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A B S T R A C T

CLIP4Clip model transferred from the CLIP has been the de-factor standard to solve the video
clip retrieval task from frame-level input, triggering the surge of CLIP4Clip-based models in the
video-text retrieval domain. In this work, we rethink the inherent limitation of widely-used mean
pooling operation in the frame features aggregation and investigate the adaptions of excitation and
aggregation design for discriminative video representation generation. We present a novel excitation-
and-aggregation design, including (1) The excitation module is available for capturing non-mutually-
exclusive relationships among frame features and achieving frame-wise features recalibration, and (2)
The aggregation module is applied to learn exclusiveness used for frame representations aggregation.
Similarly, we employ the cascade of sequential module and aggregation design to generate discrimi-
native video representation in the sequential type. Besides, we adopt the excitation design in the tight
type to obtain representative frame features for multi-modal interaction. The proposed modules are
evaluated on three benchmark datasets of MSR-VTT, ActivityNet and DiDeMo, achieving MSR-VTT
(43.9 R@1), ActivityNet (44.1 R@1) and DiDeMo (31.0 R@1). They outperform the CLIP4Clip
results by +1.2% (+0.5%), +4.5% (+1.9%) and +9.5% (+2.7%) relative (absolute) improvements,
demonstrating the superiority of our proposed excitation and aggregation designs. We hope our work
will serve as an alternative for frame representations aggregation and facilitate future research.

1. Introduction
The past decade has witnessed the explosive growth of

video media information. On the one hand, the advent of
the big data era pushes the sharp increase in video quantity.
On the other hand, an increasing number of videos are up-
loaded to various video media software (e.g. YouTuBe and
TikTok) every day. Faced with countless videos of flexible
lengths, an urgent problem arises: How can we accurately
and efficiently search for the item to meet our requirements?
One of the appropriate solutions is to exploit the semantics
relevance between the language sentence and the video, thus
successfully locating the needed video.

The video-text retrieval tasks are composed of four com-
ponents: video representation extraction [1–3], textual repre-
sentation extraction [4, 5], feature embedding and matching
[6–8], and objective functions [9, 10]. Among them, the
enhancement of video representation extraction power has
gained large popularity. Previously, CNNs-based methods
have become the de-factor standard for video representation
extraction in terms of spatial feature. Many popular CNNs
variants like AlexNet [11], VGGNet [12], ResNet [13] and
DenseNet [14], are employed to extract the features from
sampled video frames due to the superior characteristics of
translation invariance and locality. For example, TCE [15]
used a pre-trained ResNet-152 to extract video appearance
features from the global average pooling. Likewise, NRCCR
[16] extracted frame features from the FC layer whose input
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is the output of last average pooling layer. With the remark-
able success of Transformer [17] in the natural language pro-
cessing (NLP), a general Vision Transformer (ViT) [18] was
provided for image or video frame features extraction, and it
is widely applicable in the visual-language tasks, including
image-text retrieval [19, 20], visual entailment [21, 22] and
visual question answering [23, 24]. Among them, CLIP
[25] utilized vision transformers to attain better performance
within the given compute budget. GroupViT [26] adopted
a hierarchical vision transformer to group semantic regions
through language-driven mechanism. ViLD [27] distilled
the knowledge of pre-trained vision transformer into two-
stage detector, achieving open-vocabulary object detection.
Moreover, CLIP4Clip [28] and ActionCLIP [29] employed
vision transformer encoder to extract video representation
for video-text retrieval and video action classification tasks,
bringing significant performance improvements. In addition
to the single-modal video feature extraction, some works
also study the extraction of multi-modal video features, such
as appearance, motion and audio, each of which is extracted
by a specific expert model. MoEE [30] was a such work,
which utilized a mixture of embedding experts to learn text-
video embeddings from heterogeneous data sources.

Recently, some works give priorities to the modeling
of inherent noisy correspondence in the visual-text datasets
to achieve further retrieval performance improvement. For
instance, a Language Guidance (LG) model [31] was inte-
grated into the Image-Text Matching (ITM) framework to
identify and correct false negatives during training. CTPR
[32] designed a novel partition criterion to divide training
data into three subsets: hard, noisy, and clean pairs for the
separate correspondence label smooth. In order to model
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Fig. 1. Visualization of the semantic correlation discrepancies among distinct frames for single caption from the MSR-VTT dataset. Green
boxes indicate that the caption and frame instances are semantic-relevant, while red boxes depict the semantic-irrelevant examples. Since
not all frames are semantic-relevant to the given caption, aggregating frames features through mean pooling regardless of the frame content
can be misleading.

intra-class variations in the vision-language data, Multi-
View Visual Semantic Embedding (MV-VSE) [33] was pro-
posed to learn multiple embeddings for one visual data
and improve the generalization ability of VSE methods.
Furthermore, a Temporal Multi-modal Graph Transformer
with Global-Local Alignment (TMMGT-GLA) [34] was
provided to model the input video as a sequence of seman-
tic correlation graphs, thus effectively learning the cross-
modal semantic correlations and temporal associations re-
spectively.

The proposed CLIP4Clip framework adopts a rough
mean pooling method to aggregate frame features into video
representation, which is used in the final similarity calcu-
lation. However, without the consideration of semantic cor-
relation discrepancies among different caption-frame data,
the obtained “average frame” is biased for cross-modal se-
mantic matching. We also present the visualization results of
semantic correlation discrepancies among multiple frames
from the MSR-VTT [35] dataset in Fig. 1. Here, we observe
that distinct frames have diverse significances. In the top
example, the caption describes the action of a dog, and
surrounding objects, which are portrayed in the seven frames
drawn in green boxes. Similarly, the flame extinction action
expressed by the bottom caption is not semantic-aligned with
the six frames drawn in red boxes.

To address this issue, a Visual Semantic Enhanced Rea-
soning Network (ViSERN) [38] was devoted to viewing
frame regions as vertices and the video is represented as
a fully-connected semantic correlation graph, thus achiev-
ing the semantic reasoning between frame regions by ran-
dom walk rule-based graph convolutional networks. Though
proved to be effective, this method introduces a complex and
time-consuming implementation to construct the semantic
correlation graph from the input video, which hinders the
widespread application in massive amount of video-text

data scenarios. Therefore, our main effort is focused on the
modeling of semantic correlation at frame-level features.
More precisely, we transfer the method of Squeeze-and-
Excitation module [39] to frame-wise relationship modeling
and explore effective adaptions in different paradigms, in-
cluding parameter-free, sequential, and tight types. Specifi-
cally, the excitation-and-aggregation module is substituted
for mean pooling implementation to achieve frame-wise
features aggregation. The hybrid module contains excitation
and aggregation modules, of which the former models non-
mutually-exclusive relationships among distinct frames, and
the latter focuses on mutual exclusion modeling to gener-
ate representative video feature. In the sequential type, we
utilize the combination of temporal modules like LSTM
[40], and aggregation modules to aggregate sequential frame
features into discriminative frame representation. Similarly,
we propose the excitation module in the tight type, which is
used for attentive frame enhancement and inattentive frame
suppression before multi-modal interaction.

In summary, our contributions in this work are four-
fold: (i) We propose a novel Excitation-and-Aggregation
design to simultaneously capture non-mutually-exclusive
and exclusive relationships among different frame represen-
tations by the usages of sigmoid and softmax activations
in the excitation and aggregation stages; (ii) We present a
new aggregation design to leverage the attention mecha-
nism on the frame features output from the sequential mod-
ules like Transformer Encoder, and aggregate the sequential
frame representations into discriminative video represen-
tation; (iii) We introduce an excitation design in the tight
type to generate representative frame representations, which
can achieve multi-modal interaction enhancement to under-
stand text-video contents comprehensively; (iv) We report
the competitive retrieval performance on three text-video
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benchmarks and conduct extensive ablation experiments to
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed approaches.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
2 reviews the general excitation-relevant attention mecha-
nisms utilization in the computer vision research, the de-
velopment of video-text retrieval, and the recent proposed
CLIP4Clip-based variants. Section 3 introduces the core
components of CLIP4Clip, as well as the limitation of mean
pooling operation and excitation and aggregation design
adaptions in the improved similarity calculator. Section 4
gives extensive experimental results and detailed analysis,
followed by the ablation experiments in section 5. Section
6 presents the conclusions, limitations and future works of
this empirical study.

2. Related Works
2.1. Excitation-Relevant Attention Mechanisms

As a milestone in the development of attention mech-
anism [41–43], squeeze-and-Excitation network (SENet)
was devoted to adaptive channel-wise feature recalibration
through modeling relationships among multiple channels.
Based on the attention along channel dimension, CBAM [44]
further introduced spatial attention through the cascade of
channel and spatial attention modules, achieving attention
maps refinement along spatial and channel dimensions. To
avoid dimensionality reduction in the SENet, ECA-Net [45]
implemented 1D convolution to capture local cross-channel
interaction within specified channel and adjacent chan-
nels. Besides, ESE-FN [46] proposed expansion-squeeze-
excitation attention mechanism to achieve multi-modal fea-
tures fusion for elderly activity recognition. Unlike previous
methods aiming at distinct channels or spatial regions in the
input image, we mainly explore the effective adaptions of
attention mechanism in video frame features aggregation.

2.2. Video-Text Retrieval
Video-text retrieval is a non-trivial branch of multi-

modal research, which aims to retrieval texts that are most
semantic-relevant to a video-based search query. Most of the
previous approaches tend to employ a single pre-trained lan-
guage expert and a combination of task-specific or modality-
specific pre-trained video experts for text and video fea-
tures extraction. For example, CE [49] proposed a collab-
orative experts model to aggregate different visual infor-
mation, including object, scene, action, face, OCR, speech
and audio features, into a compact video representation.
MMT [50] designed a multi-modal transformer framework
to jointly encode multiple modalities in video, which is
also leveraged to model the temporal relationship. How-
ever, the performance of these methods is largely limited
by the pre-extracted single modal features, thus resulting
in complex and biased retrieval. Moreover, some works
benefited from end-to-end video-text retrieval paradigm,
which directly trains own models on large-scale text-video
datasets. Among them, ClipBERT [51] presented a sparse

sampling strategy to obtain clip-level predictions for end-to-
end training, while Frozen in Time [52] conducted end-to-
end training on pairwise image-text and video-text datasets
through uniformly sampling video frames. CLIP4Clip [28]
transferred the general image-text knowledge of CLIP [25]
to video-text retrieval in an end-to-end manner, and inves-
tigated three similarity calculators for video-text contrastive
learning.

Although mean pooling implementation is widely used
in the video feature generation, this rough aggregation
scheme may inject irrelevant frame content into video repre-
sentation and hinder the full utilization of consecutive video
frames. We present excitation and aggregation modules to
overcome this limitation and generate discriminative video
feature for cross-modal semantic matching.

2.3. CLIP4Clip-based Models
Motivated by the outstanding performance of CLIP

[25], the work of CLIP4Clip [28] extended the rich joint
text-image understanding of CLIP [25] towards videos
and boosted retrieval performance by a large margin (e.g.
more than 40% relative improvement of the recall metric
on MSR-VTT). Following the line of CLIP4Clip [28],
some recent works were designed to obtain better retrieval
performance. For instance, CLIP-ViP [53] proposed an
Omnisource [54] Cross-modal Learning method equipped
with a Video Proxy mechanism to tackle the domain gap
between language sources. Clover [55] introduced a novel
tri-modal alignment pre-training task to enhance cross-
modal feature alignment and fusion. Additionally, UCOFIA
[56] was presented to consider cross-modal correspondence
from different granularity, thus successfully capturing the
multi-grained similarity between the text and video. HMMC
[57] adopted Hierarchical Matching and Momentum Con-
trast in an end-to-end pre-training network to explore the
hierarchical semantic information in videos via multilevel
semantic matching between videos and texts. However,
these methods ignore semantic discrepancies among distinct
video frames, bringing sub-optimal retrieval performance.
Therefore, we propose excitation and aggregation modules
to generate discriminative video representation, which is ob-
tained through attentive frames enhancement and inattentive
frames suppression.

3. Methodology
This section presents the insights and methodologies that

motivate our excitation and aggregation design adaptions in
CLIP4Clip [28]. Starting with a brief review of CLIP4Clip
[28] in Section 3.1, we then explain the limitation of mean
pooling implementation in frame-wise feature aggregation
in Section 3.2. Finally, we elaborate on the details of three
improved similarity calculators in squeeze and expansion
paradigms: (i) excitation-and-aggregation design (ii) aggre-
gation design (iii) excitation design, in Section 3.3.
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Fig. 2. The pipeline of our proposed method. The model integrates three core components, termed video encoder, text encoder and improved
similarity calculator, of which the similarity score can be obtained from the output of improved similarity calculator.

3.1. A Brief Review of CLIP4Clip
CLIP4Clip [28] is the first model to successfully transfer

the knowledge of CLIP [25] to the text-video retrieval task,
and it has achieved competitive performance in popular eval-
uation benchmarks such as MSR-VTT [35], ActivityNet [36]
and DiDeMo [37]. The main idea of CLIP4Clip [28] is to
utilize the pre-trained CLIP [25] as a backbone to implement
retrieval tasks between frame-level input and sentence-level
input. The model is composed of three essential components:
Video Encoder, Text Encoder, and Similarity Calculator.

3.1.1. Video Encoder
The video encoder is ViT-B/32 with 12 layers and the

patch size is 32. Most notably, the video encoder uses
pre-trained CLIP [25] for better initialization to adapt the
knowledge to the video domain. Given the input video frame,
the ViT first divides the frame into non-overlapping image
patches, then performs the 2D linear projection layers to
map them into 1D tokens. After prepending a learnable [cls]
token to the sequence of tokens and adding position em-
beddings to retain positional information, the tokens are fed
into the transformer encoder to model interactions among
patches. At the end, the [cls] token in the output from the
highest layer plus layer normalization is treated as the frame
representation.

3.1.2. Text Encoder
Similar to the video encoder, the text encoder is a

transformer-based architecture, which is derived from the
pre-trained 512-wide CLIP model, with 12 layers and 8
attention heads. CLIP4Clip [28] regards the [EOS] token
from the activations of last layer as generated caption
representation.

