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Abstract

Enhancing the temporal understanding of Multimodal
Large Language Models (MLLMs) is essential for advanc-
ing long-form video analysis, enabling tasks such as tempo-
ral localization, action detection, and time-sensitive ques-
tion answering. While reinforcement learning (RL) has
recently been explored for improving temporal reason-
ing, existing approaches are often confined to limited task
types and data, restricting their generalization across di-
verse temporal understanding scenarios. To address this
challenge, we present TempRI1, a temporal-aware multi-
task reinforcement learning framework that systematically
strengthens MLLMs’ temporal comprehension. We curate
a multi-task corpus that exposes the model to diverse tem-
poral structures and semantics, and build upon the Group
Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) algorithm to achieve
stable and effective cross-task optimization. Specifically, we
categorize temporal tasks into three correspondence types
between predicted intervals and ground-truth instances,
and design tailored localization rewards for each, enabling
TempRI to capture fine-grained temporal dependencies and
adapt to different temporal patterns. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that TempRI attains state-of-the-art perfor-
mance across multiple benchmarks. Moreover, its joint op-
timization over complementary tasks yields a strong syn-
ergistic effect, enhancing both generalization and single-
task performance, establishing a scalable and principled
paradigm for temporal reasoning in MLLMs.

1. Introduction

Understanding temporal dynamics and semantics in videos
is fundamental for comprehensive video comprehension.
Temporal video understanding encompasses a variety of
tasks that require models to reason about when and how
events occur and evolve over time., such as Temporal
Grounding (TG) [12, 22], Dense Temporal Grounding
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Figure 1. Performance comparison across five temporal under-
standing tasks. Our proposed TempRI1 achieves the best overall
results.

(DTG) [5, 22], Temporal Action Localization (TAL) [6, 19],
Video Highlight Detection (VHD) [23], and Grounded
Video Question Answering (GVQA) [62]. This capabil-
ity is essential for real-world applications including in-
telligent video retrieval, human—computer interaction, and
long-form video analysis.

Traditional temporal understanding methods typically
rely on vision-language pretraining (VLP) models for fea-
ture extraction, followed by task-specific prediction mod-
ules. While effective on certain benchmarks, such pipelines
suffer from feature misalignment and cumulative error
propagation between separately trained components. More-
over, their limited cross-task and cross-domain generaliza-
tion often requires training a distinct model for each dataset
or task, hindering scalability and flexibility.

The emergence of MLLMs [1, 3, 31, 54] has shifted re-
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search toward end-to-end multimodal reasoning, enabling
unified video—text processing within a single architecture.
Beyond architectural unification, MLLMs naturally support
knowledge transfer across diverse tasks and datasets, open-
ing new opportunities for multi-task and cross-domain tem-
poral understanding without the need for handcrafted task-
specific designs. Current MLLM-based approaches for tem-
poral understanding mainly fall into two paradigms: super-
vised fine-tuning (SFT) and reinforcement learning (RL).

SFT-based methods [15, 16, 44, 67] enhance tempo-
ral comprehension through large-scale instruction tuning,
but they often suffer from overfitting on limited tempo-
ral datasets and a loss of general reasoning ability due
to rigid supervision [27, 60]. In contrast, RL-based ap-
proaches [13, 27, 37, 60] directly optimize task-specific ob-
jectives and reward temporally and semantically plausible
predictions, leading to better data efficiency and general-
ization. However, most existing RL methods remain con-
strained to a narrow scope of temporal understanding, typ-
ically temporal grounding, which limits their generaliza-
tion to broader reasoning scenarios such as dense ground-
ing, action localization, and time-sensitive question answer-
ing. Moreover, their lack of exposure to diverse temporal
structures prevents them from capturing the hierarchical and
compositional nature of temporal dependencies.

