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ReVSeg: Incentivizing the Reasoning Chain for Video Segmentation
with Reinforcement Learning
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[USER]: While driving and turning right at an intersection, what moving thing should |

be most wary of to avoid a collision?

VideoLISA  Sure, itis <TRK>.

Ours I-----

<think> ...the most likely candidate would be a pedestrian crossing the street or someone walking along the
sidewalk, ...drivers need to be cautious of pedestrians when turning right at intersections... </think>

Object description: the pedestrian standing near the Steelers store
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Figure 1. (Left) Through an explicit reasoning chain, our ReVSeg tackles reasoning-focused video object segmentation and accurately
grounds objects referenced by complex, abstract real-world queries. (Right) While the base model and its RL variant struggle on the
task, our method achieves strong performance, with RL post-training yielding a further substantial boost. We report the 7 &F metric on
Ref-DAVIS17 (in-domain) and ReasonVOS (out-of-domain) datasets in the chart.

Abstract

Reasoning-centric video object segmentation is an inher-
ently complex task: the query often refers to dynamics,
causality, and temporal interactions, rather than static ap-
pearances. Yet existing solutions generally collapse these
factors into simplified reasoning with latent embeddings,
rendering the reasoning chain opaque and essentially in-
tractable. We therefore adopt an explicit decomposition
perspective and introduce ReVSeg, which executes reason-
ing as sequential decisions in the native interface of pre-
trained vision language models (VLMs). Rather than fold-
ing all reasoning into a single-step prediction, ReVSeg ex-
ecutes three explicit operations — semantics interpretation,
temporal evidence selection, and spatial grounding — align-
ing pretrained capabilities. We further employ reinforce-
ment learning to optimize the multi-step reasoning chain,
enabling the model to self-refine its decision quality from
outcome-driven signals. Experimental results demonstrate
that ReVSeg attains state-of-the-art performances on stan-
dard video object segmentation benchmarks and yields in-
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terpretable reasoning trajectories. Project Page.

1. Introduction

Human interpretation of videos relies on recognizing how
events unfold, why actions occur, and when key mo-
ments matter. Traditional video object segmentation (VOS)
methods, however, primarily exploit appearance-only or
category-level cues [3, 29, 40, 45, 46]. Reasoning VOS
elevates the task: the model must parse abstract, under-
specified instructions, draw on commonsense and causal
reasoning, integrate temporal dynamics with semantic
knowledge to identify the target (e.g., “the runner most
likely to win” or “the object causing the accident”).

While recent vision-language models (VLMs) have
shown promising capabilities for reasoning segmenta-
tion [2, 16, 50], current systems predominantly model rea-
soning VOS as a single-step latent prediction: inserting a
special token (e.g., <SEG>) and decoding it directly into
mask outputs [2, 8, 20, 35, 41, 42, 50, 53]. This collapses
the multi-step reasoning process — interpreting abstract
instructions, identifying candidates, and spatial-temporal
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grounding — into a simple conclusion as well as opaque
embeddings. Such compactness comes at a great cost: inter-
pretability is bounded, distribution shift arises from forcing
VLMs into non-native output spaces, and substantial data is
required for supervised fine-tuning.

These challenges reflect a deep insight: effective video
reasoning unfolds through a sequence of deliberate choices,
not a single latent inference. A model must determine where
to focus, when to attend, and which entity the query refers
to. Motivated by this principle, we introduce ReVSeg,
which eliminates the use of latent segmentation tokens and
instead reformulates reasoning video segmentation as an ex-
plicit sequence of reasoning chain. In particular, ReVSeg
decomposes reasoning VOS into three actions aligned with
VLM-native capabilities: video understanding (interpreting
the query and assessing scene dynamics), temporal ground-
ing (identifying key frames or intervals pertinent to the
query), and spatial grounding (localizing the target objects
within selected frames). ReVSeg orchestrates these primi-
tives through multi-turn actions with a single VLM, ensur-
ing the semantic context established in early reasoning steps
seamlessly propagates to downstream localization. Execut-
ing reasoning through these native interfaces preserves pre-
training alignment, avoids heavy re-training, and transforms
an otherwise entangled problem into a structured procedure.

Once the reasoning chain is made explicit, the central
challenge becomes how to optimize the chain itself. Su-
pervised learning provides little leverage, as the correctness
of intermediate decisions is hardly annotated. We therefore
adopt reinforcement learning (RL) [9, 30], viewing reason-
ing VOS as a behavioral policy that should be rewarded only
when its full decision trajectory leads to a correct segmen-
tation outcome [17]. Yet, naively applying RL encounters
obstacles: reasoning VOS offers extremely sparse success
signals, and requires coordination across video understand-
ing, temporal selection, and spatial localization. To address
these challenges, we introduce reasoning-aligned rewards
which inject signals at critical decision points, ensuring that
RL enhances the model’s reasoning behavior itself. To-
gether with decomposition, RL transforms the task from an
opaque latent regression into a structured, optimizable rea-
soning policy: decomposition isolates what the model must
decide while RL determines how those decisions should co-
operate. This synergy yields a reasoning policy that is both
internally consistent and empirically strong.

Experiments show that ReVSeg delivers the state-of-the-
art (SOTA) performances on multiple standard VOS bench-
marks, outperforming both latent-based VLMs [8, 16, 20,
35, 41, 42, 50, 53, 55] and the training-free explicit VLM
[13], with auditable reasoning traces. As shown in Figure I,
controlled ablations demonstrate that without our decom-
posed reasoning chain, both the base VLM and its RL post-
trained variant tend to fail on the complex reasoning VOS

task. In contrast, our framework attains strong performance

even before RL, and the RL post-training further delivers a

substantial improvement. In summary, our contributions are

as follows:

* A principled decomposition of reasoning VOS. We in-
troduce ReVSeg, which reformulates reasoning video
segmentation as an explicit multi-step reasoning chain
built from native VLM primitives.

