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Abstract

Massive multi-modality datasets play a significant role in facilitating the success of
large video-language models. However, current video-language datasets primarily
provide text descriptions for visual frames, considering audio to be weakly related
information. They usually overlook exploring the potential of inherent audio-visual
correlation, leading to monotonous annotation within each modality instead of
comprehensive and precise descriptions. Such ignorance results in the difficulty of
multiple cross-modality studies. To fulfill this gap, we present MMTrail, a large-
scale multi-modality video-language dataset incorporating more than 20M trailer
clips with visual captions, and 2M high-quality clips with multimodal captions.
Trailers preview full-length video works and integrate context, visual frames, and
background music. In particular, the trailer has two main advantages: (1) the topics
are diverse, and the content characters are of various types, e.g., film, news, and
gaming. (2) the corresponding background music is custom-designed, making it
more coherent with the visual context. Upon these insights, we propose a systemic
captioning framework, achieving various modality annotations with more than
27.1k hours of trailer videos. Here, to ensure the caption retains music perspective
while preserving the authority of visual context, we leverage the advanced LLM to
merge all annotations adaptively. In this fashion, our MMtrail dataset potentially
paves the path for fine-grained large multimodal-language model training. In
experiments, we provide evaluation metrics and benchmark results on our dataset,
demonstrating the high quality of our annotation and its effectiveness for model
training.

1 Introduction

Al-driven movies and shot video production have a wide range of applications in people’s daily lives.
Clearly, creating vivid videos requires more than just visual frame generation or individual modality-
based ones. Thanks to various large-scale video-language datasets, numerous generative multimodal
large language models have been developed to achieve this goal [4,137,16} 117, 131,125/153/19]. However,
the existing video-language datasets [9} 39| |56 typically focus on visual-based text descriptions,
and they overlook the significance of the inherent visual-audio dependencies. It presents a complex
challenge that demands cohesive integration of multiple modalities, yet remains largely unexplored.
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J>® & ] Merged Caption: "In a picturesque grassy field, a man walks alongside a graceful white horse, capturing the changing weather
conditions and the horse's elegant movements. The scene is set against a backdrop of rolling green hills and a wooden fence, with an old car
parked nearby. The video features a low-quality recording of a flat male vocal and wooden percussion, adding a rustic touch to the scenery."

Figure 1: We present a video-language dataset with music captions, MMTrail.

Collecting high-quality multi-modality source data that preserves consistency between different
modalities is challenging. Unlike previous datasets that only provide visual frame-based caption [[1],
multimodal datasets contain complex data formats (e.g., music), resulting in more labor-intensive
and time-consuming costs in data processing and annotation. Moreover, achieving a high correlation
between audio and visual content presents challenges.

Targeting to fill the dataset gap by creating
a comprehensive and accurate multi-modality
visual-audio dataset, we first notice trailers. As a
precursor to a full-length work, the video trailer 30%
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In this work, we propose MMTrail, which aims Trail dataset.

to unlock the potential of multimodal content

understanding and generation for innovative applications in video content generation. We first
recognize the immense value of trailers as a video-centric dataset, especially considering the music
alongside the videos. MMTrail contains 20M+ video clips from 290k trailer videos encompassing
various source categories as shown in Fig.[2] To ensure the quality of our dataset, we have carefully
designed a robust data filtering and cleaning methodology. We also provide extensive statistics works
to demonstrate the diversity and complexity of our dataset.

To address the multimodal to language annotation challenge, we have designed a multimodal caption-
ing pipeline incorporating diverse state-of-the-art (SOTA) captioning models [12} 164} 35]]. Further-
more, we propose a language model fusion strategy to generate fine-grained multimodal captions. We
have performed small-scale annotations on the entire dataset, created a multimodal annotation subset
of 3 million samples MMTrail-2M, and provided a testing set MM Trail-Test with manually-adjusted
multimodal caption.

We present evaluation metrics and benchmark results on our dataset, demonstrating the high quality
of our annotations and their effectiveness for model training. Through extensive experiments and
benchmarking, we showcase the difficulty and diversity of our dataset using various evaluation
metrics. We also conduct human evaluations to validate the quality of our multimodal captioning



Table 1: Comparison of MMTrail-X and other Video to language datasets. MMTrail-X contains three
sets(20M,2M, test) with 720p resolution.