To address these limitations, multi-task reinforcement
learning provides an effective solution by jointly training on
diverse and complementary temporal understanding tasks.
These tasks differ in both query semantics and prediction
objectives. For instance, TG focuses on event descrip-
tions, TAL on action categories, and VHD on affective
or importance-based cues; TG requires single-segment lo-
calization, while TAL involves multi-instance prediction
and GVQA combines localization with reasoning-based an-
swering. Leveraging such diversity enables the model to
adapt to various temporal reasoning demands, enhancing
its versatility and generalization. Meanwhile, these tasks
share common requirements such as accurate temporal con-
cept modeling, precise timestamp prediction, and coherent
video—text alignment. Exploiting these shared structures
enriches the learning of fundamental temporal reasoning
abilities, resulting in stronger temporal understanding.

In this paper, we propose TempR1, a temporal-aware
multi-task reinforcement learning framework that system-
atically enhances MLLMSs’ temporal reasoning across di-
verse video understanding tasks. We curate a multi-task
corpus covering five representative tasks—TG, DTG, TAL,
VHD, and GVQA—with over 60K curated samples, expos-
ing the model to rich and diverse temporal event structures.
Methodologically, TempR1 builds upon the Group Relative
Policy Optimization (GRPO) algorithm to enable efficient
and stable cross-task optimization. To account for varying
temporal properties across tasks, we categorize them into

three types based on the correspondence between predicted
intervals and ground-truth instances and design tailored re-
ward functions for each. This structured reward design
allows TempR1 to capture fine-grained temporal relation-
ships and adapt effectively to different temporal structures.
As shown in Figure 1, extensive experiments across mul-
tiple benchmarks demonstrate that TempR1 achieves state-
of-the-art performance on the five temporal understanding
tasks. Notably, the joint reinforcement optimization not
only improves multi-task generalization but also enhances
performance on individual tasks, highlighting the synergis-
tic effect of our unified design. Our work establishes a prin-
cipled and scalable paradigm for multi-task reinforcement
learning in video temporal understanding, paving the way
toward MLLMs with stronger and more generalizable tem-
poral reasoning capabilities.

2. Related Work

Video Temporal Understanding. Video temporal under-
standing [5, 6, 12, 22, 23, 62] aims to analyze the tempo-
ral structure and semantic dynamics of videos. Early ap-
proaches [7, 21, 26, 30, 32, 33, 38, 39, 47, 49, 50, 63]
primarily rely on VLP models [25, 43, 56, 57, 64] to ex-
tract vision and text representations, followed by cross-
modal attention and task-specific heads for objective pre-
diction. While effective, these task-specific architectures re-
quire distinct expert models for each dataset, limiting scal-
ability and cross-task generalization.

Recent advances in MLLMs [1, 3, 18, 24, 29, 31, 51,
52, 54, 68] have demonstrated strong open-vocabulary un-
derstanding and multimodal reasoning capabilities. How-
ever, due to limitations in pretraining objectives and data,
they still struggle to capture fine-grained temporal depen-
dencies and align linguistic semantics with temporal visual
cues. Supervised fine-tuning (SFT) has been explored to en-
hance temporal comprehension [15, 16, 28, 35, 42, 44, 48,
58, 59, 67]. Yet, its rigid token-level supervision tends to
cause overfitting to instruction data.

In contrast, RL-based fine-tuning directly optimizes
task-specific objectives and rewards all reasonable predic-
tions, improving data efficiency and generalization. Re-
cent RL approaches [13, 27, 37, 60, 65] achieve strong per-
formance on individual temporal understanding tasks, but
mostly remain limited to temporal grounding and lack a uni-
fied framework for broader temporal tasks. In this work, we
extend RL-based temporal understanding to multiple tasks
and propose a scalable reward formulation that adapts to di-
verse temporal correspondence patterns. By jointly training
across these tasks, our proposed TempR1 achieves consis-
tent improvements and establishes a generalizable paradigm
for enhancing MLLMs’ temporal understanding.

