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Abstract

Due to excessive memory overhead, most Multimodal Large
Language Models (MLLMs) can only process videos of lim-
ited frames. In this paper, we propose an effective and effi-
cient paradigm to remedy this shortcoming, termed One-shot
video-Clip based Retrieval AuGmentation (OneClip-RAG).
Compared with existing video RAG methods, OneClip-RAG
makes full use of the merits of video clips for augmented
video understanding in terms of both knowledge integrity
and semantic coherence. Besides, it is also equipped with
a novel query-guided video chunking algorithm that can
unify clip chunking and cross-modal retrieval in one process-
ing step, avoiding redundant computations. To improve
instruction following, we further propose a new dataset
called SynLongVideo and design a progressive training
regime for OneClip-RAG. OneClip-RAG is plugged into five
recent MLLMs and validated on a set of long-video bench-
marks. Experimental results not only show the obvious per-
formance gains by OneClip-RAG over MLLMs, e.g., boost-
ing InternLV2 8B and Qwen2-VL 7B to the level of GPT-4o
on MLVU, but also show its superior efficiency in handling
long videos. e.g., enabling LLaVA-Video understand up to
an hour of videos in less than 2.2 minutes on a single 4090
GPU. Our code is released at: OneClip-RAG.

1. Introduction

In recent years, the great success of Large Language Models
(LLMs) [10, 15, 56, 65] sparks an influx of interest in extend-
ing them to multimodal learning, i.e., MLLMs [69]. After
culminating in various image-language tasks [20, 31, 33, 67],
recent endeavors turn to the exploration of MLLMs in the
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Figure 1. Comparisons between existing video RAG strategies and
our OneClip-RAG. OneClip-RAG unifies video chunking and clip
retrieval in one unified paradigm based on cross-modal similarities,
providing coherent frames for efficient long video understanding.

domain of video understanding [22, 59]. Compared to image-
language tasks, the video-based ones are often more chal-
lenging for MLLMs, mainly due to the understanding of
long and continual video content [24].

For video-based tasks, most existing MLLMs [22, 24,
36, 54] are trained and tested with a small number of video
frames due to the limitation of GPU memory overhead. Con-
cretely, existing MLLMs [12, 48] often use hundreds of
visual tokens to represent an image, thereby enhancing their
general capability on various image-language tasks at differ-
ent granularities [16, 30, 32, 68]. However, this setting be-
comes prohibitively expensive for video tasks. For instance,
to process 16 video frames, InternVL2-8B [12] needs to
consume 15.6 times TFLOPs and 3.4 times GPU memory
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than its image-question answering. In this case, a prevailing
but compromise approach for video-MLLMs is to uniformly
sample a limited number of video frames, which however is
prone to losing key information [3, 21, 24, 54, 63].

The advancement of retrieval-augmented generation
(RAG) in LLMs [2, 41] yields an effective way to solve
this issue. In particular, long-sequence modeling is a shared
problem for Transformer-based models [8, 53, 61], holding
similar challenges as discussed above. In terms of LLMs,
RAG is often a viable solution to tackle long document under-
standing in addition to the optimization of the self-attention
mechanism [14, 39]. Via retrieving the most relevant text
snippets, an LLM can correctly answer questions based on
a limited length of context knowledge, which is often free
in long-sequence tuning [2, 13, 55]. In this case, it is nat-
ural to regard a long video as an external knowledge base
and provide the key visual information as the instruction
demands, thereby avoiding the excessive computation of all
video frames [1, 34].

Video RAG paradigms have been recently attempted [23,
35, 60], but we find that existing solutions still encounter
several challenges. Firstly, most endeavors focus on the key
frame selection for MLLMs according to a given instruc-
tion [23, 35], as shown in Fig. 1-a. Compared with key
frames, we argue that video clips are the better choice as
knowledge fragments, which contain more complete and
continual semantics, avoiding potential conflicts between se-
lected frames, i.e., content coherence. Secondly, the effective
modeling of video clips still needs more exploration. Some
recent efforts also retrieve video clips for MLLMs [4, 26, 60].
But in practice, they often resort to video captioning using
additional MLLMs, e.g., MiniGPT4-video [3], so as to re-
duce the difficulty of cross-modal alignment, i.e., using text
retrieval as shown in Fig. 1-b. However, this solution not
only requires additional MLLMs and introduces more com-
putational and memory overhead for video-MLLMs, but also
conflicts with the goal of efficient video understanding. Over-
all, how to effectively and efficiently implement video-clip
RAG for MLLMs still remains an open challenge.