Dataset Year Size Caption Modality Clips E(V) E(T) Resolution
WebVid [1] 2021 52khr Alt-text Video 10M 10s - 360p
Panda [9] 2024 167khr Auto Video 70M 8.5s 13.2 720p
HD-VILA [61] 2022 371.5khr ASR Video 100M  3.6s 32.5 720p
MSR-VTT [60] 2016 40hr Manual Video 10K 15s 9.3 240p
InternVid [S6] 2023 760.3khr Auto MM 100M 11.7s 11.6 720p
HowTol00M [39] 2023  134.5khr ASR MM 136M  3.6s 4 720p
MMTrail-20M 2024 27.1khr Auto Video 20M 4.6s 10.7 720p
MMTrail-2M 2024 8.2khr Auto MM 2M 13.8s 394 720p
MMTrail-Test 2024 3.2hr Manual MM 1k 11.6s 98.2 720p
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Figure 3: Data collection and cleaning pipeline of the MMTrail. Starting from the source video data,
we follow the metadata cleaning, scene-cut, and basic filtering to obtain the full list of MMTrail-20M
and High-Quality Selection to filter the MMTrail-2M.

pipeline. Furthermore, we fine-tune understanding models [67] and generative models [[6] on a subset
of our dataset, providing evidence of its high quality and efficacy. Additionally, we evaluate video
understanding models on the MMTrail-Test, highlighting the challenges posed by our dataset, and
evaluate video-music-based models to demonstrate the effectiveness of cross-modality tasks.

2 Related Work
2.1 Video generation and understanding

Video understanding and text-to-video generation are inherently connected tasks. In recent years,
there has been remarkable progress in understanding models [57, 136} 70, 12,163} 162, 133} 132, 158} 67, 18],
which have greatly contributed to the advancement of text-based video generation techniques. The
availability of large-scale datasets and diffusion models has revolutionized video generation, moving
from pixel-level approaches like [21} 146, 20] to latent-level video diffusion models [[18 (72} |5, [17]].
Concurrently, understanding models have also witnessed significant improvements. A series of
MLLM-based understanding models [35} |38} 147,23} 23] has reach a satisfied understanding abilities.
Besides, some surveys give detailed summaries of this area from different application areas or
aspects [[16]]. The iterative interaction between video generation and understanding has led to the
development of excellent large-scale datasets and models encompassing diverse approaches. Panda [9]
introduced an auto-caption model distilled from video understanding models like VideoLlaMA [67],
MiniGPT4 [73]. Furthermore, leading to a large amount of multimodal generation models [31} 159,
10, 28]].

2.2 Video-Language datasets

Captioned video datasets are essential for text-to-video generation and understanding tasks. MSR-
VTT [60], UCF-101 [48]] are commonly used as evaluation sets. Anna et al. [42] presented 118,081
movie clips with descriptions. ActivityNet Caption [27]] by Ranjay et al. is a benchmark involving
event detection, natural language description, and event localization. WebVid [1l], VideoFactory [54],
and other works [44} 55| 49| 40], contain multilingual video descriptions, video clips, metadata such
as titles, descriptions, tags, and channel names, and are used for tasks like video understanding,
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Figure 4: Word cloud of the (left) objects and (right) background in MMTrail. Most of the objects

are human, and most of the backgrounds are indoor scenes like office, kitchen, etc.

text-to-video retrieval, and audio-video captioning with weak annotations. Several datasets and
approaches have utilized audio to enhance video captioning [39, 142 166} 156,19, |61]]. These datasets
consist of movies, web videos, YouTube videos, and high-resolution videos from popular YouTube
categories, providing transcribed audio descriptions, narrations [39], ASR transcriptions [66], and
multiple captions generated through a auto caption model [39, 9, 56].

However, existing works only use audio to enhance the video caption, using metadata or ASR to
provide extra information for the video caption. A large-scale video-centric dataset that cooperates
with high-quality music and multimodal caption is still lacking.

3 MMTrail-20M Dataset

To boost the performance of multimodal generation tasks, we construct a high-quality multimodal
dataset based on trailers, which offers a wealth of multimodal information and diverse categories that
distinguish them from existing large-scale video-language datasets.

3.1 Data Collection Pipeline

Trailers, as unique, well-made video types, have particular data distribution and exceptional quality.
The trailer videos usually contain multiple themes, including movies, TV shows, games, etc. They
are well organized with the most attractive clips of the corresponding videos. At the same time, most
of them are accompanied by corresponding background voices and music. Such rich and high-density
information is a complete challenge for the current Artificial Intelligence Generation Content(AIGC)
task and brings considerable difficulties to data cleaning. To solve this challenging problem, we
designed a comprehensive data collection and cleaning process as shown in Fig. 3] to deal with such
complex videos, as described in this section.

Collection Strategies To enrich the diversity of our MMTrail, we first employ the keyword “trailer”
to retrieve various in-the-wild trailer videos. Such general-purpose trailer videos encapsulate a wide
range of artistic works and genres. Then, we tailor the keywords more specifically to explicitly
collect trailer videos with divergent sources. Those keywords include “Movie Trailers”, “Video Game
Trailers”, “TV Show Trailers”, “Documentary Trailers”, etc. Through these two methods, we collect
285,518 comprehensive trailer videos with a total duration of 94,911,802.8 seconds.

Trimming To facilitate the extraction of various video information in subsequent analyses, we cut
the original videos into clips based on the scenes. As the most mature and practical tool currently
available, PySceneDetec{ offers robust functionalities for this purpose. Thus, we use ContentDetector
of PySceneDetect to compare the difference in content between adjacent frames and then cut the
videos according to the predetermined threshold of 30. We finally generated 21,588,792 clips with an
average duration of 4.6 seconds.

