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Abstract

Zero-shot Long Video Moment Retrieval (ZLVMR) is the
task of identifying temporal segments in hour-long videos
using a natural language query without task-specific train-
ing. The core technical challenge of LVMR stems from
the computational infeasibility of processing entire lengthy
videos in a single pass. This limitation has established
a ‘Search-then-Refine’ approach, where candidates are
rapidly narrowed down and only those portions are an-
alyzed, as the dominant paradigm for LVMR. However,
existing approaches to this paradigm face severe limita-
tions. Conventional supervised learning suffers from lim-
ited scalability and poor generalization, despite substantial
resource consumption. Yet, existing zero-shot methods also
fail, facing a dual challenge: (1) their heuristic strategies
cause a ‘search’ phase candidate explosion, and (2) the

‘refine’ phase, which is vulnerable to semantic discrepancy,
requires high-cost VLMs for verification, incurring signif-
icant computational overhead. We propose Point-to-Span
(P2S), a novel training-free framework to overcome this
challenge of inefficient ‘search’ and costly ‘refine’ phases.
P2S overcomes these challenges with two key innovations:
an ‘Adaptive Span Generator’ to prevent the search phase
candidate explosion, and ‘Query Decomposition’ to refine
candidates without relying on high-cost VLM verification.
To our knowledge, P2S is the first zero-shot framework ca-
pable of temporal grounding in hour-long videos, outper-
forming supervised state-of-the-art methods by a significant
margin (e.g., +3.7% on R5@0.1 on MAD).

1. Introduction

The explosive growth of long-form video, spanning from
streaming libraries to industrial surveillance, has created a
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Figure 1. Comparison of our Zero-shot (ZS) P2S framework
with existing approaches. Quantitative performance against a su-
pervised model (SnAG [18]), a previous ZS method (Zero-shot
CLIP [21]) and Ours. While the supervised model is competi-
tive on its in-distribution dataset (a) MAD, its performance de-
grades significantly on the out-of-distribution benchmark (b) Mo-
mentSeeker, demonstrating its limited generalization. Our ZS
method consistently outperforms both. (c) A summary illustrat-
ing how our framework overcomes the distinct limitations of both
paradigms: the poor generalization of supervised models and the
poor efficiency of previous ZS methods.

critical need to locate specific moments within archives ef-
ficiently. Long-form Video Moment Retrieval (LVMR) ad-
dresses this need by enabling instant retrieval of temporal
segments directly from natural language queries.

The core technical challenge of LVMR stems from
the computational infeasibility of processing such lengthy
videos in a single pass. Modern Vision-Language Mod-
els (VLMs) struggle to process extremely long input se-
quences, making end-to-end understanding across the en-
tire video impractical. This infeasibility forces the abandon-
ment of holistic understanding in favor of adopting efficient
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Query : A woman pole vaults over a bar and lands on a mat in a stadium.
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Figure 2. [llustration of the challenge in long-form videos, which neutralizes the search phase. (a) Previous ZS methods, designed for short
videos, fail to handle the ‘search space scaling’ required for long videos. This saturates the search space (red area) with an unmanageable
surge of false positives. (b) Our ZS method resolves this by dynamically adapting to the signal, robustly identifying only reliable peaks

(green spans) and preventing the temporal search space saturation.

search strategies. Consequently, the prevailing paradigm
has shifted toward a Search-then-Refine strategy. This ap-
proach first coarsely identifies candidate segments via an
efficient query-based search, followed by the precise lo-
calization of the target moment within this reduced set of
promising regions.

Despite its prevalence, the Search-then-Refine ap-
proaches [4, 6, 8, 18] still suffer from significant practical
and scalability barriers. In this paper, we propose Point-to-
Span (P2S), a novel training-free framework designed to
effectively overcome these limitations. The first major bar-
rier lies in conventional supervised learning [6, 8, 18, 23],
the mainstream approach, which demands extensive labeled
data and long training times. Even after such heavy super-
vision, such models tend to become biased toward specific
domains and linguistic styles, resulting in significant per-
formance degradation in novel environments unseen during
training (see Figure 1 (a), (b)). The high cost and poor gen-
eralization of supervised paradigms highlight the necessity
of a Zero-Shot (ZS) alternative for scalable deployment.

However, existing ZS frameworks [4, 30, 31, 37] re-
main far from achieving this vision. As illustrated in Fig-
ure 2, methods originally designed for short videos fail
to handle the temporal search space scaling required by
long-form content. Dense scanning strategies [5] over hour-
long sequences lead to temporal search space saturation,
characterized by an explosion of false positives that effec-
tively neutralizes the search phase. The neutralization of
the search phase forces a severe computational dilemma on
the subsequent refine phase: precise analysis based on high-
cost VLMs [9, 10, 14, 15, 20, 22, 26, 29, 31, 35] becomes

computationally infeasible, while opting for lightweight
similarity-based methods [4, 37] remain efficient but fail
to capture the full semantic extent of events and leads to
semantic discrepancy. Figure | (c) summarizes this dual
bottleneck - limited generalization in supervised methods
and inefficient search in prior zero-shot approaches.

To address these fundamental limitations, P2S intro-
duces two key technical innovations: (1) Adaptive Span
Generator that dynamically adjusts to the statistical char-
acteristics of the input video, robustly identifying candi-
date segments even in highly noisy, hour-long videos, and
(2) Query Decomposition that converts a natural language
query into temporally ordered sub-queries, capturing the
inherent compositional structure of multi-step events [15,
17, 33]. These sub-queries serve as semantic anchors for
the refine phase, guiding candidate refinement for better
alignment with the actual temporal boundaries of the target
event, without any additional model training. To our knowl-
edge, P2S is the first zero-shot framework capable of tem-
poral grounding in hour-long videos, outperforming high-
cost state-of-the-art supervised models [6, 7, 18, 19] by a
significant margin (e.g., +3.7% on R5@0.1 on MAD [24]).
Considering the absence of training costs and superior scal-
ability, P2S sets a new standard for practical, generalizable,
and computationally efficient LVMR.

2. Related works
2.1. Supervised Long Video Moment Retrieval

Supervised LVMR aims to directly learn the relationship be-
tween queries and video segments through large-scale anno-



Qo : SpongeBob is excitedly running toward his pineapple house, then stops and looks around.
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Figure 3. Overview of the P2S framework. First, Adaptive Span Generator (Sec 3.1) adapts to the statistical characteristics of the signal
to simultaneously overcome the search limitation (temporal search space saturation), thereby detecting robust initial boundaries. Sec-
ond, Query Decomposition (Sec 3.2) generates contextual evidence channels that are crucial for addressing the refine limitation. Finally,
Evidence-based Proposal Refinement (Sec 3.3) utilizes these channels to precisely rectify ‘semantic discrepancy’ (point vs. span) through

reranking and active injection of overlooked intervals.

tated datasets such as MAD [24]. To this end, sophisticated
approaches have been developed to push the boundaries
of performance. For instance, SnAG [18] significantly im-
proves retrieval efficiency with a late-fusion design, while
ReVisionLLM [6] attempts to enhance accuracy by mimick-
ing human search processes with a recursive, LLM-driven
strategy. However, despite these advances, even recent mod-
els [2, 6,7,9, 10, 13, 18, 22] face fundamental limitations
rooted in the supervised learning paradigm itself. First, the
immense cost of data construction and second, the risk of
overfitting to the training domain severely hinder their prac-
ticality and scalability. Lastly, the absolute performance of
these methods remains unsatisfactory due to the inherent
complexity of the LVMR task. These persistent challenges
necessitate a training-free approach, a role our P2S frame-
work is designed to fill by fundamentally addressing the
high costs and poor generalization of supervised methods.