* An RL framework that optimizes the reasoning chain it-
self. We develop a novel RL-based formulation that di-
rectly optimizes the reasoning chain, allowing the model
to refine decision quality without requiring dense super-
vision.

* We set the new state of the art on standard VOS bench-
marks while providing interpretable reasoning traces.

2. Related Works

2.1. Reasoning Video Object Segmentation

Fine-grained text-guided VOS has advanced through spe-
cialized segmentation architectures and referring-video
pipelines [3, 5, 29, 45]. For the emerging and more complex
setting of reasoning VOS, recent methods fine-tune VLMs
to emit implicit mask tokens [2, 8, 20, 41, 42, 50, 53], often
paired with strong decoders such as SAM/SAM?2 [15, 26].
Yet robust reasoning in complex videos—multiple simi-
lar objects, occlusion, fast motion, and long-range con-
text—remains challenging. Explicit textual reasoning via
CoT has begun to appear, e.g., the training-free frame-
work CoT-RVS [13], which adopts two independent VLM
systems for frame-by-frame segmentation bridged via text.
While effective, such designs are bounded by the sepa-
rated information flow and module interoperability and is
constrained to be training-free. In this work, we formu-
late reasoning VOS as an explicit reasoning chain within a
unified VLM, and employ reinforcement learning for self-
improvement.

2.2. VLMs with Reinforcement Learning

Reinforcement learning has emerged as a practical route to
strengthen the reasoning capabilities of large models when
supervised annotated data are scarce. Test-time scaling via
Chain-of-Thought [43] improves VLM reasoning, while re-
wards further refine solution quality. Notably, Group Rel-
ative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [30] enables efficient
critic-free updates and strong gains with modest training
budgets, as demonstrated by DeepSeek-Zero [9]. Recent ef-
forts [11, 24, 32, 37, 47] leverage VLMs for high-level rea-
soning, and reasoning image grounding [21, 22, 27, 48, 54]
has been actively studied. However, in the video modality,
most work [4, 7, 17] still targets high-level understanding;
fine-grained spatio-temporal grounding remains limited due
to task complexity. Our results show that reinforcement
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Figure 2. Overview of ReVSeg. The model runs a two-turn reasoning chain over the input video and query. Round one analyzes the scene
and selects an informative keyframe with a concise object description. Round two grounds the target on that keyframe by predicting a
bounding box. The keyframe-bbox pair conditions a video tracker to produce full segmentation sequence. A reward manager provides con-
cise signals to post-train the VLM via reinforcement learning, improving keyframe selection, grounding accuracy, and overall robustness.

learning can effectively boost reasoning for video ground-
ing.

3. Method

3.1. Overview

Task Formulation. Given a natural language query x
and a video sequence with T frames V = {[;}L, €
RTXHXWX3 where H and W denote the height and width
of each frame, the goal of reasoning VOS is to segment the
query-referred objects throughout the video. The model
predicts a sequence of binary masks M = {m;}, €
RTXHXW “where my € {0,1}7*W represents the fore-
ground region in frame ¢. Let M* = {m}}_, denote the
ground-truth masks. The task is to learn a mapping

(V,x) = M, (1)

that maximizes agreement with M *. This mapping must
correctly resolve the semantic correspondence specified in
query and maintain temporal consistency across the video.

Pipeline Overview. ReVSeg formulates reasoning-centric
video object segmentation as an explicit sequence of rea-
soning steps. The complex task is decomposed into three
VLM-native capabilities — video understanding, temporal
grounding, and spatial grounding — and executed through
multi-turn dialogue with a single VLM.

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the first-round dialogue takes
the video and query (V,x) as input. The VLM performs
video understanding and temporal grounding: it interprets
the abstract query, analyzes scene dynamics, produces a
concise spatial description of the target, and identifies the
keyframe that best captures the entity of interest. Within

this round, the raw, cluttered video sequence and the vague
high-level query (e.g., “the best choice for the family out-
ing”) are distilled into a well-specified keyframe and a con-
crete textual description (e.g., “the silver minivan”). These
intermediate outputs encapsulate the VLM’s commonsense
and causal reasoning, effectively transforming a complex
video—text reasoning problem into a substantially simpler
image-level segmentation task.

Given these intermediate results, the second-round dia-
logue processes the selected keyframe and the concrete ob-
ject description. The VLM then performs spatial grounding
and outputs a tight bounding box for the specified object,
completing the two-round reasoning chain. With the local-
ized keyframe target, an off-the-shelf video tracker (e.g.,
SAM?2) is readily applied to produce the final video mask
predictions.

Because both rounds occur within a single VLM, the se-
mantic context established during early reasoning is seam-
lessly propagated to subsequent steps, ensuring consistency
throughout the chain.

Finally, we optimize the reasoning process through re-
inforcement learning. Rather than rewarding only the fi-
nal outcome of the complex task, the decomposition of
the pipeline and the availability of meaningful intermediate
products allow for richer, reasoning-aligned reward signals
that better guide policy improvement.