Motion Filtering Evaluating motion quality is a crucial step in selecting high-quality video content.
Motion vectors and optical flow are both mainstream motion quality evaluation methods. In our case,
trailer videos often have rapid cuts and transitions between scenes, posing challenges for optical
flow-based analysis. Other than optical flow, motion vectors are more robust to these quick changes,

“https://github.com/Breakthrough/PySceneDetect
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Figure 5: Statistic of the MMTrail clips. These evaluation scores collectively include OCR score,
Video duration, optical flow score, clip duration, image quality, and aesthetic score, demonstrating

the richness and diversity of MMTrail, making it a valuable resource for multimedia research.

as they rely on larger block units’ displacement rather than individual pixels’ continuous flow. On
the other hand, motion vectors are more lightweight and can be calculated more efficiently. Thus,
we leverage motion vectors to filter out clips with problems like static frames, title sequences, and

slideshow-like playback.

Figure 6: Clips of high (left) and low (right) motion quality scores.

Diversity We evaluate the diversity and richness of our dataset from three aspects: theme, objects,
and backgrounds. While collecting, we first assess the categories from the Yotoube metadata provided
by the video provider, as shown in Fig.[2] Furthermore, we generate an object-level caption list and
background by Llava-NexT [33] for a more accurate category-based generation. The word cloud of
objects and backgrounds is shown in Fig.[4]

OCR Trailer videos often have text-heavy sections with high-quality text animations, like opening
and ending credits. To identify these text-rich segments, we utilize OCR to detect the text content
in the video frames and calculate the bounding box area of the text. This measurement reflects the

amount of text in the clips.

LLalY[‘-meéﬁ f\xéslg
f”“a"‘)'tf; a X _Fq.r.m
mﬂt.«gzaﬁaﬁ’ ]
o 28 & 4 ‘;f & &g
t-ax,tt'éﬁ‘?,ﬁ < P9
PREYS S m,ﬂ_:‘i}
X ey b ax G
-kx“'ﬁ".i e e

*Re IRA R I{

"

W G S
LS X At

i“"'!km{:. 2]
Ao Ax g H
1%n<:,?u&‘€'4‘3
A vz gk & 9N R
E TR S
A&nd»ﬁ'*i ax
% EES
k"""i)‘ 3

& RN
L

=k

Bl E

Figure 7: Clips of high (left) and low (right) OCR scores.




Quality Statistics In addition to text detection, we considered image quality [22] and aesthetic
scores [45] to enhance our analysis of trailer videos. These measures allowed us to evaluate frames’
visual fidelity, clarity, and aesthetic appeal, providing more comprehensive insights for trailer analysis
and editing.

Figure 8: Clips of high (left) and low (right) image quality scores.

Audio Collection We extract the audio from video source segments with a sampling rate of 44.1
kHz. We use the PANNSs [26]] algorithm to perform music event detection, and over 70% of the audio
segments contain music.

3.2 Video Captioning Pipeline

The MMTrail contains many complex themes, like subtitles and character animations, as shown in
Fig.[2] which brings extraordinary complex work for video captioning. At the same time, smooth
transition shots also make it impossible for traditional single-frame annotation methods to convey
semantics coherently. Therefore, this section introduces a multi-temporal and multimodal caption
pipeline containing a detailed video description from frame, motion, and music levels.

Frame Caption The auto-captioning pipeline has proven efficient in cutting-edge video generation
foundation models. SVD [4] and Pandas [9]] have given promising results and demonstrated the
importance of high-quality frame captions for the generation model. We initially performed image-
level captioning on the individual frames of the data. We employed coca [64] for each video clip to
generate separate captions for three frames(first, middle, and last), resulting in relevant captions.

Clip Caption Having obtained concise captions for three frames that capture the essential information,
we aimed to obtain fine-grained captions and variations between frames in the video. We concatenated
multiple frames into a comic strip format and employed the LLaVA [35]] image model to guide
the description of the dynamic differences between frames. Additionally, leveraging a powerful
multimodal language model, we incorporated OCR and more detailed summary descriptions to
expand the information within the frame captions.

Categories and Background Noticing the LLM-based caption has hallucinations when describing
the frame, we further generate word-level labels to enhance the annotation of the main objects and
background. Initially, we utilized LLaVA’s QA capabilities to have the model answer questions about
the background. Subsequently, through QA, we prompted the model to provide relevant category
information. We conducted the word cloud in Fig.[d and certified caption quality by subjective
experience in Section 4]

Music Caption Moreover, given that trailer music usually has a well-designed audio effect and
background music, we applied the music caption on our dataset rather than a standard audio caption.
In our work, we used MusicCaps [12]], an LLM-based music captioning model. The caption format is
well designed with its description pipeline, which first describes its sound quality, a generated speech
style, and a detailed description of its instrument and music style. More examples are shown in the
Appendix. We further evaluate the generation tasks and the text-to-music generation based on the
music caption, which shows the efficiency of our captioning and dataset.