2.2. Zero-Shot Video Moment Retrieval

Zero-shot VMR offers advantages in scalability and gen-
eralize ability by utilizing pre-trained VLMs without addi-

tional training. However, a major challenge in this paradigm
is the semantic discrepancy between concise queries and
the visual diversity of actual video content. Many recent
studies attempt to mitigate this with costly multi-stage
pipelines, leveraging LLMs to refine queries [12, 31], gen-
erating captions by VLMs [1, 3, 16, 27, 32, 36] of can-
didate segments, or generating and merging complex can-
didate segments [9, 15]. Despite their success on short
videos, reliance on costly multi-stage pipelines that involve
sequential large-model usage or complex candidate merg-
ing [9, 15, 28, 31] proves impractical for long videos, as
they are fail to handle temporal search space saturation.
Our P2S framework directly overcomes these limitations,
addressing the search challenge (temporal search space sat-
uration) by dynamically adapting to video statistics, and the
refine challenge (semantic discrepancy) by using decom-
posed query sub-actions as evidence for refinement.



Qo : A man threw the paper into the dustbin.

Qo : Original query  Q,, Qj : Sub-queries

74.93s

Q, : A man is holding the paper.

83.01s

Q,, : He throws it into the dustbin.

Figure 4. An illustrative example showing the role of sub-queries in Query Decomposition. The sub-queries @, and @ act as distinct
evidence channels, which successfully localize the start and end boundaries of the full event Q.

3. Method

In this work, we propose the Point-to-Span (P2S) (illus-
trated in Figure 3), a novel zero-shot approach designed to
efficiently retrieve temporal segments in hour-long videos.
It is designed to overcome key limitations of existing zero-
shot methods in long videos: (1) temporal search space
saturation (search limitation) and (2) semantic discrep-
ancy (refine limitation) challenges during candidate veri-
fication. These challenges include signal ambiguity, which
refers to the issue where a single similarity peak fails to
represent the full temporal extent of an event, and the result-
ing semantic misalignment between the peak signal and the
full span semantics. To simultaneously address these chal-
lenges, we introduce three core modules. First, Adaptive
Span Generator (Sec.3.1) leverages statistical signal char-
acteristics to identify robust initial boundaries, mitigating
the search space saturation. Second, Contextual Evidence
via Query Decomposition (Sec.3.2) decomposes queries to
provide richer semantic guidance. Finally, Evidence-based
Proposal Refinement (Sec.3.3) utilizes this decomposed ev-
idence to precisely refine candidates, resolving the semantic
discrepancy between peak signals and full span semantics.

3.1. Adaptive Span Generator

The search limitation in existing ZS methods often stems
from inefficient sliding window approaches and simple
fixed thresholding [4, 8]. To resolve this inefficiency and
address temporal search space saturation, we propose the
Adaptive Span Generator (ASG) module. ASG addresses
these issues by initiating span expansion only from reli-
able peaks in a statistically refined signal, consisting of two
stages: (1) Adaptive Signal Smoothing and (2) Adaptive
Peak Expansion.

Adaptive Signal Smoothing To effectively handle diverse
noise patterns in long videos, we dynamically adjust the
smoothing intensity according to the variability, or ‘peak-
iness’, of the initial similarity sequence S,. We first cal-
culate the standard deviation of the signal, og = std(S,).
From this, we derive an adaptive ratio, 7., which converts

the signal’s variability into a stabilized scale value used for
both smoothing and expansion:

7 = 0.5+ 0.5 - sigmoid(og) (D)

Here, the sigmoid function maps the signal’s variability to
a stable scale, and the 0.5 offset and scaling ensure 7,. falls
within a practical range, providing a robust base for adapta-
tion. The smoothing window size w is then determined by
scaling this ratio with the video’s frames-per-second (fps):
w = fps - 7.. A moving average filter with this calculated
window size w is applied to obtain the refined sequence
S. This induces stronger smoothing for sharper peaks and
milder smoothing for flatter ones, ensuring robustness to
noise while preserving key semantic information.
Adaptive Peak Expansion We identify major peaks p
(points) that satisfy temporal distance and prominence con-
straints from the refined signal S using a standard peak
detection algorithm. Conventional methods, which use a
fixed threshold for span expansion, are vulnerable in tem-
poral boundary detection. To address this, P2S sets an adap-
tive expansion threshold, Tezpand, by leveraging the previ-
ously defined adaptive ratio 7,.. The threshold is determined
by considering both the height of each peak S(p) and the
global signal variability encapsulated in 7

Texpand = S(p) cTr (2)

Starting from peak p, we expand the span forward and back-
ward to the interval [t} t? | where the signal S remains
higher than 7¢;pqnq. This expansion enables robust and ac-
curate estimation of temporal boundaries for various types
of similarity signals by adaptively adjusting the expansion
criteria. This adaptive approach, which simultaneously con-
siders both peak importance and global signal variability,
is a core mechanism that enhances the temporal boundary
detection accuracy of the P2S framework. We define this
expanded interval as a candidate cand and assign the aver-
age score of the refined signal S within this candidate as its
base score Spase (cand). We denote this list of candidates as
P, = {cand;, cands, . .. }, representing the candidate group
based on the Original Query.



3.2. Contextual Evidence via Query Decomposition

While the ASG module in Sec 3.1 efficiently detects ro-
bust initial candidate boundaries, it does not fundamentally
resolve the second refine limitation, the semantic discrep-
ancy problem. That is, the initial span found by ASG may
be the core moment of the query, but it might not align with
the full span of the event required by the query. For exam-
ple, a complex action query(“A man opens the package.”)
implies a span that includes both the ‘state of holding the
package’ (start) and the ‘act of opening’ (process), but a
single similarity map S, often highlights only the peak of
one of these (e.g., ‘act of opening’), causing ambiguity. To
resolve this misalignment and obtain rich information for
candidate refinement, P2S utilizes an LLM [25] to decom-
pose the original query (), into two sub-queries with inher-
ent temporal order: (), (start-state) and ), (end-state)'. As
illustrated in Figure 7, we guide the LLM to perform this
decomposition using structured instructions. These instruc-
tions strictly prohibit the generation of unnecessary infor-
mation and enforce a separation based solely on temporal
dependency (e.g., Q,: “A man threw the paper into the dust-
bin.” — @Q,: “A man is holding the paper.”, Q: “He throws
it into the dustbin.”) We match the sub-queries (Q), and Q)
obtained through this decomposition process with the input
video to generate respective similarity sequences (S, and
Sp). We term these as independent ‘evidence channels’ that
complement the original S,, and utilize them as key clues
for refining candidates in the next step.