3.1.3. Similarity Calculator
When the video frame-wise representation and the cap-

tion representation are obtained, CLIP4Clip [28] designs
similarity calculators in three categories depending on whether
the module introduces extra learnable parameters. Specif-
ically, the parameter-free type simply utilizes the mean
pooling method to average frame features as video repre-
sentation. Though proved to be effective, the mechanism is
harmful to heavily temporal-dependent tasks. Therefore, the
sequential type is introduced, and the cascade of general
temporal modules like LSTM [40], Transformer encoder
and the mean pooling method are utilized to generate a
more powerful video representation. In addition, CLIP4Clip
[28] extends the modality of modeling information from
frame-only to frame-caption level. The relationships be-
tween features of frames and caption are joint-modeling by
the transformer encoder, and output at the first token from
the last layer is fed into two linear projection layers plus an
activation to compute the similarity score.

3.2. Limitation of Mean Pooling in Frame-wise
Feature Aggregation

To demonstrate the weakness of mean pooling imple-
mentation in frame-wise feature aggregation, we conduct
a comprehensive analysis of semantic similarities among
pairwise caption-frame data on the MSR-VTT dataset. More
specifically, we sample frames with the sampling rate of one
frame per second (FPS) per video, followed by the semantic
similarities calculation among single caption and multiple
extracted frames. Here, we report the semantic similarities
results at different frame lengths ranging from 12 to 32 in
Table 1, where the interval of frame lengths is set to 4, and
a specific frame length contains 4 video clips. By analyzing
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Table 1
Semantic similarities between caption and multiple video frames
at different frame lengths from the MSR-VTT dataset. “Min Sim”
and “Max Sim” denote the minimal and maximal similarities
respectively. “MeanP Sim” indicates the mean pooling similarity
score.

Frame Length Video Min Sim Max Sim MeanP Sim

12

video3 0.2544 0.2996 0.2775
video12 0.2310 0.2599 0.2444
video28 0.1505 0.2409 0.2049
video34 0.2302 0.2867 0.2503

16

video18 0.2241 0.3127 0.2756
video52 0.2614 0.2961 0.2744
video65 0.2678 0.3166 0.2905
video96 0.2217 0.2915 0.2468

20

video56 0.2529 0.3277 0.2869
video165 0.2520 0.3676 0.3326
video201 0.2763 0.3401 0.3042
video210 0.2507 0.3918 0.3272

24

video1 0.2680 0.3223 0.3039
video40 0.2475 0.3236 0.2888
video45 0.2120 0.2820 0.2611
video82 0.2250 0.2702 0.2467

28

video76 0.2652 0.3529 0.3085
video213 0.2498 0.2857 0.2745
video293 0.2169 0.3044 0.2773
video334 0.2626 0.3250 0.3034

32

video5 0.2732 0.2976 0.2852
video94 0.1967 0.2466 0.2331

video221 0.2655 0.2984 0.2818
video324 0.2500 0.2918 0.2668

the table, we note that regardless of the frame lengths for
a single video, the semantic similarities among caption-
frame pairs data fluctuate between the minimal and maximal
similarity values. Besides, when the mean pooling method
is adopted to generate video representation for similarity
calculation, the obtained similarity is always inferior to the
maximal value, resulting from the misleading information
brought by semantic-irrelevant frame features. In the fol-
lowing subsections, we present techniques to mitigate the
adverse effect of mean pooling in the improved similarity
calculator.

3.3. Improved Similarity Calculator
As depicted in Fig. 2, the architecture consists of three

critical components, termed Video Encoder, Text Encoder
and Improved Similarity Calculator, of which our main
efforts are focused on the structure improvement of simi-
larity calculator. The following subsections give detail de-
scriptions of excitation-and-aggregation, aggregation and
excitation modules in the squeeze and expansion paradigms
respectively.

3.3.1. Excitation-and-Aggregation Module
Instead of simply averaging frame features into video

representation, we propose the excitation-and-aggregation
modules, including squeeze and expansion paradigms. The
details of network settings are reported in Table 2.

Table 2
Network settings of excitation-and-aggregation modules in squeeze
and expansion paradigms on the MSR-VTT dataset. Input frame
features size is 12 × 512 by default. The squeeze ratio 𝑟 and
expansion ratio 𝑘 are set to 4.

Stage Layer Name Output Size
Squeeze Expansion

Excitation

Average Pooling (1D) 12 × 1 12 × 1
FC 3 × 1 ↓ 48 × 1 ↑

ReLU 3 × 1 48 × 1
FC 12 × 1 ↑ 12 × 1 ↓

Sigmoid 12 × 1 12 × 1
Scale 12 × 512 12 × 512

Aggregation

Average Pooling (1D) 12 × 1 12 × 1
FC 3 × 1 ↓ 48 × 1 ↑

ReLU 3 × 1 48 × 1
FC 12 × 1 ↑ 12 × 1 ↓

Softmax 12 × 1 12 × 1
Aggregate 1 × 512 1 × 512

Table 3
Network settings of aggregation and excitation modules in squeeze
and expansion paradigms on the MSR-VTT dataset. Input frame
features size is 12 × 512 by default. The squeeze ratio 𝑟 and
expansion ratio 𝑘 are set to 4.

Module Layer Name Output Size
Squeeze Expansion

Aggregation
(Sequential Type)

Average Pooling (1D) 12 × 1 12 × 1
FC 3 × 1 ↓ 48 × 1 ↑

ReLU 3 × 1 48 × 1
FC 12 × 1 ↑ 12 × 1 ↓

Softmax 12 × 1 12 × 1
Aggregate 1 × 512 1 × 512

Excitation
(Tight Type)

Average Pooling (1D) 12 × 1 12 × 1
FC 3 × 1 ↓ 48 × 1 ↑

ReLU 3 × 1 48 × 1
FC 12 × 1 ↑ 12 × 1 ↓

Sigmoid 12 × 1 12 × 1
Scale 12 × 512 12 × 512

Squeeze Paradigm. As shown in the Fig. 3, the module
contains squeeze excitation and squeeze aggregation mod-
ule, of which the former is used for frame-wise features
recalibration and the latter is adapted to frame features
aggregation.

To handle 1D sequence input, the module firstly utilizes
1D average pooling to squeeze extracted frame features 𝑣 ∈
ℝ𝑁×𝐶 along channel dimension and generate frame-wise
statistics 𝑢 ∈ ℝ𝑁×1, where 𝑁 is the length of video frames,
and 𝐶 is the channel of frame feature. The 𝑖-th element of 𝑢
is computed through:

𝑢𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁]. (1)

Then a simple gating mechanism with a sigmoid activation is
implemented to map the aforementioned frame statistics into
a set of frame weights. Specifically, the gating mechanism
is formed into a bottleneck layer, consisting of two fully-
connected (FC) layers around the ReLU activation function.
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Fig. 3. Overview of the squeeze excitation-and-aggregation module. The extracted frame features are fed into squeeze excitation module
to implement attentive frames enhancement and inattentive frames suppression, followed by the squeeze aggregation module to obtain the
video representation.

Fig. 4. Overview of the expansion excitation-and-aggregation module. The extracted frame features are fed into expansion excitation module
to implement attentive frames enhancement and inattentive frames suppression, followed by the expansion aggregation module to obtain
the video representation.

The first layer reduces dimension with reduction ratio 𝑟,
followed by a nonlinear activation, and last layer returns
to the dimension of average pooling output 𝑢. And the
activation 𝑧 ∈ ℝ𝑁×1 is calculated by sigmoid activation:

𝑧 = 𝛿(𝑊2𝜎(𝑊1𝑢 + 𝑏1) + 𝑏2), (2)

where 𝑊1 ∈ ℝ
𝑁
𝑟 ×𝑁 and 𝑊2 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑁

𝑟 refer to the weights
of two FC layers. 𝑏1 ∈ ℝ

𝑁
𝑟 and 𝑏2 ∈ ℝ𝑁 are the biases.

And 𝜎(⋅) and 𝛿(⋅) denote the ReLU function and sigmoid
activation.
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Fig. 5. (a) The diagram of squeeze aggregation module. (b) The diagram of expansion aggregation module. Both aggregation modules
obtain the frame-wise weights through two fully-connected layers and a nonlinear activation function in between, followed by a weighted
summation operation to aggregate the frame features into video representation.

Finally, the input 𝑣 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 is scaled with obtained activa-
tions:

�̂�𝑖𝑗 = 𝑧𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁],∀𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝐶], (3)

where the frame-wise multiplication between scalar 𝑧𝑖 and
frame feature 𝑣𝑖 is used to scale frame representations.

Unlike sigmoid function and scaling operation in the
squeeze excitation module, squeeze aggregation module is
built by the utilization of softmax function and aggregation
operation. As a complementation to sigmoid function in the
excitation module, the softmax function is capable of model-
ing mutually exclusive relationships among frame features,
and the generated frame-wise weights are used for frame-
level features aggregation. The procedures can be noted as:

�̂�𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
�̂�𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (4)

�̂� = 𝑠(𝑊4𝜎(𝑊3�̂� + 𝑏3) + 𝑏4), (5)

�̃� =
𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
�̂�𝑖�̂�𝑖, (6)

where �̂�𝑖 is the 𝑖-th element of output from 1D average
pooling in Eq. (4). In Eq. (5), 𝑠 is the softmax function, and
{𝑊3, 𝑏3,𝑊4, 𝑏4} are learnable parameters in two FC layers.
�̃� in Eq. (6) refers to the obtained video representation.

Expansion paradigm. The module architecture is il-
lustrated in Fig. 4. For given frame features 𝑣 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 , we

obtain video representation �̃� ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 through following
formulations:

�̄�𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (7)

�̄� = 𝛿(𝑊6𝜎(𝑊5�̄� + 𝑏5) + 𝑏6), (8)
�̄�𝑖𝑗 = �̄�𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁],∀𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝐶], (9)

�̃�𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
�̄�𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (10)

�̃� = 𝑠(𝑊8𝜎(𝑊7�̃� + 𝑏7) + 𝑏8), (11)

�̃� =
𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
�̃�𝑖�̄�𝑖, (12)

where 𝑊7 ∈ ℝ(𝑁×𝑘)×𝑁 and 𝑊8 ∈ ℝ𝑁×(𝑁×𝑘) refer to the
weights of two FC layers. 𝑏7 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑘 and 𝑏8 ∈ ℝ𝑁 are the
corresponding biases. 𝑘 denotes the expansion ratio.

3.3.2. Aggregation Modules in the sequential type
Due to the lack of temporal information consideration

in the pure mean pooling method, the CLIP4Clip introduces
sequential LSTM and Transformer Encoder to achieve rela-
tionship modeling among frame representations. To further
improve the performance of sequential modules, we propose
aggregation modules shown in Fig. 5, including squeeze and
expansion paradigms, to aggregate temporal frame features
into video feature. The details of networks settings with
different paradigms are given in the top part of Table 3.
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Fig. 6. (a) The overall architecture of squeeze excitation module. (b) The overall architecture of expansion excitation module. By explicitly
modeling relationships among distinct frames, it achieves frame-wise feature recalibration. Then, the textual and visual representations are
fed into Transformer Encoder for multi-modal interaction to compute the similarity score.

Squeeze Paradigm. Given frame features 𝑣𝑡 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶

output from sequential modules, we firstly average features
across frame dimension through 1D average pooling into
frame-wise statistics:

(𝑢𝑡𝑠)𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑡𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (13)

where (𝑢𝑡𝑠)𝑖 is the 𝑖-th element of 𝑢𝑡𝑠.
Then two FC layers are adapted to dimension reduction and
expansion, and the ReLU activation function is utilized in
between. Through the softmax function, frame-wise weights
𝑧𝑡𝑠 ∈ ℝ𝑁×1 are computed as:

𝑧𝑡𝑠 = 𝑠(𝑊10𝜎(𝑊9𝑢
𝑡
𝑠 + 𝑏9) + 𝑏10), (14)

where {𝑊9 ∈ ℝ
𝑁
𝑟 ×𝑁 , 𝑏9 ∈ ℝ

𝑁
𝑟 } are weight and bias in the

first FC layer, and {𝑊10 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑁
𝑟 , 𝑏10 ∈ ℝ𝑁} are same

type parameters of the second FC layer, of which 𝑟 is the
reduction ratio. The final video representation is derived by
a weighted sum over input frame features:

�̃�𝑠 =
𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
(𝑧𝑡𝑠)𝑖𝑣

𝑡
𝑖. (15)

Expansion Paradigm. Similar to the squeeze aggre-
gation module, we obtain the video representation through
following formulations:

(𝑢𝑡𝑒)𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑡𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (16)

𝑧𝑡𝑒 = 𝑠(𝑊12𝜎(𝑊11𝑢
𝑡
𝑠 + 𝑏11) + 𝑏12), (17)

�̃�𝑒 =
𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
(𝑧𝑡𝑒)𝑖𝑣

𝑡
𝑖, (18)

where 𝑊11 ∈ ℝ(𝑁×𝑘)×𝑁 and 𝑊12 ∈ ℝ𝑁×(𝑁×𝑘) denote the
weights of two FC layers. 𝑏11 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑘 and 𝑏12 ∈ ℝ𝑁 are
the biases. 𝑘 refers to the expansion ratio.

3.3.3. Excitation Modules in the tight type
We propose excitation modules to achieve relationships

modeling among frame features, followed by the multi-
modal interaction between textual and visual representa-
tions. Fig. 6 shows the architecture of squeeze and expansion
excitation modules in the tight type. We report the details of
network settings in the bottom part of Table 3.

Squeeze Paradigm. For extracted frame features 𝑣 ∈
ℝ𝑁×𝐶 , the excitation frame representations �̂�𝑠 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 are
computed as:

(�̄�𝑠)𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (19)

�̄�𝑠 = 𝛿(𝑊14𝜎(𝑊13�̄� + 𝑏13) + 𝑏14), (20)
(�̂�𝑠)𝑖𝑗 = (�̄�𝑠)𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁],∀𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝐶], (21)

where (�̄�𝑠)𝑖 is the 𝑖-th element of output from 1D average
pooling in Eq. (19). The parameters {𝑊13 ∈ ℝ

𝑁
𝑟 ×𝑁 , 𝑏13 ∈

ℝ
𝑁
𝑟 } and {𝑊14 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑁

𝑟 , 𝑏14 ∈ ℝ𝑁} in Eq. (20) refer
to weights and biases in the two FC layers. In Eq. (21),
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�̂�𝑠 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 denotes the discriminative frame features used
for multi-modal Transformer Encoder.