OCR The trailer contains many text animations. Captioning the context inside the movie can also be
a challenging task. In this task, we utilize the OCR ability by LlaVA [35] and caption the context for
5 frames of each video. We merge reliable text animation captions based on the previous method.

General caption Combining all the captions mentioned above, we use the language model llama2-
13B [51] to merge all the captions and generate complete and high-quality multimodal captions. We
evaluate the caption accuracy and quality by human preference in Section ]
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Figure 9: Data captioning pipeline. Starting from video clips, we extract frames and audio and
then perform multiple rounds of captioning. A predefined instruction format combines multimodal
captions, which serve as prompts for the language model and generate the final merged prompts.

Table 2: Comparison of MMTrail-2M and other Video-Audio Generation Dataset. For each dataset,
we list the following information in each column: dataset name (Dataset), public year (Year), average
duration per clip (Dur./Clip), total number of clips (#Clips), total number of hours (#Hours).

Dataset Year Dur./Clip #Clips #Hours
Audioset [[15] 2017 10s 2M 5.8khr
Vggsound [[7] 2020 10s 210K 550hr
MMTrail-2M 2024 13.8s 2M 8.2khr
MMTrail-Test 2024 11.6s 1k 3.2hr

3.3 SubSet Separation

We applied the frame caption Section [3.2]for the full MMTrailer-20M video clips with 20M+ clips.
We included the scale comparison with other large-scale datasets in Table [T} showing that our
dataset is a large-scale video-language dataset. MMTrail has a resolution no smaller than 720p, and
MMTrail-20M clips are 4.6s long on average.

High-quality Subset , named MMTrail-2M, contains a detailed multimodal caption. Compared to
the original distribution, we samples MMTrial-2M to create a high-quality subset using the following
criteria: 1. We filter out clips with motion scores below 0.45 or above 50. 2. We only retain the
clips within the top 85% of image quality scores. 3. We only keep the clips within the top 85% of
aesthetic scores. Furthermore, all clips in MMTrail-2M are longer than 4s and provided with all
the captions, as shown in Fig.[9] including categories, background, frame captions, music captions,
merged captions, etc. We also compare MMTrail-2M with Video-Audio datasets as shown in Table[2}
MMTrail has a larger scale than existing datasets (Audioset [[15] and Vggsound [[7]).

High-quality test set is extracted from the MMTrail-2M, we extract a fine-branded testing set that
contains 1k video clips and multiple multimodal captions. Then, we manually adjust the merged
caption to a manual caption to build a testing subset with trust-wise multimodal prompts. We test
several tasks and models on the test set in Section [4] to show the complexity and difficulties of
MMTrail. The test set has 98.2 words of caption on average and includes 3.2hr video clips.

4 Experiments

This section presents comprehensive experiments on multiple tasks to demonstrate our dataset’s
effectiveness, diversity, complexity, and difficulty.

4.1 Multimodal Captioning

We present the results of our human evaluation of video caption quality in Fig.[I0] Ten videos were
randomly selected from the MMTrail-Test dataset. They were rated on a scale of 0 to 10 based on
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Figure 10: Human evaluation results of the captioning models on the MMTrail-Test. The X-axis is
the average evaluation score from 0-10, and the Y-axis is the average word numbers.

Table 3: Comparison of VideoCrafter-2.0 and VideoCrafter-2.0(MMTrail) on 9 different dimensions.
For every dimension, a higher score is better.

Dimentions(1) | VideoCrafter-2.0 |  VideoCrafter-2.0(MMTrail)
temporal style 25.84 24.61
appearance style 25.13 24.10
image quality 67.22 69.78
dynamic degree 42.50 43.50
motion smoothness 97.73 98.33
temporal flickering 98.41 98.50
Subject consistency 96.85 98.62
background consistency 98.22 98.40
Overall consistency 28.23 25.33
Sum \ 64.45 \ 64.57

general impressions, including aspects such as correctness, level of detail, richness, and fluency.
The results of more than 100 sets of samples indicate that the manually adjusted prompts rating
of 8.12 outperforms the auto-caption pipeline, while our merged captions achieve the second-best
performance of 6.62. Despite being short and straightforward, object/background labels achieve a
6.02 evaluation score, demonstrating more correctness than other captions. Frame caption, music
caption, and 1laVA caption obtain 4.3, 4.6, and 5.4, respectively, and these findings demonstrate the
effectiveness of our captions and highlight the quality of our labeled captions by human annotators.

4.2 Video Generation

The model was fine-tuned on the VideoCrafter-2.0 [37] dataset using 8 Tesla-H800 GPUs with a batch
size of 3 for 10,000 steps at a learning rate of 6e-6. The training data was randomly sampled from the
MMTrail-2M dataset, using the video captions as input. The evaluation results, shown in Table
include 9 matrices on the VBench [22]], indicating that fine-tuning the model on the MMTrail-2M
dataset led to improvements of 0.6 in motion smoothness and 1.77 in subject consistency, with a
slight overall performance boost(0.12 higher) compared to the official VideoCrafter-2.0 checkpoint.
Visual examples of the generated content are provided in Fig. and additional demonstrations
and experiment details will be included in the supplementary material. This thorough evaluation and
comparison of the tuned model’s performance on critical metrics provides valuable insights into the
effectiveness of the fine-tuning process and the potential benefits of leveraging the MMTrail-2M
dataset for video generation tasks.