3.2. Decomposed Generation with Reasoning Chain

Directly producing spatio-temporal grounding from video
input remains challenging for current VLMs [1, 11, 31, 32,
36, 38]. Owing to the limited availability of high-quality
annotated datasets, these models have not been extensively



pretrained for VOS. Even with test-time scaling strate-
gies — such as Chain-of-Thought prompting [43], multi-
rollout sampling with self-consistency [39], or search-
based inference methods including Tree Search and Beam
Search [33, 51] — VLMs still struggle to generate reliable
spatio-temporal grounding results directly from raw video.
These limitations highlight a key observation that com-
plex video reasoning inherently unfolds as a sequence of
interdependent reasoning actions, rather than a single-step
prediction. This insight motivates us to decompose the
reasoning-based VOS task into a set of primitive capabil-
ities, orchestrated through a multi-turn reasoning chain, as
described below.
First Round Rollout. In the first reasoning round, the VLM
JF receives a video—query pair (V,x) and generates a text
response y; under an instruction-guided prompt. During
this step, the model interprets the user query, analyzes the
video content, infers the target entity, identifies its temporal
occurrence within the sequence, and produces a concise tex-
tual description of the target object grounded in a keyframe.
The output of this reasoning round can be formalized as:

y1~F(|V,x). 2

A parser G then processes the structured response yi,
extracting: the keyframe index & € {0,1,---,7 — 1}, a
concise spatial description d of target objects, and a status
flag S1 € {succ, fail} indicating the extraction success:

g( ) _ (Sl, kvd)7 Sl = SucCcC (3)
YU = (81, null, null), Si = fail.

Based on the selected keyframe index k, the corresponding
frame [, is retrieved from the video sequence V.

Second Round Rollout. If the status flag from the previ-
ous round is S; = succ, the rollout generation proceeds
to the second stage. In this round, the VLM F receives
the selected keyframe I and the concise object description
d, together with the generation history (V,x,y;) from the
first round. Conditioned on this context and an instruction-
guided prompt, the model generates a text response yo. At
this stage, F is responsible for spatial grounding: it local-
izes the target object in keyframe I}, using both the visual
input and the accumulated dialogue history. The output y2
follows a structured format, formalized as:

YZN-F('W:X,YLIkyd)- (4)

Similarly, the parser G processes the structured response y 2,
extracting a bounding box By, € Rio and a new status flag

SQZ

Sy = succ

Glyz) = Sy = fail.

(S2,null), ©)

{(52,5%)7

The final rollout output o is obtained by concatenating the
two-stage responses:

0=y1®Dy2. (6)

This two-round decomposition cleanly separates video un-
derstanding and temporal selection from spatial localiza-
tion, facilitates well-defined task at each stage, and provides
a stable, modular interface for the RL optimization.

3.3. Reasoning VOS with GRPO

Reasoning capability is the key factor determining the upper
bound of reasoning-based VOS. However, the supervised
reasoning data required by Supervised Fine-tuning (SFT) is
scarce and costly. Inspired by outcome-driven training in
recent reasoning systems [9, 30], we employ reinforcement
learning to enable the policy model F to self-improve un-
der task-specific rewards, thereby enhancing its reasoning
ability.

Reward Modeling. Rewards shape the optimization dy-
namics and are therefore crucial in RL. Following the min-
imalist design philosophy of DeepSeek-R1-Zero [9], we
adopt a rule-based reward system consisting of three com-
ponents:

» Format Reward ry: Correct output formatting is essen-
tial for interacting with the environment. The model
must place its reasoning process between <think>
and </think> tags and the final answer between
<answer> and </answer> tags. In addition, the first-
turn output y; must include the keyframe index &k and ob-
ject description d in JSON format, while the second-turn
output y2 must provide the bounding box By in JSON.
Based on the degree to which the output o satisfies these
rules, the format reward r is assigned a value in [0, 1].
Temporal Reward ry: The keyframe I selected by F in
y1 critically affects subsequent spatial grounding. Be-
yond merely containing the target object, we encourage
selecting frames where the object is clearly visible, min-
imally occluded, and sufficiently large. We experiment
with several temporal reward choices and finally choose
the normalized area of the ground-truth bounding box at
I k-

S(m}) — min, S(my)

maxy; S(m}) — min; S(mj})’

7t = L(|mg|1>0) - )
where S(m}) denotes the pixel area of the ground truth
bbox at frame I; and 1.y denotes the indicator function.
See Sec. 4.3 for ablations.

Spatial Reward r: This reward measures final detection
quality of the predicted Byj. Following prior works [21,
22], we use Intersection-over-Union (IoU) between the
predicted and ground-truth boxes. If IoU > 0.5, the
prediction is considered correct and r; = 1; otherwise
re = 0.



Table 1. Reasoning video object segmentation performance com-
parison on ReasonVOS [2] dataset.

Method J F  TJ&F
MTTR [3] [CVPR22] 29.1  33.1 31.1
ReferFormer [46] [CVPR22] 30.2 356 329
SOC [23] Newtps24)  33.3  38.5 35.9
OnlineRefer [44] [CVPR?23] 346 429 38.7
SgMg [25] [IcCcv23) 33.7 38.7 36.2
LISA [16] [CVPR24] 29.1 331 31.1
VideOLISA [2] [NeurIPS'24] 45.] 49.9 47.5
GLUS [20] [CVPR2S] 475 524 49.9
RGA-3B [35] fceyas) 49.1 543 51.7
RGA-7B [35] [icey2s) 51.3  56.0 53.6

CoT-RVS-online-7B [13] farXiv'25] 49.5 545 520
CoT-RVS-offline-13B [13]  jaxiv2s) 47.5 540 50.7
ReVSeg-7B (Ours) - 61.8 67.7 64.8

The total reward for an output o combines these compo-
nents with status flags S7 and .S, indicating whether each
step succeeds:

r=7rf+ ]l(Slzsucc)rt + ]l(Slzsucc & So=succ)s- ®)

Objective. We adopt Group Relative Policy Optimization
(GRPO) [30], a critic-free variant of Proximal Policy Opti-
mization (PPO) [28] tailored for sequence models. Given an
input query ¢ = {V,x}, GRPO samples a group of n can-
didate outputs {0;}!_, from the current policy moq, evalu-
ates their rewards {r; }, and computes a normalized within-
group advantage:

r; —mean(ry,...,7y)
std(r1, ..., 70)

Since we use on-policy updates (moq = 7y) in practice, im-
portance sampling ratios are remains at one. The policy
loss, combined with KL regularization to a reference model
T, yields the final training objective:

