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Abstract
Referring Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) aims to seg-
ment an object of interest throughout a video based on a lan-
guage description. The prominent challenge lies in aligning
static text with dynamic visual content, particularly when ob-
jects exhibiting similar appearances with inconsistent motion
and poses. However, current methods often rely on a holis-
tic visual-language fusion that struggles with complex, com-
positional descriptions. In this paper, we propose PARSE-
VOS, a novel, training-free framework powered by Large
Language Models (LLMs), for a hierarchical, coarse-to-fine
reasoning across text and video domains. Our approach be-
gins by parsing the natural language query into structured
semantic commands. Next, we introduce a spatio-temporal
grounding module that generates all candidate trajectories for
all potential target objects, guided by the parsed semantics.
Finally, a hierarchical identification module select the cor-
rect target through a two-stage reasoning process: it first per-
forms coarse-grained motion reasoning with an LLM to nar-
row down candidates; if ambiguity remains, a fine-grained
pose verification stage is conditionally triggered to disam-
biguate. The final output is an accurate segmentation mask for
the target object. PARSE-VOS achieved state-of-the-art per-
formance on three major benchmarks: Ref-YouTube-VOS,
Ref-DAVIS17, and MeViS.

Introduction
Referring Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) is a funda-
mental visual-language task that segments objects in a video
based on natural language descriptions, and thus enables
a more intuitive, human-centric interaction. This approach
shows great potential in applications like video editing (Bar-
Tal et al. 2022; Liu, Wu, and Xie 2024), human-computer
interaction (Li et al. 2023), autonomous driving assistance
systems (Gao et al. 2025b,a), and robot perception (Qi et al.
2020; Qin et al. 2023).

Mainstream RVOS methods fall into two primary
paradigms: end-to-end holistic fusion based approaches
and “detect-then-filter” approaches. Traditional end-to-end
methods (Seo, Lee, and Han 2020; Khoreva, Rohrbach, and
Schiele 2018; Wu et al. 2022; Zhong et al. 2025; Ying et al.
2023), particularly those based on Transformer(Vaswani
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Figure 1: Comparison between our hierarchical reasoning
framework (b) and traditional holistic alignment method
(a). Unlike holistic alignment, our method can extract rich
video contextual features by first screening candidate ob-
jects through coarse-grained motion inference, and then us-
ing fine-grained pose validation to address ambiguity. This
structured approach can effectively handle complex scenar-
ios that traditional methods find difficult to handle.

et al. 2017), employ powerful attention mechanisms in an
encoder-decoder structure to perform a “holistic” fusion, at-
tempting to directly align language semantics with visual
features. However, when faced with complex or composi-
tional language (such as descriptions involving negations
or subtle attribute differences) , this holistic fusion strategy
struggles to robustly map fine-grained linguistic structures to
dynamic visual content, leading to a “semantic gap”. To ad-
dress this, the “detect-then-filter” paradigm emerged. These
methods(He and Ding 2024; Kim et al. 2025) first segment
all potential object candidates in a video and then use a sep-
arate module to select the target based on the language de-
scription. While this divide-and-conquer strategy has allevi-
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ated the challenges of direct alignment to some extent, its
decoupling of perception from reasoning introduces a new
challenge: it tends to evaluate each candidate object in isola-
tion and thus ignores rich surrounding context. A language
description often contains not only the target’s attributes
but also its complex relationships with other entities and
the overall scene dynamics. For instance, in Figure 1, the
language instruction comes as “The cat stood motionlessly
by the green plate”. To correctly interpret this prompt, the
model must not only identify the “cat” but also understand
its spatial proximity to the contextual entity, i.e., the “green
plate”. When there is camera panning, the description “mo-
tionlessly” becomes highly ambiguous. In this context, mod-
els that analyze isolated trajectories without accounting for
camera motion cannot accurately determine which targets
are truly stationary relative to the scene. This limitation in
reasoning about complex contextual dynamics highlights a
key weakness of conventional “detect-then-filter” methods.

To address the aforementioned limitations, we propose
PARSE-VOS, a novel, training-free framework that recasts
the task of Referring Video Object Segmentation as a hierar-
chical, coarse-to-fine reasoning process. Unlike approaches
that attempt direct end-to-end fusion, our framework is
based on “parse-and-reasoning”. First, we leverage a Large
Language Model to parse the complex natural language in-
struction into structured, machine-readable semantic com-
mands. With these interpretable commands, the model lo-
calizes and tracks all relevant candidate objects in the video,
generating their spatio-temporal trajectories. Then we de-
velop a hierarchical reasoning and identification pipeline,
which can effectively tackle referring expressions that mix
coarse motion cues with fine-grained visual attributes. This
hierarchical process first employs coarse-grained motion
reasoning to eliminate easy distractors, followed by a con-
ditional fine-grained pose verification to resolve hard ambi-
guity. Inspired by LLM inference based motion trajectory
(Zhang et al. 2023; Gong et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2025),
we employ the LLM as a zero-shot spatio-temporal reasoner
and introduce contextual priors, such as camera motion and
occlusion relationships, to comprehend the scene’s dynam-
ics and spatial hierarchy. The LLM first performs coarse-
grained motion reasoning to swiftly eliminate a large num-
ber of irrelevant candidates. Only if ambiguity persists, a
fine-grained pose verification stage is conditionally activated
to resolve ambiguity. This fully training-free architecture not
only allows us to handle complex scenes and language de-
scriptions but also circumvents the reliance on large-scale
training data and overfitting problems.