In this paper, we propose an effective and efficient method
for long video understanding of MLLMs, termed One-shot
video-Clip based Retrieval AuGmentation (OneClip-RAG).
Compared with existing video-RAG methods [23, 35, 60],
our approach turns to video clips for the knowledge augmen-
tation of video-MLLMs, providing more coherent knowl-
edge context. Besides, we also equip our OneClip-RAG with
an innovative and efficient video chunking algorithm, which
conducts query-guided clip chunking for more integrated
video content. Notably, this chunking method can be further
combined with popular visual-language (VL) embedding
models, e.g., CLIP [38] and SigCLIP [58], to unify video
chunking and clip retrieval in one processing step, avoiding
the overuse of additional models and operations.

In addition, we also propose a new dataset to improve the
instruction following capability of VL embedding models,
termed SynLongVideo. Although the popular VL embed-
ding models like CLIP have been widely used in video-RAG
methods [28, 34], we notice that they are still inferior in
following question-like instructions, especially the ones for
video clip retrieval. It is because they are trained on plain
image-caption pairs. Thus, SynLongVideo is used to en-
hance their capability of cross-modal video clip retrieval. In
practice, SynLongVideo exploits the available short video-
question pairs to synthesize long video retrieval examples
through semantic-based data mixups, i.e., combining short
videos to form a synthesized long video based on visual
relevance and instruction divergence. In this case, these
synthesized examples can serve to training the instruction
following capability of VL embedding models on long video
understanding tasks. Based on SynLongVideo, we also care-
fully design a progressive training regime for OneClip-RAG.

To validate OneClip-RAG, we apply it to five advanced
MLLMs, namely LLaVA-NeXT-Video [63], VILA [25], In-
ternVL2 [11], Qwen2-VL [48], and LLaVA-Video [64], and
conduct extensive experiments on several competitive long
VideoQA benchmarks, including LongVideoBench [51],
MLVU [66], TVQA-Long [4], QaEgo4D [6] and Video-
MME [17]. The experimental results show that, as a plug-
and-play component, OneClip-RAG can greatly improve
the long video understanding capability of MLLMs with-
out structure tweaks or dedicated tuning, e.g., improving
InternLV2 8B and Qwen2-VL 7B to the level of GPT-4o
on MLVU. Moreover, OneClip-RAG enables LLaVA-Video
to understand hour-long videos with only 2.2 minutes on
average, showing its great efficiency in handling long videos,
well supporting its practical applications.

Conclusively, the contribution of this paper is threefold:
• We study the long video understanding problem of

MLLMs from the perspective of video clip, and propose
an effective and efficient method called OneClip-RAG.

• We build a new dataset called SynLongVideo with short-
video mixups to improve the instruction following capabil-
ity of VL embedding models, and a coarse-to-fine training
regime is also proposed for our OneClip-RAG.

• As a plug-and-play method, OneClip-RAG can greatly
improve the performance of different MLLMs on long
video understanding benchmarks, supporting the hour-
long video inference using only one 4090 GPU.

2. Related Work
The great success of MLLMs also advances the research of
video understanding [22, 36, 43, 54]. Borrowing the princi-
ple of image-based MLLMs, recent efforts are also devoted
to video-MLLMs based on the powerful LLMs [65]. In
particular, Video-LLaVA [24] aligns the representations of
images and videos to a unified visual feature space, and
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Figure 2. Overview of OneClip-RAG. (a) As a plug-and-play design, OneClip-RAG first performs clip chunking based on the given video
and input instruction, and then selects the most relevant video clips for augmented video understanding of MLLMs. (b) OneClip-RAG uses
the cross-modal similarities between frames and text instructions to depict the changes of video content, and then determines the boundaries
for video clip chunking. (c) OneClip-RAG can directly select the most relevant clips for MLLMs, requiring no additional models.

then employs a shared projection layer to map the visual
representation for the LLM. VideoChat2 [22] introduces a
progressive training paradigm with multi-modal instructions,
bridging LLM with the visual encoder. Video-ChatGPT [36]
averages frame-level features across temporal and spatial
dimensions, respectively, which are then jointly learned with
text features in LLMs. Despite these advances, most video-
MLLMs often adopt uniform frame sampling to avoid ex-
cessive memory overhead [22, 36], which however tends to
lose key visual semantics for long video understanding.