1 n
L£(0) = Eqnp(@). {o:}~maCla) [n > (4i — B (o | ﬂref))} ~
(10)

i=1

4. Experiments

4.1. Experiment Settings

Training Datasets. For our efficient RL post-training,
we rely solely on the video object segmentation (VOS)
data, in contrast to previous works [2, 8, 41, 42, 50] that
jointly fine-tunes on large, heterogeneous corpora span-
ning video segmentation, image segmentation, and VQA
datasets. Specifically, we curate training data from five
benchmarks: Ref-YouTube-VOS [29], MeViS [5], Ref-
DAVIS17 [14], ReVOS [50] and LV-VIS [34]. For each
annotated sequence, we first convert per-frame masks to

bounding boxes, which serve as ground-truth signals for
post-training rewards. To ensure label quality, we run
SAM?2 [26] on every frame conditioned on its ground-truth
box to obtain predicted masks, compute IoU against the
annotated masks, and discard all queries from any video
whose mean IoU falls below 0.6. This filtering yields ap-
proximately 67k data pairs.

Benchmarks. We evaluate on five standard VOS bench-
marks: two reasoning datasets including ReVOS [50] and
ReasonVOS [2] and three referring datasets including Ref-
DAVIS17 [14], Ref-YouTube-VOS [29], MeViS [5]. No-
tably, ReasonVOS has no training split, thus its evaluation is
zero-shot, providing a clearer measure of the model’s gen-
eralization ability.

Baselines. We benchmark against three families of methods
to contextualize our gains. (1) Segmentation Specialists:
strong VOS/Ref-VOS systems [3, 5, 6, 10, 18, 23, 25, 29,
44, 46] trained with dense supervision, optimized for mask
quality and temporal consistency. (2) VLM-Based with La-
tent Tokens Methods: methods [2, 8, 20, 35, 41, 42, 50, 53]
that fine-tune VLMs to emit task-specific control tokens or
logits that drive a downstream mask head, which are the cur-
rent mainstream for reasoning VOS. (3) VLM-Based with
Explicit Reasoning Methods: methods that perform reason-
ing to explicitly ground targets via boxes/masks, an under-
explored paradigm where CoT-RVS [13] and our method
fall. We report results across all three to isolate the advan-
tage of our proposed ReVSeg.

Evaluation Metrics. Following previous works [2, 8, 13,
20, 41,42, 50, 53] on reasoning video object segmentation,
we report region similarity (), contour accuracy (F) and
their mean (7 &F) as the primary video-level metrics.
Implementation Details. We adopt Qwen2.5-VL-7B [1]
as the default reasoning model F and SAM?2 (Hiera-L) [26]
as the default video tracker model 7. For post-training F
with GRPO, each optimizer step processes 128 input data,
and we sample n = 8 rollouts per prompt, yielding an ef-
fective batch of 1024 sequences per optimizer step. The
learning rate is set to le — 6, and the KL regularization co-
efficient 5 = 1e — 3. For each video, we uniformly sample
16 frames as input to F. All input frames are resized to
448 x 448 before the first round generation. In the second
round, the selected keyframe [}, is resized to 840 x 840 for
spatial grounding. The tracker 7 operates on the full video
at its original resolution.

4.2. Experimental Results

Reasoning Video Object Segmentation. We first evalu-
ate on reasoning VOS benchmarks — ReasonVOS dataset
in Tab. 1 and ReVOS dataset in Tab. 2. On ReasonVOS,
ReVSeg-7B achieves a decisive margin over the previous
state-of-the-art (SOTA) method RGA-7B [35], improving
J by +10.5 points, F by +11.7 points, and J&F by



Table 2. Reasoning video object segmentation performance comparison on ReVOS [50] dataset.

referring reasoning overall
Method Type 7T F J%F T  F J&F T F JTGF

MTTR [3] [CVPR22] 29.8  30.2 30.0 204 215 21.0 25.1 259 25.5
ReferFormer [46] cver22)  Segmentation  31.2 343 32.7 213 25.6 23.4 262 299 28.1
LMPM [5] [Iccvas) Specialists 29.0 39.1 34.1 13.3 243 18.8 21.2  31.7 26.4
LLaMA-VID [18] + LMPM [5]  [rccvag) 29.0 39.1 34.1 12.8 23.7 18.2 209 314 26.1
LISA-7B [16] [CVPR24] 443  47.1 45.7 33.8 384 36.1 39.1 427 40.9
LISA-13B [16] [CVPR24] 452 479 46.6 343  39.1 36.7 39.8 435 41.6
TrackGPT(T)-7B [55] [arXiv24] 46.7 49.7 48.2 36.8 41.2 39.0 41.8 455 43.6
TrackGPT(IT)-13B [55] [arXiv'24] 483  50.6 49.5 38.1 429 40.5 432  46.8 45.0
VISA-7B [50] [ECCV24] 51.1 54.7 52.9 36.7 41.7 39.2 439 482 46.1
VISA-13B [50] [ECCV24] VLM-Based 523 55.8 54.1 38.3 435 40.9 453  49.7 47.5
VISA(IT)-7B [50] [ECCV24] w/ Latent 492 526 50.9 40.6 454 43.0 449 490 46.9
VISA(IT)-13B [50] [ECCV24] Tokens 55.6  59.1 57.4 42.0 46.7 443 488 529 50.9
VRS-HQ-7B [8] [CVPR25] 59.8 645 62.1 53.5 587 56.1 56.6 61.6 59.1
GLUS [20] [CVPR25] 583 56.0 60.7 488 539 51.4 - - -