• We propose PARSE-VOS, a novel, training-free, hierar-
chical reasoning framework powered by a LLM for the
task of RVOS.

• We introduce an LLM-based reasoning mechanism en-
hanced by contextual priors like camera motion and oc-
clusion,empowering the model with sophisticated spatio-
temporal reasoning to disambiguate targets.

• Our method achieves state-of-the-art performance on
three major RVOS benchmarks (Ref-YouTube-VOS,
Ref-DAVIS17, and MeViS) , demonstrating the effective-

ness and superiority of our proposed framework, partic-
ularly in complex and highly ambiguous scenarios.

Related Work

Referring Video Object Segmentation

Referring Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) is a funda-
mental visual-language task that aims to segment an object
of interest in a video based on a natural language descrip-
tion. The task was introduced with the proposal of the A2D-
Sentences dataset (Gavrilyuk et al. 2017) and has since flour-
ished, propelled by the establishment of influential bench-
marks like Ref-DAVIS (Khoreva, Rohrbach, and Schiele
2018) and the large-scale Ref-YouTube-VOS (Seo, Lee, and
Han 2020). This progress has, in turn, spurred the creation
of new datasets targeting more complex scenarios, such as
MeViS (Ding et al. 2023).

End-to-end methods, such as ReferFormer (Wu et al.
2022) and MTTR (Botach, Zheltonozhskii, and Baskin
2022), leverage Transformer-based architecture to achieve a
holistic alignment between language and vision via attention
mechanism. While this strategy streamlines the pipeline, the
holistic fusion is lacking the ability to map fine-grained lin-
guistic structures, leading to a “semantic gap” in ambigu-
ous scenarios. Another dominant paradigm is the “detect-
then-filter” approach, exemplified by methods such as Refer-
DINO (Liang et al. 2025) and SOLA (Kim et al. 2025),
which leverage powerful visual foundation models like
GroundingDINO (Liu et al. 2023) and SAM2 (Ravi et al.
2024) to achieve impressive performance. However, this ap-
proach often neglects the global temporal context of the
video, and its reliance on large-scale training data for filter-
ing introduces risks of overfitting and limited generalization.

LLMs in Segmentation and Grounding

The proliferation of Large Language Models (LLMs) has
catalyzed their application in vision tasks, often in the form
of Multi-modal Large Language Models (MLLMs). For in-
stance, methods like Video-Lisa (Bai et al. 2024) utilize
specialized tokens to enable language-driven segmentation
and tracking, VISA (Yan et al. 2024) Use a Text Guided
Frame Sampler to filter out the most relevant keyframes
from videos based on complex text instructions, and then
input these frames along with the text into a MLLM to gen-
erate segmentation instructions that include specific ones,
and ViLLa(Zheng et al. 2024) prepares refined visual and
textual features for large language models through its de-
signed extractors and synthesizers, and ultimately decodes
them into precise video masks through a layered time syn-
chronizer. While these MLLM-based approaches achieve re-
markable performance, their substantial computational cost
presents a barrier to practical application. In sharp contrast,
we uniquely employ a pure LLM as a dedicated spatio-
temporal reasoner that processes structured textual informa-
tion derived from the video, thereby striking an effective bal-
ance between high performance and practical accessibility.
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed hierarchical, coarse-to-fine framework (PARSE-VOS). The pipeline primarily consists of
(M1) Semantic Query Decomposition: We use the LLM to parse the natural language query Q into structured commands.
(M2) Spatio-Temporal Candidate Grounding: Potential target objects are detected and tracked throughout the video to form
candidate trajectories C. (M3) Hierarchical Target Identification: A two-stage reasoning process, which involves coarse-
grained motion reasoning and conditional pose verification to identify each target trajectory c∗ from C and generate the output
mask sequence M .