Expansion Paradigm. Since the architecture of expan-
sion paradigm is similar to the squeeze paradigm, we directly
give the following formulations to obtain the excitation
frame representations �̂�𝑒 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝐶 :

(�̄�𝑒)𝑖 =
1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁], (22)

�̄�𝑒 = 𝛿(𝑊16𝜎(𝑊15�̄� + 𝑏15) + 𝑏16), (23)
(�̂�𝑒)𝑖𝑗 = (�̄�𝑒)𝑖𝑣𝑖𝑗 ,∀𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑁],∀𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝐶], (24)

where {𝑊15 ∈ ℝ(𝑁×𝑘)×𝑁 ,𝑊16 ∈ ℝ𝑁×(𝑁×𝑘)} refer to the
weights of two FC layers, {𝑏15 ∈ ℝ𝑁×𝑘, 𝑏16 ∈ ℝ𝑁} are the
corresponding biases. 𝑘 denotes the expansion ratio.

4. Experiment
4.1. Datasets

MSR-VTT [35] is a popular dataset containing 10k
video clips, each with a length between 10 and 32 seconds.
For a single video clip, 20 different captions are labeled
manually and 20 clip-caption pairs are generated. In this
paper, we adopt the widely-used “Training-9K” data splits
in our experiments if no extra annotation, where the training
and testing data contain 9k and 1k videos respectively.

ActivityNet [36] contains 20k YouTube videos and 100k
caption annotations. We concatenate all the descriptions of a
given video to form one paragraph, which is used for model
evaluation in the video-paragraph retrieval paradigm.

DiDeMo [37] consists of 10k Flickr videos annotated
with 40k captions. Following previous works [28, 50, 58], all
captions of a video are concatenated to generate the single
paragraph query during video-paragraph retrieval evalua-
tion.

4.2. Evaluation Metrics
To evaluate the retrieval performance of our proposed

modules, we use the standard evaluation metrics, including
recall at Rank K (R@K, higher is better), median rank (MdR,
lower is better) and mean rank (MnR, lower is better).

R@K is defined as the percentage of correct matches in
the top-K retrieved results to the query instance:

R@K = 100 × 𝑛
𝑁𝑘

, (25)

where 𝑛 is the number of correct matches and 𝑁𝑘 is the
number of top-K retrieved results.

MdR and MnR calculate the median and average rank of
all correct results respectively, which can be represented as
follows:

MdR = Median(𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘1,⋯ , 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑖,⋯ , 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑛), (26)
MnR = Mean(𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘1,⋯ , 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑖,⋯ , 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑛), (27)

where 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑖 refers to the rank of 𝑖-th element in correct
results.

To measure the overall retrieval performance, we also
sum the all R@K results as RSum, which can be computed
as:

RSum =
∑

K ∈A
R@K, (28)

where A = {1, 5, 10} is the set of K values.

4.3. Implementation Details
In this paper, we reuse parameters from the pre-trained

CLIP (ViT-B/32) for better parameters initialization. Specif-
ically, in the sequential and tight types, the position embed-
ding from CLIP’s text encoder is repeated to initialize the
position embedding in transformer encoder. The weights in
CLIP’s image encoder are utilized for parameter initializa-
tion in the vision transformer encoder. The parameters in
linear projection layer are randomly initialized. The layer
of sequential modules, including LSTM and Transformer
Encoder are set to 1 and 4 in our experiments. For simplicity,
we use 2D patch linear, of which the resolution of each frame
patch is set to 32, to flatten frame patches into 1D frame
sequence.

To finetune the aforementioned datasets, a cosine sched-
ule is applied to decay the learning rate, and the Adam
optimizer is used in the model optimization. For the CLIP
pre-trained text encoder and image encoder, the initial learn-
ing rate is set to 1e-7. Whereas in the new modules, e.g.
Transformer Encoder and aforementioned modules, we set a
larger initial learning rate of 1e-4. During MSR-VTT experi-
ments, we set the training epoch, batch size, frame length and
caption token length to 5, 128, 12, and 32. Due to the longer
and more complex videos and captions in the ActivityNet
and DiDeMo, the training epoch, frame length and caption
length are promoted to 20, 64, and 64 for comprehensive
video-paragraph reasoning. Limited to the GPU memory,
the batch size of ActivityNet and DiDeMo are reduced to
64. All experiments are carried out on 4 NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 3090 24GB GPUs based on Pytorch library. In order
to speed up the training process, videos are compressed to 3
frames-per-second (FPS) with the resolution of 224 in height
or width.

4.4. Performance Comparison
To validate the effectiveness of our proposed modules,

we compare the retrieval performance with previous meth-
ods on the MSR-VTT, ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets.
The utilization of these modules achieves better retrieval
results on three datasets with substantial improvements. It is
worth noting that due to the incomplete results presentation
on specific datasets in some approaches, several experimen-
tal data are not reported in the results, including inference
speed and certain evaluation metrics like MdR and MnR.

4.4.1. MSR-VTT Results
Retrieval Performance. By analyzing the retrieval results
in Table 4, we observe that compared with the rough
mean pooling implementation, our proposed modules bring
significant performance gain in three types. For the pure
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mean pooling type, the squeeze excitation-and-aggregation
module achieves 43.5 R@1 and 195.6 RSum, bringing
+0.9% (+0.4%) and +0.6% (+1.1%) relative (absolute)
performance improvements. For the sequential type, the
combination of expansion aggregation module and sequen-
tial modules, include LSTM and Transformer Encoder,
outperforms T2V R@1 in CLIP4Clip by +2.6% and +1.2%
relative improvements. Besides, when the squeeze excitation
module is adopted in the tight type, the better R@1 of
41.5 and RSum of 195.4 are obtained, demonstrating the
superiority of squeeze excitation module in the multi-modal
interaction enhancement.
Computational Overhead. For the inference time in Table
4, we show that the proposed excitation-and-aggregation
designs increase computation costs among three types. More
precisely, when the squeeze excitation-and-aggregation mod-
ule is used in frame features aggregation, the inference time
is closely doubled. For the sequential type, the integration
of sequential module and expansion aggregation module
extends the inference time by +15.6% and +0.5% respec-
tively. For the tight type, it is noticeable that the multi-
modal interaction takes 582.0 milliseconds during per video
evaluation, and the inference time is increased to 590.3
milliseconds with the introduction of squeeze excitation
module. Though the proposed method needs more inference
time, the significant improvement of overall retrieval perfor-
mance with slight computation cost increase is acceptable.

4.4.2. ActivityNet Results
Retrieval Performance. The ActivityNet results are given
in Table 5. It can be seen that our proposed expansion
excitation-and-aggregation module achieves T2V R@1 of
42.4 and RSum of 202.0, outperforming the results in
CLIP4Clip-meanP by +3.2% (+1.3%) and +1.6% (+3.2%)
relative (absolute) performance improvements. We also ob-
serve the strength of expansion aggregation module, which
obtains T2V R@1 of 42.6 and 44.1 with +3.9% (+1.6%)
and +4.5% (+1.9%) relative (absolute) improvements in
comparison to the pure sequential LSTM and Transformer
Encoder. Moreover, it is noticeable that the adoption of
expansion excitation module in the tight type is a better
alternative for the video-paragraph retrieval task, which
boosts the T2V R@1 and RSum by +5.4% and +2.7%.
This significant performance gain can be attributed to two
aspects. On the one hand, our proposed excitation and
aggregation modules are critical to reducing the bad effects
of inattentive frames and enhancing the visual information
related to the paragraph query. On the other hand, benefiting
from the nonlinear enhancement introduced by the sigmoid
activation function, the model can better adapt to complex
relationships and nonlinear features in the video-paragraph
retrieval task.
Computational Overhead. Table 5 reports the inference
time of excitation and aggregation designs during video-
paragraph retrieval evaluation in the three types. We observe
that although the inference time is almost doubled compared
with the MSR-VTT results, our proposed modules increase

slight inference time on the order of tens of milliseconds
with significant retrieval performance improvement. For
example, when the expansion aggregation module is used
followed by the Transformer Encoder, the negligible extra
inference time of 3.5 milliseconds boosts the T2V perfor-
mance of R@1 and RSum by +1.9% and +3.9% absolute
improvements, which demonstrates the added computational
overhead is deserving.

4.4.3. DiDeMo Results
Retrieval Performance. As shown in Table 6, we can
see that the proposed expansion excitation-and-aggregation
module achieves lower T2V 40.1 R@1 and 183.9 RSum with
0.7% and 2.1% absolute performance decline. Compared
with the pure sequential LSTM and Transformer Encoder,
the retrieval performance also suffers a great decrease. For
example, the cascade of expansion aggregation module and
sequential LSTM achieves lower T2V R@1 of 38.8, leading
to 2.0% absolute decline. The reason behind this abnormal
decrease is thoroughly elaborated in the Appendix Sec-
tion A. Different from the significant performance decline
brought by the former three designs, we observe that the
introduction of expansion excitation module in the tight
type achieves better 31.0 R@1 and 162.5 RSum in the
text-video retrieval task, outperforming the baseline results
by +9.5% (+2.7%) and +3.5% (+5.5%) relative (absolute)
improvements.
Computational Overhead. Due to the sole performance
improvement given by the expansion excitation module,
we mainly analyze the trade-off between performance gain
and increased inference time in the tight type. Through the
negligible increase inference cost of 18.4 milliseconds, the
expansion excitation module promotes the T2V and V2T
R@1 to 31.0 and 34.6 respectively with +2.7% and +2.1%
absolute improvements, verifying the additional computa-
tional overhead is valuable.

5. Ablation Study
In this section, we conduct an ablation study on the MSR-

VTT dataset to demonstrate the advantage of our proposed
modules. We also design ablation experiments in the squeeze
excitation-and-aggregation module to investigate the impact
of different reduction ratios.

5.1. Evaluation on Squeeze
Excitation-and-Aggregation Module

To fully justify the effectiveness of squeeze excitation-
and-aggregation module, we compare the performance of
this hybrid module with three frame aggregation methods,
including excitation module plus mean pooling, aggregation
module, and excitation-and-aggregation module in different
combinations. As can be seen from Table 7, we gain three
important observations.

5.1.1. Excitation module plus mean pooling
Against our expectation that the excitation modules

learn frame-wise relationships and attain better performance

Xiaolun Jing et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 10 of 20



An Empirical Study of Excitation and Aggregation Design Adaptions in CLIP4Clip for Video-Text Retrieval

Table 4
Retrieval performance comparison on the MSR-VTT dataset. Speed is the inference time per video during evaluation on a NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 3090 GPU. † indicates that results are obtained by our re-training.

Methods Speed
(ms)

Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

CE [49] - 20.9 48.8 62.4 6.0 28.2 132.1 20.6 50.3 64.0 5.3 - 134.9
MMT [50] - 26.6 57.1 69.6 4.0 24.0 153.3 27.0 57.5 69.7 3.7 - 154.2
SSB [60] - 30.1 58.5 69.3 3.0 - 157.9 28.5 58.6 71.6 3.0 - 158.7
MDMMT [59] - 38.9 69.0 79.7 2.0 16.5 187.6 - - - - - -
HiT [61] - 30.7 60.9 73.2 2.6 - 164.8 32.1 62.7 74.1 3.0 - 168.9
TT-CE+ [62] - 29.6 61.6 74.2 3.0 - 165.4 32.1 62.7 75.0 3.0 - 169.8
(CLIP4Clip)-meanP† [28] 14.3 43.1 70.8 80.6 2.0 17.0 194.5 42.6 70.0 80.6 2.0 12.1 193.2
(Ours)-Squeeze Excitation-and-Aggregation 27.1 43.5 71.1 81.0 2.0 15.7 195.6 42.3 70.8 80.9 2.0 11.7 194.0
(CLIP4Clip)-seqLSTM† [28] 52.4 42.4 69.4 80.1 2.0 17.2 191.9 40.9 69.8 79.5 2.0 13.0 190.2
(Ours)-seqLSTM + Expansion Aggregation 60.6 43.5 70.5 80.8 2.0 16.4 194.8 42.2 69.7 81.2 2.0 11.9 193.1
(CLIP4Clip)-seqTransf† [28] 199.3 43.4 71.8 81.3 2.0 16.4 196.5 44.1 70.6 80.0 2.0 12.0 194.7
(Ours)-seqTransf + Expansion Aggregation 204.3 43.9 71.2 82.0 2.0 15.9 197.1 43.7 69.9 80.3 2.0 11.8 193.9
(CLIP4Clip)-tightTransf† [28] 582.0 40.4 72.3 82.0 2.0 13.3 194.7 40.7 70.1 80.3 2.0 12.3 191.1
(Ours)-tightTransf + Squeeze Excitation 590.3 41.5 71.6 82.3 2.0 13.5 195.4 41.2 70.3 79.4 2.0 13.1 190.9

Table 5
Retrieval performance comparison on the ActivityNet dataset. Speed is the inference time per video during evaluation on a NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 3090 GPU. † indicates re-training.