HyperSeg [41] [CVPR25] 56.0 60.9 58.5 50.2  55.8 53.0 53.1 584 55.7
RGA3-3B [35] [iccvas) 57.6  61.0 59.3 50.6 55.0 52.8 54.1 58.0 56.1
RGA3-7B [35] [Icevas) 58.7 623 60.5 53.1 577 55.4 55.9  60.0 58.0
ViLLa [53] [Icevas) - - - - - - 549 59.1 57.0
InstructSeg [42] [Iccvas) 548 59.2 57.0 49.2 547 51.9 52.0 56.9 54.5
CoT-RVS-online-7B [13] [arXiv'25] VLM-Based - - - - - - 435 48.8 46.2
CoT-RVS-offline-12B [13] [arXiv'25] w/ Explicit - - - - - - 434 509 47.1
ReVSeg-7B (Ours) Reasoning 63.3 68.1 65.7 554 618 58.6 59.3 65.0 62.1

+11.2 points. The significant performance improvement
demonstrates the effectiveness of ReVSeg with the pro-
posed framework. Furthermore, given the zero-shot nature
of ReasonVOS, these gains highlight our strong generaliza-
tion and robustness under challenging open-world queries.

On ReVOS, we conduct a comprehensive comparison
across nine metrics. Our ReVSeg-7B consistently ranks
first, surpassing previous SOTAs, including several larger
parameter systems, by a obvious margin. The across-the-
board improvements on these reasoning VOS benchmarks
substantiate the effectiveness of our explicit reasoning chain
and the efficiency of the proposed training recipe.

Referring Video Object Segmentation. As previous prac-
tice [2, 5, 14, 29, 35, 50, 53], we report the experiment
results on three Ref-VOS benchmarks, i.e., Ref-YouTube-
VOS, Ref-DAVIS17, and MeViS. As in Tab. 4, consistently,
our ReVSeg-7B sets a new state of the art, improving J &F
by +2.7 points on Ref-YouTube-VOS, +4.8 points on Ref-
DAVIS17, and +8.5 points on MeViS against the previous
SOTAs. Notably, MeViS is a motion-guided benchmark and
is regarded as the most challenging Ref-VOS benchmark in
GLUS [20]. Our substantial gains on MeViS indicate strong
adaptability on complex video scenarios with intricate mo-
tion patterns. Although referring queries require less se-
mantic reasoning than reasoning queries, our performance
gains are still obvious and consistent. These results indicate
ReVSeg offers stronger cross-modal video understanding,
better temporal aggregation, and more accurate target ob-
ject detection than prior art.

Zero-shot Reasoning Image Segmentation. Besides the
main results, we ask whether post-training on video tasks

Table 3. Zero-shot reasoning image segmentation results on Rea-
sonSeg [16] dataset.

test val
Method gloU cloU gloU cloU
Qwen2.5VL-7B 559 443 595 540
ReVSeg-7B (Ours) 59.7 474 63.7 59.9

improves spatial grounding that transfers to image reason-
ing segmentation. In other words, does our model truly
learn better spatial grounding capabilities which is gener-
alizable to other tasks? To probe this, we conduct a zero-
shot evaluation on the reasoning image segmentation task.
Specifically, we evaluate both the base model (Qwen?2.5-
VL-7B [1]) and our post-training ReVSeg-7B on Reason-
Seg dataset [16], and report the mean per-image IoU (gloU)
and the cumulative IoU (cloU) as in LISA [16]. As shown
in Tab. 3, despite no image-specific training, ReVSeg yields
delivers consistent gains on both test and validation splits
compared to the base model. These improvements indicate
that our pipeline no only simply couples spatial grounding
with video understanding and temporal cues, but also up-
grades its intrinsic spatial grounding ability.

Qualitative Results. Fig. 3 presents detailed case studies
highlighting the role of explicit reasoning chains in VOS.
In the first example, the video depicts a typical road scene
without a visually salient target. The query asks what could
triggered the driver’s honk. The model parses the scene,
integrates visual cues with traffic commonsense, and in-
fers plausible causes, ultimately identifying the jaywalking
pedestrian as the most likely trigger. Notably, the target
object occupies only a small portion of the frame, making



Table 4. Video referring segmentation results on Ref-Youtube-VOS [29], Ref-DAVIS17 [14], MeViS [5] datasets.

Method Type Ref-YouTube-VOS Ref-DAVIS17 MeViS
J F  IJ&F T F IJ&F T F J&F

URVOS [29] [ECCV720] 453 492 47.2 473  56.0 51.6 257 299 27.8
LBDT [6] [CVPR22] 482  50.6 494 - - 54.1 27.8  30.8 29.3
MTTR [3] [CVPR22] Segmentation 540 56.6 55.3 - - - 28.8 312 30.0
LMPM [5] [1ccv23) Specialist - - - - - - 342 40.2 37.2
ReferFormer [46] (cveR22) Pectalists = 613 646 629 581 641 611 298 322 310
OnlineRefer [44] [CVPR?23] 61.6 655 63.5 61.6 67.7 64.8 - - -

DsHmp [10] [CVPR24] 65.0 69.1 67.1 61.7 68.1 64.9 43.0 49.8 46.4
LISA-7B [16] [CVPR24] 534 543 53.9 622 673 64.8 35.1 394 37.2
LISA-13B [16] [CVPR24] 54.0 54.8 54.5 63.2 68.8 66.9 35.8  40.0 37.9
TrackGPT-7B [55] [arXiv'24] 553 574 56.4 594 670 63.2 376 426 40.1
TrackGPT-13B [55] [arXiv'24] 58.1 60.8 59.5 62.7 704 66.5 39.2 431 41.2
VISA-7B [50] [ECCV24] 59.8 632 61.5 66.3 725 69.4 40.7 463 43.5
VISA-13B [50] [ECCV24] VLM-Based 614 647 63.0 67.0 73.8 70.4 41.8 47.1 44.5
VideoLISA [2] [NeurlPS'24] w/ Latent 61.7 657 63.7 64.9 72.7 68.8 413 476 44.4
VRS-HQ-7B [8] [CVPR25] Tokens 68.3 725 70.4 72.6 794 76.0 47.6 537 50.6
GLUS [20] [CVPR25] 65.5 69.0 67.3 - - - 48.5 542 51.3
HyperSeg [41] [CVPR25] - - 68.5 - - 71.2 - - -