3.3. Evidence-based Proposal Refinement

In the final step, we utilize evidence channels S, and .5; to
refine the initial candidate group P, via two complemen-
tary mechanisms: Evidence-based Reranking, which ad-
justs rankings using decisive local evidence, and Evidence-
Union-based Injection, which actively re-searches for
missed intervals.

Evidence-based Reranking We re-adjust the ranking by
quantifying how well the initial candidate cand € P,
matches each element (Q,, Qp) of the decomposed query.
First, we calculate the evidence bonus score Sponqys(cand)
by summing the maximum peaks of the unsmoothed .S, and
Sp signals within each candidate’s interval:

Stonus (cand) = max(S5") + max(S7) - (3)

Using maxima specifically captures short but decisive evi-
dence signals (specific states or actions) that might be di-
luted in averages. The final score is obtained by adding a
weighted bonus to the base score (We empirically set 5 =
0.5 in our experiments, as detailed in the Appendix.A).

Srerank (Cand) = Sbase (ca,nd) + B+ Shonus (Cand) (€]

!'To ensure semantic consistency and prevent arbitrary decomposition,
the LLM is guided by examples and strict guidelines via structured instruc-
tions. The detailed strategy and examples are described in Appendix.B

This bonus increases the score as the candidate interval
strongly contains evidence for both the preceding context
(S,) and the core action (Sp) of the event, thereby raising
the rank of intervals that more faithfully reflect the entire
event composition. We define this calibrated list as P..
Evidence-Union-based Injection Reranking only adjusts
the order of existing candidates and cannot recover impor-
tant intervals missed in the initial stage. In particular, in-
tervals that were ambiguous in .S, but appear strongly in
common in both S, and S are highly likely to be actual
important events. We introduce an injection mechanism to
actively discover these ‘missed candidates’.

First, we independently apply ASG to S, and S; to gen-
erate candidate groups P, and P,. We then identify the tem-
poral union of overlapping pairs from P, and P, as the
‘high-confidence region’ R,. This region pinpoints poten-
tial event intervals with increased reliability through cross-
verification. Next, we re-applies the ASG module within
this ‘high-confidence region (R)’ while maintaining the
global standard deviation (og). This allows for the discov-
ery of new candidate groups Py, jec: that are locally promi-
nent within R, while maintaining the statistical consis-
tency of the entire video. Re-discovered candidates cand €
Pjject are assigned a final score Syerqnk(cand) by sum-
ming Spase(cand) and Sponqys(cand). Finally, we integrate
this Pjyjec: with the previous reranking result P! and ap-
ply final NMS to select the most reliable final candidate list
Prinal, complementing the limitations of the initial search.
This Rerank-and-Inject mechanism is a key contribution
that refines candidates self-sufficiently within the pipeline
and enhances completeness by dually utilizing temporal ev-
idence decomposed by LLM [25] for both ranking bonuses
and new candidate search guides.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Settings and Details

Dataset In this study, we use two challenging long-form
video moment retrieval (LVMR) benchmarks, MAD [24]
and MomentSeeker [34], to validate the performance of the
P2S framework. MAD is a large-scale benchmark based on
approximately 1,200 hours of full-length movies. The aver-
age video duration is very long at 110.8 minutes, whereas
the average length of target moments is only 4.1 seconds.
This extremely low moment-to-video ratio is a core chal-
lenge that makes accurate temporal grounding difficult. Mo-
mentSeeker is a benchmark for retrieving moments based
on various tasks (causal reasoning, action recognition, etc.)
from long videos averaging over 20 minutes. Among these,
we select and use the text-only query dataset that falls
within the scope of this study.

Evaluation Metrics. We measure whether any of the top
N € {1,5} predictions match the ground truth moment



Table 1. Main Results on the MAD and MomentSeeker Datasets. P2S demonstrates state-of-the-art performance across both datasets.

‘ MAD [24] MomentSeeker [34]
Model | Training | R1I@.1 R5@.1 R1@.3 R5@3 RI@.5 R5@.5 Avgf |RI@.1 R5@1 RI@3 R5@3 RI@5 R5@.5 Avgt
M-Guide [2] v 93 18.9 4.6 13.1 22 74 9.3 -
VLG-Net [23] v 36 116 2.8 9.3 17 6.0 5.8 - - - - - - -
M-DETR [11] v 36 13.0 2.8 9.9 1.7 5.6 6.1 132 302 93 238 57 134 165
CONE [8] v 8.9 205 6.9 16.1 4.1 96 110 - - - - - - -
SnAG [18] v 103 244 8.5 20.6 55 137 138 - -
RGNet [7] v 124 251 9.5 187 5.6 109 137 - -
VTimeLLM [9] v 14 3.1 13 2.5 0.6 L1 17 - -
RevisionLLM [6] v 150 251 110 188 5.8 105 144 - -
CLIP [21] | - | 66 15.1 3.1 9.9 L5 54 69 | 147  39.0 33 20.6 1.2 102 1438

Ours | | 135 2838 9.3 18.6 58

4.7 19.5 26.6 39.3

1.1 145 | 493 668 308

using a Temporal Intersection over Union (tloU) thresh-
old K € {0.1,0.3,0.5}. This standard metric is denoted
as R@N, tloU=K. Furthermore, we use Avg., the average
of all R@N, tloU=K metrics, as the primary performance
indicator to compare the overall performance of the models.
Implementation Details We utilized the standard pre-
trained CLIP ViT-L/14 [21] for both visual and text fea-
ture extraction without fine-tuning. Videos were downsam-
pled to 5 FPS, and we used the token feature from the
visual encoder. For Query Decomposition, we employed
Qwen2.5-3B [25]. In the Adaptive Span Generator mod-
ule, we used scipy.signal.find_peaks for peak detection. We
set the minimum temporal distance to 1 second to mitigate
high-frequency noise and applied an empirical prominence
threshold of 0.05 to filter out insignificant local maxima.
The balancing weight 5 for Evidence-based Reranking (Eq.
4) was set to 0.5. Finally, we applied Non-Maximum Sup-
pression (NMS) with a tloU threshold of 0.8 to remove re-
dundant proposals. A sensitivity analysis on these key hy-
perparameters is provided in the Appendix.A.

4.2. Main Results

Table | presents a performance comparison of the proposed
P2S model against existing SOTA models on the MAD [24]
and MomentSeeker [34] benchmarks.