4.3 Video Understanding

Experiment Setting To evaluate the capability of our dataset in multimodal video understanding,
we choose Video-LLaMA [67]] as the baseline for the video captioning task. We use same model



Caption : A beetle emerging from the sand.

Figure 11: Two generation result of Videocrafter(MMTrail). The caption is from the VBench [22]]
evaluation prompts list; the given example shows the high quality in motion and object consistency.

Table 4: Comparison of Video-LlaMA model performance on the Trailer-Test dataset. The figure
shows the results of three different versions of the Video-LlaMA model across five evaluation metrics,
and the Video-LIaMA(MMTrail) version performs better on most evaluation indicators.

Model BLEU-41 M1 ROGUE-L?t CIDErt BERT?T
Video-LlaMA (Pretrain) 0.52 4.57 11.57 0.09 84.42
Video-LlaMA (Finetune) 3.94 14.05 22.67 2.45 85.48
Video-LlaMA(MMTrail) 5.59 13.83 24.97 24.79 87.21

and training config as Video-LlaMA, which useVicuna-v0-7B as llama model [71]], ViT [[14] and
Q-Former [[68] as the video encoder and the linear projection layer from MiniGPT-4 [[74]. We train
4 epochs by MMTrail-2M, each containing 2500 iters with batch size 32. We compare it with two
official model weights: the pre-train Video-LIaMA weight on WebVid (2.5M video-caption pairs)
and the fine-tuned Video-LlaMA.

Evaluation Metric We evaluate video understanding models on the MMTrail-Test. As for the
evaluation metric, we choose the commonly used metrics in text generation tasks-BLEU-4 [41]],
ROGUE-L [30], METEOR [3]}, and CIDEr [52] to evaluate our result. All the metrics are computed
using the pycocoevalcap [34]] package. We also use BERTScore to evaluate the contextual
similarity for each token in the ground truth and the predicted captions. The results are reported
in Table[] The official weights show relatively low performance, highlighting the challenge of
MMTrail, and the data distribution differs from their training data.

In addition, we also evaluated three checkpoints from Video-LlaMA [67]] by human evaluation in
Fig. [10| and found that the Video-LIaMA-MMTrail evaluation result slightly lags behind Video-
LlaMA-Finetune but performs significantly better than Video-LlaMA-Pretrain. We provide further
details in Section[4.3|for a more comprehensive understanding of our model.

4.4 Music Generation

We used text-to-music generation to evaluate the effectiveness of the video-music pair data and
the labeled video caption and music caption. We use MusicGen [11]] to generate music based on
our video caption (VideoCap2Music) and music caption (MusicCap2Music). We use Kullback-
Leibler Divergence (KL), Inception score (ISc), Frechet distance (FD), and Frechet Audio Distance
(FAD) to evaluate the generated music. Besides, we use the ImageBind-AV score (IB) to evaluate
the audio-visual alignment between the video and the generated music. For the model with text input
in Tab. [5] compared with video caption, the evaluation results on music caption are 0.13 better in KL,
0.65 in ISc, 3.64 in FD, and 1.21 in FAD, showing the domain gap of multimodal descriptions. This
comparison shows that there is still a significant research gap between caption-music-video.



Table 5: Music generation evaluation results on the MMTrail-Test. We compare two types of captions
and their 5 metrics. The results show that music caption performs better in music generation tasks.

Method Input KL} ISct FDJ FAD| BT
VideoCap2Music Text 3.22 1.79 57.17 15.04 0.09
MusicCap2Music Text 3.10 2.44 53.53 13.83 -

5 Conclusion

We introduce MMTrail, a comprehensive and accurate multi-modality visual-audio dataset to address
the dataset gap. By utilizing the inherent value of trailers, which integrate visual, audio, and con-
textual elements, MMTrail offers detailed and precise multi-modality annotations. Our systematic
captioning framework adaptively merges visual and musical perspectives, ensuring that the annota-
tions capture the richness of multimodal content. Experimental results demonstrate the high quality
of the MMTrail dataset, its effectiveness for fine-grained multimodal-language model training, and a
variety of downstream applications. We believe this innovative dataset will unlock new possibilities
in video content generation and significantly advance research in visual-audio understanding. The
comprehensive and diverse nature of MMTrail makes it a valuable asset for the research community,
paving the way for novel applications that leverage the power of multimodal learning.

A Captioning Pipeline

A.1 Music Caption

Methods like Chatmusician[65]] provide captions for music, however, as trailer videos often contain a
cacophony of audio tracks, which typically include background music and vocals, captioning audio
poses a significant challenge. Therefore, to achieve optimal music captioning results, we initially
utilize Demucs [43] for vocal separation on each audio clip. Subsequently, LP-MusicCap [13]] is
leveraged to caption the resultant audio, devoid of vocals, from the separation process.