Methods Speed
(ms)

Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

FSE [48] - 18.2 44.8 - 7.0 - - 16.7 43.1 - 7.0 - -
CE [49] - 18.2 47.7 - 6.0 23.1 - 17.7 46.6 - 6.0 24.4 -
MMT [50] - 28.7 61.4 - 3.3 16.0 - 28.9 61.1 - 4.0 17.1 -
SSB [60] - 29.2 61.6 - 3.0 - - 28.7 60.8 - 2.0 - -
ClipBERT [51] - 21.3 49.0 - 6.0 - - - - - - -
TT-CE+ [62] - 23.5 57.2 - 4.0 - - 23.0 56.1 - 4.0 - -
(CLIP4Clip)-meanP† [28] 37.7 41.1 73.1 84.6 2.0 7.6 198.8 42.1 73.7 85.4 2.0 7.1 201.2
(Ours)-Expansion Excitation-and-Aggregation 75.0 42.4 74.3 85.3 2.0 7.8 202.0 44.2 75.3 87.0 2.0 6.5 206.5
(CLIP4Clip)-seqLSTM† [28] 292.5 41.0 73.0 84.2 2.0 7.7 198.2 41.9 73.0 85.2 2.0 7.1 200.1
(Ours)-seqLSTM + Expansion Aggregation 315.2 42.6 74.5 85.3 2.0 8.0 202.4 44.6 75.1 86.6 2.0 6.7 206.3
(CLIP4Clip)-seqTransf† [28] 959.2 42.2 74.1 85.2 2.0 7.2 201.5 41.9 73.5 85.6 2.0 7.2 201.0
(Ours)-seqTransf + Expansion Aggregation 962.7 44.1 75.1 86.2 2.0 7.1 205.4 43.9 75.0 86.6 2.0 6.6 205.5
(CLIP4Clip)-tightTransf† [28] 26065.6 20.3 49.2 65.1 6.0 26.4 134.6 19.2 49.6 65.2 6.0 22.0 134.0
(Ours)-tightTransf + Expansion Excitation 26102.7 21.4 51.1 65.8 5.0 23.0 138.3 22.0 51.4 67.1 5.0 20.7 140.5

through mean pooling implementation, inserting squeeze
excitation module achieves an lower R@1 of 42.8 with 0.7%
(0.3%) relative (absolute) decline. We suppose this may
be attributed to the small frame-wise weights activated by
excitation module plus mean pooling, and we present the
distribution visualization of frame-wise weights in Fig. 7,
where the dashed red and blue lines in the subplot (a) are
weights activated by the excitation modules in squeeze and
expansion paradigms while the excitation weights through
mean pooling are shown in the subplot (b). Surprisingly, the
activated weights brought by excitation module plus mean
pooling are about half of the mean pooling aggregation
weights of 0.0833, which hinders the utilization of frame
features and aggravates the smoothness of frame represen-
tation distribution. Moreover, we observe that the expansion
module achieves 42.9 R@1 with +0.1% absolute improve-
ment over squeeze module, demonstrating the superiority
of a wider range in frame-wise weight distribution. Most
notably, compared with the proposed squeeze excitation-
and-aggregation module, the squeeze excitation plus mean
pooling is an inferior alternative, which decreases the per-
formance of R@1 and RSum by 0.7% and 2.1%.

5.1.2. Aggregation Module
The 43.3 R@1 indicates the strength of expansion aggre-

gation module, which brings +0.5% (+0.2%) relative (ab-
solute) improvements. To conduct quantitative analysis, we
similarly visualize the distribution of frame-wise weights in
Fig. 8. Unlike the narrow magnitude of frame-wise weights
in the excitation modules, the aggregation modules generate
weights in a larger magnitude, which is beneficial for frame
feature utilization. It is noticeable that the mutual exclusion
among frame-wise weights brought by aggregation modules
matches with the mutually exclusive character of frame
features, thus achieving better retrieval performance. The
performance comparison (43.2 R@1 vs. 43.3 R@1) between
squeeze and expansion aggregation modules also verifies the
essence of a wider range distribution of frame-wise weights.
Besides, We also observe that different from the best R@1
of 43.5 provided by the squeeze excitation-and-aggregation
module, the pure adoption of aggregation module brings
lower R@1 around 43.2, which reveals the significance of
excitation module in non-mutually-exclusive relationships
capture.
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Table 6
Retrieval performance comparison on the DiDeMo dataset. Speed is the inference time per video during evaluation on a NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 3090 GPU. † indicates re-training.

Methods Speed
(ms)

Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

S2VT[47] - 11.9 33.6 - 13.0 - - 13.2 33.6 - 15.0 - -
FSE[48] - 13.9 36.0 - 11.0 - - 13.1 33.9 - 12.0 - -
CE[49] - 16.1 41.1 - 8.3 43.7 - 15.6 40.9 - 8.2 42.4 -
Frozen[52] - 34.6 65.0 74.7 3.0 - 174.3 - - - - - -
CLIPBERT[51] - 20.4 48.0 60.8 6.0 - 129.2 - - - - - -
TT-CE+[62] - 21.6 48.6 62.9 6.0 - 133.1 21.1 47.3 61.1 6.3 - 129.5
(CLIP4Clip)-meanP† 18.8 40.8 67.8 77.4 2.0 20.8 186.0 40.7 67.3 77.5 2.0 15.4 185.5
(Ours)-Expansion Excitation-and-Aggregation 29.6 40.1 67.9 75.9 2.0 20.9 183.9 41.0 67.3 77.6 2.0 18.3 185.9
(CLIP4Clip)-seqLSTM† 65.9 40.8 67.8 77.1 2.0 21.5 185.7 40.1 66.8 77.4 2.0 15.7 184.3
(Ours)-seqLSTM + Expansion Aggregation 135.2 38.8 68.3 75.8 2.0 22.0 182.9 40.7 67.1 77.1 2.0 18.2 184.9
(CLIP4Clip)-seqTransf† 198.2 40.6 66.3 76.1 2.0 19.8 183.0 40.5 65.6 75.9 2.0 15.5 182.0
(Ours)-seqTransf + Expansion Aggregation 252.0 39.2 65.7 75.7 2.0 20.1 180.6 39.3 65.9 76.5 2.0 16.2 181.7
(CLIP4Clip)-tightTransf† 5008.1 28.3 58.3 70.4 4.0 25.1 157.0 32.5 58.8 70.4 4.0 19.1 161.7
(Ours)-tightTransf + Expansion Excitation 5026.5 31.0 59.7 71.8 3.0 23.8 162.5 34.6 61.2 70.5 3.0 17.2 166.3

Table 7
Retrieval performance with different frame aggregation methods on the MSR-VTT dataset. “meanP” is short for mean pooling.

Methods Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

meanP 43.1 70.8 80.6 2.0 17.0 194.5 42.6 70.0 80.6 2.0 12.1 193.2
squeeze excitation + meanP 42.8 70.2 80.5 2.0 17.4 193.5 41.7 68.8 79.5 2.0 12.5 190.0
expansion excitation + meanP 42.9 71.3 80.8 2.0 17.4 195.0 42.0 68.9 79.5 2.0 12.4 190.4
squeeze aggregation 43.2 70.8 79.9 2.0 16.7 193.9 42.7 70.5 80.5 2.0 11.9 193.7
expansion aggregation 43.3 71.0 79.9 2.0 17.1 194.2 41.9 69.5 79.2 2.0 12.3 190.6
squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 43.5 71.1 81.0 2.0 15.7 195.6 42.3 70.8 80.9 2.0 11.7 194.0
expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 43.5 70.9 80.2 2.0 16.6 194.6 42.9 70.7 81.1 2.0 11.7 194.7
squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 43.1 71.1 80.4 2.0 15.6 194.6 41.9 71.0 81.4 2.0 11.4 194.3
expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 43.2 70.9 80.1 2.0 17.0 194.2 41.5 68.9 79.2 2.0 12.3 189.6

Fig. 7. (a) The distribution of frame-wise weights in squeeze /
expansion excitation modules. (b) The distribution of frame-wise
weights in squeeze / expansion excitation modules plus mean
pooling.

Fig. 8. The distribution of frame-wise weights in squeeze / ex-
pansion aggregation modules. The expansion aggregation module
outperforms squeeze aggregation and pure mean pooling by +0.1%
and +0.2% absolute improvements respectively.

5.1.3. Excitation-and-Aggregation Module
For simplicity, we first define excitation and aggregation

modules in the same type as unified paradigms, such as
squeeze excitation plus squeeze aggregation (squeeze &
squeeze) and expansion excitation plus expansion aggrega-
tion (expansion & expansion). The remaining two schemes
are divided into reversed paradigms, including squeeze ex-
citation plus expansion aggregation (squeeze & expansion)
and expansion excitation plus squeeze aggregation (expan-
sion & squeeze).
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Fig. 9. (a) The distribution of frame-wise weights in pure squeeze / expansion excitation modules. (b) The distribution of frame-wise
weights in pure squeeze / expansion aggregation modules. (c) The distribution of frame-wise weights in hybrid of squeeze / expansion
excitation and aggregation modules.

Table 8
Retrieval performance with different frame aggregation methods in the seqLSTM type on the MSR-VTT dataset. “seqLSTM” is short for
sequential LSTM.

Methods Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

seqLSTM 42.4 69.4 80.1 2.0 17.2 191.9 40.9 69.8 79.5 2.0 13.0 190.2
seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + meanP 42.8 71.0 79.5 2.0 17.2 193.3 41.3 70.3 80.1 2.0 12.4 191.7
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + meanP 43.7 70.1 81.0 2.0 16.7 194.8 42.6 69.5 80.3 2.0 12.0 192.4
seqLSTM + squeeze aggregation 43.1 71.1 80.2 2.0 16.4 194.4 42.9 70.3 80.9 2.0 12.0 194.1
seqLSTM + expansion aggregation 43.5 70.5 80.8 2.0 16.4 194.8 42.2 69.7 81.2 2.0 11.9 193.1
seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 42.5 70.4 80.1 2.0 16.8 193.0 41.4 69.7 79.8 2.0 12.4 190.9
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 42.4 70.9 80.3 2.0 16.8 193.6 42.4 70.3 80.7 2.0 12.1 193.4
seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 42.5 71.3 80.5 2.0 15.8 194.3 42.2 70.9 80.8 2.0 11.8 193.9
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 42.4 70.4 79.6 2.0 16.4 192.4 41.5 69.6 79.2 2.0 12.3 190.3

Then, the retrieval results are given in Table 7. From the
table, we can see that the unified paradigms achieve better
results of 43.5 R@1 than the reversed paradigms, bringing
+0.4% absolute performance improvement. It is also worth
noting that the squeeze excitation-and-aggregation module
obtains the best RSum of 195.6, which further verifies the
strength of the unified paradigms. Fig. 9 shows the frame-
wise weights distribution visualization of excitation module,
aggregation module, and excitation-and-aggregation mod-
ule respectively. Compared with the consistent frame-wise
weights distribution in the unified paradigms, the reversed
paradigms present extreme fluctuation ranges, which is
harmful to the retrieval performance, thus leading to about
0.4% absolute decrease.

5.2. Evaluation on Expansion Aggregation
Module in Sequential LSTM

To explore the impact of expansion aggregation mod-
ule in sequential LSTM, we conduct an ablative study to
compare our proposed module with other frame aggregation
methods, like excitation module plus mean pooling, ag-
gregation module, and excitation-and-aggregation module.
From the results in Table 8, we give detail analysis from three
aspects.

5.2.1. Excitation Module plus Mean Pooling
Contrary to the performance decline from simple mean

pooling to a combination of excitation modules plus mean
pooling, we observe significant performance improvements
from the fusion of sequential LSTM and excitation module

plus mean pooling. Most precisely, the expansion excita-
tion module achieves 43.7 R@1 and 194.8 RSum, bring-
ing +3.1% (+1.3%) and +1.5% (+2.9%) relative (absolute)
performance improvements over simple sequential LSTM
plus mean pooling. The visualization of frame-wise weights
distribution is shown in Fig. 10, where the weights are
targeted at frame features output from sequential LSTM. We
observe that although the generated weights are still half of
the mean pooling aggregation weights, the retrieval perfor-
mance has increased instead of a subtle decline. The opposite
trend may be related to the temporal module, which has as-
signed different weights to distinct frame features, and some
weights are larger than 1. This phenomenon enlarges the
subtle discrepancies among multiple frames and enhances
the utilization of several critical frames, thus boosting the
performance by a large margin. Furthermore, compared with
the 42.8 R@1 brought by the squeeze excitation module, the
expansion excitation module achieves better R@1 of 43.7
with +0.9% absolute improvement, proving the superiority
of a wider range of frame-wise weights distribution. It is
worth noting that due to the lower RSum of 192.4 in the
video-text retrieval task, the excitation module plus mean
pooling is inferior to the proposed expansion aggregation
module, which achieves 193.1 RSum with +0.7% absolute
improvement.

5.2.2. Aggregation Module
As shown in Table 8, we observe that based on the simple

sequential LSTM, both squeeze and expansion aggregation
modules attain better results. Specifically, the squeeze ag-
gregation module achieves 43.1 R@1 and 194.4 RSum, out-
performing the results in pure sequential LSTM by +1.7%
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Fig. 10. The distribution of frame-wise weights in seqLSTM plus
squeeze / expansion excitation modules plus mean pooling. In the
sequential LSTM type, the R@1 of expansion excitation module
outperforms squeeze excitation module by +0.9% absolute im-
provement.

Fig. 11. The distribution of frame-wise weights in seqLSTM plus
squeeze / expansion aggregation modules. The expansion aggrega-
tion module has the advantage over squeeze aggregation module,
bringing +0.4% absolute improvement.

(+0.7%) and +1.3% (+2.5%) relative (absolute) improve-
ments. When the expansion aggregation module is utilized in
the frame features aggregation, the R@1 of 43.5 and RSum
of 194.8 are obtained, bringing +0.4% absolute improve-
ment. Additionally, from the visualization of frame-weights
distribution in Fig. 11, we conclude that a wider range
of frame-wise weights distribution is essential for retrieval
performance gain.

5.2.3. Excitation-and-Aggregation Module
There are three important observations from the compre-

hensive analysis of results in Table 8.
∙ The combination of excitation and aggregation mod-

ules does not bring significant performance boost. We
suppose that LSTM is insufficient for the full utilization
of strength in the excitation-and-aggregation module, thus
achieving the almost identical R@1 of 42.5 compared to the
42.4 R@1 in the pure sequential LSTM.

∙The squeeze& expansion obtains the best performance,
whereas the expansion & squeeze achieves the worst results.
We think that the sequential module may be compatible with
the reversed paradigm instead of the unified paradigm, and

the slight temporal modeling capability brought by LSTM
makes one reversed paradigm (42.5 R@1 in squeeze &
expansion) perform better than the unified paradigm (42.4
R@1 in expansion & expansion).

∙ Compared with the obtained 43.5 R@1 in the ex-
pansion aggregation module, introducing the expansion ex-
citation module achieves 42.4 R@1 with 1.1% absolute
performance decrease, verifying the weakness of excitation
module in the combination of sequential LSTM and hybrid
modules.

5.3. Evaluation on Expansion Aggregation
Module in Sequential Transformer

To examine the impact of expansion aggregation module
in sequential transformer encoder, we design an ablation
study to compare our method with three frame aggrega-
tion methods, termed excitation module plus mean pooling,
aggregation module and excitation-and-aggregation module
respectively. Based on the ablation experimental results pre-
sented in Table 9, we give three comprehensive analysis.