RGA3-3B [35] [ICCV™25] 65.8 69.1 67.4 67.6 76.6 72.1 46.2 51.5 48.8
RGA3-7B [35] [ICCV25) 66.8 70.1 68.5 683 773 72.8 474 528 50.1
ViLLa [53] [ICCV'25] 64.6 704 67.5 70.6  78.0 74.3 46.5 523 49.4
InstructSeg [42] [IcCv2s) 654 695 67.5 67.3 749 71.1 - - -

CoT-RVS-online-7B [13] [arXiv'25] VLM-Based - - - 704 775 73.9 427 491 459
CoT-RVS-offline-13B [13]  jarxiv2s) w/ Explicit - - - 70.9 783 74.6 40.3  48.1 44.2
ReVSeg-7B (Ours) Reasoning 711 75.2 73.1 774 84.1 80.8 56.1 634 59.8

Table 5. Ablation experiments for the proposed decoupling frame-
work and RL post-training. The referring VOS results were evalu-
ated on the Ref-DAVIS17 dataset, while the reasoning VOS results
were evaluated on the ReasonVOS dataset. Decom. Pipeline in-
dicates whether to use the decomposed pipeline, RL denotes the
usage of Reinforcement Learning.

Decom. Ref-DAVIS17 ReasonVOS
Pipeline J F TJ&F J F T&F
3.2 5.6 4.4 7.4 8.8 8.1
v 4.0 6.0 53 7.1 8.1 7.6
v 59.2  66.9 63.0 387 434 41.0
v v 774  84.1 80.7 61.8 67.7 64.8

this case particularly challenging. In the second example,
the model is queried about the creature posing the greatest
threat. It first recognizes the most menacing species (ele-
phant) and, guided by world knowledge that elder elephants
protect calves and the herd, pinpoints the specific individ-
ual with high precision. Across cases, the reasoning chain
consistently selects well-segmentable keyframes, stabiliz-
ing grounding and mitigating error accumulation, which
yields cleaner masks and more consistent trajectories. Ad-
ditional visualizations are provided in the supplementary.

4.3. Ablation Studies

Key Pipeline Design. We isolate the contributions of de-
composed reasoning chain and RL post-training via four
variants. (1) Base Model, which directly predicts spatio-
temporal grounding from the video and query. (2) Base

Model + RL, which applies GRPO post-training to the
base model. (3) Decomposed, which restructures infer-
ence into our multi-turn decomposed reasoning chain. (4)
Decomposed + RL, our final model ReVSeg with GRPO-
enhanced reasoning. We evaluate them on Ref-DAVIS17
(in-domain Ref-VOS) and ReasonVOS (out-of-domain rea-
soning VOS), the results are showed in Tab. 5. The base
model exhibits very poor video grounding ability, and RL
alone fails to lift performance due to sparse effective roll-
outs and credit assignment in end-to-end prediction. In
contrast, decomposed pipeline yields a clear jump by guid-
ing the model to compose its primitive skills (video under-
standing, temporal grounding, spatial grounding) into a co-
herent procedure. Adding RL further drives self-evolution,
tightening the interplay of these skills for VOS reason-
ing and delivering substantial additional gains across both
datasets. Together, decomposed reasoning and RL post-
training are necessary and complementary, culminating in
unprecedented performance.

Frame Sampling Strategy. We examine the effect of in-
put frame count during training and inference. As shown in
Tab. 6, we train models with 12 / 16 / 20 uniformly sam-
pled frames and observe the diminishing returns beyond 16.
Accuracy improves from 12 to 16, while additional frames
bring only marginal gains but increase training cost roughly.
Balancing efficiency and performance, we adopt 16 frames
as the default for both training and evaluation. At test time,
performance remains stable across different frame counts,
indicating that the reasoning pipeline is robust to temporal



<answer> [{“frame_idx”:4, “object description”: "the pedestrian which could cause the driver to honk"}]
Reasoning Chain

</answer>

[USER]: While driving amidst pedestrians, which entity could cause the driver to honk?

<think> .. Given the context, this entity would likely be a pedestrian who might swddenly cross the
street or move into the path of the vehicle. In the provided frames, there are pedestrians visible
walking along the sidewalk, which aligns well with the scenario described in the question. Among these
pedestrians, one person appears to be more prominently positioned near the center of the road
compared to others, making it a plausible candidate for the target object. This person's position and

movement could potentially lead to a driver honking as a reaction .. </think>

W SL N

Gréunding Result

[USER]: Which creature in the footage poses the greatest threat to an unwanted visitor encroaching on its domain?

<think> ..Given the context, the elephants in the video would be the most likely candidates as they
are large, powerful animals known to be territorial and protective of their young and group
members. In the provided frames, the adult elephant is prominently positioned..7/his elephant’'s size,
strength, and the context of it being part of a herd suggest it would be the primary threat in
such a scenario. Comparatively, the baby elephants, while also significant, do not match the
criteria as well because they are smaller and less intimidating compared to the adult elephant.
Therefore, the adult elephant stands out as the most fitting target for this query. </think>
<answer> [{“frame_idx”:3, “object description”: "the adult elephant that poses the greatest threat

to an unwanted visitor encroaching on its domain"}] </answer>

Reasoning Chain

Figure 3. Qualitative cases of ReVSeg on ReasonVOS [2]. The frame highlighted in red indicates the selected keyframe. The green
bounding box within the enlarged keyframe on the right size represents the grounding result. Zoom in to view visual details.