MLLM Reinforcement Fine-tuning. Following the suc-
cess of RL in enhancing the reasoning abilities of LLMs
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Figure 2. Overview of the TempR1 framework. We finetune the MLLM on a multi-task training corpus covering five temporal under-
standing tasks. Reinforcement learning is applied with rule-based rewards, including format and accuracy rewards, as well as localization
rewards for three correspondence types: Type 1 (one-to-one, TG/DTG), Type 2 (many-to-one, VHD/GVQA), and Type 3 (many-to-many,
TAL). These rewards jointly optimize the MLLM to achieve accurate and robust temporal prediction.

through verifiable reward mechanisms [14, 20], recent
works have extended RL optimization to MLLMs. These
methods [4, 8-10, 17, 36, 40, 46, 53, 55, 61, 69, 70] de-
sign task-specific, rule-based rewards to strengthen multi-
modal reasoning, leading to improvements in perception,
visual grounding, and compositional understanding. How-
ever, most of them focus on static images or short video
clips, with limited exploration of long-form temporal rea-
soning tasks beyond temporal grounding.

3. Method

3.1. Revisiting Group Relative Policy Optimization

Group Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [14] extends
Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) by replacing critic-
based value estimation with group-wise relative compari-
son, eliminating the need for a separate critic network and
greatly reducing training overhead. Specifically, given an
input prompt p, the policy model my samples a group of

G candidate responses o = {01,...,0g}. Each response
is evaluated by a reward function r(-), yielding the corre-
sponding scores {r(01),...,7(og)}. Instead of learning

an absolute value function, GRPO normalizes these scores
within the group to obtain relative advantages that reflect
the comparative quality of each response:

r(o;) — mean({r(oj)}le)

T (TP T R

6]

where a higher A; indicates a better response within the
sampled group. The policy is then optimized to increase
the likelihood of higher-quality responses. The GRPO ob-
jective is formulated as:

e
max Eonrg,,, [Emin (n - A;, clip(r;, 1 —¢e,1+¢€) - AZ-)

— BDkw(mo || Wref)i|7
2

7:;6((()2)-)’ and the KL-divergence term regular-
old \ 7'
izes the updated policy to remain close to a reference policy

Tref, €NSUring stable optimization.

where r; =



3.2. Task Formulation and Format Reward

Unlike prior RL-based methods that focus on temporal
grounding, TempR1 jointly trains on multiple complemen-
tary temporal understanding tasks, leveraging shared tem-
poral reasoning while capturing task-specific temporal and
semantic patterns. We consider five tasks:
Temporal Grounding (TG) locates the interval of an event
described by a query: O = <answer>t, to t,</answer>.
Dense Temporal Grounding (DTG) localizes multi-
ple intervals corresponding to sequential events: O =
<answer>tg1 t0 te1, tso 1O Tea, . .. </answer>.
Video Highlight Detection (VHD) identifies an uncertain
number of highlight segments describing the same event,
sharing the same output format as DTG.
Grounded Video QA (GVQA) predicts both
the answer and supporting evidence: (0] =
<answer>A< /answer><glue>t! to tl,... </glue>.
Temporal Action Localization (TAL) localizes all in-
stances of a predefined action, also using the DTG format.
To ensure consistent supervision, we define a format
reward Ry,m, based on regular-expression matching be-
tween the model output and the required template:

1, if o matches the format,

Rformat(o) - { (3)

0, otherwise.

This encourages the model to produce temporally grounded,
machine-parsable outputs for stable multi-task reinforce-
ment learning.

3.3. Temporal Localization Reward

As shown in Figure 2, to guide accurate temporal localiza-
tion, we design a set of task-specific localization rewards
that measure the alignment between predicted and ground-
truth temporal intervals. Depending on the correspondence
structure between predicted temporal intervals and ground-
truth instances, we categorize tasks into three types: one-to-
one, many-to-one, and many-to-many.
Type 1: One-to-One Correspondence (TG, DTG). Each
predicted interval corresponds to a single ground-truth
event, and the number of predicted and ground-truth in-
tervals is the same. The reward is the mean tempo-
ral Intersection-over-Union (IoU) across all corresponding
pairs:
N .
RTGIDTG) _ 1 Z Intersection(p;, gi). @

loc N Union(p;, g;)

i=1

Type 2: Many-to-One Correspondence (VHD, GVQA).
In the VHD and GVQA tasks, multiple predicted temporal
intervals correspond to a single ground-truth instance: in
VHD, several highlight segments jointly represent one high-
light event, while in GVQA, multiple evidence segments