5.3.1. Excitation Module plus Mean Pooling
Compared with the single transformer, the squeeze and

expansion excitation modules achieve 43.8 R@1 (+0.4%
absolute improvement) and 43.7 R@1 (+0.3% absolute im-
provement) respectively, further demonstrating the effective-
ness of excitation modules in the sequential type. Fig. 12
mainly illustrates the distribution of frame-wise weights,
which are targeted at the output from transformer encoder.
Contrary to the the results of excitation modules in the
sequential LSTM, squeeze excitation is superior to the ex-
pansion excitation with +0.1% absolute performance im-
provement. We suppose that the performance discrepancy
is relevant to the temporal modeling ability. More precisely,
the LSTM is a weaker sequential module while the trans-
former encoder possesses powerful temporal modeling abil-
ity. For the sequential LSTM, expansion excitation module
introduces more nonlinearity to supplement with weaker
temporal modeling ability, thus achieving better retrieval
performance. However, the sequential transformer encoder
is powerful enough and squeeze excitation module may be
a better alternative. Besides, R@1 in the text-video retrieval
task obtained from expansion excitation and expansion ag-
gregation modules are 43.7 R@1 and 43.9 R@1 respectively,
of which the +0.2% absolute performance improvement
justifies the advantage of expansion aggregation module.

5.3.2. Aggregation Module
As reported in Table 9, the expansion aggregation mod-

ule achieves 43.9 R@1 and 197.1 RSum, surpassing the
results in the pure sequential transformer and squeeze aggre-
gation module by +0.5%, +0.4% and +0.6%, +1.4% absolute
performance improvements. The visualization of frame-wise
weights distribution in Fig. 13 satisfies our expectation that
a wider range achieves better performance of 43.9 R@1 with
+0.4% absolute improvement.
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Table 9
Retrieval performance with different frame aggregation methods in the seqTransf type on the MSR-VTT dataset. “seqTransf” is short for
sequential Transformer Encoder.

Methods Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

seqTransf 43.4 71.8 81.3 2.0 16.4 196.5 44.1 70.6 80.0 2.0 12.0 194.7
seqTransf + squeeze excitation + meanP 43.8 71.7 81.8 2.0 16.2 197.3 43.8 70.8 80.4 2.0 11.9 195.0
seqTransf + expansion excitation + meanP 43.7 70.8 81.6 2.0 16.1 196.1 43.2 69.1 80.6 2.0 11.8 192.9
seqTransf + squeeze aggregation 43.5 71.1 81.1 2.0 16.0 195.7 44.0 69.2 80.3 2.0 11.9 193.5
seqTransf + expansion aggregation 43.9 71.2 82.0 2.0 15.9 197.1 43.7 69.9 80.3 2.0 11.8 193.9
seqTransf + squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 43.3 71.6 81.4 2.0 16.0 196.3 43.2 69.3 80.4 2.0 12.0 192.9
seqTransf + expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 43.1 71.1 81.2 2.0 15.8 195.4 43.9 69.5 80.8 2.0 11.7 194.2
seqTransf + squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 43.7 71.8 82.1 2.0 15.8 197.6 43.8 70.4 81.0 2.0 11.7 195.2
seqTransf + expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 43.7 71.3 81.1 2.0 15.9 196.1 43.6 69.7 80.5 2.0 11.8 193.8

Fig. 12. The distribution of frame-wise weights in seqTransf plus
squeeze / expansion excitation modules plus mean pooling. The
squeeze excitation module achieves 43.8 R@1, outperforming the
results in the expansion excitation module by +0.1% absolute
improvement.

Fig. 13. The distribution of frame-wise weights in seqTransf plus
squeeze / expansion aggregation modules. Compared with the
squeeze aggregation module, expansion aggregation module is a
better alternative, bringing +0.4% absolute improvement.

5.3.3. Excitation-and-Aggregation module
The experimental results in Table 9 demonstrate the

superiority of reversed paradigms over unified paradigms.
Specifically, both squeeze & expansion and expansion &
squeeze modules achieve 43.7 R@1, outperforming expan-
sion & expansion by +0.6% absolute performance improve-
ment. Different from the strength of squeeze & squeeze
over expansion & squeeze in the sequential LSTM, the
R@1 of expansion & squeeze surpasses squeeze & squeeze

by +1.4% relative improvement in the sequential Trans-
former. We think that the powerful sequential modeling abil-
ity brought by transformer matches with reversed paradigms,
thus leading to the performance improvement over the uni-
fied paradigms. Compared with the 43.9 R@1 obtained
through the pure expansion aggregation module in the text-
video retrieval task, the excitation-and-aggregation modules
achieves the best R@1 of 43.7 with 0.2% absolute decline,
which verifies the weakness of excitation-and-aggregation
modules.

5.4. Evaluation on Squeeze Excitation Module in
tight type

To examine the impact of the proposed squeeze excita-
tion module, we conduct an ablation study to compare our
method with expansion excitation module for frame features
recalibration. From the experimental results in Table 10,
we observe that both excitation modules achieves better
performance of 41.5 R@1 in the text-video retrieval task in
comparison to the pure tight Transformer, bringing +3.7%
(+1.1%) relative (absolute) improvement. We also notice
that although same R@1 are obtained through the squeeze
and expansion excitation modules, the squeeze paradigm
achieves better overall retrieval performance of 195.4 T2V
RSum and 190.9 V2T RSum, outperforming the results
in expansion paradigm by +0.4% and +0.3% absolute im-
provement. Moreover, lower MnR of 13.5 and 13.1 in the
text-video and video-text tasks are obtained by the squeeze
excitation module, which fully demonstrates the strength of
squeeze excitation module in the tight type.

5.5. Effect of reduction ratio
The reduction ratio 𝑟 in our aforementioned squeeze-

relevant modules defaults to 4. To investigate the impact of
this hyperparameter on retrieval performance, we conduct
ablation experiments with squeeze excitation-and-aggregation
module at a range of distinct 𝑟 values. As shown in Table
11, an increased ratio does not improve performance mono-
tonically while a moderate reduction ratio of 4 is a better
alternative. More specifically, setting 𝑟 = 4 achieves the best
T2V RSum of 195.6, outperforming the results at other ratios
by +0.7% (+1.3%), +0.3% (+0.6%) and +0.6% (+1.2%)
relative (absolute) improvements. In practice, the reduction
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Table 10
Retrieval performance with different frame aggregation methods in the tight type on the MSR-VTT dataset. “tightTransf” indicates
Transformer Encoder for multi-modal interaction between video and text.

Methods Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

tightTransf 40.4 72.3 82.0 2.0 13.3 194.7 40.7 70.1 80.3 2.0 12.3 191.1
tightTransf + squeeze excitation 41.5 71.6 82.3 2.0 13.5 195.4 41.2 70.3 79.4 2.0 13.1 190.9
tightTransf + expansion excitation 41.5 71.9 81.6 2.0 15.3 195.0 41.8 69.8 79.0 2.0 16.4 190.6

Table 11
Retrieval performance with squeeze excitation-and-aggregation module at different reduction ratios on the MSR-VTT dataset.

Ratio 𝑟 Text-to-Video Video-to-Text
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

2 43.2 71.1 80.0 2.0 16.8 194.3 43.3 70.4 80.9 2.0 11.9 194.6
3 43.7 71.1 80.2 2.0 16.7 195.0 42.8 70.1 80.7 2.0 11.9 193.6
4 43.5 71.1 81.0 2.0 15.7 195.6 42.3 70.8 80.9 2.0 11.7 194.0
6 43.0 70.9 80.5 2.0 16.7 194.4 42.5 70.1 80.6 2.0 11.7 193.2

ratio must be carefully tuned to meet the requirement of
cross-modal retrieval tasks.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we study the drawbacks of mean pooling

operation in frame representations aggregation and present
several excitation and aggregation designs for CLIP4Clip
retrieval results improvements. We first propose a novel
excitation-and-aggregation design to encourage simultane-
ous modeling of non-mutually-exclusive and exclusive rela-
tionships. Then we introduce a new aggregation design in the
sequential type, which aims to achieve temporal frame rep-
resentations aggregation through the attention mechanism.
We also improve the tight type with an excitation design to
enhance multi-modal interaction and boost the comprehen-
sive understanding of text-video contents. Experimental re-
sults on three benchmark datasets demonstrate the effective-
ness of our proposed designs, achieving 43.9 R@1 (+1.2%
relative improvement, +0.5% absolute improvement), 44.1
R@1 (+4.5% relative improvement, +1.9% absolute im-
provement), and 31.0 R@1 (+9.5% relative improvement,
+2.7% absolute improvement) on the MSR-VTT, Activi-
tyNet, and DiDeMo datasets.

Although the proposed excitation and aggregation de-
signs bring significant performance improvements in the
video-text retrieval tasks, the direct utilization of all frame
representations for discriminative video representation gen-
eration is laborious, especially in the video-paragraph paradigm
with longer textual descriptions. In a human sense, not
all frame features are semantic-relevant to the given text-
based query. As a part of future work, we consider se-
lecting the top-𝑘 most semantically similar frames with
higher similarity scores for subsequent aggregation opera-
tion while lower similarity frames are completely discarded,
which can achieve a decent reduction in computational
overhead and speed up the inference process. In addition,
we plan on employing excitation and aggregation designs to
other CLIP4Clip-based text-video retrieval models and other

cross-modal tasks like video question answering in future
research.

Acknowledgments
This work was supported by the China National R&D

Key Research Program under Grants 2020YFB1711200 and
2019YFB1705700.

References
[1] X. Cheng, H. Lin, X. Wu, F. Yang, D. Shen, Improving video-text

retrieval by multi-stream corpus alignment and dual softmax loss,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.04290 (2021).

[2] H. Fang, P. Xiong, L. Xu, Y. Chen, Clip2video: Mastering video-text
retrieval via image clip, arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.11097 (2021).

[3] N. Han, J. Chen, G. Xiao, Y. Zeng, C. Shi, H. Chen, Visual spatio-
temporal relation-enhanced network for cross-modal text-video re-
trieval, arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.15609 (2021).

[4] W. Zaremba, I. Sutskever, O. Vinyals, Recurrent neural network
regularization, arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.2329 (2014).

[5] S. Ging, M. Zolfaghari, H. Pirsiavash, T. Brox, Coot: Cooperative
hierarchical transformer for video-text representation learning, Ad-
vances in neural information processing systems 33 (2020) 22605–
22618.

[6] J. Wang, B. Chen, D. Liao, Z. Zeng, G. Li, S.-T. Xia, J. Xu, Hybrid
contrastive quantization for efficient cross-view video retrieval, in:
Proceedings of the ACM Web Conference 2022, 2022, pp. 3020–
3030.

[7] J. Jiang, S. Min, W. Kong, H. Wang, Z. Li, W. Liu, Tencent text-
video retrieval: Hierarchical cross-modal interactions with multi-level
representations, IEEE Access (2022).

[8] Q. Wang, Y. Zhang, Y. Zheng, P. Pan, X.-S. Hua, Disentan-
gled representation learning for text-video retrieval, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.07111 (2022) .

[9] Z. Gao, J. Liu, S. Chen, D. Chang, H. Zhang, J. Yuan, Clip2tv: An
empirical study on transformer-based methods for video-text retrieval,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2111.05610 (2021).

[10] Y. Ma, G. Xu, X. Sun, M. Yan, J. Zhang, R. Ji, X-clip: End-to-end
multi-grained contrastive learning for video-text retrieval, in: Pro-
ceedings of the 30th ACM International Conference on Multimedia,
2022, pp. 638–647.

[11] A. Krizhevsky, I. Sutskever, G. E. Hinton, Imagenet classification
with deep convolutional neural networks, Communications of the
ACM 60 (6) (2017) 84–90.

Xiaolun Jing et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 16 of 20

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2109.04290.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2106.11097.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2110.15609.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1409.2329.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1409.2329.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/ff0abbcc0227c9124a804b084d161a2d-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/ff0abbcc0227c9124a804b084d161a2d-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/ff0abbcc0227c9124a804b084d161a2d-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/ff0abbcc0227c9124a804b084d161a2d-Paper.pdf
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3485447.3512022
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3485447.3512022
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3485447.3512022
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3485447.3512022
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9979153
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9979153
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9979153
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.07111.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2111.05610.pdf
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3503161.3547910
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3503161.3547910
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3503161.3547910
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3503161.3547910
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2012/file/c399862d3b9d6b76c8436e924a68c45b-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2012/file/c399862d3b9d6b76c8436e924a68c45b-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2012/file/c399862d3b9d6b76c8436e924a68c45b-Paper.pdf


An Empirical Study of Excitation and Aggregation Design Adaptions in CLIP4Clip for Video-Text Retrieval

[12] K. Simonyan, A. Zisserman, Very deep convolutional networks
for large-scale image recognition, arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.1556
(2014).

[13] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, J. Sun, Deep residual learning for image
recognition, in: Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition, 2016, pp. 770–778.

[14] G. Huang, Z. Liu, L. Van Der Maaten, K. Q. Weinberger, Densely
connected convolutional networks, in: Proceedings of the IEEE con-
ference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2017, pp. 4700–
4708.

[15] X. Yang, J. Dong, Y. Cao, X. Wang, M. Wang, T.-S. Chua, Tree-
augmented cross-modal encoding for complex-query video retrieval,
in: Proceedings of the 43rd international ACM SIGIR conference on
research and development in information retrieval, 2020, pp. 1339–
1348.

[16] Y. Wang, J. Dong, T. Liang, M. Zhang, R. Cai, X. Wang, Cross-lingual
cross-modal retrieval with noise-robust learning, in: Proceedings of
the 30th ACM International Conference on Multimedia, 2022, pp.
422–433.

[17] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N.
Gomez, Ł. Kaiser, I. Polosukhin, Attention is all you need, Advances
in neural information processing systems 30 (2017).

[18] A. Dosovitskiy, L. Beyer, A. Kolesnikov, D. Weissenborn, X. Zhai,
T. Unterthiner, M. Dehghani, M. Minderer, G. Heigold, S. Gelly, et al.,
An image is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for image recognition
at scale, arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.11929 (2020).

[19] Y.-C. Chen, L. Li, L. Yu, A. El Kholy, F. Ahmed, Z. Gan, Y. Cheng,
J. Liu, Uniter: Learning universal image-text representations (2019).

[20] K.-H. Lee, X. Chen, G. Hua, H. Hu, X. He, Stacked cross attention
for image-text matching, in: Proceedings of the European conference
on computer vision (ECCV), 2018, pp. 201–216.

[21] C. Thomas, Y. Zhang, S.-F. Chang, Fine-grained visual entailment,
in: European Conference on Computer Vision, Springer, 2022, pp.
398–416.