To tackle the above challenge, some recent progresses
resort to video retrieval, which employ external modules
to process large amounts of content before passing it into
Video-MLLMs. In particular, DrVideo [35] retrieves key
frames and translates them into a long text-based document
using an additional MLLM [27]. GCG [46] learns multi-
ple Gaussian masks to sample question-critical frames as
positive moments, which are then fed as visual sequences
into the MLLMs. Liang et al. [23] propose an adaptive
frame sampling method that considers both question rele-
vance and inter-frame similarity. However, as argued above,
these video frame selection strategies may face challenges in
maintaining temporal and content coherence across selected
frames. In light of these limitations, some recent works
turn to clip-based RAG. Goldfish [4] partitions a long video
into uniform clips and encodes each clip into text descrip-
tions, subsequently retrieving the top-K relevant descriptions
for an LLM. OmAgent [60] also resorts to video clips for
knowledge augmentation, but in practice it applies additional
MLLMs to translate these video clips into text captions to
form a text-based knowledge base. One similar work to
our OneClip-RAG is Video-LLaMB [50], which uses scene-

based video clip segmentation for external memory retrieval.
Compared with it, OneClip focuses on query-related clip
chunking and retrieval. Although these clip-based RAG
systems offer great advantages in integrating relevant mul-
timodal information, they also impose substantial compu-
tational and time overheads when building the knowledge
database, particularly for hour-long videos.

3. Method
3.1. Overview
In this paper, we propose a novel approach for the efficient
and effective long video understanding of MLLMs, of which
structure is illustrated in Fig. 2. Compared with existing
video-RAG methods [23, 35, 60], our OneClip-RAG con-
siders video clips as augmented knowledge for MLLMs.
Besides, OneClip-RAG is also equipped with an innovative
query-guided video chunking algorithm that can unify clip
chunking and cross-modal retrieval in one procedure.

In particular, given a long video V and a text instruction
Q, existing video-MLLMs often uniformly sample a few of
frames as the input images, denoted as V ′ = {I1, I2, ..., Il}.
And the objective of video-MLLMs is defined by

p(A | V ′, Q) =

L∏
i=1

p(ai | V ′, Q,A<i), (1)

where p denotes the probabilities of the predicted word,
A = {a1, ..., aL} is the answer sequence and L is its length.
A<i denotes the answer subsequence before the i-th step.

In terms of long video understanding, this compromised
solution is prone to losing key information [28, 45]. An
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Figure 3. Statistical overview of the proposed SynLongVideo dataset. SynLongVideo aims to improve the instruction-following capability
of clip retrieval models for long video understanding. In addition to available long video-question data [6], it also synthesizes 430 long
videos via visually and textually data mix-ups of short videos. The dataset statistics is given in the left table, and its main semantics and data
distributions are shown in the middle and right graphs.

alternative way is to regard the video as a knowledge base,
and retrieve most relevant information for MLLMs [23].
Following this idea, the objective of OneClip-RAG, as a
plug-and-play component, is to find out the most relevant
clips that can facilitate the correct prediction:

argmax
θ

p(A | Vclip, Q),

where Vclip = OneClip(V ).
(2)

Here, θ denotes the parameters of the VL embedding model
in OneClip, and Vclip = {Ik, Ik+1, ..., Ik+l} is the query-
relevant and continual video frames, i.e., video clips.

In practice, OneClip-RAG will act as both a video chun-
ker and a clip retriever for better efficiency, which is sup-
ported with a novel query-guided video chunking algorithm.

3.2. Cross-modal Video Chunking and Retrieval
One special property of OneClip-RAG is to unify video
chunking and instruction-aware clip retrieval into a single
process. The main intuition is that the cross-modal similar-
ities computed by the VL embedding model can not only
be used for cross-modal retrieval, but also reflect the query-
related semantic changes in video content. In this case, we
can exploit this property to avoid redundant computations.
Query-guided Video Chunking. To approach the above
targets, we propose a novel query-guided chunking algorithm
as illustrated in Fig. 2-b. Compared with existing scene-
based chunking methods [50], this query-guided solution
can help to capture clips that involve content changes related
to the instruction, e.g., the questions may cover multiple
scene transitions.