Results on MAD. On the MAD dataset, P2S recorded an
Avg. score of 14.5%. This slightly outperforms the 14.4% of
RevisionLLM [6], the latest supervised learning model that
utilizes massive training resources. Achieving performance
comparable to or better than SOTA supervised models with-
out any training demonstrates the efficiency and power of
the P2S framework. Analyzing detailed metrics, P2S shows
slightly lower R1 @K performance compared to Revision-
LLM, but higher RS@K performance. This suggests a key
operational difference: supervised models are optimized to
pinpoint a single ground-truth, reflecting their training bias.
In contrast, our zero-shot P2S excels at capturing not just
a single primary peak, but also other semantically relevant
signals to identify multiple plausible candidates. This ro-
bust candidate generation is the key factor driving its su-

perior RS@K and overall average (Avg.) performance. Re-
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Figure 5. Performance (Avg. R1, R5) comparison between the
fixed window method (Win Avg.) and our ASG (Ours Avg.). Our
adaptive method demonstrates robust performance across datasets,
whereas the fixed window method is highly sensitive to window
size and requires costly, per-dataset tuning.

sults on MomentSeeker. On the MomentSeeker dataset,
P2S achieved an Avg. of 39.3%, significantly outperform-
ing both the baseline CLIP [21] (14.8%) and the super-
vised model M-DETR [11] (16.5%). As MomentSeeker is
a recent benchmark, performance from most recent super-
vised models [6, 7, 18, 19] is not yet available. Nevertheless,
this dataset exemplifies a scenario where supervised meth-
ods are inherently challenged: it offers a limited amount of
training data. This highlights the critical dependency of su-
pervised learning on massive datasets, a practical bottleneck
that P2S avoids. In contrast, our zero-shot P2S thrives in
such data-scarce environments, proving its superior scala-
bility and real-world viability.

4.3. Ablation Study

We conducted a three-step ablation study to verify how each
component of the proposed P2S framework contributes to
the final performance. This study sequentially analyzes the
effectiveness of our Adaptive Span Generator (ASG) mod-
ule, the robustness of its adaptive components, and the
contribution of the Query Decomposition (QD)-based re-
finement modules. Effectiveness of Adaptive Span Gen-
erator. First, we verified whether the ASG in Sec 3.1 is
more effective than conventional fixed approaches. Figure



Table 2. Cross-dataset robustness comparison for two adaptive
mechanisms: Adaptive Signal Smoothing and Adaptive Peak
Expansion. Results (Avg. R1, R5) are reported separately on
MAD and Charades-STA datasets.

Table 3. Contribution analysis of Query Decomposition (QD)-
based refinement modules on MomentSeeker. For (a), (b) each ER,
EI denotes Evidence-based Reranking and Injection.

Model R1@0.1 R1@0.3 R5@0.1 R5@0.3 Avg.
ASG 4592 2823 6421 4095 3651
(a) (+ER) 4831 3042 6640 4195  38.10
(b) (+ED) 4235 2823 6621 44.14 3738

(c) P2S(+ER&EI)  47.32 30.82 66.80 44.73  39.30

Model Tuned on MAD Avg. Charades-STA Avg.
Adaptive Signal Smoothing

Fixed-Params MAD 14.24 54.69
Fixed-Params Charades-STA 12.96 60.55
Adaptive Peak Expansion

Fixed-Params MAD 14.39 55.71
Fixed-Params Charades-STA 12.99 59.35
Adaptive (ASG) - 14.51 59.41

5 shows the comparison results of the fixed sliding win-
dow method with various sizes and the ASG method on
the MAD and MomentSeeker datasets. The fixed window
method is highly sensitive to window size, showing dif-
ferent optimal sizes and significant performance variations
for each dataset. As shown in Figure 5, size 4 is optimal
for (a) MAD, but 16 is optimal for (b) MomentSeeker.
Even though the fixed window method showed slightly
higher performance than ASG at window size 16 for Mo-
mentSeeker, finding this requires search costs for all win-
dow sizes. In contrast, our ASG achieved consistent and ro-
bust performance comparable to or exceeding the optimal
fixed window performance on both datasets with a single
setting, without such expensive hyperparameter tuning pro-
cesses. This proves the superior ability of ASG to dynami-
cally determine optimal intervals according to diverse signal
characteristics.

Robustness of Adaptive Mechanisms. We further analyze
the robustness of the two adaptive components - Adaptive
Signal Smoothing and Adaptive Peak Expansion. Because
video lengths and signal dynamics vary drastically across
datasets, a fixed parameter cannot flexibly handle all envi-
ronments. To validate this, we conducted cross-dataset eval-
uations on MAD (= 110 min) and Charades-STA (=~ 30
sec), which exhibit extremely different temporal charac-
teristics. As shown in Table 2, in both modules, fixed-
parameter models with hyperparameters tuned on a spe-
cific dataset show a clear performance collapse when ap-
plied to another dataset with different characteristics. For
example, in the Adaptive Signal Smoothing module, the pa-
rameter tuned on MAD achieves 14.24% on MAD but drops
to 12.96% on Charades-STA, while the parameter tuned on
Charades-STA scores 60.55% on Charades-STA but only
54.69% on MAD. In contrast, the adaptive variant main-
tains stable performance around 14.51% and 59.41% across
both datasets without any additional tuning. These results
confirm that adaptive parameterization is not merely ben-
eficial but essential for achieving robust zero-shot perfor-
mance across diverse real-world scenarios. Effectiveness of

Table 4. Comparison of query decomposition strategies on the
MAD dataset. Our LLM-based semantic approach is compared
against naive word-count and rule-based splitting baselines. (Avg.
denotes the average of R1, RS)

Decomposition Strategy ‘ R1@0.1 R1@0.3 R5@0.1 R5@0.3 Avg.

Naive-Split (Word count) 9.1 20.2 6.5 12.7 10.2
Rule-based (Delimiters) 11.7 24.5 7.6 15.4 13.1
Ours (LLM-Semantic) 13.5 28.8 93 18.6 14.5

Query Decomposition Refinement. Finally, we analyzed
how effectively the proposed Query Decomposition(QD)-
based refinement modules enhance the strong baseline per-
formance of Adaptive Span Generator (ASG) on the Mo-
mentSeeker dataset. Starting from ASG, we sequentially
added two components: (a) Evidence-based Reranking(ER),
(b) Evidence-based Injection(EI), and (c) both combined,
forming our final P2S framework. Table 3 shows that the
ASG baseline already achieved a solid average performance
of 36.51%. Adding ER notably improved precision by refin-
ing the ranking of existing candidates, while EI contributed
mainly to recall by recovering moments missed in the ini-
tial search. When both modules were integrated, the re-
sulting P2S framework achieved the highest overall perfor-
mance, confirming the complementary effects of ER and EI
for robust and balanced moment localization. Finally, (c)
the combined model, P2S (+ER&EI), achieved the high-
est overall average of 39.30%, demonstrating the comple-
mentary nature of the two modules - ER refines existing
candidate ranks, while EI supplements missing ones. This
synergy completes the full P2S architecture for robust and
balanced moment localization.

4.4. Further Analysis

We conduct an in-depth analysis to validate that our Query
Decomposition is not merely a heuristic, but a robust mech-
anism essential for addressing the semantic discrepancy in
long videos.