Method

The Referring Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) aims
to segment the target object(s) queried by a natural lan-
guage description Q within a video sequence V . The core
challenge of this task lies in accurately aligning the static
language description with dynamically changing object in-
stances in both temporal and spacial landscape. Given a
video sequence V composed of T frames, i.e., V = {It}Tt=1,
where each frame may contain multiple object instances
O = {oi}Ni=1, the goal is to learn a mapping function Φ
which takes the video V and the query Q as input to gener-
ate a binary mask Mt for each frame, and thus yielding the
mask sequence M = {Mt}Tt=1.

In this paper, we propose a novel framework named
PARSE-VOS, which formulate the RVOS task as a hierar-
chical, coarse-to-fine reasoning process. As illustrated in
Figure 2, the proposed PARSE-VOS locates the targets via
cascaded filtering and reasoning, which progressively in-
volves three following on-site modules.

M1: Semantic Query Decomposition This module takes
the original natural language query Q and utilizes a large
language model (Llama 3 8B) to parse it into a set of
structured commands including candidate entities (Qcand),
contextual entities(Qcontext), motion descriptors (Qm), pos-
ture/attribute descriptors (Qp), and the expected target car-
dinality K. This structured output provides clear and disen-
tangled guidance for the subsequent visual perception and
reasoning modules.

M2: Spatio-Temporal Candidate Grounding Guided by
the parsed entity queries (Qcand, Qcontext), this module is re-
sponsible for localizing all potentially relevant objects in the
video V . We first perform text-guided instance segmenta-
tion on sparse keyframes using an open-vocabulary detec-
tor (GroundingDINO) and a segmentation model (SAM2).
These segmented instances are then temporally associated
to form complete spatio-temporal trajectories for each po-
tential target in the scene. The output of this stage is a set of
candidate trajectories C.

M3: Hierarchical Target Identification This module
identifies the final target from the candidate trajectories C
through a two-stage, coarse-to-fine reasoning process. First,
a coarse-grained motion reasoning stage leverages the mo-
tion command Qm to rapidly filter candidates based on
trajectory consistency. Then, if ambiguity persists, a fine-
grained pose verification stage is conditionally activated,
using the posture command Qp to perform detailed visual-
semantic alignment. This process pinpoints the final target
trajectory c∗ and generates the output mask sequence M.

Semantic Query Decomposition
To decompose the unstructured natural language query Q
into structured commands for our downstream modules, we
employ Llama 3 8B model (Meta AI 2024), for its po-
tent instruction-following and contextual understanding ca-
pabilities, as a zero-shot semantic parser, decomposing any
given query Q into five distinct semantic components via a
carefully designed prompt.These include candidate entities
and their descriptions, (Qcand), contextual entities, (Qcontext),



motion descriptors, Qm, posture/attribute descriptors, Qp,
and the target cardinality K. This structured output provides
precise and disentangled guidance for the subsequent mod-
ules of our framework.

Spatio-Temporal Grounding Module
The Spatio-Temporal Grounding module serves as the per-
ceptual foundation of our framework. Its input is the raw
video V and the entity queries decomposed from the pre-
vious module (i.e., candidate targets Qcand and contextual
objects Qcontext). Its core task is to locate and continuously
track all query-related objects through a clear two-step pro-
cess. This process first performs text-guided instance seg-
mentation in the spatial dimension on sparse keyframes,
and then performs trajectory formation and temporal as-
sociation to form continuous tracks. Ultimately, this mod-
ule outputs a structured set of spatio-temporal trajectories
C, providing a reliable and dynamic scene representation for
the subsequent reasoning module, as illustrated in Figure 3.

Text-Guided Instance Segmentation To balance effi-
ciency and accuracy, we perform instance recognition on
keyframes sampled at a regular interval of τ frames (τ = 15
in our experiments), For each keyframe, we employ Ground-
ingDINO (Liu et al. 2023) as our open-vocabulary detector.
The set of all entity nouns, Qcand ∪ Qcontext, is provided as
the textual prompt to generate bounding boxes for all rele-
vant objects in the scene. To achieve pixel-level precision,
these bounding boxes are then fed as visual prompts into
the SAM2(Ravi et al. 2024), which outputs a high-fidelity
binary mask for each detected instance.

Trajectory Formation and Temporal Association This
module aims to connect the static instance masks, obtained
from the previous module on sparse keyframes, into tem-
porally coherent trajectories. The lifecycle of each trajec-
tory is managed within this module through an iterative pro-
cess: a trajectory is initialized upon an object’s first appear-
ance, or extended through successful association with new
instances in subsequent frames. In specific, this association
is formulated by a proactive matching strategy where the
SAM2 model is employed to propagate a legacy track from
keyframe t and a new instance from next keyframe t + τ
forward, generating two short future paths. Subsequently,
we quantify the similarity of these two predictive paths us-
ing two key metrics: average Intersection over Union (IoU)
and centroid distance. Herein, the temporal association is
governed by the proposed predictive association criterion,
where a match is confirmed only when the average IoU
over a short window is above a threshold θiou (e.g., 0.6)
and the average centroid distance is below a threshold θdist
(e.g., 50 pixels). If a match is successful, the correspond-
ing legacy track is extended. Conversely, if a new instance
fails to match any legacy track, a new trajectory is initial-
ized for it, and its completeness is ensured via using SAM2
to retroactive propagation.