Specifically, given a video V , we sample t frames at a
shorter interval to densely represent the video 1, and then
compute their cross-modal similarities via the VL embedding
model, S = {s1, s2, ..., st}. Here, si is obtained by

si = cos(f i
I , fq), (3)

1This sampling is much more frequent than the existing uniform sam-
pling for video-MLLMs, and not all sampled frames will be fed to MLLMs.

where cos(·) denotes the cosine similarity, fq and f i
I are the

query and image features, respectively.
Afterwards, we calculate the peak score [18] for each

frame gi and select the frames with highest values as the
cluster centers C for the following video chunking:

C = {Ii | gi ∈
n

argmax
l∈1,...,t

gl},

where gi = 2si −min
j<i

{sj | sj ≤ si} − min
i<k≤t

{sk | sk ≤ si}.
(4)

Here, n and t are the number of cluster centers and sampled
frames, respectively. j and k denote the number of frames
to the left and right of Ii, respectively. A higher gi indicates
that its near similarities are smaller as shown in Fig. 2-b.

For each pair of the adjacent cluster centers (cj , cj+1),
we aim to identify an optimal boundary point b∗j that divides
the frame sequence between them into two continuous and
non-overlapping subsequences. Thus, the problem becomes
the alignment of intermediate frames either to the left center
cj or the right center cj+1 while preserving continuity.

We solve this optimization problem using dynamic pro-
gramming [9] to maximize semantic coherence of the two
subsequences among all possible boundary candidates:

b∗j = argmax
b∈1,...,tj

b∑
k=1

(sk − sk+1) +
1

tj − b

tj∑
l=b+1

(sl+1 − sl), (5)

where tj is the number of frame sequence between cj and
cj+1. We divide the long video into n semantic clips
{V1, ..., Vn} according to n − 1 boundaries {b∗1, ..., b∗n−1},
which are regarded as the external knowledge base.

Compared with previous scene-oriented chunking meth-
ods [37, 50], our query-guided method focuses more on
the continual frames relevant to the input query, which are
likely to involve multiple scene transitions. Moreover, it can
directly adopt the computed VL similarities, and requires
no additional comparison between the visual features of all
frames [37], of which computation is quadratic to the VL
similarity one. Thus, this property can well facilitate the
target of efficient video understanding.
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Video clip retrieval. Given the semantically chunked video
clips, we can directly perform cross-modal retrieval. Specifi-
cally, we retrieve Vclip according to all clip-instruction rele-
vance scores that has been computed:

ri = max{sj | Ij ∈ Vi},

Vclip = {Vi | ri ∈
K

argmax
j=1,...,n

rj},
(6)

where the clip-instruction relevance score ri of each Vi is
obtained by applying max pooling to Si = {sj | Ij ∈ Vi},
and K the number of retrieved clips in Vclip. Then its frames
are used as the input images for MLLMs, which are much
more semantically related to text instruction compared with
their default uniform sampling.

3.3. Coarse-to-fine Instruction Tuning
In practice, OneClip-RAG uses popular VL embedding mod-
els such as CLIP [38] and SigLIP [58]. However, the in-
struction following capability of these embedding models
on video tasks still has ample room to improve, since they
are often trained with only image-caption pairs rather than
QA pairs. Moreover, in conventional RAG settings [7, 62],
the tuning of embedding models is also critical for accurate
knowledge retrieval.

In light of this, we introduce a coarse-to-fine training
regime to improve the embedding model on instruction-
video-clip retrieval. We first train our OneClip-RAG in a
coarse-grained manner using the contrastive learning objec-
tive, i.e., directly using the clip frames of other videos as the
negative examples. And the objective of this training can be
defined by

Lcor = − 1

m

m∑
i=1

log
exp(si/τ)

exp(si/τ) +
∑

j∈Vneg
exp(sj/τ)

, (7)

where m is the number of frames in the positive clip Vpos,
and Vneg denotes the negative clips from other videos. si
is the question-frame similarity defined above. In principle,
Eq. 7 is to help the model to identify the correct video context
according to the user queries.

Afterwards, we perform a granular training scheme that
requires to target clips with similar contexts. Specifically,
we only select the negative examples from the other clips
V ′
neg within the same long video:

Lfine = − 1

m

m∑
i=1

log
exp(si/τ)

exp(si/τ) +
∑

k∈V ′
neg

exp(sk/τ)
. (8)

The purpose of Eq. 8 is to improve the awareness of em-
bedding models in terms of granular text semantics, i.e.,
identifying the key information among a set of clips with
similar context and objects.