[22] B. Cao, J. Cao, J. Gui, J. Shen, B. Liu, L. He, Y. Y. Tang, J. T.-Y. Kwok,
Alignve: Visual entailment recognition based on alignment relations,
IEEE Transactions on Multimedia (2022).

[23] A. F. Biten, R. Litman, Y. Xie, S. Appalaraju, R. Manmatha, Latr:
Layout-aware transformer for scene-text vqa, in: Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition,
2022, pp. 16548–16558.

[24] P. Cascante-Bonilla, H. Wu, L. Wang, R. S. Feris, V. Ordonez,
Simvqa: Exploring simulated environments for visual question an-
swering, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2022, pp. 5056–5066.

[25] A. Radford, J. W. Kim, C. Hallacy, A. Ramesh, G. Goh, S. Agarwal,
G. Sastry, A. Askell, P. Mishkin, J. Clark, et al., Learning transferable
visual models from natural language supervision, in: International
conference on machine learning, PMLR, 2021, pp. 8748–8763.

[26] J. Xu, S. De Mello, S. Liu, W. Byeon, T. Breuel, J. Kautz, X. Wang,
Groupvit: Semantic segmentation emerges from text supervision, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2022, pp. 18134–18144.

[27] X. Gu, T.-Y. Lin, W. Kuo, Y. Cui, Open-vocabulary object detec-
tion via vision and language knowledge distillation, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2104.13921 (2021).

[28] H. Luo, L. Ji, M. Zhong, Y. Chen, W. Lei, N. Duan, T. Li, Clip4clip:
An empirical study of clip for end to end video clip retrieval and
captioning, Neurocomputing 508 (2022) 293–304.

[29] M. Wang, J. Xing, Y. Liu, Actionclip: A new paradigm for video
action recognition, arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.08472 (2021).

[30] A. Miech, I. Laptev, J. Sivic, Learning a text-video embedding from
incomplete and heterogeneous data, arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.02516
(2018).

[31] Z. Li, C. Guo, Z. Feng, J.-N. Hwang, Z. Du, Integrating language
guidance into image-text matching for correcting false negatives,
IEEE Transactions on Multimedia (2023).

[32] Z. Feng, Z. Zeng, C. Guo, Z. Li, L. Hu, Learning from noisy
correspondence with tri-partition for cross-modal matching, IEEE
Transactions on Multimedia (2023).

[33] Z. Li, C. Guo, Z. Feng, J.-N. Hwang, X. Xue, Multi-view visual
semantic embedding, in: IJCAI, Vol. 2, 2022, p. 7.

[34] Z. Feng, Z. Zeng, C. Guo, Z. Li, Temporal multimodal graph trans-
former with global-local alignment for video-text retrieval, IEEE
Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology 33 (3)
(2022) 1438–1453.

[35] J. Xu, T. Mei, T. Yao, Y. Rui, Msr-vtt: A large video description
dataset for bridging video and language, in: Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2016, pp.
5288–5296.

[36] F. Caba Heilbron, V. Escorcia, B. Ghanem, J. Carlos Niebles, Activi-
tynet: A large-scale video benchmark for human activity understand-
ing, in: Proceedings of the ieee conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 2015, pp. 961–970.

[37] L. Anne Hendricks, O. Wang, E. Shechtman, J. Sivic, T. Darrell,
B. Russell, Localizing moments in video with natural language, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision,
2017, pp. 5803–5812.

[38] Z. Feng, Z. Zeng, C. Guo, Z. Li, Exploiting visual semantic reasoning
for video-text retrieval, arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.08889 (2020).

[39] J. Hu, L. Shen, G. Sun, Squeeze-and-excitation networks, in: Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, 2018, pp. 7132–7141.

[40] K. Greff, R. K. Srivastava, J. Koutník, B. R. Steunebrink, J. Schmid-
huber, Lstm: A search space odyssey, IEEE transactions on neural
networks and learning systems 28 (10) (2016) 2222–2232.

[41] Z. Niu, G. Zhong, H. Yu, A review on the attention mechanism of
deep learning, Neurocomputing 452 (2021) 48–62.

[42] M.-H. Guo, T.-X. Xu, J.-J. Liu, Z.-N. Liu, P.-T. Jiang, T.-J. Mu, S.-H.
Zhang, R. R. Martin, M.-M. Cheng, S.-M. Hu, Attention mechanisms
in computer vision: A survey, Computational Visual Media 8 (3)
(2022) 331–368.

[43] H. Fukui, T. Hirakawa, T. Yamashita, H. Fujiyoshi, Attention branch
network: Learning of attention mechanism for visual explanation, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 2019, pp. 10705–10714.

[44] S. Woo, J. Park, J.-Y. Lee, I. S. Kweon, Cbam: Convolutional block
attention module, in: Proceedings of the European conference on
computer vision (ECCV), 2018, pp. 3–19.

[45] Q. Wang, B. Wu, P. Zhu, P. Li, W. Zuo, Q. Hu, Eca-net: Efficient
channel attention for deep convolutional neural networks, in: Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, 2020, pp. 11534–11542.

[46] X. Shu, J. Yang, R. Yan, Y. Song, Expansion-squeeze-excitation
fusion network for elderly activity recognition, IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology 32 (8) (2022) 5281–5292.

[47] S. Venugopalan, H. Xu, J. Donahue, M. Rohrbach, R. Mooney,
K. Saenko, Translating videos to natural language using deep recur-
rent neural networks, arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.4729 (2014).

[48] B. Zhang, H. Hu, F. Sha, Cross-modal and hierarchical modeling
of video and text, in: Proceedings of the european conference on
computer vision (ECCV), 2018, pp. 374–390.

[49] Y. Liu, S. Albanie, A. Nagrani, A. Zisserman, Use what you have:
Video retrieval using representations from collaborative experts,
arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.13487 (2019).

[50] V. Gabeur, C. Sun, K. Alahari, C. Schmid, Multi-modal transformer
for video retrieval, in: Computer Vision–ECCV 2020: 16th European
Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23–28, 2020, Proceedings, Part IV
16, Springer, 2020, pp. 214–229.

[51] J. Lei, L. Li, L. Zhou, Z. Gan, T. L. Berg, M. Bansal, J. Liu, Less is
more: Clipbert for video-and-language learning via sparse sampling,
in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, 2021, pp. 7331–7341.

[52] M. Bain, A. Nagrani, G. Varol, A. Zisserman, Frozen in time: A joint
video and image encoder for end-to-end retrieval, in: Proceedings of

