual answer in a large corpus, where S;
is each subtitle, uy, is the text span within the i-th subtitle, &
is the span number of the corresponding subtitle, n is number
of videos in the corpus, and p is length of question tokens.
We select the positive and negative samples for contrastive
learning, where the videos and texts are processed separately.
Also, we construct the span-label mapping table for bridging
the visual time with the text span. For convenience, we take
the positive sample and the M-th negative sample in a batch
as an example. As shown in Fig. 2] the ground-truth visual
time 00:00:14 ~ 00:00:23 is corresponded to the ug ~ ug.
Feature Extraction. For each video V, we extract visual
frames (16 frames per second) to obtain the corresponding
RGB visual features V; = {V/}7-, € R™* using 3D Con-
vNet (I3D) pre-trained on the Kinetics dataset [[12]], where
m is the number of extracted features and d is the dimen-
sion of feature extraction model. The Vp and Vy through
visual projection are represented as the information of the
positive (Pos.) and negative (Neg.) samples, where {Vp,
Vn} € {V;}7,. For the text part, the input question is
concatenated with the subtitle of each video S; to form posi-
tive and negative samples. The textual feature representation
T; = PLM[Q, S;] can be obtained from the pre-trained lan-
guage model (PLM), where T; € R(P+7)%d i ¢ [1,n] and r
is the token length of each subtitle. These Pos. and Neg. sam-
ples are Tp and T, which are chosen from subtitles, where
{Te. Tn} € {Ti}i,.

Cross-modal Fusion. Each pair of positive and negative sam-
ples are sent into the Context Query Attention [13]] separately,
which leverages the cross-modal modeling through context-
to-query (A) and query-to-context (13) processes. We select
question part TiQ € RP*4 from corresponding T; as input.

A =1{S,- TZQ} e R™? By ={S.-ST-V,;} e R™*4

where S, € R"™*P and S, € R™*P are the row- and column-
wise normalization of S by SoftMax, respectively. The output
V/, € R™*4 is written as follows,

V' =FFN([V;; Ai; V; © A Vi 0 By) (1)



where the FFN is one layer perceptron network, and ® de-
notes element-wise multiplication.

The Context Query Concatenation module [6] is adopted
to capture deeper semantics from the query with Attention
mechanism [[14] and Conv1d (in_channels = 2d, out_channels
= d), which is calculated as follows, where V//, € Rmxd,

V”; = Convld{Concat[Attention(V";, T?); T?]} 2)

The visual information V"/; € R**4 is processed with
Dropout (p = 0.1) and Conv1d (in_channels = d, out_channels
= 1) shown as follows.

v = COHV]d{DrOPOUt(V”i)} 3)

To obtain well cross-modal fusion information T;, we se-
lect the subtitle spans part T;[p :] € R"*% without the ques-
tion interval, and add the cross-modal visual information V',
element-wisely through the broadcast mechanism.

T;=V"i+Tip:] “

Then, the fusion information T} is sent into the Embedded

Split Linear Layer (ESLayer), where input and output dimen-

sion is [d, 2 x d]. Once splitting the last dimension d, we can

obtain the X-axis feature (X) and Y-axis features ()) to form

the global-span matrix, {X, Y} € R™*? where two features
can be presented as follows.

X = ESLayer(T;)[: d|, Y = ESLayer(T;)[d:]  (5)
Global-span Matrix. We construct the global-span matrix
for jointly modeling the video retrieval and visual answer lo-
calization. To better percept different span points in the ma-
trix, we adopt the spiral position embeddinﬁ before the ma-
trix construction, where P = {p;}_,. Features X and )/ are
respectively added with spiral linear embedding,

X=X+P Y=Y+P (6)
The X and ) are processed with dot product for global-

span matrix (Matrix), where each span point is the unique
interval position.

Matrix = Averagefooling()e . )>T) c RTx" (7

Global-span Predictor. Taking Y-axis as head and X-axis as
the tail, we define the span point [y, x| to represent the target
visual answer span interval, where y < x. As shown in the
Fig. 2] the label span (ug,ug) represents the span point [9,
6]. Meanwhile, we mask the region of y > x and flatten the
Matrix € R (") to get local Matrixj, for next process.

Matrix; = Flatten(Matrix) (8)

We adopt Cross-Entropy (CE) loss function to maximize
the logits of the target span point [y, x]. And, we convert the
point [y, x] to the flattened point for further calculation.