During training, these two objectives are conducted se-
quentially. However, implementing the proposed progressive
instruction tuning still requires well-labeled instruction-clip

pairs. Such type of data are scarce and labor-intensive, espe-
cially for the clip-based RAG of long video understanding.

4. Synthesized Long Video Dataset
To remedy the lack of training data for video-clip RAG,
we further propose a new dataset in this paper, termed Syn-
thesized Long Video Dataset (SynLongVideo), of which
statistics are given in Fig. 3. In particular, SynLongVideo
has 44,878 video-question pairs targeting causal, temporal
and descriptive reasoning. It contains 997 long video from
QaEgo4D [6] and 430 synthesized ones created based on
NeXT-QA [52], which are sourced from everyday interac-
tions under diverse settings such as family activities, social
gatherings, and ego-centric scenes. The average video length
is 7.7 minutes, spanning from 1 min to 21 mins.

The construction of SynLongVideo follows two key prin-
ciples, namely visual relevance and instruction divergence.
The visual relevance measures the similarity among different
short videos for the synthesis of long and coherent videos.
However, since each video corresponds to multiple instruc-
tions, which may share similar or even identical instructions,
making the model fail to distinguish relevant clips within the
synthesized long videos. To mitigate this issue, we introduce
instruction divergence to maximize the distinctiveness of
instructions across different videos, ensuring that the syn-
thesized long videos contain visually similar semantics but
textually distinct instructions.
Visual relevance. In this process, we use the visual similar-
ity to retrieve relevant videos and construct a noise candidate
set. Specifically, given the short videos batch, we randomly
sample five frames from each video Vi = {I1i , I2i , ..., I5i },
and the visual relevance s(Vi, Vj) is obtain by

s(Vi, Vj) = cos(fv
i , f

v
j ), where fv

i = AvgPool(F v
i ), (9)

where the video representation fv
i is obtained by average

pooling the frame features F v
i of video Vi. For each Vi, we

retrieve the 16 most similar videos based on s(Vi, V∗) to
form the candidate set.
Instruction Divergence. Since different videos may corre-
spond to similar instructions, we further employ instruction
divergence to obtain high-quality data. Concretely, we ran-
domly select five samples Qi = {Q1

i , Q
2
i , ..., Q

5
i } from the

instruction pool of the candidate video set. The instruction
distinctiveness d(Vi, Vj) between videos is defined by

d(Vi, Vj) = 1− cos(fq
i , f

q
j ), where fq

i = AvgPool(F q
i ), (10)

where F q
i is the text features of Qi extracted by the VL

embedding models, and fq
i is the averaged instruction rep-

resentation. Subsequently, we retain the top eight negative
video samples for each video, which are visually similar but
textually different. Finally, we concatenate each video with
its similar negative videos to form a synthesized long one.
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Table 1. Results of video-MLLMs with OneClip-RAG on five long VideoQA benchmarks. The best and second-best results are shown in
bold and underlined respectively.

Method # Frames MLVU LongVideoBench Video-MME TVQA-Long QaEgo4D
M-avg Val w/o. sub Overall Score Acc

LLaVA-NeXT 7B 16 49.4 43.8 43.3 36.0 1.19 21.4
+ OneClip-RAGCLIP 16 56.314.0%↑ 44.72.1%↑ 44.83.5%↑ 38.36.4%↑ 1.3311.8%↑ 24.313.6%↑

+ OneClip-RAGSigLIP 16 55.512.3%↑ 45.43.7%↑ 44.73.2%↑ 37.95.3%↑ 1.287.6%↑ 23.49.3%↑

VILA 8B 16 54.5 47.9 49.4 36.9 1.41 25.2
+ OneClip-RAGCLIP 16 58.67.5%↑ 49.12.5%↑ 50.31.8%↑ 39.67.3%↑ 1.527.8%↑ 27.27.9%↑

+ OneClip-RAGSigLIP 16 58.67.5%↑ 50.86.1%↑ 49.80.8%↑ 39.87.9%↑ 1.527.8%↑ 27.38.3%↑

InternVL2 8B 16 59.1 46.2 54.6 40.7 1.41 26.4
+ OneClip-RAGCLIP 16 63.88.0%↑ 48.24.3%↑ 55.92.4%↑ 42.64.7%↑ 1.485.0%↑ 27.74.9%↑