Algorithm 1 Matching between Predicted Intervals and
Groundtruth Instances

Require: Predicted intervals {p;}/™,,
{gj }?:1

ground truths

1: Compute IoU matrix Te R™*"

2: Initialize DP table D e R("+1)x(n+1) =) path table P

3: fort=1— mdo

4: forj=1—ndo

s5: a=D[i—1,5], b=DJi,j—1], c=D[i—1,j—
1]+1[7, 7]

6: DJi, j] +max(a, b, c)

7: Update P|i, j] according to selected option

8: end for

9: end for

10: return matched pairs M = P[m, n]

jointly support a single video reasoning question. For such
tasks, we treat the predicted and ground-truth temporal seg-
ments as unified entities and compute the temporal IoU be-
tween these two aggregated intervals.Specifically, we first
merge all predicted intervals into a single union region and
compute the loU with the union of ground-truth intervals:

R(VHD/GVQA) _ Intersection(Uipi y Ujgj) (5)
loc UIIiOH(Uipi, Ujgj) '

Type 3: Many-to-Many Correspondence (TAL). In the
TAL task, the model is required to predict all action in-
stances that belong to the queried category. It outputs mul-
tiple temporal intervals, each representing one predicted in-
stance. The number of predicted intervals may differ from
the number of ground-truth instances, as the model has no
prior knowledge of the true instance count. To address this,
we design two complementary components within the tem-
poral localization reward to jointly evaluate the accuracy of
instance prediction and temporal boundary localization:

(1) an instance number reward to penalize mismatches in
the number of predictions and groundtruth instances:

| Nprea — Nt )

min(Ny, 3) - o ©

Rnum = exp <_

where Npq and Ny denote the predicted and ground-truth
instance counts, respectively. The term min(N, 3) ensures
robustness across different instance numbers, and o is a hy-
perparameter that adjusts the penalty strength for count mis-
matches. This reward exponentially decreases as the abso-
lute difference between predicted and ground-truth counts
increases, yielding a score between 0 and 1 to quantify the
accuracy of instance number prediction.

(2) amatching reward to evaluate the accuracy of temporal
boundary prediction. We first match the predicted temporal
intervals with the ground-truth instances. The predicted and



Type Method 7S Charades-STA (TG) ActivityNet (TG) QVHighlights (VHD)
mloU R1@0.3 R1@0.5 R1@0.7 | mloU R1@0.3 R1@0.5 R1@0.7 | mloU R1@0.3 R1@0.5 R1@0.7
M-DETR [23] X - - 55.7 342 - - - - - - 53.9 34.8
UMT [32] X - - 494 26.2 - - - - - - 60.3 443
QD-DETR [39] X - - 57.3 32.6 - - - - - - 62.7 46.7
VLP UniVTG [30] X | 522 726 60.2 38.6 - 56.1 43.4 24.3 - - 59.7 -
SSRN [73] X - - 65.6 42.7 - - 54.5 332 - - - -
EaTR [21] X - - 68.5 44.9 - - 58.2 37.6 - - 61.4 45.8
CG-DETR [38] X | 50.1 70.4 58.4 36.3 - - - - - - 67.4 52.1
FlashVTG [7] X - - 70.3 49.9 - - - - - - 73.1 57.3
ChatVTG [42] v | 349 527 33.0 159 272 407 22.5 9.4 - - - -
TimeChat [44] v - - 322 13.4 - - - - - - - -
HawkEye [58] v | 337  50.6 314 14.5 327 49.1 29.3 10.7 - - - -
SFT HawkEye* [58] X | 493 72.5 58.3 28.8 39.1 55.9 34.7 17.9 - - - -
VTimeLLM [16] v | 312 510 27.5 114 304 440 27.8 14.3 - - - -
TimeSuite [67] v - 69.9 48.7 24.0 - - - - - - - -
TimeSuite* [67] X - 79.4 67.1 43.0 - - - - - - - -
TRACE [15] v - - 40.3 194 39.0 - 37.7 24.0 - - - -
Qwen-2.5-VL-7B [3] ‘ v 1296 46.1 25.5 11.5 172 225 13.0 6.3 12.9 11.8 6.3 3.0
Time-R1* [60] X | 58.8 82.8 72.2 50.1 - 73.3 55.6 34.0 | 447 63.2 47.1 28.0
TAR-TVG* [13] X | 61.1 83.6 71.4 50.2 - - - - 659 85.6 76.1 58.5
TAR-TVG [13] x| - - - - 411 615 398  19.8 - - - -
RL  VideoChat-R1 [27] X | 60.8 - 71.7 50.2 36.6 - 334 17.7 50.1 70.5 53.7 34.1
VideoChat-R1.5 [65] | X | 60.6 82.8 71.6 48.3 202 283 15.6 7.2 180 245 11.7 43
MUSEG [37] X | 59.7 - - - 26.5 38.3 224 10.5 335 494 30.8 15.5
TempR1 X | 614 832 72.7 512 | 322 476 28.9 140 | 711 91.1 79.4 61.4
TempR1* X | 62.5 83.0 73.2 523 | 519 725 554 34.1 71.6 915 80.1 62.0