A.2 Speech Recognition

Besides, the speech is also an important track of the trailer audio. Therefore, we further turn the
speech into the text. Similar to our approach in music captioning, we use Demucs initially to perform
vocal separation on each audio clip. Following this, Whisper is utilized to caption the separated vocal
audio.

A.3 Merge Caption

We use LIaMA-13B to merge the multiple captions, by constricting a pre-designed caption prompt as
follows:

There are some descriptions of a video,

including video caption, music caption, background caption and the main
objects in the video.

Please combine all the descriptions into an overall description of the
video in only one paragraph.

Finally, please rewrite and polish it into an overall video description
in one paragraph and give me only the content of the video.
Background: {background}

Main objects: {objects}
Video caption 1: {image_cap}
Video caption 2: {frame_cap}
Music caption: {music_cap}

As illustrated in Figure we use the LLaMA-13B to merge frame captions, lava captions, music
captions, objects, and background into a final merge caption. By merging multiple captions, the
merge caption offers a comprehensive and detailed description of the audiovisual content of videos.
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Music Caption for Unseparated Audio: This audio contains a male voice speaking in a lower key. Then a spoken word
recording starts playing a melody on a marimba. This is an amateur recording. This may be playing in a tutorial video on
the djembe.

Music Caption for Separated Audio: This audio contains someone playing a xylophone sound and rattles. This is an
amateur recording. You can hear clicking and recording noises. T This audio contains a male voice speaking in a lower
key. Then a spoken word recording starts playing a melody on a marimba. This is an amateur recording. This may be
playing in a tutorial video on the djembe. his song may be playing demonstrating specific sounds on a device.

(a)

Music Caption for Unseparated Audio: The low quality recording features a flat male vocal talking, after which there is
a synth pad speaking in the background. The recording is noisy and in mono.

Music Caption for Separated Audio: The low quality recording features a suspenseful synth pad played over playback
that consists of loud bell tones and some sea waves sounds. The recording is noisy and in mono.

(b)

Music Caption for Unseparated Audio: The low quality recording features a flat female vocal talking over playback
instrumental that consists of a flat male vocal talking, after which there is a harmonizing female vocal melody. The
recording is noisy and in mono.

Music Caption for Separated Audio: This is the type of horn that would be heard in a distant battlecry. The clip features
just this war horn, which sounds like the sound of a dog barking.

©)

Music Caption for Unseparated Audio: This music is instrumental. The tempo is medium with a male voice speaking in
an instructive manner. The music is like a tutorial on the guitar.

Music Caption for Separated Audio: This audio contains someone playing a marimba melody on a horn. This is an
amateur recording. This may be playing in a church.

(@)

Figure 12: We provided an extra comparison of the music caption before and after the track separation.
With our separation, the caption includes the description of the human voice as highlighted in red.

Its components mutually complement one another, ensuring that every aspect of the narrative receives
attention and providing unique insights into various facets of the video content.

A.4 Frame Caption

We utilize LLava-v1.6-vicuna-7B as the image understanding model to generate captions for video
clips. Initially, we filter out clips with durations of less than 1.0 seconds. Subsequently, we sample
three frames at the fractions of 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8 of each clip’s total duration. The prompt is as follows:

Please describe the image in detail.

A.5 LLaVA Caption

We use the image understanding model LLaVA-13b [35] to caption each of our video clips. Specifi-
cally, for each clip, we sample frames at positions 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, and 0.9, and then horizontally
concatenate them into a single image, which serves as input for LLaVA-13b to generate captions. We
construct the caption prompt as follows:

These are some keyframes of a video.

Please use one sentence to summarize the content of the video in detail.

Summarize the content of the entire video but not describe keyframes
frame by frame.

11



Moreover, we observe that the results of LLaVA captioning often contained some redundant informa-
tion, as illustrated by the green sections in Figure Therefore, we use LLaMA-13b to refine the
LLaVA captions, eliminating much of the extraneous content and rendering the final captions more in
line with human expression. We construct the prompt as follows:

[{caption}] This is a description of a video.

Please polish it to an overall video description in one sentence and
give me only the content of the video.

Do not use the words ’frame’ and ’video’.

Describe the content of the video directly, which means do not start
with ’The video...’ or something like that.

Do not add extra information that is not included in the original
description.

Here is an example: A dancer in a vibrant orange skirt and gray jacket
moves gracefully across the stage, her movements fluid and
expressive.

By combining frames and secondary polishing, we finally obtain high-quality captions that contain
the main content information of the clips.