Table 6. Results obtained by employing different frame sampling
rates during both the training and testing phases separately.

#Training #Testing Ref-DAVIS17 Training Time
Frames Frames J F TJ&E&F per Step (s)

12 12 76.8 838 803 603
16 16 774 84.1 80.7 725
20 20 77.0 84.1 805 831
16 12 76.6 839 803

16 16 774 841 80.7 725
16 20 775 841 80.8

Table 7. Model performance on VOS with three different temporal
reward types. The referring VOS results were evaluated on the
MeViS dataset, while the reasoning VOS results were evaluated
on the ReasonVOS dataset.

Temporal MeViS ReasonVOS

Reward Type J F TJ&F J F TJ&F

NoReward 50.7 587 547 550 610 58.0
0/1 Reward 536 612 574 567 627 59.7
Soft Reward 56.1 634 598 61.8 67.7 64.8

sampling density.
Designs of Reward.  Temporal rewards are crucial for
teaching the model to select keyframes that genuinely fa-

cilitate downstream spatial grounding and mask decoding.
Prior keyframe selection works [12, 19, 49, 52] primarily
score semantic relevance, which is insufficient for VOS: a
good frame should also reveal the target with minimal oc-
clusion and adequate scale. We therefore ablate three tem-
poral reward schemes in RL: (1) no temporal reward, (2) a
binary 0/1 reward that only checks whether the target ap-
pears in the selected frame(s), and (3) our soft temporal
reward that scores object visibility via normalized bound-
ing box area. As shown in Tab. 7, the soft variant pro-
vides a graded learning signal aligned with object visibility
and scale, alleviates sparse credit assignment, and discour-
ages degenerate selections (e.g., heavily occluded or tiny
targets).

5. Conclusion

In this work, we reformulate reasoning-centric VOS as
a sequential decision problem and introduce ReVSeg,
which decomposes the task into three pretrained primitive
capabilities. We further develop a reinforcement learning
framework that directly optimizes the reasoning chain,
enabling the model to refine its decision quality without
relying on dense supervision. Experiments demonstrate
state-of-the-art performance across multiple VOS bench-



marks and uncover interpretable,

stepwise reasoning

trajectories. We believe that this explicit-chain, outcome-
driven formulation provides a general paradigm for
advancing reasoning-aligned video understanding models.
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Appendix
A. Training Curves

In Fig. 4, we summarize the dynamics of ReVSeg training. The first row plots the three reward components. Format reward
ry in (a) rises sharply to near-perfect score within the first few steps and remains saturated thereafter, indicating that the
policy quickly masters the instructed output format and consistently completes the two-round rollout generations. Temporal
reward r; and spatial reward r in (b) and (c) follow a similar growth pattern early on, suggesting that initial gains are driven
primarily by producing well-formed, parseable responses that expose the temporal-spatial grounding results. As the format
reward plateaus, the growth of temporal and spatial rewards decelerates improvements, steming from stronger reasoning
rather than formatting, reflecting better temporal selection and tighter localization.

The second row reports response length, total reward r and rollout turns. Response length in (d) increases during the early
phase as the proportion of complete two round rollouts rises, and shows pronounced oscillations between roughly 100 and
250 steps. The analysis of training output reveals several shifts in response policy before settling into to a stable reasoning
pattern. Total reward in (e) exhibits a steady increase over training. Rollout turns in (f), defined as the average number of
rounds per sample within a batch, quickly converge to two, consistent with the observed trends of the reward components.

Overall, these curves indicate a well-behaved optimization, ReVSeg promptly adopts the intend two-round policy and
continues to improve its reasoning quality in a stable manner.
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Figure 4. Training curves of ReVSeg. (a) Format reward 7 rapidly converges to a full score and remains saturated. (b) Temporal reward
r¢ and (c) Spatial reward 7, increase steadily with training. (d) Response length remains stable overall without collapse. (e) Total reward
7 rises consistently over time. (f) Average number of rollout turns quickly converge to 2.

B. Qualitative Results

In Fig. 5, we present more visualization examples highlighting the reasoning-centric segmentation capability of ReVSeg.
Across diverse scenes, the model analyzes temporal dynamics, including object interactions (e.g., the kittens interact with
orange ballon, person holding green towel) and motion cues (e.g., car moving in the opposite direction compared to the
motorcycles), while aligning them with the abstract semantics of the user query. It integrates the video evidence with com-
monsense knowledge (e.g., the concrete mixer truck designed for construction sites) to identify the target entity, selects
frames that are favorable for downstream localization (e.g., bright color, centrally located in the frames, visually against
the background, size), and converts this selection into a keyframe index and a concrete object description. Conditioned on
this description, ReVSeg produces tight spatial grounding and propagates masks across the video sequence, yielding the
fine-grained segmentation masks.
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[USER]: A vehicle moving in the opposite direction to all other vehicles.

<think> .. Given the context, it's likely referring to a car traveling away the camera while
the motorcycles are moving away from it. In the provided frames, there is a red car visible
on the right side of the road, which fits this description perfectly as it is moving in the
opposite direction compared to the motorcycles. This car .. stands out against the background
due to its color and size relative to the motorcycles.. </think>

<answer> [{"frame_idx":@, "object description": "the red vehicle moving in the opposite
direction to all other vehicles"}] </answer> Reasoning Chain Grounding Result

[USER]: The object invoking the curiosity of animals.

<think> ..in this context, refers to the item that captures the attention of ¢/e kittens. Given the
video content, the orange balloon fits this description perfectly as it is the only moving object
that the kittens interact with throughout the sequence. It is clearly visible .. visually distinct
against the wooden floor and white wall .. and centrally located in the frames where the kittens are
interacting with it. This makes it the ideal candidate for the target object described in the question.
</think>

<answer> [{"frame_idx":3, "object description": "the orange balloon"}] </answer> Reasoning Chain

Grounding Result

[USER]: Washing hands before eating is a good habit that helps clean bacteria from the hands. After washing, which tool in the scene
can be used to remove excess water from the hands?

