
Figure 2: Demonstration of the proposed model.

and 282 positive causal pairs for the train, dev, and test set.

4. The VCC Model

This section introduces the proposed Vision-Contextual

Causal (VCC) Model. We show the overall framework in

Figure 2. In total, we have three major components: event

encoding, visual context encoding, and cross attention. The

details about these components are introduced as follows.

4.1. Textual Event Encoding

As both e1 and e2 are represented with natural language,

we begin with converting them into vector representations. In

this work, we leverage a pre-trained language representation

model BERT [2] to encode all events. Assuming that after

the tokenization, event e contains n tokens w1, w2, ..., wn,

we denote their contextualized representations after BERT

as w1,w2, ...,wn.

4.2. Visual Context Encoding

Following the standard approach in multi-modal ap-

proaches [8], we first leverage an object detection module

to detect objects from images and use all extracted objects

to represent the visual context. Assuming that for I1 and I2,

we extract m1 and m2 objects, respectively. After combin-

ing all objects from two images together and sorting them

based on the confidence score provided by the object detec-

tion module, we keep the top m objects and denote them

as o1, o2, ..., om. As all objects are in the form of words,

to align with events, we use the same pre-trained language

representation model to extract the vector representation3 of

selected objects and denote them as o1,o2, ...,om ∈ O.

4.3. Cross­Attention Module

The cross-attention module aims to minimize the influ-

ence of noise by selecting important context objects with

3If an object word is tokenized to multiple tokens, we take their average

representation as the token representation.

events and informative tokens in events with the context.

Thus, the cross-attention module contains two sub-steps: (1)

context representation; (2) event representation.

Context Representation: For each event e, whose tokens’

vector representations are w1,w2, ...,wn, we first take the

average of all tokens and denote the resulted average vec-

tor as w̃. As the vector representation set of all selected

objects is denoted as O, we compute the overall context

representation as:

o =
∑

o
′∈O

a
w̃,o′ · o

′, (1)

where a
w̃,o′ is the attention weight of w̃ on object o′. Here

we compute the attention weight as:

a
w̃,o′ = NNa([w̃,o′]), (2)

where NNa is a standard two-layer feed forward neural

network and [, ] indicates the concatenation.

Event Representation: After getting the context represen-

tation, the next step is computing the event representation.

Assuming that the vector set of e is W , we can get the event

representation with a similar attention structure:

e =
∑

w
′∈W

bo,w′ ·w
′,

bo,w′ = NNb([o,w
′]),

where b is the attention weight we computed with another

feed forward neural network NNb.

4.4. Causality Prediction

Assuming that the context representations with e1 and e2
as attention signal are denoted as oe1 and oe2 respectively

and the overall representations of e1 and e2 are e1 and e2,

we can then predict the final causality score as follows:

F (e1, e2, I1, I2) = NNc([e1, e2,oe1 ,oe2 ]). (3)

5. The Experiment

As each event in the first image could cause multiple

events in the second image, we evaluate different causal-

ity extraction models with Recall@1, Recall@5, and Re-

call@10, and compare with the following models:

1. No Visual Context: Directly predicts the causal relation

between events without considering the visual context.

We take the average of word representations as the event

representation and concatenate the representations of two

events together for the final prediction for each event.

2. No Attention: Removes the cross-attention module and

uses the average word embeddings of all selected objects

to represent the context.