Table 1. Results on Charades-STA and ActivityNet-Caption for Temporal Grounding (TG), and on QVHighlights for Video Highlight
Detection (VHD). TempR1 is compared with both VLP-based expert models and open-source MLLMs. A v in the “ZS” column denotes
zero-shot inference without using any data from the three datasets, while * indicates models further fine-tuned on each single dataset.

ground-truth intervals are each sorted in chronological or-
der. We assume that earlier predictions should correspond
to earlier ground-truth instances, which allows us to per-
form matching using a dynamic programming algorithm as
described in Algorithm 1. The objective of dynamic pro-
gramming is to maximize the total IoU between all matched
pairs, defined as the summed IoU (sloU):

>

(pi,gj)EM

Intersection(p;, g;)
Union(p;, g5)

sloU = , 7)

where M denotes the set of matched prediction—ground-
truth pairs obtained from dynamic programming. Then we
compute the precision P, recall R, and F1 score as:

p_ sloU . R=
NUMpreq

sloU

2P
, Fl= R
NUMg;

"~ P+R

®)

The F1 score is used as the matching reward: Rych = F1
The final localization reward for TAL is obtained by com-
bining both components:

R(TAL) = Rnum + Rmalch' (9)

loc

3.4. Multi-task Training with GRPO

We integrate all rewards into a unified multi-task reinforce-
ment learning framework based on GRPO and select the
corresponding combination of Format Reward and Local-
ization Reward based on the task type. For the GVQA task,
an additional classification reward is used to evaluate the
accuracy of the answer to the question:

1, if the answer option is correct,
Rcls = 0
)

Formally, for each training sample, given the task type t,
the overall reward is defined as:

10
otherwise. (10)

R = Riormat + Rl((i)c + 1—avqay Ras. (11

4. Experiments
4.1. Training Data

We build a large-scale multi-task corpus for temporal video
understanding, containing about 60K video samples col-
lected from multiple datasets. Specifically, TG data come
from Charades-STA [12], DiDeMo [2], and TimeRFT [60];



Type Method ActivityNet (DTG) NEXTGQA (GVQA) ActivityNet-v1.3 (TAL)
mloU R@0.3 R@0.5 R@0.7 | mloU R@0.3 R@0.5 R@0.7 Acc mF1
VLP PRVG [47] 55.6 78.3 61.2 37.8 - - - - - -
HSCNet [50] 59.7 81.9 66.6 44.0 - - - - - -
Qwen2.5-VL-7B [3] | 14.1 18.3 10.3 5.0 15.3 20.6 11.1 5.2 60.8 35.9
Time-R1 [60] 33.0 48.5 29.7 13.9 28.3 39.2 18.6 8.2 62.1 52.8
MLLM VideoChat-R1 [27] 343 50.7 31.3 15.3 36.1 - - 70.6 55.6
VideoChat-R1.5 [65] | 14.6 20.0 10.9 5.2 20.5 28.2 12.7 4.6 62.4 26.8
MUSEG [37] 32.6 48.5 29.5 13.5 25.2 347 16.4 7.4 63.5 58.0
TempR1 59.8 82.6 66.7 434 39.2 58.9 359 171 70.1 71.0