Hierarchical Reasoning for Target Identification
The hierarchical reasoning module is responsible for synthe-
sizing the structured information provided by the upstream

modules, i.e., the candidate trajectories C and the parsed
commands (Qm, Qp,K), to precisely identify the final tar-
get. To better understand scene dynamics and spatial rela-
tionships during the reasoning process, this module inter-
nally generates and utilize contextual information such as
a camera motion model and object depth relationships. To
balance both efficiency and accuracy, the module operates
on a coarse-to-fine principle realized through a two-stage
cascade: first, a coarse-grained motion reasoner performs an
initial, broad filtering; and then, a fine-grained pose verifier
is conditionally activated to resolve any remaining ambigui-
ties.

Coarse-Grained Motion Reasoning The objective of this
stage is to leverage an LLM to filter the full set of candidate
trajectories C down to a smaller subset C ′ that is semanti-
cally consistent with the motion query Qm. To prepare the
motion data for this task, we begin with Trajectory Tex-
tual Serialization. This process encodes the apparent move-
ment of each candidate trajectory by converting its bound-
ing box sequence, {Bt = [xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax]}t, into
a structured string with explicit timestamps (e.g., "t=1:
[xmin, ymin, xmax, ymax]’; ..."), making the
raw kinematic information directly machine-readable.

Beyond the trajectory data itself, we provide two cru-
cial contextual priors to enable more sophisticated reason-
ing. The first prior involves modeling Occlusion Relation-
ships to imbue the model with an understanding of spatial
hierarchy. This is inferred using a dynamic depth priority,
where in any overlapping image region, the object with a
larger pixel cardinality is assigned higher priority(Zhu et al.
2017). The second is a model of the Camera Motion, de-
signed to help the LLM disentangle object movement from
the viewpoint’s own movement. This is achieved by estimat-
ing an inter-frame affine transformation matrix (At) via a ro-
bust sparse optical flow algorithm(Lucas and Kanade 1981),
which minimizes the photometric error between frames:

At = argmin
A

∑
i

(It−1(xi)− It(A · xi))2 , (1)

where xi represents a set of sparse feature points from frame
It−1. Both priors are injected to the LLM as part of its
prompt. With the availability of a complete prompt, Llama
3 model is tasked to act as a zero-shot spatio-temporal rea-
soner. It synthesizes the three distinct streams of informa-
tion, including the serialized trajectories, the camera motion
model, and the occlusion data, to infer the intrinsic move-
ment of each object. It then evaluates which candidate’s be-
havior is most consistent with the user’s motion query Qm to
produce the filtered subset of trajectories C ′. Figure 4 pro-
vides a concrete example of this complex reasoning process.

Fine-grained Pose Verification This module is condition-
ally activated as the final arbiter when motion reasoning re-
sults in ambiguity (i.e., the number of candidates |C ′| is still
greater than the expected target cardinality K) and a pos-
ture query Qp is available. Its purpose is to resolve such
cases through fine-grained visual-semantic alignment. The
process begins by selecting a small set of discriminative
keyframes (k = 3 in our experiments) where the candidates
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1. The motion trajectory of person 1 is : frame1:[720, 570, 756, 
613]……
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Figure 4: Illustration of our coarse-grained motion reason-
ing. Given the query “The person riding in front of the two
cyclists”, LLM is prompted with sequential texts, inferred
occlusion relationships, and camera motion analysis.

exhibit maximum visual separation, identified by finding
the minimum Intersection over Union (IoU) between their
bounding boxes. On these keyframes, we leverage CLIP to
perform the matching. For each remaining candidate ci ∈
C ′, we crop its image region, pass it through CLIP’s visual
encoder EV , and average the resulting k feature vectors into
a single aggregated visual embedding, v̄i. This embedding
is then compared against the text embedding of the posture
query, vp, using cosine similarity to identify the definitive
target, c∗, with the highest score:

c∗ = argmax
ci∈C′

(
v̄i · vp

∥v̄i∥ · ∥vp∥

)
. (2)

This fine-grained verification, focused purely on visual at-
tributes, serves as the decisive step to pinpoint the correct
target when motion cues are insufficient.