Efficacy of Semantic-aware Decomposition. We investi-
gate the impact of how the query is decomposed by compar-
ing our LLM-based semantic decomposition with two base-
lines: (i) Naive-Split, which simply bisects the query based
on word count, and (ii) Rule-based, which splits queries
based on explicit delimiters (e.g., ‘and’, ‘while’). As pre-



Query: A brown dog runs towards a woman in a pink shirt and black pants, who is walking on a brick sidewalk.
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Figure 6. Qualitative result analysis demonstrating the final results of our model while showing the comparison with Zero-shot CLIP

baseline and the effect of (a) reranking and (b) injection.

sented in Table 4, Naive-Split performs poorly, achieving an
Avg. score of 10.2%, by breaking semantic integrity (e.g.,
splitting “turns around” into “turns” and “around”), thereby
generating noisy guiding signals. Rule-based splitting offers
improvement with an Avg. score of 13.1%, but fails when
explicit delimiters are absent or ambiguous. In contrast, our
LLM-based approach consistently outperforms both base-
lines, achieving the best performance with an Avg. score of
14.5% by preserving complete semantic units (e.g., Subject-
Verb-Object structures) for each sub-event. This ensures
that every sub-query acts as a reliable anchor for precise
span refinement regardless of query complexity.

Analysis of Throughput and Accuracy Trade-off. We an-
alyzed the inference throughput of the P2S framework in
relation to the query decomposition method. When using
simple decomposition methods that do not involve LLM
calls, such as ‘Naive-Split’ or ‘Rule-based’, the framework
achieves a high throughput, processing approximately 40
videos per second (based on an NVIDIA A6000 GPU).
However, as clearly confirmed in the previous analysis (Ta-
ble 4), both of these methods fail to guarantee the seman-
tic integrity of the query, leading to significant performance
degradation. In contrast, applying our LLM-based seman-
tic decomposition incurs a fixed, one-time setup cost of
approximately 0.5 seconds per query, reducing the effec-
tive throughput to 2 videos per second. This 0.5-second
overhead is a ‘fixed entry cost’ that is essentially required
to prevent catastrophic performance degradation and se-
cure semantic robustness. Considering the complexity of the
ZLVMR task, we conclude that this cost is a highly reason-
able and necessary trade-off to pay for accuracy.

4.5. Qualitative Results

To further illustrate the effect of each refinement compo-
nent, we present qualitative examples in Figure 6, which
compare our P2S framework with zero-shot CLIP and its
non-refined variants. In (a), the example highlights the ef-
fect of the Evidence-based Reranking (ER) module. While
the zero-shot CLIP baseline roughly identifies the relevant
region but fails to align temporal boundaries, and the ver-
sion without reranking remains imprecise, our reranked pre-
diction accurately matches the ground truth with a high
tloU. In (b), we demonstrate the impact of the Evidence-
based Injection (EI) module. Here, the zero-shot baseline
completely misses the relevant moment, and the version
without injection fails to recover it, whereas our full method
successfully detects the correct segment by injecting ad-
ditional candidate intervals derived from complementary
query evidence. Together, these examples show that ER re-
fines boundary precision while EI enhances recall, confirm-
ing that the two modules contribute complementary im-
provements for robust temporal localization.

5. Conclusion

This paper has identified the cost and generalization limi-
tations of existing supervised learning approaches in hour-
long video environments and has also revealed that the
Zero-Shot paradigm, the only viable alternative, faces fun-
damental challenges in the search and refine phases. This
study proposes the P2S framework, which directly ad-
dresses these core challenges in a training-free manner. Re-
markably, P2S achieved performance surpassing that of su-
pervised SOTA models trained with massive data, empiri-
cally demonstrating that efficient, robust, and scalable zero-



shot LVMR is practically feasible.

6. Limitations

While P2S has demonstrated high potential, it has two
major limitations. First, its performance is fundamentally
upper-bounded by the quality of the pre-trained features
(e.g., CLIP); detection can fail if all evidence channels
(So, Sa, Sp) produce weak signals. Second, Query Decom-
position increases inference overhead (Sec 4.4), creating
a trade-off between accuracy and efficiency. Thus, future
work should address these by exploring better long-video
features and developing lightweight, LLM-free refinement
mechanisms to optimize this trade-off.

A. Hyperparameter Sensitivity Analysis

In this section, we provide a detailed analysis of the robust-
ness of our proposed framework against variations in key
hyperparameters on the MomentSeeker dataset. We demon-
strate that the model maintains high performance across
broad ranges of parameter settings, confirming its reliability
and generalizability.

Robustness to Peak Prominence. The peak prominence
parameter (pm) is crucial for filtering noise and local
maxima in the similarity curve. Table 5 demonstrates that
the model exhibits low sensitivity to the peak prominence
threshold (pm). The performance remains consistent across
all tested values, indicating that our framework is robust to
variations in peak filtering criteria. We select pm = 0.05 as
the default setting, as it yields optimal performance among
the stable configurations.

Robustness to Minimum Temporal Distance. The min-
imum temporal distance (mtd) parameter serves to filter
out high-frequency noise by constraining the peak separa-
tion. As shown in Table 6, the performance is highly robust
across small mtd values (e.g., < 2.0), indicating that the
model effectively handles noise without requiring aggres-
sive filtering. However, excessively large values (e.g., 5.0)
lead to a performance drop by suppressing valid peaks in
proximity. Therefore, we select mtd = 1.0 as a standard
setting that ensures stability.

Robustness to Reranking Weight. The parameter /3 (in Eq.
4) governs the influence of the evidence bonus score de-
rived from decomposed sub-queries during the refinement
phase. As shown in Table 7, the model exhibits remarkable
robustness in the range 5 € [0.3,0.9], where the average
performance fluctuates by less than 0.3 points. This demon-
strates that the score fusion is highly tolerant of the specific
weight assigned to the evidence. Performance is maximized
at # = 0.5 and 8 = 0.7; we select 8 = 0.5 as the central
stable point yielding the highest overall performance.
Robustness to NMS Threshold. The Non-Maximum Sup-
pression (NMS) threshold filters overlapping temporal pro-

Table 5. Robustness analysis of the peak prominence threshold
(pm). The model exhibits low sensitivity to pm, showing consis-
tent performance across all tested values.

pm R1@0.1 R1@03 R5@0.1 R5@03 Avg.

0.03  49.11 30.82 66.60 4215  38.54
0.04  49.30 31.01 66.60 42.15  38.57
0.05 49.30 31.01 67.00 42.15  38.70
0.06  48.71 31.01 65.01 4155  38.01
0.07 4891 31.01 64.41 4135  37.94

Table 6. Robustness analysis of the minimum temporal distance
(mtd). The performance is highly stable around mtd = 1.0s,
which balances noise filtering and moment fragmentation.

mtd R1@0.1 R1@0.3 R5@0.1 R5@03 Avg.