Table 2. Results on Dense Temporal Grounding (DTG), Grounded Video Question Answering (GVQA), and Temporal Action Localization
(TAL). Our TempR1 consistently outperforms prior VLP models and RL-based MLLM methods.
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Figure 3. Comparison with the Qwen2.5-VL-7B base model and
supervised fine-tuning (SFT) results on general video benchmarks.

DTG from ActivityNet-Caption [22]; VHD from QVHigh-
lights [23]; GVQA from NEXTGQA [62]; and TAL from
ActivityNet-v1.3 [6] and HACS [71].

4.2. Benchmarks and Evaluation Metrics

We evaluate TempR1 on five temporal understanding tasks
using standard public benchmarks. For TG, evaluations
are conducted on Charades-STA [12] and ActivityNet-
Caption [22] using mean IoU (mloU) and Recall at var-
ious IoU thresholds. DTG is evaluated on ActivityNet-
Caption [22] with the same metrics. VHD is assessed on
QVHighlights [23] following TAR-TVG [13], where mul-
tiple highlight segments are aggregated for IoU computa-
tion, and both mloU and Recall are reported. GVQA is
evaluated on NExT-GQA [62], reporting answer accuracy
and the mean IoU of supporting evidence. TAL follows
MUSEG [37] and uses the mean F1 score (mF1) under four
IoU thresholds (0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7). To further assess general
understanding, we also test on VideoMME [1 1], Perception
Test [41], TempCompass [34], and MVBench [51].

4.3. Implementation Details

We adopt Qwen2.5-VL-7B [3] as the base model for re-
inforcement fine-tuning. Following existing works [37],
video frames are sampled at 2 FPS, and when the total

Num Reward Match Reward ANet-v1.3 (TAL)

F1@0.1 F1@0.3 F1@0.5 F1@0.7 mF1
4 Sequential 84.1 535 29.8 143 454
X DP-based 89.2 76.4 63.6 502 69.8
4 DP-based 89.8 71.3 64.5 509 70.6

Table 3. Ablation study on the design of Type-3 temporal local-
ization reward for the TAL task on ActivityNet-v1.3.

number of frames exceeds 448, we uniformly sample 448
frames. The spatial resolution of the sampled frames is dy-
namically scaled so that the total number of visual tokens
does not exceed 3,584. During training, we mix data from
all five temporal understanding tasks and randomly sample
the data batch at each training step. For samples within a
batch, task-specific prompts and reward functions are se-
lected according to their task type. The model is trained for
one epoch on the 60K multi-task training corpus. During
inference, we apply the same frame sampling strategy and
task-specific textual prompts as in training. The model out-
puts are parsed using regular expression matching to extract
temporal intervals and structured results.

4.4. Comparison with State-of-the-arts

We compare our TempR1 against both expert VLP-based
methods and recent MLLM-based methods across five
temporal understanding tasks, as reported in Tables |
and 2. As shown in Table 1, TempR1 achieves state-of-the-
art performance on Charades-STA [12] and ActivityNet-
Caption [22] for TG, as well as on QVHighlights [23]
for VHD. Through multi-task joint training, TempR1 at-
tains 61.4 mloU on Charades-STA, surpassing VideoChat-
R1 [27] and MUSEG ([37] by 0.6 and 1.7 points, respec-
tively. On the more challenging QVHighlights dataset,
which involves multi-segment retrieval, TempR1 shows a
significantly larger gain, reaching 71.1 mloU and outper-
forming the second-best TAR-TVG [13] by 5.2 mloU. Re-
markably, this performance is achieved after training for
only one epoch on the combined multi-task dataset. With
additional dataset-specific fine-tuning, TempR1 further im-
proves to 62.5 mloU on Charades-STA (surpassing TAR-