Experiments

Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

Dataset To evaluate the effectiveness and generaliza-
tion capabilities of our proposed PARSE-VOS framework,
we conducted experiments on three mainstream Refer-
ring Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) benchmarks, each
with distinct characteristics. Our core evaluation is cen-
tered on the highly challenging MeViS dataset(Ding et al.
2023), which comprises 2,006 videos. Its scenarios fea-
ture multiple similar objects and complex motion patterns,
specifically designed to test a model’s spatio-temporal rea-
soning abilities. Additionally, we conducted tests on the
largest-scale dataset, Ref-YouTube-VOS(Seo, Lee, and Han
2020),which contains 3,978 videos, to assess the model’s
performance in more general scenarios with relatively sim-
ple language descriptions. Finally, we utilized the Ref-
DAVIS17 dataset(Khoreva, Rohrbach, and Schiele 2018),
which contains 90 videos, renowned for its high-quality
pixel-level annotations, to precisely measure the model’s
segmentation accuracy when handling diverse objects.

Evaluation Metrics We adopt the standard evaluation
metrics(Khoreva, Rohrbach, and Schiele 2018; Seo, Lee,
and Han 2020; Ding et al. 2023) in the field of Referring
Video Object Segmentation (RVOS) to measure the perfor-
mance of our model. These metrics include: Region Sim-
ilarity (J ), which measures the Intersection over Union
(IoU) between the predicted and ground-truth masks; Con-
tour Accuracy (F ), which evaluates the boundary align-
ment; and their Average (J & F), which serves as the pri-
mary metric for overall performance comparison. All eval-
uations are conducted using the official evaluation code to
ensure a fair comparison with previous works.



Methods Reference Ref-YouTube-VOS Ref-Davis17 MeviS
J F J&F J F J&F J F J&F

ReferFormer 2022 [CVPR’22] 61.3 64.6 62.9 58.1 64.1 61.1 29.8 32.2 31.0
SgMg 2023 [ICCV’23] 63.9 67.4 65.7 60.6 66.0 63.3 - - -
LMPM 2023 [ICCV’23] - - - - - - 34.2 40.2 37.2
DsHmp 2024 [CVPR’24] 65.0 69.1 67.1 61.7 68.1 64.9 43.0 49.8 46.4
SSA 2025 [CVPR’25] 62.2 66.4 64.3 64.0 70.7 67.3 44.3 53.4 48.9

With LLM —— VLLM
Trackgpt-13B 2023 [arXiv’23] 58.1 60.8 59.5 62.7 70.4 66.5 - - -
Vidoe-Lisa 2024 [NIPS’24] 61.7 65.7 63.7 68.8 72.7 71.5 41.3 47.6 44.4
VISA 2024 [ECCV’24] 61.4 64.7 63.0 67.0 73.8 70.4 41.8 47.1 44.5
ViLLA 2024 [ICCV’25] 64.6 70.4 67.5 70.6 78.0 74.3 46.5 52.3 49.4
AL-Ref-SAM2* 2025 [AAAI’25] 65.9 69.9 67.9 70.4 78.0 74.2 39.5 46.2 42.8
Glus 2025 [arXiv’25] 66.6 68.3 65.0 - - - 47.5 53.2 50.3
VRS-HQ-13B 2025 [CVPR’25] 69.0 73.1 71.0 71.0 77.9 74.4 48.0 53.7 50.9
PARSE-VOS*(Ours) - 70.0 74.2 72.1 72.4 78.6 75.5 49.2 55.6 52.4

Table 1: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on the validation sets of Ref-YouTube-VOS, Ref-DAVIS17 and MeViS
datasets. * Indicates that this is a training-free method.

Implementation Details
All our experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA
RTX 4090 GPU. The language understanding and spatio-
temporal reasoning tasks within our framework are han-
dled by the Llama-3-8B-Instruct model (Meta AI 2024).
For spatio-temporal candidate grounding, we employ the
lightweight GroundingDINO-T (Liu et al. 2023) for object
detection, with a box threshold of 0.3 and an IoU threshold
of 0.4. We use SAM2-ViT-L (Ravi et al. 2024) for instance
mask generation, with a keyframe sampling interval set to
τ=15. When fine-grained pose verification is necessary, the
module selects k=3 of the most discriminative keyframes
and utilizes the CLIP-ViT-L/14 (Radford et al. 2021) model
to perform the final visual-semantic alignment to pinpoint
the target.

Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods
The proposed PARSE-VOS framework was compared
against state-of-the-art methods on three widely used bench-
marks, and the results are presented in Table 1.

MeViS is a highly challenging dataset characterized by
its complex scenarios, which places high demands on a
model’s discriminative capabilities. As shown in Table 1, our
method achieved a J&F score of 52.4%. The result sur-
passes the leading non-LLM state-of-the-art method, SSA,
by 3.5% points and outperforms the leading LLM-based
method, VRS-HQ-13B, by 1.5% points. The performance on
MeVis dataset validates the effectiveness of our proposed hi-
erarchical reasoning framework in handling complex scenes
with significant ambiguity.