Loss; = CE(Matrixj,OneHot[y x d +x])  (9)

Zhttps://kexue.fm/archives/8265

Global-span Contrastive Learning. To jointly model the
semantics in cross-video retrieval, we introduce positive-
negative sample pairs with the global-span matrix. As shown
in Fig. 2] the exceed area is padded, and all the label is 0. We
adopt a ratio of positive and negative samples of 1:M, where
these samples go through the flattening process shown in
equation (8)) to obtain the output Matrixp, { Matrixjy; M ;
respectively. When setting the label, we set the ground truth
span point in Matrixp as the positive label 1, the surplus as
the negative label 0, and each span point in {Matrixjy; M,
is the negative label 0.

Finally, we connect Matrixp with all {Matrixy; ?4:1
to form the global feature Matrix(,.

Matrixy = Concat(Matrixp, { Matrixj;}M,) (10)

We adopt the CE loss to calculate the global-span con-
trastive learning objective.

Losse = CE(Matrixg, OneHot[y x d + x]) (11)

End2end Training. We combine the video retrieval and vi-
sual answer localization based on global-span matrix, and
jointly train the following loss function.

Loss = Loss; + Lossy (12)
3. EXPERIMENTAL SETTING

We reconstruct a dataset for the VCVAL task, named Med-
VidCQA. It can be divided into two subtasks, 1) video re-
trieval; 2) visual answer localization. Specifically, we keep
the distribution and their original labels the same as the Med-
VidQA [3]]. The number of training, verification, and test sets
are 2,710, 145, and 155 respectively. In the test set, we re-
moved the video ID number corresponding to the problem.
As a result, it is required to retrieve the target video ID from
the test corpus, and then locate the visual answer. Evalu-
ation Metrics. We use 16 evaluation metrics including re-
trieval and R@1, R@5, R@10 and MRR [18}[19]], and IOU-
0.3/0.5/0.7/mlIoU in Rank@1/10/100 [6, [9], to evaluate the
performance of different methods on the VCVAL task. We se-
lect strong baselines of VAL with uni-modal and cross-modal
to benchmark the performance on the VCVAL task. In order
to ensure fair comparisons, all the compared methods follow
the parameter settings of the original work. Hyperparame-
ters of the Baselines. We use the same pre-trained language
modeﬂ to encode the texts, and then calculate the logits for
all videos. We sort all the logits and select the highest predic-
tion interval as the final result. We set d = 768 and optimize
the loss function via the AdamW optimizer with Ir = le-5.
Hyperparameters of the CCGS. The hidden size d is set
to 768. We use DeBERTa-v3-base as the PLM (with limited
maximum length to 1300). We conduct experiments with the

3https://huggingface.co/microsoft/deberta-v3-base



Table 1. Performance comparisons between the various baseline methods on the MedVidCQA dataset, where four types of
baseline methods are compared including visual-based, textual-based, cross-modal, and pipeline-based methods.

Method Rank@1 Rank@10 Rank@100
ToU=0.3 1oU=0.5 ToU=0.7 mloU | IoU=0.3 1IoU=0.5 TIoU=0.7 mloU | IoU=0.3 IoU=0.5 IoU=0.7 mloU
Visual-based VSLNet [13] 2.76 2.07 1.38 1.95 27.27 24.24 12.12 23.20 30.34 22.76 13.10 24.18
ACRM [15] 3.45 2.07 0.69 1.68 12.12 9.09 9.09 8.74 14.48 10.34 6.21 12.29
Textual-based  Span-Base [6] 9.66 6.90 4.14 5.64 38.45 35.15 26.15 30.45 50.68 46.37 37.45 42.68
Cross-Modal VPTSL [6] 11.03 10.34 8.28 9.05 39.89 36.48 27.66 32.10 54.32 50.09 40.54 48.87
VSLNet [13] 22.07 13.79 10.34 17.45 37.67 31.55 24.67 26.45 56.12 47.11 38.45 41.69
BM25 [16] ACRM [15] 13.10 8.97 3.45 9.89 24.45 21.43 14.45 20.64 39.96 34.17 30.78 32.89
Span-Base [6] 35.45 28.46 18.44 28.64 53.13 48.66 40.97 47.83 68.97 61.81 49.44 56.84
VPTSL [6] 36.56 29.16 17.89 28.89 55.34 49.36 41.23 46.45 67.91 62.41 53.48 59.87
VSLNet [13] 23.87 14.66 11.08 17.02 38.92 32.56 26.45 27.69 57.89 48.23 40.11 40.98
DPR [17] ACRM [13] 14.48 10.34 5.52 11.70 22.59 19.78 12.15 15.67 56.54 48.65 39.68 40.57
Span-Base [6] 38.68 31.78 23.45 30.48 56.73 48.45 43.45 48.35 70.01 63.45 52.63 59.73
VPTSL [6] 47.59 38.62 31.03 37.94 63.12 57.15 51.68 58.12 74.86 67.87 60.37 66.91
Our Method 59.31 48.28 38.62 47.00 80.17 70.34 58.62 66.09 91.72 88.28 81.38 82.16

Table 2. Ablation experiments of the proposed method, where CF means Cross-modal Fusion and GS means Global-Span.