RL Alerithm Charades (TG) ActivityNet (DTG) NExXTGQA (GVQA) QVHighlights (VHD) | ANet-v1.3 (TAL)
g mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 | mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 | mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 Acc | mloU R@0.5 R®@0.7 mF1
DAPO [66] 60.0 72.0 48.8 60.3 67.7 43.8 36.9 33.7 157 694 | 69.5 76.2 58.3 47.6
GSPO [72] 82.5 72.3 50.8 59.9 66.6 43.5 38.4 34.8 170  70.7 | 72.6 80.6 63.4 71.7
GRPO [45] 61.4 72.7 51.2 59.8 66.8 43.4 39.2 35.9 17.1  70.1 | 71.1 79.4 61.4 71.0

Table 4. Ablation study of different reinforcement learning algorithms for temporal understanding. We compare DAPO, GSPO, and GRPO
under the same multi-task training setting. Results show that GSPO and GRPO achieve better performance than DAPO on most tasks.

Task Charades (TG) ActivityNet (DTG) NEXTGQA (GVQA) QVHighlights (VHD) | ANet-v1.3 (TAL)
mloU R@0.5 R@0.7| mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 | mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 Acc |mloU R@0.5 R@0.7 mF1

TG 60.2 713 482 | 164 107 46 | 210 144 47 625| 49 00 0.0 19.9

TG+GVQA 60.1 720 489 | 177 119 49 | 349 319 136 67.5| 7.1 1.6 0.0 343

TG+DTG+GVQA 60.8 723 500 | 594 664 426 | 383 362 164 709|557 602  38.1 66.6

TG+DTG+VHD+GVQA 603 716 489 | 603 675 442 | 374 354 164 66.7| 703 765 604 68.2

TG+DTG+VHD+TAL+GVQA | 614 727 512 | 598 668 434 | 392 359 171 701 71.1 794 614 71.0

Table 5. Ablation study on the effect of multi-task reinforcement learning across five temporal understanding tasks. Each row indicates
the combination of tasks used for training, and the model is evaluated on all tasks. Results show that adding more complementary tasks

progressively improves overall performance.

TVG by 1.4 points), 51.9 mloU on ActivityNet, and 71.6
mloU on QVHighlights.

As shown in Table 2, TempR1 also excels on more com-
plex tasks, including DTG, GVQA, and TAL. It achieves
59.8 mloU on ActivityNet [22] for DTG, comparable to
the best VLP expert HSCNet [50]. On NExTGQA [62],
TempR1 obtains 70.1% question-answering accuracy and
39.2 mloU for visual evidence localization, improving tem-
poral localization by 3.1 points over VideoChat-R1 [27]
while maintaining similar answer accuracy. For TAL on
ActivityNet-v1.3 [6], TempR1 achieves 71.0 mF1, outper-
forming MUSEG [37] by a substantial 13.0 points, validat-
ing the effectiveness of our prediction-groundtruth match-
ing strategy and reward design.

We further evaluate TempR1 on general video under-
standing benchmarks, including VideoMME [11], Percep-
tion Test [41], TempCompass [34], and MVBench [51], as
illustrated in Figure 3. Using the same training data, SFT
tends to weaken general reasoning ability compared with
the base model, while our reinforcement fine-tuning notably
enhances it. This trend aligns with prior observations in
VideoChat-R1 [27] and Time-R1 [60]. Overall, TempR1
delivers the best comprehensive performance across diverse
temporal understanding tasks without compromising gen-
eral video comprehension. These results demonstrate that
reinforcement fine-tuning with scalable, task-aligned re-
wards substantially enhances both temporal comprehension
and generalization capabilities of MLLMs in diverse video
understanding scenarios.