On the largest-scale Ref-YouTube-VOS dataset, our
model also demonstrated strong generalization capabilities.
This dataset covering general scenarios with relatively sim-
ple language descriptions. PARSE-VOS achieved a J&F
score of 72.1%, ranking first among all compared methods.

To measure the model’s segmentation accuracy, we con-
ducted experiments on the Ref-DAVIS17 dataset, which
is known for its high-quality pixel-level annotations. Our

method achieved a J&F score of 75.5% on this dataset,
demonstrating its capability to generate high-precision
masks. A noteworthy issue is that our framework achieved
this outstanding performance while utilizing a relatively
compact Llama-3-8B-Instruct model. As shown in Table 1,
our method outperforms approaches that rely on larger-scale
models, such as AL-Ref-SAM2(Huang et al. 2025) (gpt4),
Trackgpt-13B(Zhu et al. 2023) and VRS-HQ-13B(Gong
et al. 2025). This demonstrates the superiority of the pro-
posed hierarchical coarse-to-fine reasoning architecture over
the original large language models.

Ablative Study
Analysis of the Hierarchical Reasoning Architecture
To validate the effectiveness of our hierarchical reasoning
architecture, we conduct several additive ablation experi-
ments. Results are presented in Table 2. The baseline model
removes the entire hierarchical reasoning for target identifi-
cation module but randomly selects K targets from all can-
didate trajectories. This naive approach achieves a J&F
score of only 33.7%. On this basis, individually introduc-
ing the Coarse-grained Motion Reasoning (CMR) or the
Fine-grained Pose Verification (FPV) module substantially
boosts the J&F score to 47.0% (+13.3) and 39.4% (+5.7),
respectively. This demonstrates the effectiveness of each
component, with the CMR module making the most sig-
nificant contribution. Finally, when both modules are cas-
caded to form our full model, the performance reaches an
optimal 52.4%. This result, surpassing any single compo-
nent, clearly validates the efficiency and complementarity of
our “coarse-to-fine” hierarchical design: CMR performs ini-
tial coarse-grained filtering, while FPV provides subsequent
fine-grained judgment, leading to the best performance.

Analysis of Contextual Priors in Coarse-grained Motion
Reasoning To quantify the contribution of our contextual
priors, we conducted an ablation study on the inputs to the
coarse-grained motion reasoning module. As shown in Table
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The cow remains stationary while drinking water from the bucket(b)

Figure 5: Qualitative results on the MeViS dataset, showing our framework’s robustness and advanced contextual reasoning.
(a) This demonstrates robustness to interference from similar objects. Unlike the baseline, our model precisely segments the
target rabbit while ignoring the distractor. (b) This highlights advanced contextual reasoning. By analyzing camera motion, it
uses motion matching and the contextual “bucket” to accurately identify the stationary cow from a complex query.

Method MeViS
J F J&F

baseline 32.1 35.3 33.7
+CMR 45.8 48.2 47.0
+FPV 38.4 40.3 39.4
+CMR+FPV 49.2 55.6 52.4

Table 2: Additive Ablation Study of the Hierarchical Rea-
soning Architecture on the MeViS dataset

Method MeViS
J F J&F

Trajectory Only 42.8 45.8 44.3
+ CMM 45.2 50.3 47.8
+ OR 44.9 48.5 46.7

Full Context 49.2 55.6 52.4

Table 3: Additive contribution from contextual priors (CMM
& OR) on the basis of a trajectory-only reasoning model.

3, we analyze the model’s performance when we selectively
evaluate the Camera Motion Model (CMM) and Occlu-
sion Relationships (OR). Our analysis starts with the Tra-
jectory Only configuration, which refers to our full frame-
work except the reasoning module is provided only with se-
rialized trajectory data without any additional context. This
baseline configuration achieves a J&F score of 44.3%.
Building on this, individually supplementing the reasoner

with CMM or OR brings steady performance gains, reach-
ing 47.8% and 46.7% respectively. Finally, when the full
context is provided, that is, when the reasoner utilizes tra-
jectory data, CMM and OR together, the performance is op-
timal at 52.4%. This clearly demonstrates that both CMM
and OR are crucial, complementary components that enable
the LLM to perform sophisticated spatio-temporal reasoning
beyond simple coordinate matching.

Qualitative Results Qualitative comparisons on the chal-
lenging MeViS dataset are presented in Fig. 5. In scenario
(a), DsHmp(He and Ding 2024) is clearly confused by a
similar distractor rabbit, whereas our method segments the
target precisely. In scenario (b), which requires more com-
plex reasoning, our method excels by parsing and utilizing
subtle motion cues (“remains stationary”) and contextual in-
formation (“bucket”) from the language query, and thus can
accurately identify the target cow. These results demonstrate
the robustness of our hierarchical reasoning framework in
handling high-ambiguity scenarios.