Method Rank@1 Rank@10 Rank@100 Retrieval
ToU=0.3 ToU=0.5 TIoU=0.7 mloU | IoU=0.3 IoU=0.5 ToU=0.7 mloU | IoU=0.3 ToU=0.5 IoU=0.7 mloU | MRR R@]1 R@5 R@I0
Our Method 59.31 48.28 38.62  47.00 80.17 70.34 58.62  66.09 91.72 88.28 81.38  82.16 | 86.70 78.62 97.93 100.00
W/o element-wise CF | 53.10 43.45 29.66  40.94 73.79 66.21 5586  61.25 86.21 82.07 77.93 78.19 | 82.44 7241 9448 9831
W/o GS Contrastive 29.66 24.14 19.31 23.25 45.52 37.93 33.10 37.73 62.76 57.24 50.34 5459 | 52.64 40.69 67.59 7793
W/o GS Predictor 54.54 45.97 3645 4299 68.12 60.29 51.41 57.65 87.48 83.68 78.73 79.68 | 7892 72.56 96.54 98.62

Table 3. Retrieval performance of different baselines.

Method Retrieval
MRR R@l1 R@5 R@10
VSLNet [13] 1.64 2.76 14.55 22.76
ACRM [15] 1.12 3.45 11.21 22.76
Span-Base [6] 10.45 9.66 34.56 41.65
VPTSL [6] 15.64 11.70 42.56 54.12
BM25 [16] 70.71 64.83 85.63 94.17
DPR [17] 74.56 68.28 89.58 96.54
Our Method 86.70 78.62 97.93 100.00

Pytorch [20] on three NVIDIA A100 GPUs. Our method is
optimized with AdamW optimizer (Ir = le-5). The M is set

to 1, and the batch_size = 2.

We repeated the experiment three times to reduce the ran-
dom errors, and selected the best model in the validation set
to test the effect in the test set for all experiments.

4. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

As shown in Table[l} we have benchmarked the VCVAL task
from four perspectives, i.e., visual-based, textual-based (only
use subtitle), cross-modal, and pipeline-based methods (three
types of methods combined with BM25 or DPR). Our method
has achieved impressive results on all metrics, as it builds a
unified global-span matrix among different videos. And, each
logits in the matrix represents the probability distribution of
its answer interval. Compared with the former three com-
pared methods, our method models the beginning and end-
ing span points jointly, which performs better in video re-
trieval and answer localization. Table [3] shows the retrieval
performance, where the text-passage retrieval methods are
strong baselines as they model the semantics between the tex-
tual question and answer. We propose global-span contrastive

learning utilizing the global-span matrix, which jointly mod-
els semantics in different videos. Meanwhile, it also outper-
forms the pipeline-based methods shown in Table[I] The rea-
son may be that the visual answer localization performance is
limited by the retrieval performance due to the pipeline form.
Ablation Studies. Table 2] presents the ablation experiments.
In the video retrieval subtask, global-span contrastive learn-
ing contributes the most, as it increases the consistency of
video retrieval features using the global-span matrix. These
enhanced semantic features have a positive benefit on the per-
formance of video corpus retrieval. In addition, by delet-
ing the element-wise cross-modal fusion (only using subti-
tles) and the global-span predictor, the performances of our
method show varying degrees of degradation. These demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed method for the VC-
VAL task.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we reconstructed a dataset MedVidCQA and
introduced a new VCVAL task, which aims to locate the
visual answer in a large collection of instructional videos
with the text question. We designed the global-span predictor
and global-span contrastive learning based on the element-
wise cross-modal fusion, modelling the VCVAL task in an
end2end manner. Our method outperformed the competi-
tive baseline methods including visual-based, textual-based,
cross-modal and pipeline-based methods in terms of video
retrieval and answer localization. Besides, the ablation study
demonstrated the effectiveness of the proposed method. We
hope our work can bring more thoughts on video applica-
tions. In the future, we plan to build more instructional video
datasets to advance the development of related fields.
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