+ OneClip-RAGSigLIP 16 64.28.6%↑ 49.26.5%↑ 56.22.9%↑ 42.74.9%↑ 1.506.4%↑ 28.37.2%↑

Qwen2-VL 7B 16 59.6 55.2 54.8 42.0 1.35 25.1
+ OneClip-RAGCLIP 16 64.27.7%↑ 56.52.4%↑ 56.83.6%↑ 46.09.5%↑ 1.489.6%↑ 28.011.6%↑

+ OneClip-RAGSigLIP 16 64.88.7%↑ 56.42.2%↑ 55.81.8%↑ 45.27.6%↑ 1.4910.4%↑ 28.011.6%↑

LLaVA-Video 64 71.1 59.3 63.3 49.6 1.62 30.6
+ OneClip-RAGCLIP 64 71.20.1%↑ 62.55.4%↑ 65.23.0%↑ 52.25.2%↑ 1.673.1%↑ 31.42.6%↑

+ OneClip-RAGSigLIP 64 72.31.7%↑ 62.96.1%↑ 64.92.5%↑ 52.15.0%↑ 1.715.6%↑ 32.45.9%↑

Table 2. Comparison of SOTA Video-MLLMs and LLaVA-Video with OneClip-RAG on five long VideoQA benchmarks.

Method LLM # Frames MLVU LongVideoBench Video-MME TVQA-Long QaEgo4D
M-avg Val w/o. sub Overall Score Acc

GPT-5 - - 77.3 72.6 81.8 - - -
GPT-4o - - 64.6 66.7 71.9 - - -

Gemini-1.5-Pro - - - 64.0 75.0 - - -
Video-XL [42] 7B 128 64.9 50.7 55.5 43.9 - -

AKS [45] 7B 64 71.4 62.7 65.3 49.9 1.62 30.4
LongVA [61] 7B 256 56.3 47.8 52.6 43.3 1.24 21.4

mPLUG-Owl3 [57] 7B 16 63.7 52.1 59.3 - - -
Qwen2.5-VL [5] 7B 32 70.2 56.0 65.1 42.3 1.36 25.5
InternVL3.5 [49] 8B 64 70.2 62.1 66.0 - - -
VideoNSA [44] 7B 2048 - 60.0 - - - -
LongVU [40] 7B 1fps 65.4 - 60.6 - - -
NVILA [29] 8B 256 70.1 57.7 64.2 - - -

ByteVideoLLM [47] 14B 256 70.1 - 64.6 - - -
LLaVA-Video 7B 64 71.1 59.3 63.3 49.6 1.62 30.6

+OneClip-RAG 7B 64 72.3 62.9 64.9 52.1 1.71 32.4

5. Experiment

5.1. Implementation Details

In our experiments, we validate our OneClip-RAG with two
popular embedding models, which are CLIP-ViTB/32 [38]
and SigLIP-B/16 [58]. As described in Sec. 3.3, we first
train the embedding model in a coarse-grained manner for
5 epochs on the QaEgo4D [6] and NeXT-QA [52] training
sets, and then perform a granular training for 5 epochs on our
constructed SynLongVideo. We use AdamW [19] to opti-
mize the model with a learning rate of 1e−7. We experiment
with five popular MLLMs: LLaVA-NeXT-Video-7B [63],
Llama-3-VILA1.5-8B [25], InternVL2-8B [11], Qwen2-VL-
7B [48] and LLaVA-Video [64]. These MLLMs are kept
frozen during experiments, of which settings are default.

5.2. Benchmarks and Metrics

To validate OneClip-RAG, we conduct extensive experi-
ments on five benchmarks of long video understanding,
including MLVU [66], LongVideoBench [51], TVQA-
Long [4], QaEgo4D [6] and Video-MME [17]. MLVU
includes videos ranging from 3 minutes to 2 hours.
LongVideoBench contains videos up to an hour long. TVQA-
Long comprises episodes with an average duration of 30.1
minutes. The average video length of QaEgo4D is about
8.3 minutes. Video-MME covers videos of short, medium
and long durations. Accuracy (Acc) is used as the evaluation
metric for multi-choice VideoQA tasks.

For open-ended tasks, we employ the Acc and Score
(0-5 scale) metrics proposed by Video-ChatGPT [36] for
performance evaluation. Specifically, we use DeepSeek-v3
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Table 3. Detailed computation costs (seconds) for LLaVA-Video with OneClip-RAG on MLVU and long videos from Video-MME.