0.5 49.30 31.01 67.00 4215  38.70
1.0 49.30 31.01 67.00 42.15  38.70
2.0 49.30 31.01 67.00 4215  38.70
5.0 48.91 31.01 66.40 4195 3847
10.0 4851 30.62 66.40 4135  38.07

Table 7. Robustness analysis of the reranking weight 5. The per-
formance remains stable across 8 € [0.1,0.9], confirming low
sensitivity to the evidence bonus weight.

Ié] R1@0.1 R1@03 R5@0.1 R5@0.3 Avg.

0.1 46.52 28.83 65.61 4175  37.31
03  48.11 30.22 66.80 4235 3824
0.5 49.30 31.01 67.00 42.15  38.70
0.7  49.11 31.01 66.80 42.35  38.70
0.9 4851 30.22 66.80 4235 3844

Table 8. Robustness analysis of the Non-Maximum Suppression
(NMS) threshold. Performance is highly stable around a threshold
of 0.8, effectively balancing the removal of redundant proposals
and the preservation of distinct moments.

NMS R1@0.1 R1@0.3 R5@0.1 R5@03 Avg.
0.7 48.79 30.82 66.51 4195 3854
0.75 49.30 31.01 67.00 42.15  38.70
0.8 49.30 31.01 67.00 4215  38.70
0.85 49.11 30.62 66.80 4175  38.62
0.9 48.51 30.62 66.40 4195  38.44

posals to reduce redundancy. As shown in Table &, our
model is robust to variations in this threshold, achieving
peak performance at both 0.75 and 0.8. A low threshold
can mistakenly suppress valid, close proposals, while a high
threshold may fail to remove redundant detections. We se-
lect an NMS threshold of 0.8, which lies in the center of the
most stable and high-performing region.



###t Primary Goal:
Your main job is to analyze an Input sentence and transform it into exactly two complete, grammatically correct sentences
(Sentence 1 and Sentence 2).

### 1. Splitting Strategy (Choose ONE)

Identify the nature of the Input query and apply the appropriate splitting logic:

- 1.1. sxTemporal Order Split (Mandatory when sequential actions exist):#x If the Input describes two or more distinct,
sequential actions, **YOU MUST** apply this split.

- 1.2. *xSpecial Case Split (Mandatory):*x Apply Rule 6 (Section 3) if the Input describes only a single, indivisible action, a
static state, or is too short.

### 2. Common Execution Rules (APPLY TO ALL SPLITS)

All resulting Sentence 1 and Sentence 2 pairs MUST adhere to the following rules:

- 2.1. *xAnalyze & Split:#* Identify the two distinct parts (action or context) in the Input.

- 2.2. #xTemporal Order Execution:#* If using the Temporal Order Split (1.1), **YOU MUST SPLIT THE SENTENCE#* based on the
chronological sequence. Sentence 1 MUST describe the action or event that happens chronologically xbeforex the action or event
in Sentence 2.

- 2.3. #xCorrect Grammar:** Ensure BOTH output sentences are grammatically perfect. Fix all errors in subject-verb agreement,
tense, or phrasing.

- 2.4. sxReplace Noun/Pronoun:#** You MUST replace all pronouns (e.g., it, he, she, they) in Sentence 2 with the specific noun or
entity they refer to from Sentence 1. Sentence 2 must be self-contained.

- 2.5. #xNo New Information:* Stick ONLY to the information given in the Input. Do not add adjectives, emotions, or any new
details.

##H# 3. Rule 6: Special Case Logic (Forced Splitting for Indivisible Queries)

This logic provides the exact instruction for the Special Case Split (1.2):

- 3.1. =+Sentence 1 (Context Initialization):*x Create a simple sentence that *xdefines the main subject, location, or state*x
using the most important noun/entity from the original query. This sentence must introduce the primary subject or set the scene.

- 3.2. #xSentence 2 (Action/State Statement):** Sentence 2 MUST contain the *xentire original query's core information#x

(including the main verb and object).

### Output Format: (STRICTLY Follow This Structure)

--— CRITICAL FORMATTING RESTRICTION ---
'Explanation: ‘). Output ONLY the two sentences.
#i## Your Task:

Input: “"{original_query}“
Output: """

The output MUST always consist of exactly two sentences separated by a period and a newline.

The output MUST NOT contain any brackets ([]), labels, numbering, metadata, unnecessary newlines, or explanatory text (e.g.,

Figure 7. Query Decomposition Prompt.

B. Query Decomposition Details

In this section, we elaborate on the prompt engineering con-
straints for Query Decomposition and provide the rationale
behind our binary splitting strategy.

B.1. Prompt Engineering for Query Decomposition

The integrity of the Query Decomposition (QD) module
hinges on generating two sub-queries, (), and (), that
strictly adhere to chronological order and semantic robust-
ness. To mitigate potential risks of arbitrary decomposition
or hallucination, we engineered a structured prompt with
explicit hard constraints, as detailed in Figure 1. Specifi-
cally, we enforce three key safeguards: (1) Strict Temporal
Sequencing to ensure (), chronologically precedes Qp; (2)
Semantic Self-Containment via mandatory pronoun-to-
noun replacement; and (3) Atomic Query Handling (Rule
6) to force a context-action split for atomic queries. These
constraints guarantee that the generated similarity channels
(S, and Sp) serve as distinct and reliable temporal evidence.

B.2. Rationale for Binary Decomposition Strategy

While fine-grained decomposition (i.e., N > 2) may seem
to offer more detailed semantic guidance, it often leads to

semantic fragmentation, where sub-queries become too
short and ambiguous, introducing noise rather than clarity.
Furthermore, it linearly increases the computational over-
head. Our framework overcomes the limitation of binary
splitting through the Evidence-Union mechanism. By an-
choring the start (Q,) and end (Q}) of an event, the system
identifies a high-confidence interval. The Adaptive Span
Generator (ASG) then leverages signal continuity to nat-
urally interpolate the temporal gap. Consequently, interme-
diate actions that are not explicitly split in the text are im-
plicitly merged into the final span due to their temporal
adjacency. This confirms that the binary split is the most
efficient and robust strategy for handling complex queries.

C. Computational Efficiency Analysis

Runtime Analysis on P2S. We provide a detailed break-
down of the online inference phase to demonstrate the real-
time efficiency of P2S on the MAD dataset. Measurements
were conducted on a single NVIDIA A6000 GPU, averaged
over 1-hour videos (downsampled to 5 FPS). As shown in
Table 9, the maximum total inference time per video is ap-
proximately 0.60 seconds. The primary latency stems from
Query Decomposition (~0.5s), which incurs a fixed gen-



Qo : A man is holding a cup of coffee and walking towards a woman sitting on a couch.

Ours (P2S)

Qo : Original query Qg Qp : Sub-queries

Q. : A man is holding a cup of coffee.
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Qo : A soccer player falls to the ground during a game.
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Figure 8. Additional qualitative visualization. (a) Resolving semantic discrepancy in a complex compositional query on an §-minute video
by utilizing decomposed evidence channels (Q., @) to align sub-events precisely. (b) Overcoming temporal search space saturation in
an hour-long video, where the model filters extensive background context (Q),: in a game) to pinpoint the specific short action (Q: falls).