Conclusion
We present PARSE-VOS, a training-free, hierarchical rea-
soning framework for Referring Video Object Segmenta-
tion (RVOS). Our method performs target identification
through a two-stage, coarse-to-fine reasoning process, en-
riching large language model (LLM) decisions with contex-
tual priors such as camera motion. PARSE-VOS achieves
state-of-the-art results across three major RVOS bench-



marks. Notably, our compact 8B model outperforms larger-
scale counterparts, highlighting that effective reasoning ar-
chitecture can be more impactful than simply scaling model
size.
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Khedr, H.; Rädle, R.; Rolland, C.; Gustafson, L.; Mintun,
E.; Pan, J.; Alwala, K. V.; Carion, N.; Wu, C.-Y.; Girshick,
R.; Dollár, P.; and Feichtenhofer, C. 2024. SAM 2: Segment
Anything in Images and Videos. arXiv:2408.00714.
Seo, S.; Lee, J.-Y.; and Han, B. 2020. URVOS: Unified Re-
ferring Video Object Segmentation Network with a Large-
Scale Benchmark. In Proceedings of the European Confer-
ence on Computer Vision (ECCV), 218–234.
Vaswani, A.; Shazeer, N.; Parmar, N.; Uszkoreit, J.; Jones,
L.; Gomez, A. N.; Kaiser, Ł.; and Polosukhin, I. 2017. At-
tention is all you need. In Advances in neural information
processing systems, 5998–6008.
Wu, J.; Jiang, Y.; Sun, P.; Yuan, Z.; and Luo, P. 2022. Lan-
guage as queries for referring video object segmentation. In
CVPR.
Yan, C.; Wang, H.; Yan, S.; Jiang, X.; Hu, Y.; Kang, G.; Xie,
W.; and Gavves, E. 2024. VISA: Reasoning Video Object
Segmentation via Large Language Models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2407.11325.
Yang, K.; Guo, Z.; Lin, G.; Dong, H.; Huang, Z.; Wu,
Y.; Zuo, D.; Peng, J.; Zhong, Z.; Wang, X.; Guo, Q.; Jia,
X.; Yan, J.; and Lin, D. 2025. TRAJECTORY-LLM: A
Language-Based Data Generator for Trajectory Prediction
in Autonomous Driving. In International Conference on
Learning Representations.
Ying, K.; Zhong, Q.; Mao, W.; Wu, L. Y.; Chen, H.; Liu, Y.;
Fan, C.; Zhuge, Y.; and Shen, C. 2023. CTVIS: Consistent
Training for Online Video Instance Segmentation. In IEEE
International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), –.
Zhang, Z.; Amiri, H.; Liu, Z.; Züfle, A.; and Zhao, L. 2023.
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Appendix
A. LLM Prompts and Hyperparameter Settings
This section provides the complete prompts and hyper-
parameter configurations for the Large Language Model
(LLM) modules within our PARSE-VOS framework, ensur-
ing the full reproducibility of our results. All experiments
were conducted using the Llama-3-8B-Instruct model(Meta
AI 2024).

For all generative tasks performed by the LLM, we em-
ployed a consistent set of decoding parameters to ensure sta-
ble and high-quality outputs. The hyperparameter settings
are as follows:

• temperature = 0.7: This value was chosen to maintain a
balance between deterministic accuracy for the parsing
task and sufficient creativity for the complex reasoning
task.

• top p = 0.95: We use nucleus sampling to ensure that
the model’s output remains coherent and high-quality
by sampling from the most probable tokens that consti-
tute a cumulative probability of 95%.

• top k = 0: This setting disables top-k sampling, allow-
ing nucleus sampling (top p) to be the primary method
for controlling token selection.

Fig. 6 illustrates the exact prompts provided to the LLM.
These prompts were carefully engineered to guide the
model’s behavior for the two key tasks in our pipeline:
(a) parsing the natural language query into structured com-
mands , and (b) performing coarse-grained motion reasoning
by synthesizing trajectory data, camera motion, and occlu-
sion information.

B. Parameter Analysis
We conduct detailed ablation studies on key hyperparam-
eters to validate the settings used in our framework. These
analyses demonstrate the rationale behind our choices by ex-
ploring the trade-off between performance and efficiency.