"<think> ... In the context provided, the 'tool' likely refers to a towel or cloth, which is commonly q’

used for this purpose. 7he video shows a person holding a green towel, which fits the description of a \

tool used to dry hands. This towel is clearly visible, minimally motion-blurred, and stands out against m I
[

the background due to its bright color and size relative to the rest of the scene. It meets all the

criteria mentioned in the question. </think>

<answer> [{"frame_idx":0, "object description": "the green towel serving the purpose of drying hands

after they've been washed"}] </answer>" Reasoning Chain

[USER]: Among these vehicles, which one is more likely to appear in construction site for some professional functions?

BN e 35 /Y T\ TR ot o /4N . o 05
A U e Y AU el il s T e . i 1 [

<think> ..Given the context, the concrete mixer truck stands out as it is specifically designed for
transporting and mixing concrete, which is a common requirement in construction sites. This vehicle ..
large enough in the image area, visually distinct against the background, and minimally motion-blurred. It
is also centrally positioned in the scene .. Comparatively, the other vehicles like cars do not serve the
same purpose in a construction setting. </think>

<answer> [{"frame_idx":10, "object description":"the concrete mixer truck"}] </answer> Reasoning Chain

Figure 5. Additional qualitative cases of ReVSeg. The frame highlighted in red indicates the selected keyframe. The green bounding box
within the enlarged keyframe on the right side represents the grounding result. Zoom in to view visual details.
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@ is an {second)}-second video represented by {nframes} frames (fps=2). Please first think deeply based on the
given video, and then find {guestion} with temporal timestamp and detailed object description for spatial grounding.

Compare the difference between all possible objects and find the object that most matches the query.

Carefully identify all frames and select the keyframe that will minimize the effort for a segmentation model to

find the target object. Prioritize frame where the target object is clearly visible and low occlusion, large enough in

image area, visually distinct from background and other objects, minimally motion-blurred, and centered.

Describe the static appearance of the target object in the selected keyframe in detail, to aid subsequent spatial

grounding.

The reasoning process and answer must be enclosed within <think> </think> and <answer> </answer> tags,

respectively.

Output the keyframe index (0-{nframes-1}) and specific description of the target object in that frame in JTSON

format.

i.e., <think> reasoning process here </think>

<answer> [{'frame_idx": 7, 'object description’: 'the red triangular stone on the far left'}] </answer>." J

(a) User prompt for first round generation, where {second}, {nframes} and {question} refer to the video duration T'/ fps, the frame
number 7" of input video sequence V' and input query X, respectively.

“This is the extracted keyframe, please detect {object description} with bbox coordinates in TSON format." 1

(b) User prompt for second round generation, where {object description} refers to the extracted object description d from the first round
response y1.

Figure 6. User prompt templates for two-round rollout.

C. Implementation Details

In this section, we supplement some implementation details, including user prompts in Sec. C.1 and pseudocode for our
proposed decomposed generation with reasoning chain in Sec. C.2.

C.1. ReVSeg User Prompt Details

To elicit reliable reasoning for video object segmentation, we design a task-specific prompting scheme tailored to our two-
round rollout of the policy VLM F, as shown in Fig. 6. Each round uses a distinct prompt that mirrors the decomposition of
the task.
Round one: user prompt for video understanding and temporal grounding. The first prompt follows a chain-of-thought
style to encourage deep analysis. It asks the model to compare salient objects across the video, examine their occurrences
over frames, and select a keyframe where the target is most suitable for localization. The prompt instructs F to first output a
reasoning trace, then a structured result containing the keyframe index and a concise object description.
Round two: user prompt for spatial grounding. The second prompt provides the keyframe and object description extracted
from round one response and requests precise localization on the selected frame. The output must follow a JSON format
containing a tight bounding box.

Both prompts request reasoning separated from the final answer, standardized JSON fields to stabilize generation and
reduce parsing errors. In practice, this design yields interpretable responses, that serve as robust visual prompts for subsequent
mask propagation.

C.2. Algorithm

We distill the key generation component of ReVSeg into a compact pseudocode summarized in Algorithm 1. For each input
video-query input, the model performs n times two-round rollout sampling and ultimately returns the resulting trajectories

set {o; }1_;.
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Algorithm 1: Decomposed Generation of ReVSeg with Two-Round Rollout

Require: Video V = {I;}{_,, query x, policy VLM F, parser G, group size n, prompt template ; and P
Ensure : Rollout sequences {0; }j—;

1 for: =1tondo

2
3

e % N A s

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
8

—

end

Initialize current VLM input sequence z < P1(V, x)
Initialize current VLM rollout sequence o0; <— &

// Round-1: video understanding + temporal grounding
Generate the first round response sequence y1 ~ F(- | z)
Extract status flag S1 € {succ, fail}, keyframe index k and object description d through parser (S1, k,d) < G(y1)
Append y; to input sequence z < z B y1
Append y; to rollout sequence 0; <— 0; B y1
if S = fail then

Terminate rollout generation early and flag status So <— fail, set keyframe I;, and bounding box By, to Null

I, B < null

Continue

end

// Round-2: spatial grounding

Select the keyframe I}, from video Ij, < V[k]

Append (I, d) to the ongoing input sequence z < z @ Pz (1), d)

Generate the second response sequence y2 ~ F (- | z)

Extract status flag Sz € {succ, fail} and spatial grounding result By € R, through parser (Sz2, By) + G(y2)
Append y2 to rollout sequence 0; <— 0; B y2 a

return final generated rollouts {0; }7—,
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