Table 9. Runtime breakdown per query for processing hour-long
videos. Complexity is measured with respect to the video length
T'. Note that Query Decomposition relies solely on the query text,
maintaining O(1) complexity regardless of 7.

Component Complexity Time (s) Note
Query Decomposition 0(1) ~0.50  Generation
Adaptive Span Generation o(T) < 0.05 Dot Product
Refinement (Matching) o(T) < 0.05 Dot Product
Total Inference o(T) ~0.60 Per video

eration cost independent of video duration (O(1)). In con-
trast, the subsequent steps, Adaptive Span Generation and
Refinement, scale linearly with video length (O(T")). How-
ever, since these modules rely on highly optimized ma-
trix operations (e.g., dot products) rather than heavy model
forward passes, their computational overhead is negligible
(< 0.05s). This demonstrates that P2S is a feasible solution
for real-world applications involving long-form videos.

D. Generalizability across LLM Architectures

To verify that P2S is not dependent on specific models or
parameter scales, we extended our evaluation to include
various open-source LLMs: Llama-3.2-3B, Llama-3.1-8B,
and Gemma-2 (2B/9B). As detailed in Table 10, the per-
formance variance across different models remains negligi-
ble (< 0.5%), despite significant differences in architecture
and pre-training data. This confirms that our decomposi-
tion strategy relies on fundamental linguistic understanding

Table 10. Performance comparison on the MAD dataset across var-
ious LLM architectures and scales. The results (Avg. of R1 and
R5) show minimal variance (< 0.5%) despite differences in model
size, validating the model-agnostic robustness of P2S.

Model Params Avg. (R1,R5) Latency (s)
Qwen2.5 1.5B 14.2 0.32
Qwen2.5 (Ours) 3B 14.5 0.34
Qwen2.5 7B 14.5 1.04
Llama-3.2 3B 14.2 0.52
Llama-3.1 8B 14.3 0.95
Gemma-2 2B 13.7 0.42
Gemma-2 9B 14.4 1.10

rather than model-specific reasoning capabilities, ensuring
the framework’s robustness and flexibility.

E. Additional Qualitative Analysis

Qualitative Results on MomentSeeker. Figure § illustrates
the qualitative result of P2S, demonstrating how our frame-
work overcomes the dual challenges of Zero-shot Long
Video Moment Retrieval (ZLVMR): semantic discrepancy
and temporal search space saturation.

Figure 8 (a) highlights how P2S addresses semantic dis-
crepancy during the refine phase. The original query (Q,:
“A man is holding a cup of coffee and walking towards a
woman sitting on coach”) contains a compositional struc-
ture that single-vector embeddings often fail to capture ac-
curately. To resolve this, our Query Decomposition mod-
ule breaks the query into sub-queries: @), (“holding a cup of



coffee”) and Qp (“walking towards a woman”). These sub-
queries serve as fine-grained evidence for Evidence-based
Reranking, allowing the model to precisely align the visual
segment [131s, 141s] with the semantic progression of the
event, effectively eliminating the discrepancy between the
complex query and the video representation.

Figure 8 (b) demonstrates the effectiveness of P2S in
an hour-long video, addressing temporal search space sat-
uration. First, the Adaptive Span Generator (ASG) pre-
vents candidate explosion by dynamically filtering out non-
informative segments based on signal statistics. Subse-
quently, employing the Evidence-based Reranking and
Injection mechanisms, the model utilizes the decomposed
queries (Q,: “A soccer player in a game.”, Qp: “A soccer
player falls to the ground during the game.”) as complemen-
tary evidence channels. By boosting candidates with strong
peaks in both channels and injecting overlapping detections,
the model precisely pinpoints the target event, ensuring ro-
bust localization even within a vast temporal search space.

References

[1] Jinze Bai, Jian-Guo Zhang, Shuo Zhang, Zechun Liu, Ji-
ahui Liu, Rui Zhao, Wentao Xie, Shijie Geng, Jianan Wang,
Chenchen Jiang, Hesen Chen, Hanbing Wang, Zhuohang Li,
Jiasheng Weng, Yutong Lin, Zhe Chen, Ruijie Weng, Jia-
Chang Liu, Zejiao Li, Yi Shen, Yikai Wang, Zhen Cheng,
JianFei Chen, Jipeng Zhang, Kaizhen Weng, Jianing Wang,
Jingren Zhou, and Rui Zhao. Qwen2.5-VL: A generalist
vision-language model surpassing GPT-4V, 2025. 3

[2] Wayner Barrios, Mattia Soldan, Alberto Mario Ceballos-
Arroyo, Fabian Caba Heilbron, and Bernard Ghanem. Local-
izing moments in long video via multimodal guidance, 2023.
3,6

[3] Guo Chen, Yin-Dong Zheng, Jiahao Wang, Jilan Xu, Yifei
Huang, Junting Pan, Yi Wang, Yali Wang, Yu Qiao, and Tong
Lu. Videollm: Modeling video sequence with large language
models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.13292, 2023. 3

[4] Anuj Diwan, Puyuan Peng, and Raymond J. Mooney. Zero-
shot video moment retrieval with off-the-shelf models, 2022.
2,4

[5] Jiyang Gao, Chen Sun, Zhenheng Yang, and Ram Nevatia.
Tall: Temporal activity localization via language query. In
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Com-
puter Vision (ICCV), 2017. 2

[6] Tanveer Hannan, Md Mohaiminul Islam, Jindong Gu,
Thomas Seidl, and Gedas Bertasius. Revisionllm: Recursive
vision-language model for temporal grounding in hour-long
videos. In arXiv.org, 2024. 2,3, 6

[7] Tanveer Hannan, Md Mohaiminul Islam, Thomas Seidl, and
Gedas Bertasius. Rgnet: A unified clip retrieval and ground-
ing network for long videos, 2024. 2, 3, 6

[8] Zhijian Hou, Wanjun Zhong, Lei Ji, Difei Gao, Kun Yan,
W. Chan, C. Ngo, Zheng Shou, and Nan Duan. Cone: An
efficient coarse-to-fine alignment framework for long video
temporal grounding. In Annual Meeting of the Association
for Computational Linguistics, 2022. 2,4, 6

(9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

[13]

[14]

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

Bin Huang, Xin Wang, Hong Chen, Zihan Song, and Wenwu
Zhu. Vtimellm: Empower llm to grasp video moments, 2023.
2,3,6

De-An Huang, Shijia Liao, Subhashree Radhakrishnan,
Hongxu Yin, Pavlo Molchanov, Zhiding Yu, and Jan Kautz.
Lita: Language instructed temporal-localization assistant. In
European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), pages
386-405,2024. 2,3

Jie Lei, Tamara L. Berg, and Mohit Bansal. Qvhighlights:
Detecting moments and highlights in videos via natural lan-
guage queries, 2021. 6