Keyframe Sampling Interval (τ ). The parameter τ de-
termines the sampling interval for keyframes where instance
segmentation is performed. A careful balance is required. As
shown in Table 4, setting τ too low (e.g., 5 or 10) not only
increases computational cost but can also introduce track-
ing errors, especially for slow-moving or crowded objects
where minimal changes between frames might confuse the
association module. Conversely, setting τ too high (e.g., 20
or 30) can cause the model to completely miss objects or
significant events that occur between the sparse keyframes.
The results clearly indicate that the model achieves its peak
performance with a J&F score of 52.4 when τ=15. Thus,
we adopt τ=15 as the default setting in our experiments.

Verification Window Size. For our predictive association
criterion, the size of the Verification Window determines the
number of frames to propagate forward to robustly match in-
stance trajectories. As shown in Table 5, when the window

size is 1, our predictive criterion degenerates into a less ro-
bust, single-frame similarity check only based on IoU, fail-
ing to leverage trajectory information. Increasing the win-
dow size to 3 yields a significant performance boost (+5.7
J&F). While a larger window of 15 frames provides a
marginal further improvement, it incurs a substantial com-
putational cost from the increased mask propagation oper-
ations. Therefore, to optimize the trade-off between asso-
ciation accuracy and computational efficiency, we select a
window size of 3 for our final configuration.

τ
MeViS

J F J&F
5 45.8 50.2 48.0

10 47.3 54.3 50.8
15 49.2 55.6 52.4
20 46.9 50.5 48.7
30 43.1 48.7 45.9

Table 4: Ablation study on the keyframe sampling interval
(τ ) on the MeViS dataset. An interval of τ = 15 is selected
as our default setting, as it achieves the best performance.

Verification Window MeViS
J F J&F

1 44.3 49.1 46.7
3 49.2 55.6 52.4

15 51.5 55.1 53.3

Table 5: Ablation study on the Verification Window size for
the predictive association criterion on the MeViS dataset.

C. More Qualitative Results
To further demonstrate the robustness and effectiveness of
our PARSE-VOS framework, this section provides addi-
tional qualitative results on challenging scenarios from the
MeViS dataset. These examples visually highlight the supe-
riority of our hierarchical reasoning approach compared to
the baseline method, DsHmp(He and Ding 2024).



（a）Prompt for Semantic Query Decomposition

System_Prompt:You are an expert Natural Language Understanding system 
for video analysis.
Prompt:Your task is to parse the user's query by breaking it down into the 
following five structured components. Provide your output directly, without 
any additional text.Qcand: The primary target objects and its appearance 
description mentioned in the query.Qcontext: Objects that provide a spatial 
or relational context to the primary targets.Qm: The actions or movements 
of the target objects.Qp: The static poses, appearances, or other attributes 
of the targets.K: The total number of primary target objects.If a component 
is not described in the query, represent it with null or an empty list [].User 
Query: []

（b）Prompt for Coarse-Grained Motion Reasoning

System_Prompt:You are a video object motion reasoning expert.
Prompt:Your task is to identify the correct target object from a list of 
candidates by analyzing its movement pattern in relation to the user's query 
and the overall scene dynamics.
To do this, you must follow this internal reasoning process:
Analyze Camera Motion: First, consider the camera's movement to establish 
a frame of reference for all motion.
Analyze Individual Trajectories: For each candidate, analyze its apparent 
motion based on its changing coordinates.
Disentangle Motion: Critically, you must correlate each candidate's apparent 
motion with the camera's motion to determine the object's true movement 
within the scene.
Incorporate Occlusion: Use any available occlusion information to 
understand the relative depth and spatial arrangement of the objects.
Synthesize and Conclude: Based on your complete analysis, determine which 
candidate's intrinsic movement and spatial position best match the user's 
query.
After completing your reasoning, you must provide only the ID of the single 
best candidate object as your final answer. Do not include any other text, 
explanation, or formatting.
Motion Query:[], Target Cardinality:[], Camera Motion: [], Occlusion 
Relationships: [], Candidate Trajectories: [].

Figure 6: LLM Prompts for Query Decomposition and Motion Reasoning. The figure presents the specific prompts used in our
framework. (a) Prompt for Semantic Query Decomposition: A prompt designed to transform a natural language query into a
structured, five-part command. (b) Prompt for Coarse-Grained Motion Reasoning: A prompt that guides an LLM to identify a
target object by following a strict five-step reasoning process. It synthesizes trajectory, camera motion, and occlusion data to
output a single, definitive target ID.
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(a) The bear that is being pinned down by the other bear.
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(b) The bird hanging from the pole with its body pointing downwards.
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(c) The giraffe on the left of the fighting pair.
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(d) white rabbit in the left cage.

Figure 7: Qualitative comparison between our method and the baseline DsHmp on the MeViS dataset.
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(a) The dog that reached the left corner first.
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(c) moving bicycle.
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(d) The cat is running around.
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(b) The two sea turtles gracefully moving through the water.

Figure 8: Qualitative comparison between our method and the baseline DsHmp on the MeViS dataset.