B Additional Experiments

B.1 Video Understanding Model

We use VideoLLaMA as our base model, which contains a llama model, a g-former, and a llama
projection model. For LLM, we use llama vicuna-v0-7B. We also use model weight pretrained on
minigpt4 to initialize our llama projection. In the training stage, we train from scratch and froze
the Visual Transformer and LLM models. Only the visual g-former and the llama projection are
trained in the pretraining stage. Following the video llama setting, we use a batch size of 32, and
each video uniformly samples 8 frames with a 224 resolution. We train 5 epochs on our 2M training
data. Each epoch contains 2500 iters with a linear warmup cosine Ir. The weight decays are 0.05, and
the warmup Ir is le-6 with 2500 warmup steps, a le-4 init Ir, and an 8e-5 minimum Ir. The results
can be seen in Table[6]

Table 6: Comparison of Video-LLaMA model performance on the Trailer-Test dataset. The figure
shows the results of three different versions of the Video-LLaMA model across five evaluation
metrics, and the Video-LLaMA(MMTrail) version performs better on most evaluation indicators.

Model BLEU-41 M1 ROGUE-Lt  CIDErf  BERT{
Video-LLaMA (Pretrain) 0.52 4.57 11.57 0.09 84.42
Video-LLaMA (Finetune) 3.94 14.05 22.67 245 85.48
Video-LLaVA [29] 2.80 8.18 21.27 7.92 87.61
Video-LLaMA(MMTrail) 5.59 13.83 24.97 24.79 87.21

B.2 Video to Music Generation

To further assess the effectiveness of the video-music pair data, we conduct an extended video-to-
music generation task by training VidMuse [S0] on an individual music subset of MMTrail-2M. The
results, shown in Table [/} demonstrate the high audio quality and strong audio-visual alignment
between the video and the generated music achieved by our dataset.

Table 7: Video-to-music generation evaluation results on the MMTrail-Test.
Method Input KL} ISct FDJ] FAD] BT
VidMuse [50] Video 0.988 1.231 48.144 5.078 0.183
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C Dataset Details

Here is one metadata example of our dataset. We introduce the basic information of video and clips
in the "basic" tag, including their duration, quality evaluation score, etc. The useful caption and
description are saved in the "scene" tag.

L
{
’video_id’: ’zW1-6V_cN8I’, # Video ID in MMTrail
’video_path’: ’group_32/zW1-6V_cN8I.mp4’, # Relative
path of the dataset root path
’video_duration’: 1645.52, # Duration of the video

’video_resolution’: [720, 1280],
’video_fps’: 25.0,

’clip_id’: ’zW1-6V_cN8I_0000141", # Clip ID

’clip_path’: ’video_dataset_32/zW1-6V_cN8I_0000141.mp4’, # Relative
path of the dataset root path

’clip_duration’: 9.92, # Duration of the clip itself

’clip_start_end_idx’: [27102, 27350], # Start frame_id and end
frame_id

’image_quality’: 45.510545094807945, # Image quality score

’of _score’: 6.993135, # Optical flow score

’aesthetic_score’: [4.515582084655762, 4.1147027015686035,
3.796849250793457] ,

’music_caption_wo_vocal’: [{’text’: ’This song features a drum machine

playing a simple beat. A siren sound is played on the low
register. Then, a synth plays a descending lick and the other
voice starts rapping. This is followed by a descending run. The
mid range of the instruments cannot be heard. This song can be
played in a meditation center.’, ’time’: 20:00-10:00°}], # Music
description of the background music without vocal (human voice).

’vocal_caption’: ’I was just wondering...’ # Speech recongitation.

>frame_caption’: [’two people are standing in a room under an umbrella

>, ’a woman in a purple robe standing in front of a man . ’, ’a
man and a woman dressed in satin robes . ’], # Coca caption of
three key frame

’music_caption’: [{’text’: ’This music is instrumental. The tempo is
medium with a synthesiser arrangement and digital drumming with a
lot of vibrato and static. The music is loud, emphatic, youthful,
groovy, energetic and pulsating. This music is a Electro Trap.’,
time’: ’0:00-10:00°}] # Music description of the background music.

’objects’: [’ bed’, ’Woman’, ’ wall’, ’ pink robe’, ’> pillow’],

’background’: ’Bedroom’,

ocr_score’: 0.0,

’caption’: ’The video shows a woman in a pink robe standing in a room
with a bed and a table, captured in a series of keyframes that
show her in various poses and expressions.’, # Caption generation
from LLaVA and rewrite by LLAMA-13B

’polish_caption’: ’A woman in a pink robe poses and expresses herself
in various ways in a room with a bed and a table, capturing her

b

graceful movements and emotive facial expressions.’, # Polished
caption generation from LLaVA and rewrite by LLAMA-13B
’merge_caption’: ’In a cozy bedroom setting, a stunning woman adorned

in a pink robe gracefully poses and expresses herself, her
movements and facial expressions captured in a series of intimate
moments. The scene is set against the backdrop of a comfortable
bed and a table, with an umbrella standing in a corner of the room.
The video features two people standing together under the
umbrella, a woman in a purple robe standing confidently in front
of a man, and a man and woman dressed in satin robes, all set to
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an energetic and pulsating electro trap beat with a synthesiser
arrangement and digital drumming. The music is loud and emphatic,
capturing the youthful and groovy vibe of the video.’# The final
description of the video. It is the merge of all above captions,
and merged by LLaMA
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Frame Caption: "a man in a suit and tie sitting next to another man in a suit and tie. ", "a man in a suit sitting in
front of another man in a suit. ', "a man in a suit and tie sitting at a table with another man. "

LLaVA Caption: "A professional man in a suit listens intently to a standing colleague, who gestures with his
hands as he speaks, in a serious and focused business environment."