Module Average Duration - OneClip MLLM

Stage - Video Loading Feature Extraction Similarity Calculation Video Chunking Clip Retrieval Inference

MLVU 930s 20.327 10.094 0.001 0.643 0.021 2.591

Video-MME(Long) 2466s 59.810 57.073 0.002 1.737 0.053 2.997

Table 4. Ablation studies of key designs of OneClip-RAG. The
used settings are marked with ‡ indicate our chosen settings. ∗We
use SceneTiling to obtain scene-based clips. LVB denotes the
LongVideoBench.

Choices MLVU LVB
Single-detail Multi-detail Holistic M-avg Val

Retrieval Strategy
Baseline 68.9 39.4 80.4 64.9 55.7

Key Frames 69.7 41.1 78.8 65.5 58.9
Uniform Clips 73.1 41.5 73.9 66.5 60.3
Scene Clips∗ 73.4 42.5 76.0 67.3 59.3

Query-Guided Clips‡ 74.6 41.7 76.7 68.0 60.4
Training Strategy

w/o Training 72.8 40.6 72.4 65.8 58.5
Coarse 73.0 42.2 75.6 67.0 59.9

Coarse-to-fine‡ 74.6 41.7 76.7 68.0 60.4
Num. of Clips

2 72.1 37.2 71.3 64.4 56.8
4 73.6 41.9 73.9 66.9 59.3
8‡ 74.6 41.7 76.7 68.0 60.4
16 72.2 42.8 78.2 67.2 60.2

to assess the correctness of the model’s predictions.

5.3. Quantitative Analysis

Effects of OneClip-RAG on different MLLMs. We first
examine the effects of OneClip-RAG across four MLLMs,
with results presented in Tab. 1. From Tab. 1, we can
observe that when the input frame count is increased to
64, LLaVA-Video demonstrates exceptional performance
across all benchmarks, particularly on MLVU containing
shorter video durations. Notably, our OneClip-RAG con-
sistently improves the performance of all base models in-
cluing LLaVA-Video. For instance, after being equipped
with OneClip-RAG, LLaVA-NeXT and InternVL2 exceeds
their corresponding common version by 14.0% and 8.6% on
MLVU, respectively. Furthermore, OneClip-RAG enables
LLaVA-Video suparssing its common version by 6.1% on
LongVideoBench and 5.2% on TVQA-Long, which require
precise reasoning over detailed visual information within
extended temporal contexts. The consistent improvements
across different types of MLLMs demonstrates the superior-
ity and strong generalization of OneClip-RAG as a plug-and-
play component. Moreover, we can see that OneClip-RAG
is applicable to both CLIP and SigCLIP, showing its general-
ization on VL embedding models. Overall, these results well
confirm the effectiveness of our OneClip-RAG in improving
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Figure 4. Efficiency and performance comparison between
OneClip-RAG and other SOTA Video-MLLMs on MLVU. OneClip
achieves superior performance with greater efficiency.

long video understanding of MLLMs.
Comparison with SOTA Video-MLLMs. We further com-
pare OneClip-RAG with existing SOTA Video-MLLMs on
five benchmarks in Tab. 2. As shown in Tab. 2, when em-
ploying the uniform sampling strategy, short Video-MLLMs,
e.g., Qwen2.5-VL and InternVL3.5, achieve superior per-
formance on Video-MME, which primarily requires global
understanding capabilities. However, this straightforward
solution proves insufficient for LongVideoBench that ne-
cessitates fine-grained detail reasoning over extended video
sequences. In contrast, OneClip-RAG enables LLaVA-Video
to achieve SOTA performance across most benchmarks, out-
performing both keyframe selection methods like AKS and
other long-video MLLMs. This finding can be attributed
to OneClip-RAG’s ability to provide more coherent visual
context through effective video clip retrieval. Overall, these
results well confirm the advantages of OneClip-RAG in im-
proving long video understanding capacities of MLLMs.
Efficiency of OneClip-RAG. We further report the time-
cost and performance gains of OneClip-RAG in Fig. 4 and
Tab. 3. From Fig. 4, we can first observe that the long video-
MLLMs, e.g., GPT-4o and Video-XL, typically require sev-
eral minutes to process videos from MLVU, of which length
is about 15 minutes. While frame-level VideoRAG methods
such as AKS demonstrate much faster inference, OneClip-
RAG demonstrates superiority in both performance and re-
sponse time, achieving a 1.3% performance gain and a 1.35x
speedup over AKS. Besides, compared with clip-caption
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Query: Where was the watch I wore before I picked it up?   Options:A. on the white table. B. in the drawer. C. on the black chair. D. in my pocket.     
Predictions: Uniform Sample: D     Topk Frames: D       Ours: A

Uniform 
Sampling

Key
Frames

Ours

......