4.5. Ablation Study

Ablation on Localization Reward for TAL. To evaluate
the effectiveness of our Type-3 localization reward design,
we conduct an ablation study on ActivityNet-v1.3 [6] for

TAL in Table 3. Removing the instance number reward
leads to a noticeable performance drop (70.6 — 60.8 in
mF1), confirming that explicitly penalizing instance count
mismatches helps the model better estimate the number of
actions. Replacing the DP-based matching with a naive se-
quential matching strategy severely degrades performance
to 45.4 mF1, demonstrating the importance of optimal
alignment between predicted and ground-truth intervals.
Overall, the combination of both components yields the best
result, achieving 70.6 mF1 on ActivityNet-v1.3.

Influence of RL Algorithm. We evaluate the impact of
different RL algorithms on multi-task performance in Ta-
ble 4. All three methods achieve strong results across most
tasks, highlighting the robustness of multi-task reinforce-
ment learning. Notably, DAPO [66] underperforms on the
ActivityNet-v1.3 [6] TAL task in terms of mF1. This is
likely due to its token-level policy gradient loss, which
biases optimization toward samples with more output in-
stances and affects overall dataset performance. In contrast,
GSPO [72] adopts sequence-level optimization, which bet-
ter balances long and short samples and achieves superior
results on multi-segment prediction tasks such as VHD and
TAL. To maintain alignment with prior works [27, 60], we
use GRPO [45] as our default setting.

Effect of Multi-Task Training. Table 5 analyzes the im-
pact of multi-task co-training. As the number of training
tasks increases, performance consistently improves across
benchmarks, indicating that the model benefits from shared
abilities learned from diverse temporal understanding tasks,
such as timestamp prediction, text semantic—video segment
alignment, and temporal reasoning. Training on all five
tasks yields the best results on most metrics, highlighting
the synergistic effect of multi-task learning.



Query: Accurately pinpoint the action “surfing” in the video

GT:
Baseline:
Ours:

GT:
Baseline:
Ours:

(a) TAL results on ActivityNet-v1.3

(| - -

Query: Accurately pinpoint the action “scuba diving” in the video

Options: A) sit on man and play toy

GT: A
VideoChat-R1: A
TempR1: A

Query: What did the girl do after she stood up to get her toy in the middle of the video?
B) look around C) point

D) pass girl something  E) attract the dog

(b) GVQA results on NEXTGQA

GT: E
VideoChat-R1: [t
TempR1: E

Options: A)walks into the kitchen B) put hand on table C) talk to the old man D)sing E) gesture to man in white

Figure 4. Qualitative result comparisons. (a) Comparison of two matching strategies for localization reward in the TAL task, showing
that the DP-based method yields more accurate interval alignment. (b) Comparison of TempR1 and VideoChat-R1 on NExTGQA, where

TempR1 provides more precise visual evidence localization.

4.6. Qualitative Results

We present qualitative comparisons in Figure 4 to analyze
the effectiveness of the proposed TempR1 model. In Fig-
ure 4(a), we compare two matching strategies used for com-
puting the matching reward in the TAL task. The DP-
based strategy produces more accurate and consistent tem-
poral localization results in challenging multi-instance sce-
narios, demonstrating its ability to establish finer corre-
spondences between predicted intervals and ground-truth
instances. This leads to more reliable optimization targets
during training and improved temporal precision. In Fig-
ure 4(b), we compare TempR1 with VideoChat-R1 [27] on
NEXTGQA [62]. In the first example, both models predict
the correct answer, but TempR1 provides more complete
temporal evidence. In the second example, TempR1 shows

improved temporal grounding and better reasoning consis-
tency between the visual evidence and textual answer.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce TempR1, a unified multi-task re-
inforcement learning framework that comprehensively en-
hances the temporal understanding ability of MLLMs. By
jointly training on five diverse tasks with structured, task-
aligned rewards under the GRPO framework, TempR1 ef-
fectively models diverse temporal structures and achieves
consistent performance improvements across benchmarks.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that TempR1 outper-
forms existing SFT- and RL-based approaches, establishing
a scalable and effective paradigm for reinforcement fine-
tuning in video temporal understanding.
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