Music Caption: "The low quality recording features a flat male vocal talking, after which there is a synth pad
playing. It sounds like a tutorial and the recording is noisy and in mono."

Objects: " tie", "suit", "chair", "Man", "desk"
Background: "Office"

Merge Caption: "In a professional office setting, a well-dressed man in a suit and tie listens intently to his
standing colleague, who passionately gestures with his hands as he speaks. The scene is set against a backdrop of
sleek, modern furniture and a tidy desk, creating a focused and serious atmosphere. The video features a series of
shots showcasing the men in suits engaging in a meeting or discussion, with one man sitting next to another, or
sitting in front of each other at a table. The low-quality recording features a flat male vocal and a synth pad, giving
the video a tutorial-like feel."

(a)

Frame Caption: "a woman sitting at a table with a glass of wine. ", "a woman sitting at a table talking on a phone.

, "a woman sitting at a table talking on the phone. "

LLaVA Caption: "A woman sits at a table, surrounded by wine glasses, bottles, and a cake, engaging in
conversation and interacting playfully with the objects on the table. "

Music Caption: "This clip features a female voice speaking in an instructive manner. In the background you can
hear birds chirping. This is an amateur recording. "

Objects: "wine glass", "table", "kitchen", "Woman", "candle*
Background: "Kitchen"

Merge Caption: "In this video, a woman sits at a table in a cozy kitchen surrounded by wine glasses, bottles, and
a cake, engaging in lively conversation and playfully interacting with the objects on the table. The scene is set
against a peaceful background of birds chirping, adding to the warm and inviting atmosphere. The woman is
shown speaking on the phone, laughing and smiling as she enjoys her wine and the company of those around her.
The video features an amateur recording of a female voice speaking in an instructive manner, adding to the sense
of intimacy and authenticity. "

(b)

Frame Caption: "a man with long hair is looking at a mirror. ", a man with long black hair talking to a woman in

front of a mirror. ", "a man with long hair is looking at a woman. "

LLaVA Caption: "A man with a beard expresses a range of emotions and reactions, from thoughtfulness to
amusement, as he engages in a conversation or interview. "

Music Caption: "The low quality recording features a tutorial that consists of a flat male vocal talking over
sustained strings melody. It sounds like a tutorial and the recording is noisy and in mono."

Objects: " door", " room", " television", "Man", " beard*
Background: "Doorway"

Merge Caption: "The video, set against a doorway background, features a man with a beard engaging in a
conversation or interview, expressing a range of emotions and reactions from thoughtfulness to amusement. He is
surrounded by elements of a room, including a television, and is occasionally joined by a man with long hair who
looks at a mirror or talks to a woman. The low-quality recording includes a tutorial with a flat male vocal over
sustained strings melody, giving the video a noisy and mono feel. "

©)

Figure 13: We demonstrate more examples of the merged captions. As shown in the examples, all
key information from different captions is merged together into a fluent paragraph.
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Video Clip Input

LLaVA Caption
The video appears to be a series of close-up shots of a man in a blue sweater, possibly in a
conversation or interview setting, with the focus on his facial expressions and reactions.
Polished Caption

Aman in a blue sweater expresses a range of emotions, from thoughtfulness to amusement,
as he engages in a conversation or interview, with his facial expressions and reactions
taking center stage.

Video Clip Input

IR PR

LLaVA Caption

The video appears to be a montage of various scenes, possibly from a movie or TV show,
featuring a person walking through a room with multiple windows, and another person
standing in front of a refrigerator. The overall content of the video is not clear without
additional context.

Polished Caption

A person walks through a room with multiple windows, while another person stands in
front of a refrigerator, creating a sense of familiarity and everyday life.

Video Clip Input

i}
)

I
Ay

LLaVA Caption

The video appears to be a compilation of scenes from a television show or movie, featuring
awoman in various positions and actions, such as walking, talking on the phone, and
interacting with other characters.

Polished Caption

A confident and stylish woman navigates various situations and interactions, showcasing
her grace and poise as she walks, talks on the phone, and engages with other characters.

Video Clip Input

LLaVA Caption

The video appears to be a close-up montage of a person with a surprised or shocked
expression, possibly reacting to something unexpected or dramatic.

Polished Caption

A person with a surprised or shocked expression reacts to something unexpected or
dramatic, their face contorting into a mixture of fear and disbelief.

Figure 14: While using LLaVA as the backbone model for our video caption, we find that it contains
a lot of "Oral habit", as highlighted in green text in this figure. We further apply a language model to
reception the sentence.
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