Zhaowei Li, Qi Xu, Dong Zhang, Hang Song, Yiqing Cai, Qi
Qi, Ran Zhou, Junting Pan, Zefeng Li, and Vu Tu. Ground-
inggpt: Language enhanced multi-modal grounding model.
In Proceedings of the 62nd Annual Meeting of the Associa-
tion for Computational Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers),
pages 6657-6678, 2024. 3

Kevin Qinghong Lin, Pengchuan Zhang, Joya Chen, Shra-
man Pramanick, Difei Gao, Alex Jinpeng Wang, Rui Yan,
and Mike Zheng Shou. Univtg: Towards unified video-
language temporal grounding. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
pages 2794-2804, 2023. 3

Ye Liu, Yifang Xu, Yunzhuo Sun, Zihan Song, Wenxin
Liang, Hong Chen, and Xin Wang. Videomind: A chain-
of-lora agent for long video reasoning, 2025. 2

Dezhao Luo, Jiabo Huang, Shaogang Gong, Hailin Jin, and
Yang Liu. Zero-shot video moment retrieval from frozen
vision-language models, 2023. 2, 3

Muhammad Maaz, Hanoona Rasheed, Salman Khan, and Fa-
had Shahbaz Khan. Video-chatgpt: Towards detailed video
understanding via large vision and language models, 2023. 3
WonJun Moon, Sangeek Hyun, SangUk Park, Dongchan
Park, and Jae-Pil Heo. Query-dependent video representa-
tion for moment retrieval and highlight detection. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, pages 23023-23033, 2023. 2
Fangzhou Mu, Sicheng Mo, and Yin Li. Snag: Scalable and
accurate video grounding. In Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2024. 1,2, 3,6

Yulin Pan, Xiangteng He, Biao Gong, Yiliang Lv, Yujun
Shen, Yuxin Peng, and Deli Zhao. Scanning only once: An
end-to-end framework for fast temporal grounding in long
videos. In 2023 IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision (ICCV), page 13721-13731. IEEE, 2023.
2,6

Long Qian, Juncheng Li, Yu Wu, Yaobo Ye, Hao Fei, Tat-
Seng Chua, Yueting Zhuang, and Siliang Tang. Momen-
tor: Advancing video large language model with fine-grained
temporal reasoning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.19420, 2024.
2

Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya
Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry,
Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, Gretchen
Krueger, and Ilya Sutskever. Learning transferable visual
models from natural language supervision, 2021. 1, 6
Shuhuai Ren, Linli Yao, Shicheng Li, Xu Sun, and Lu
Hou. Timechat: A time-sensitive multimodal large language



(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

(27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

[34]

(35]

(36]

model for long video understanding. In IEEE Conf. Comput.
Vis. Pattern Recog., pages 14313-14323,2024. 2,3

Mattia Soldan, Mengmeng Xu, Sisi Qu, Jesper Tegner, and
Bernard Ghanem. Vlg-net: Video-language graph matching
network for video grounding, 2021. 2, 6

Mattia Soldan, Alejandro Pardo, Juan Leén Alcazar, Fabian
Caba, Chen Zhao, Silvio Giancola, and Bernard Ghanem.
Mad: A scalable dataset for language grounding in videos
from movie audio descriptions. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 5026-5035, 2022. 2, 3, 5,6

Qwen Team. Qwen2.5: A party of foundation models, 2024.
5,6

Haoyu Wang, Yuntian Hu, Zhe Liu, and Xin Wang. Time-
search: Hierarchical video search with spotlight and reflec-
tion for human-like long video understanding, 2024. 2
Junke Wang, Dongdong Chen, Chong Luo, Xiyang Dai,
Lu Yuan, Zuxuan Wu, and Yu-Gang Jiang. Chatvideo: A
tracklet-centric multimodal and versatile video understand-
ing system, 2023. 3

Shijie Wang, Le Yu, Chang-Tien Wang, Si Liu, and Vic-
tor Chang. Prompt-based zero-shot video moment retrieval,
2023. 3

Yuegian Wang, Xiaojun Meng, Jianxin Liang, Yuxuan Wang,
Qun Liu, and Dongyan Zhao. Hawkeye: Training video-text
Ilms for grounding text in videos, 2024. 2

Mingze Xu, Mingfei Gao, Zhe Gan, Hong-You Chen,
Zhengfeng Lai, Haiming Gang, Kai Kang, and Afshin De-
hghan. Slowfast-llava: A strong training-free baseline for
video large language models, 2024. 2

Yifang Xu, Yunzhuo Sun, Benxiang Zhai, Ming Li, Wenxin
Liang, Yang Li, and Sidan Du. Zero-shot video moment re-
trieval via off-the-shelf multimodal large language models,
2025. 2,3

Antoine Yang, Arsha Nagrani, Paul Hongsuck Seo, An-
toine Miech, Jordi Pont-Tuset, Ivan Laptev, Josef Sivic, and
Cordelia Schmid. Vid2seq: Large-scale pretraining of a vi-
sual language model for dense video captioning. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, pages 10714-10726, 2023. 3

Liwei Yang, Qing Kong, Hanz K. Yang, Walter Kehl, Yoshi-
taka Sato, and Norimichi Kobori. Deco: Decomposition
and reconstruction for compositional temporal grounding
via coarse-to-fine contrastive ranking. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 23130-23140, 2023. 2

Huaying Yuan, Jian Ni, Zheng Liu, Yueze Wang, Junjie
Zhou, Zhengyang Liang, Bo Zhao, Zhao Cao, Zhicheng Dou,
and Ji-Rong Wen. Momentseeker: A task-oriented bench-
mark for long-video moment retrieval, 2025. 5, 6

Ce Zhang, Taixi Lu, Md Mohaiminul Islam, Ziyang Wang,
Shoubin Yu, Mohit Bansal, and Gedas Bertasius. A sim-
ple llm framework for long-range video question-answering,
2024. 2

Hang Zhang, Xin Li, and Lidong Bing. Video-llama: An
instruction-tuned audio-visual language model for video un-
derstanding, 2023. 3

[37] Minghang Zheng, Kunchang Sun, Yutong Li, Yizhuo Wang,

Yi Wang, Yixiao Wang, Yutong Huang, and Zun Shou.
Training-free video temporal grounding using large-scale
pre-trained models. In European Conference on Computer
Vision (ECCV), pages 188-206. Springer Nature Switzer-
land, 2024. 2



	Introduction
	Related works
	Supervised Long Video Moment Retrieval
	Zero-Shot Video Moment Retrieval

	Method
	Adaptive Span Generator
	Contextual Evidence via Query Decomposition
	Evidence-based Proposal Refinement

	Experiments
	Experimental Settings and Details
	Main Results
	Ablation Study
	Further Analysis
	Qualitative Results

	Conclusion
	Limitations
	Hyperparameter Sensitivity Analysis
	Query Decomposition Details
	Prompt Engineering for Query Decomposition
	Rationale for Binary Decomposition Strategy

	Computational Efficiency Analysis
	Generalizability across LLM Architectures
	Additional Qualitative Analysis