Clips Database

...... ... ... ...

Query: What did I remove from the box?   Options:A. metal. B. paper. C. cloth. D. plastic.     
Predictions: Uniform Sample: D     Topk Frames: D       Ours: B

Uniform 
Sampling

Key
Frames

Ours

......

Clips Database

...... ... ... ...

Figure 5. Visualized comparisons between our OneClip-RAG and other Video-RAG methods. The green letters are ground-truth answers,
and the green dotted boxes indicate the frames of the long video that is related to the user’s instruction.

based methods, i.e., Goldfish, our advantages are also very
obvious in both performance and efficiency. Due to the addi-
tional captioning of uniformly chunked video clips, Goldfish
requires several minutes to build the video caption base. In
stark contrast, our direct cross-modal retrieval and knowl-
edge augmentation are much more efficiency. In Tab. 3, we
also report the detailed time costs of all steps in our OneClip-
RAG. We can find that the most time-consuming step is the
loading of the complete video to memory (20s), followed by
the feature extraction of embedding models (10s). The ac-
tual cost of OneClip-RAG is very cheap since it requires no
redundant operations (0.67s). Overall, these results well val-
idate the effectiveness and efficiency of our OneClip-RAG
towards the long video understanding.

Ablation Study. We also ablate the key designs and settings
of our OneClip-RAG in Tab. 4. The results of the first block
show the comparison between our use of query-guided clips
and the alternative RAG settings. Baseline means uniformly
sampling, and Uniform Clips denotes the uniform chunking
of videos while Scene Clips denotes the scene-based ones,
i.e., SceneTiling [50]. We can observe that uniform sampling
is inferior to others due to the loss of key information. Com-
pared with it, Key Frames can obtain more relevant visual
information for MLLMs, thus showing obvious gains on all
benchmarks and metrics. However, the last three clip-based

settings can further improve the performance, and our query-
guided strategy is the best among all comparisons. These
results well confirm the merits of clip-RAG as well as the
designs of our OneClip-RAG.

In the second block of Tab. 4, we examine the effects
of our progressive tuning on our SynLongVideo data. We
can first observe that the default embedding model (w/o
Training), i.e., CLIP [38], lags behind the other two training-
based settings. Besides, we can see that the direct tuning
on short-video instruction data, i.e., coarse (Eq. 7), can well
improve its question-following capability for better perfor-
mance. Meanwhile, our full training regime, i.e., coarse-to-
fine, can further improve the embedding model with fine-
grained instruction-clip learning, i.e., Eq. 8, especially for
the single-detail task in MLVU requiring precise evidence
localization. In the last block of Tab. 4, we examine the num-
ber of retrieved clips. We can observe that OneClip-RAG
can well address the single-detail and multi-detail tasks in
MLVU that require detailed information, whereas the holis-
tic task is more suitable for uniform sampling. Overall, these
results further confirm the designs of OneClip-RAG.

5.4. Qualitative Analysis

In Fig. 5, we visualize the results of OneClip-RAG com-
pared with different sampling and retrieval strategies for
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different VL examples. As observed, in the context of long
video understanding, uniform sampling method typically
employed by common MLLMs overlooks key visual infor-
mation critical to instruction. Employing the frame retrieval
strategy helps to alleviate this issue. However, this approach
yields incoherent video content that include potential se-
mantic conflicts, creating confusion for MLLMs. However,
OneClip-RAG effectively address this problem by retriev-
ing temporally coherent clips, thereby enabling the video
MLLM to make correct precitions.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we present OneClip-RAG, a novel and efficient
paradigm, for long video understanding of MLLMs. The
principle of OneClip-RAG is to select instruction-related
and continual video clips for the augmented long video un-
derstanding. To validated OneClip-RAG, we plug it into
five recent MLLMs and conduct extensive experiments on
four challenging long video benchmarks. The experimen-
tal results not only validate its effecitiveness in improving
MLLMs’ performance, but also show its great efficiency in
handling long video understanding.
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