Xiaolun Jing et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 17 of 20

https://arxiv.org/pdf/1409.1556.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1409.1556.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/He_Deep_Residual_Learning_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/He_Deep_Residual_Learning_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/He_Deep_Residual_Learning_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2017/papers/Huang_Densely_Connected_Convolutional_CVPR_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2017/papers/Huang_Densely_Connected_Convolutional_CVPR_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2017/papers/Huang_Densely_Connected_Convolutional_CVPR_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2017/papers/Huang_Densely_Connected_Convolutional_CVPR_2017_paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.02503.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.02503.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.02503.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.02503.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.02503.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2208.12526.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2208.12526.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2208.12526.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2208.12526.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2017/file/3f5ee243547dee91fbd053c1c4a845aa-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2017/file/3f5ee243547dee91fbd053c1c4a845aa-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2017/file/3f5ee243547dee91fbd053c1c4a845aa-Paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2010.11929.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1909.11740.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1909.11740.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1803.08024.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1803.08024.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1803.08024.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.15704.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.15704.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.15704.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.08736.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.08736.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.08736.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2112.12494.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2112.12494.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2112.12494.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2112.12494.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.17219.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.17219.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.17219.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2203.17219.pdf
http://proceedings.mlr.press/v139/radford21a/radford21a.pdf
http://proceedings.mlr.press/v139/radford21a/radford21a.pdf
http://proceedings.mlr.press/v139/radford21a/radford21a.pdf
http://proceedings.mlr.press/v139/radford21a/radford21a.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2022/papers/Xu_GroupViT_Semantic_Segmentation_Emerges_From_Text_Supervision_CVPR_2022_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2022/papers/Xu_GroupViT_Semantic_Segmentation_Emerges_From_Text_Supervision_CVPR_2022_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2022/papers/Xu_GroupViT_Semantic_Segmentation_Emerges_From_Text_Supervision_CVPR_2022_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2022/papers/Xu_GroupViT_Semantic_Segmentation_Emerges_From_Text_Supervision_CVPR_2022_paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.13921.pdf
https://pdf.sciencedirectassets.com/271597/1-s2.0-S0925231222X00349/1-s2.0-S0925231222008876/main.pdf?X-Amz-Security-Token=IQoJb3JpZ2luX2VjEOb%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEaCXVzLWVhc3QtMSJHMEUCIAYO7pEH0U6j3Hf7f2VocBw6N3OMdrqnqH0EEpyxirwNAiEA0laWhXbXW2Yku4%2FEpkkXcL9l1apREClRG5CicUILrTEqvAUIz%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FARAFGgwwNTkwMDM1NDY4NjUiDHaoXM4ZLmTlMmtAZyqQBfXef9dFDOVDyEcjquZzY5fORnUiQLVvaDWMSrBZpsH9bg87soij1ZeeyVefdDlNnkP%2BBHEjnvTOlpig0NCYo9XqewqaqF9nXuxSRPfRPPEt2e2rSOmr6Ui5SFLYQ2nwC82LoHvKKZzUaM%2BfKNK9cyZzrjCmbtmD9%2BLUgX8lSVtqBg8DF7cWZCc6%2BVqE4nuytqPtfgJsdI3vzd0Z4fLviauXhKTD2j5DUkBEqha8Hgpf%2Fs2qWWxD%2FeYk7fBQcwRHdKVYBPM9kksKNGDJ3O4ci%2B6pG0r8ZG31UgMAwWSUVSMhOOOCBKS9eLhorAVlGwIqknbR%2BL2QWrxPZKbry9U2UmgGkR7auZwjhaR3jBHjc99IiU2l0gcipd%2FfhYvwx8jSHPIX45pV%2Bz0ynLFg8oqC6mljpSYMrJyjuvO3IrT3d2R5CLfxMchE5hpgHFm6IdcqeXu2Tz5QmJaPSC7QIUcl4rdUFT%2F3hNiLd2lAmRzaIRYxakUG1t0iiG8ajxnk4Yw75USiZkK1MvKfp7b6COOZb3L3wjSoLd4%2FgjV0WApYlr2B7HMwKc5RYIgI25oKDIOkWfsXzppaUV3vipq6SZ4JPk2iSZJIOsNUJFFCEyumJ7Tfr8YJZxKHB%2FOorjYRs1ye1eVNWpp0zXZIN6oxHhWrkbhcqJNM2oDDagozR6jr7hiSzpIffPqA%2B7hn7wpGyPXa1TAsMPhxeln10v9He0iQupXgTfMf1CMPFSnlSUk7El71DVWWUgpumJwlrrihYPxMNj1FoGT7aqoKYrJk9Pl1R84LBR31grxQ9VTURfytFbsJLSx5UQCU1BdH8GyQDZgOGRviaGXzrKShFlcySApKthtE8FAd08JctxIyK4VabaJDMJeIqqgGOrEB2%2FNdjmdmNIaIXR4fHfL3Kn3QAoEtmoxy5mqH%2Bpdqn%2BKUZ1ey4BfFEPLYx3k9RDmR%2BKvVIwMgqoi2B9JLPF8f6gdxp2gTB4yqgmG%2B875e3gJ%2BzIcbyVsoRrf%2FiTecoIFIKAKtsakGmmRguTrMs1aea91RbpCko%2BnyMVRAdhvnxzQvQUfkGsVwl%2F75oAIOskL9cr2FBOcGboQRUCbvj3NKXhyLHePaTlAt99usVeCAiQps&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Date=20230920T064138Z&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-Credential=ASIAQ3PHCVTYYJ7JCDPO%2F20230920%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Signature=8f9bc0043740c58dc4c3ca7bbbffbdd9a9d1aa23a954a1e970a0657292539ccd&hash=d3cd4a661511b6f7bcd29604e774c4edbf72533d376e85fbc49c71858c2c13d7&host=68042c943591013ac2b2430a89b270f6af2c76d8dfd086a07176afe7c76c2c61&pii=S0925231222008876&tid=spdf-e7ae9883-cd47-44e4-84b0-5eae25a073eb&sid=75361b6e1cd18549e63b00e8af396a6feeabgxrqa&type=client&tsoh=d3d3LnNjaWVuY2VkaXJlY3QuY29t&ua=0f1558535d56565b525e53&rr=809815791fcfa6fc&cc=us
https://pdf.sciencedirectassets.com/271597/1-s2.0-S0925231222X00349/1-s2.0-S0925231222008876/main.pdf?X-Amz-Security-Token=IQoJb3JpZ2luX2VjEOb%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEaCXVzLWVhc3QtMSJHMEUCIAYO7pEH0U6j3Hf7f2VocBw6N3OMdrqnqH0EEpyxirwNAiEA0laWhXbXW2Yku4%2FEpkkXcL9l1apREClRG5CicUILrTEqvAUIz%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FARAFGgwwNTkwMDM1NDY4NjUiDHaoXM4ZLmTlMmtAZyqQBfXef9dFDOVDyEcjquZzY5fORnUiQLVvaDWMSrBZpsH9bg87soij1ZeeyVefdDlNnkP%2BBHEjnvTOlpig0NCYo9XqewqaqF9nXuxSRPfRPPEt2e2rSOmr6Ui5SFLYQ2nwC82LoHvKKZzUaM%2BfKNK9cyZzrjCmbtmD9%2BLUgX8lSVtqBg8DF7cWZCc6%2BVqE4nuytqPtfgJsdI3vzd0Z4fLviauXhKTD2j5DUkBEqha8Hgpf%2Fs2qWWxD%2FeYk7fBQcwRHdKVYBPM9kksKNGDJ3O4ci%2B6pG0r8ZG31UgMAwWSUVSMhOOOCBKS9eLhorAVlGwIqknbR%2BL2QWrxPZKbry9U2UmgGkR7auZwjhaR3jBHjc99IiU2l0gcipd%2FfhYvwx8jSHPIX45pV%2Bz0ynLFg8oqC6mljpSYMrJyjuvO3IrT3d2R5CLfxMchE5hpgHFm6IdcqeXu2Tz5QmJaPSC7QIUcl4rdUFT%2F3hNiLd2lAmRzaIRYxakUG1t0iiG8ajxnk4Yw75USiZkK1MvKfp7b6COOZb3L3wjSoLd4%2FgjV0WApYlr2B7HMwKc5RYIgI25oKDIOkWfsXzppaUV3vipq6SZ4JPk2iSZJIOsNUJFFCEyumJ7Tfr8YJZxKHB%2FOorjYRs1ye1eVNWpp0zXZIN6oxHhWrkbhcqJNM2oDDagozR6jr7hiSzpIffPqA%2B7hn7wpGyPXa1TAsMPhxeln10v9He0iQupXgTfMf1CMPFSnlSUk7El71DVWWUgpumJwlrrihYPxMNj1FoGT7aqoKYrJk9Pl1R84LBR31grxQ9VTURfytFbsJLSx5UQCU1BdH8GyQDZgOGRviaGXzrKShFlcySApKthtE8FAd08JctxIyK4VabaJDMJeIqqgGOrEB2%2FNdjmdmNIaIXR4fHfL3Kn3QAoEtmoxy5mqH%2Bpdqn%2BKUZ1ey4BfFEPLYx3k9RDmR%2BKvVIwMgqoi2B9JLPF8f6gdxp2gTB4yqgmG%2B875e3gJ%2BzIcbyVsoRrf%2FiTecoIFIKAKtsakGmmRguTrMs1aea91RbpCko%2BnyMVRAdhvnxzQvQUfkGsVwl%2F75oAIOskL9cr2FBOcGboQRUCbvj3NKXhyLHePaTlAt99usVeCAiQps&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Date=20230920T064138Z&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-Credential=ASIAQ3PHCVTYYJ7JCDPO%2F20230920%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Signature=8f9bc0043740c58dc4c3ca7bbbffbdd9a9d1aa23a954a1e970a0657292539ccd&hash=d3cd4a661511b6f7bcd29604e774c4edbf72533d376e85fbc49c71858c2c13d7&host=68042c943591013ac2b2430a89b270f6af2c76d8dfd086a07176afe7c76c2c61&pii=S0925231222008876&tid=spdf-e7ae9883-cd47-44e4-84b0-5eae25a073eb&sid=75361b6e1cd18549e63b00e8af396a6feeabgxrqa&type=client&tsoh=d3d3LnNjaWVuY2VkaXJlY3QuY29t&ua=0f1558535d56565b525e53&rr=809815791fcfa6fc&cc=us
https://pdf.sciencedirectassets.com/271597/1-s2.0-S0925231222X00349/1-s2.0-S0925231222008876/main.pdf?X-Amz-Security-Token=IQoJb3JpZ2luX2VjEOb%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEaCXVzLWVhc3QtMSJHMEUCIAYO7pEH0U6j3Hf7f2VocBw6N3OMdrqnqH0EEpyxirwNAiEA0laWhXbXW2Yku4%2FEpkkXcL9l1apREClRG5CicUILrTEqvAUIz%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FARAFGgwwNTkwMDM1NDY4NjUiDHaoXM4ZLmTlMmtAZyqQBfXef9dFDOVDyEcjquZzY5fORnUiQLVvaDWMSrBZpsH9bg87soij1ZeeyVefdDlNnkP%2BBHEjnvTOlpig0NCYo9XqewqaqF9nXuxSRPfRPPEt2e2rSOmr6Ui5SFLYQ2nwC82LoHvKKZzUaM%2BfKNK9cyZzrjCmbtmD9%2BLUgX8lSVtqBg8DF7cWZCc6%2BVqE4nuytqPtfgJsdI3vzd0Z4fLviauXhKTD2j5DUkBEqha8Hgpf%2Fs2qWWxD%2FeYk7fBQcwRHdKVYBPM9kksKNGDJ3O4ci%2B6pG0r8ZG31UgMAwWSUVSMhOOOCBKS9eLhorAVlGwIqknbR%2BL2QWrxPZKbry9U2UmgGkR7auZwjhaR3jBHjc99IiU2l0gcipd%2FfhYvwx8jSHPIX45pV%2Bz0ynLFg8oqC6mljpSYMrJyjuvO3IrT3d2R5CLfxMchE5hpgHFm6IdcqeXu2Tz5QmJaPSC7QIUcl4rdUFT%2F3hNiLd2lAmRzaIRYxakUG1t0iiG8ajxnk4Yw75USiZkK1MvKfp7b6COOZb3L3wjSoLd4%2FgjV0WApYlr2B7HMwKc5RYIgI25oKDIOkWfsXzppaUV3vipq6SZ4JPk2iSZJIOsNUJFFCEyumJ7Tfr8YJZxKHB%2FOorjYRs1ye1eVNWpp0zXZIN6oxHhWrkbhcqJNM2oDDagozR6jr7hiSzpIffPqA%2B7hn7wpGyPXa1TAsMPhxeln10v9He0iQupXgTfMf1CMPFSnlSUk7El71DVWWUgpumJwlrrihYPxMNj1FoGT7aqoKYrJk9Pl1R84LBR31grxQ9VTURfytFbsJLSx5UQCU1BdH8GyQDZgOGRviaGXzrKShFlcySApKthtE8FAd08JctxIyK4VabaJDMJeIqqgGOrEB2%2FNdjmdmNIaIXR4fHfL3Kn3QAoEtmoxy5mqH%2Bpdqn%2BKUZ1ey4BfFEPLYx3k9RDmR%2BKvVIwMgqoi2B9JLPF8f6gdxp2gTB4yqgmG%2B875e3gJ%2BzIcbyVsoRrf%2FiTecoIFIKAKtsakGmmRguTrMs1aea91RbpCko%2BnyMVRAdhvnxzQvQUfkGsVwl%2F75oAIOskL9cr2FBOcGboQRUCbvj3NKXhyLHePaTlAt99usVeCAiQps&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Date=20230920T064138Z&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-Credential=ASIAQ3PHCVTYYJ7JCDPO%2F20230920%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Signature=8f9bc0043740c58dc4c3ca7bbbffbdd9a9d1aa23a954a1e970a0657292539ccd&hash=d3cd4a661511b6f7bcd29604e774c4edbf72533d376e85fbc49c71858c2c13d7&host=68042c943591013ac2b2430a89b270f6af2c76d8dfd086a07176afe7c76c2c61&pii=S0925231222008876&tid=spdf-e7ae9883-cd47-44e4-84b0-5eae25a073eb&sid=75361b6e1cd18549e63b00e8af396a6feeabgxrqa&type=client&tsoh=d3d3LnNjaWVuY2VkaXJlY3QuY29t&ua=0f1558535d56565b525e53&rr=809815791fcfa6fc&cc=us
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2109.08472.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1804.02516.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1804.02516.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10081045
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10081045
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10081045
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10258402
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10258402
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10258402
https://www.ijcai.org/proceedings/2022/0158.pdf
https://www.ijcai.org/proceedings/2022/0158.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9895256
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9895256
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9895256
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9895256
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/Xu_MSR-VTT_A_Large_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/Xu_MSR-VTT_A_Large_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/Xu_MSR-VTT_A_Large_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2016/papers/Xu_MSR-VTT_A_Large_CVPR_2016_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/papers/Heilbron_ActivityNet_A_Large-Scale_2015_CVPR_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/papers/Heilbron_ActivityNet_A_Large-Scale_2015_CVPR_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/papers/Heilbron_ActivityNet_A_Large-Scale_2015_CVPR_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/papers/Heilbron_ActivityNet_A_Large-Scale_2015_CVPR_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ICCV_2017/papers/Hendricks_Localizing_Moments_in_ICCV_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ICCV_2017/papers/Hendricks_Localizing_Moments_in_ICCV_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ICCV_2017/papers/Hendricks_Localizing_Moments_in_ICCV_2017_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ICCV_2017/papers/Hendricks_Localizing_Moments_in_ICCV_2017_paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2006.08889.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2018/papers/Hu_Squeeze-and-Excitation_Networks_CVPR_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2018/papers/Hu_Squeeze-and-Excitation_Networks_CVPR_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2018/papers/Hu_Squeeze-and-Excitation_Networks_CVPR_2018_paper.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=7508408
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=7508408
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=7508408
https://pdf.sciencedirectassets.com/271597/1-s2.0-S0925231221X00227/1-s2.0-S092523122100477X/main.pdf?X-Amz-Security-Token=IQoJb3JpZ2luX2VjEOb%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEaCXVzLWVhc3QtMSJIMEYCIQDD3NO8eCBLyn35CZmqThmmchTsWsjAukRzQSc74JuRaAIhAMClceuamPVV5huEPh%2FFGF6WGmNeDMVWOC5xGD9Gaux4KrwFCM%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEQBRoMMDU5MDAzNTQ2ODY1Igx31nVUY05EEkpefyIqkAXgg2IJGrwX8alaj9bpKyEuO0UfBS58pXjRbYOs4pbD7ntSsky9z8ttoL9GEXZSlAoBWL5f8Thj%2BfmpyeHHTUBDEnuglR2B2szwBqMurWuOSa6FvyxA%2FdLYuJTOpCkSo%2B2c8hUwHyXdQeqdIOPJFAijZdU7xI%2FeoqSQzbaia1aJaJQCjVtn1nAaoOfv%2F5wLR8fJGhZAUE7yRJkSLhIlC9CVZ4d0dmSebg5XjEl9QElDy7o%2FvDQRM9Ce%2FKNfhNJ%2F%2F7sypvKbnWcLhQO%2FBKOirM2skQeUZAEgffTeMwJ33TfmVyvFs85hNH2Tt2Hf%2B2SiOGs968pa8OSEYdMt4AnVZs%2FzejJ9GT%2FrQkaXoG54eLLJlo%2FSyQDNf%2FVtcUih3ZZ%2FmLL9u2WZFuuJ2csw3nezLFUVP6nkIWI54jDbHU4BkWndOT%2Ba9HUJdLQLGSgOIknIQr%2BnIp0arYa3adb%2BxYc%2Fc6D5ZnNuGgeQwqNH4PN%2FVrlW6ufmiAjzf7yEPr0O8WgeHpnyAeeWMgwFySo4%2F7UfD0p0c2bBheMiGqWXkVwlGJ7qB6FRPL2EKKCtrwvTvlzc6yZZmoD25z8B2f%2FxQrALEiuRE0Gpxt9Q0c4MO22YHSYV8e%2FaQGPXqKTyfx669jiMhVyYKGbZn0M8fdGXVPgVdg4%2FlwbQNUYDRXbTOD2a2wg4HIUB9mfTYYb342l%2B2kjAkn1AlWR2K0DqUf5B1MIEegahiqOQeK%2BwyDac7TwWDXFZ6fVs7Gvn0yYxI52JmfHBbng0VxZMWhLyR82dNpmxtnWHV2e7AcfHAHDECtkrlX%2B6A4A3hC3SJmJ3j5NxgJgntWyrRNXSnRnLRlCVEAJafkVPhoAiNQBXNI%2FL9sWREtwJpjC%2FlKqoBjqwAflVIhfksimpyFawB%2B2WgRa8Lc34xNYAtucx3%2FJN2gD5gg5%2BC6WX7ufaJua3uMXtB14pUZ91CUvTg9tDtoFTEKWPfohTqYBGLiJ%2Bi6ivRAV6ynSHgM17KPsrRPz4FY4mBiJMATR9rHiaVd4%2FiVZYUXIKmHzdBOzJGUb2P1K0kp4kujFCL%2B3s6pKlkMymyYFFfKYLhjiY%2BQoU%2Bh8KbpYGp5WLFH44xeZblU3IaGMmWm2w&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Date=20230920T065413Z&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-Credential=ASIAQ3PHCVTY5BSOKEMU%2F20230920%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Signature=71b3b02ec43d89d4aa6bc25e63e5d35c5960678b986baff73cd24eff9c96c23c&hash=adc39a273960696bfca513495563e65e79c7b9ed350cefd1947589bf25adaad0&host=68042c943591013ac2b2430a89b270f6af2c76d8dfd086a07176afe7c76c2c61&pii=S092523122100477X&tid=spdf-b675e829-bbee-4098-98ec-e2046f7e1799&sid=75361b6e1cd18549e63b00e8af396a6feeabgxrqa&type=client&tsoh=d3d3LnNjaWVuY2VkaXJlY3QuY29t&ua=0f1558535d565559005352&rr=809827e4081ca6f7&cc=us
https://pdf.sciencedirectassets.com/271597/1-s2.0-S0925231221X00227/1-s2.0-S092523122100477X/main.pdf?X-Amz-Security-Token=IQoJb3JpZ2luX2VjEOb%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEaCXVzLWVhc3QtMSJIMEYCIQDD3NO8eCBLyn35CZmqThmmchTsWsjAukRzQSc74JuRaAIhAMClceuamPVV5huEPh%2FFGF6WGmNeDMVWOC5xGD9Gaux4KrwFCM%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2F%2FwEQBRoMMDU5MDAzNTQ2ODY1Igx31nVUY05EEkpefyIqkAXgg2IJGrwX8alaj9bpKyEuO0UfBS58pXjRbYOs4pbD7ntSsky9z8ttoL9GEXZSlAoBWL5f8Thj%2BfmpyeHHTUBDEnuglR2B2szwBqMurWuOSa6FvyxA%2FdLYuJTOpCkSo%2B2c8hUwHyXdQeqdIOPJFAijZdU7xI%2FeoqSQzbaia1aJaJQCjVtn1nAaoOfv%2F5wLR8fJGhZAUE7yRJkSLhIlC9CVZ4d0dmSebg5XjEl9QElDy7o%2FvDQRM9Ce%2FKNfhNJ%2F%2F7sypvKbnWcLhQO%2FBKOirM2skQeUZAEgffTeMwJ33TfmVyvFs85hNH2Tt2Hf%2B2SiOGs968pa8OSEYdMt4AnVZs%2FzejJ9GT%2FrQkaXoG54eLLJlo%2FSyQDNf%2FVtcUih3ZZ%2FmLL9u2WZFuuJ2csw3nezLFUVP6nkIWI54jDbHU4BkWndOT%2Ba9HUJdLQLGSgOIknIQr%2BnIp0arYa3adb%2BxYc%2Fc6D5ZnNuGgeQwqNH4PN%2FVrlW6ufmiAjzf7yEPr0O8WgeHpnyAeeWMgwFySo4%2F7UfD0p0c2bBheMiGqWXkVwlGJ7qB6FRPL2EKKCtrwvTvlzc6yZZmoD25z8B2f%2FxQrALEiuRE0Gpxt9Q0c4MO22YHSYV8e%2FaQGPXqKTyfx669jiMhVyYKGbZn0M8fdGXVPgVdg4%2FlwbQNUYDRXbTOD2a2wg4HIUB9mfTYYb342l%2B2kjAkn1AlWR2K0DqUf5B1MIEegahiqOQeK%2BwyDac7TwWDXFZ6fVs7Gvn0yYxI52JmfHBbng0VxZMWhLyR82dNpmxtnWHV2e7AcfHAHDECtkrlX%2B6A4A3hC3SJmJ3j5NxgJgntWyrRNXSnRnLRlCVEAJafkVPhoAiNQBXNI%2FL9sWREtwJpjC%2FlKqoBjqwAflVIhfksimpyFawB%2B2WgRa8Lc34xNYAtucx3%2FJN2gD5gg5%2BC6WX7ufaJua3uMXtB14pUZ91CUvTg9tDtoFTEKWPfohTqYBGLiJ%2Bi6ivRAV6ynSHgM17KPsrRPz4FY4mBiJMATR9rHiaVd4%2FiVZYUXIKmHzdBOzJGUb2P1K0kp4kujFCL%2B3s6pKlkMymyYFFfKYLhjiY%2BQoU%2Bh8KbpYGp5WLFH44xeZblU3IaGMmWm2w&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Date=20230920T065413Z&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-Credential=ASIAQ3PHCVTY5BSOKEMU%2F20230920%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Signature=71b3b02ec43d89d4aa6bc25e63e5d35c5960678b986baff73cd24eff9c96c23c&hash=adc39a273960696bfca513495563e65e79c7b9ed350cefd1947589bf25adaad0&host=68042c943591013ac2b2430a89b270f6af2c76d8dfd086a07176afe7c76c2c61&pii=S092523122100477X&tid=spdf-b675e829-bbee-4098-98ec-e2046f7e1799&sid=75361b6e1cd18549e63b00e8af396a6feeabgxrqa&type=client&tsoh=d3d3LnNjaWVuY2VkaXJlY3QuY29t&ua=0f1558535d565559005352&rr=809827e4081ca6f7&cc=us
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41095-022-0271-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41095-022-0271-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41095-022-0271-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41095-022-0271-y
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2019/papers/Fukui_Attention_Branch_Network_Learning_of_Attention_Mechanism_for_Visual_Explanation_CVPR_2019_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2019/papers/Fukui_Attention_Branch_Network_Learning_of_Attention_Mechanism_for_Visual_Explanation_CVPR_2019_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2019/papers/Fukui_Attention_Branch_Network_Learning_of_Attention_Mechanism_for_Visual_Explanation_CVPR_2019_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2019/papers/Fukui_Attention_Branch_Network_Learning_of_Attention_Mechanism_for_Visual_Explanation_CVPR_2019_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Sanghyun_Woo_Convolutional_Block_Attention_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Sanghyun_Woo_Convolutional_Block_Attention_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Sanghyun_Woo_Convolutional_Block_Attention_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2020/papers/Wang_ECA-Net_Efficient_Channel_Attention_for_Deep_Convolutional_Neural_Networks_CVPR_2020_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2020/papers/Wang_ECA-Net_Efficient_Channel_Attention_for_Deep_Convolutional_Neural_Networks_CVPR_2020_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2020/papers/Wang_ECA-Net_Efficient_Channel_Attention_for_Deep_Convolutional_Neural_Networks_CVPR_2020_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2020/papers/Wang_ECA-Net_Efficient_Channel_Attention_for_Deep_Convolutional_Neural_Networks_CVPR_2020_paper.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9680676
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9680676
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9680676
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1412.4729.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Bowen_Zhang_Cross-Modal_and_Hierarchical_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Bowen_Zhang_Cross-Modal_and_Hierarchical_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/papers/Bowen_Zhang_Cross-Modal_and_Hierarchical_ECCV_2018_paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1907.13487.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.10639.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.10639.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.10639.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2007.10639.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2021/papers/Lei_Less_Is_More_ClipBERT_for_Video-and-Language_Learning_via_Sparse_Sampling_CVPR_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2021/papers/Lei_Less_Is_More_ClipBERT_for_Video-and-Language_Learning_via_Sparse_Sampling_CVPR_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2021/papers/Lei_Less_Is_More_ClipBERT_for_Video-and-Language_Learning_via_Sparse_Sampling_CVPR_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2021/papers/Lei_Less_Is_More_ClipBERT_for_Video-and-Language_Learning_via_Sparse_Sampling_CVPR_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf


An Empirical Study of Excitation and Aggregation Design Adaptions in CLIP4Clip for Video-Text Retrieval

the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, 2021,
pp. 1728–1738.

[53] H. Xue, Y. Sun, B. Liu, J. Fu, R. Song, H. Li, J. Luo, Clip-vip: Adapt-
ing pre-trained image-text model to video-language representation
alignment, arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.06430 (2022).

[54] H. Duan, Y. Zhao, Y. Xiong, W. Liu, D. Lin, Omni-sourced webly-
supervised learning for video recognition, in: Computer Vision–
ECCV 2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23–
28, 2020, Proceedings, Part XV 16, Springer, 2020, pp. 670–688.

[55] J. Huang, Y. Li, J. Feng, X. Wu, X. Sun, R. Ji, Clover: Towards a
unified video-language alignment and fusion model, in: Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2023, pp. 14856–14866.

[56] Z. Wang, Y.-L. Sung, F. Cheng, G. Bertasius, M. Bansal, Unified
coarse-to-fine alignment for video-text retrieval, in: Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, 2023,
pp. 2816–2827.

[57] W. Shen, J. Song, X. Zhu, G. Li, H. T. Shen, End-to-end pre-training
with hierarchical matching and momentum contrast for text-video
retrieval, IEEE Transactions on Image Processing (2023).

[58] P. Zhang, Z. Zhao, N. Wang, J. Yu, F. Wu, Local-global graph pooling
via mutual information maximization for video-paragraph retrieval,
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology
32 (10) (2022) 7133–7146.

[59] M. Dzabraev, M. Kalashnikov, S. Komkov, A. Petiushko, Mdmmt:
Multidomain multimodal transformer for video retrieval, in: Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2021, pp. 3354–3363.

[60] M. Patrick, P.-Y. Huang, Y. Asano, F. Metze, A. Hauptmann, J. Hen-
riques, A. Vedaldi, Support-set bottlenecks for video-text representa-
tion learning, arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.02824 (2020).

[61] S. Liu, H. Fan, S. Qian, Y. Chen, W. Ding, Z. Wang, Hit: Hierarchical
transformer with momentum contrast for video-text retrieval, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2021, pp. 11915–11925.

[62] I. Croitoru, S.-V. Bogolin, M. Leordeanu, H. Jin, A. Zisserman,
S. Albanie, Y. Liu, Teachtext: Crossmodal generalized distillation for
text-video retrieval, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision, 2021, pp. 11583–11593.

Xiaolun Jing received the B.S. de-
gree from Central South University,
in 2017, the M.S. degree from Xi’an
Jiaotong University, in 2020. He is a
Ph.D. candidate in the Department of
Automation, Shanghai Jiao Tong Uni-

versity. His current research interests include video under-
standing, video action recognition and video-text retrieval
in computer vision.

Genke Yang was born in Shanxi,
China. He received the B.S. degree in
mathematics from Shanxi University,
in 1984, the M.S. degree in mathe-
matics from Xi’nan Normal Univer-
sity, in 1987, and the Ph.D. degree
in systems engineering from Xi’an
Jiaotong University, in 1998. He has

been a full-time Professor with the Department of Automa-
tion, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China. He is

currently a member of the Collaborative Innovation Center
for Advanced Ship and Deep-Sea Exploration, Shanghai.
His research interests include supply chain management,
logistics, production planning and scheduling, discrete event
dynamics systems, and computer integrated manufacturing.

Jian Chu was born in 1963. He
received the B.S., M.S., and Ph.D.
degrees from Zhejiang University,
Hangzhou, China, in 1982, 1984, and
1989, respectively, and the Ph.D. de-
gree in Joint Education Program from
Zhejiang University and Kyoto Uni-
versity, Kyoto, Japan. He was a Post-

Doctoral Researcher with the Institute of Advanced Process
Control, Zhejiang University, where he was a Full Professor
in 1993, and a Doctorial Advisor in 1994. He is now the
chief researcher of Shanghai Jiaotong University. His current
research interests include control theory and applications,
research and development of computer control systems, and
advanced process control software.

Xiaolun Jing et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 18 of 20

https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Bain_Frozen_in_Time_A_Joint_Video_and_Image_Encoder_for_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2209.06430.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58555-6_40
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58555-6_40
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58555-6_40
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58555-6_40
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2023/papers/Huang_Clover_Towards_a_Unified_Video-Language_Alignment_and_Fusion_Model_CVPR_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2023/papers/Huang_Clover_Towards_a_Unified_Video-Language_Alignment_and_Fusion_Model_CVPR_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2023/papers/Huang_Clover_Towards_a_Unified_Video-Language_Alignment_and_Fusion_Model_CVPR_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/CVPR2023/papers/Huang_Clover_Towards_a_Unified_Video-Language_Alignment_and_Fusion_Model_CVPR_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/papers/Wang_Unified_Coarse-to-Fine_Alignment_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/papers/Wang_Unified_Coarse-to-Fine_Alignment_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/papers/Wang_Unified_Coarse-to-Fine_Alignment_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2023_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/papers/Wang_Unified_Coarse-to-Fine_Alignment_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2023_paper.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10124819
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10124819
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=10124819
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9779708
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9779708
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9779708
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=9779708
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.10699.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.10699.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.10699.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.10699.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2010.02824.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Liu_HiT_Hierarchical_Transformer_With_Momentum_Contrast_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Liu_HiT_Hierarchical_Transformer_With_Momentum_Contrast_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Liu_HiT_Hierarchical_Transformer_With_Momentum_Contrast_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Liu_HiT_Hierarchical_Transformer_With_Momentum_Contrast_for_Video-Text_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Croitoru_TeachText_CrossModal_Generalized_Distillation_for_Text-Video_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Croitoru_TeachText_CrossModal_Generalized_Distillation_for_Text-Video_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Croitoru_TeachText_CrossModal_Generalized_Distillation_for_Text-Video_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2021/papers/Croitoru_TeachText_CrossModal_Generalized_Distillation_for_Text-Video_Retrieval_ICCV_2021_paper.pdf


An Empirical Study of Excitation and Aggregation Design Adaptions in CLIP4Clip for Video-Text Retrieval

Table A1
Data Statistics Comparison between the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets.

Datasets Train Videos Val Videos Test Videos Total Videos

ActivityNet 10009 4917 4917 20k

DiDeMo 8395 1065 1004 10k

Appendix
In this appendix, we give the details of performance analysis on the DiDeMo dataset in § A.

A. Performance Analysis on DiDeMo
To clearly elaborate on the reasons behind the performance degradation on the DiDeMo dataset, we first select the

ActivityNet dataset that also follows the video-paragraph retrieval paradigm as control, and give the data statistics comparison.
As shown in Table A1, the video volume of DiDeMo is only about half of ActivityNet. Then we report the T2V retrieval
results with different frame aggregation methods at three types on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets in Table A2, A3 and
A4, including mean pooling type, sequential LSTM type and sequential Transformer Encoder type.

A.1. Mean Pooling Type
As shown in Table A2, we observe that compared with the squeeze paradigm, the expansion paradigm ia a better alternative

in the video-paragraph retrieval tasks. More specifically, the cascade of expansion excitation module and mean pooling
operation achieves 41.8 R@1 and 41.1 R@1 on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets, outperforming the squeeze excitation
results by +0.9% (+0.4%) and +0.2% (+0.1%) relative (absolute) improvements. When the aggregation module is utilized for
frame aggregation, the expansion aggregation module also presents better RSum of 201.6 (i.e. 4.3% relative improvement,
8.3% absolute improvement) and 185.2 (i.e. 5.0% relative improvement, 8.9% absolute improvement) in the ActivityNet and
DiDeMo retrieval tasks. We also notice that the expansion excitation-and-aggregation module boosts the squeeze paradigm
R@1 by +6.8% (+2.7%) and +6.1% (+2.3%) relative (absolute) improvements on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets. We
think that the significant performance gain may be related to the video-paragraph retrieval paradigm, where the training of
reasoning capability between video and longer captions needs more learnable parameters. Under this assumption, abundant
trainable parameters introduced by the expansion paradigm can fully capture semantic relationships among different frames,
thus promoting the retrieval performance by a large margin.

Surprisingly, we can see that DiDeMo retrieval results brought by the expansion excitation-and-aggregation module suffer
a great decline, such as 0.7% and 2.1% absolute decrease at R@1 and RSum. The reason behind this degradation may
be attributed to the incompatibility of training parameters and data volume. Generally, the mismatch between the amount
of learnable parameters and the amount of data will lead to the risk of underfitting or overfitting. Compared to the 40.8
R@1 given by the mean pooling operation, the introduction of expansion excitation module brings additional parameters
that match the data volume, thus promoting the R@1 by +0.7% (+0.3%) relative (absolute) improvements. However, the
expansion excitation-and-aggregation module contains an excessive amount of learnable parameters that may overfit the
training dataset, the model consequently achieves poor retrieval performance on the validation dataset. It is worth noting that
this module achieves the best retrieval results on the ActivityNet dataset with larger data volume, which further verifies our
speculation.

A.2. Sequential LSTM Type
In Table A3, we show the ActivityNet and DiDeMo retrieval results in the sequential LSTM type with different frame

aggregation methods. Different from the better R@1 of 42.6 attained through the expansion aggregation module on the
ActivityNet dataset, this module generates a lower R@1 of 38.8 with 2.0% absolute decline. We explain the phenomenon
difference based on the compatibility of training parameters and data volume. More precisely, the parameters contained in
sequential LSTM and expansion aggregation module match with the data volume of ActivityNet, but seem to be overfitting
on the DiDeMo dataset with smaller data volume, thus hindering the retrieval performance boost in the DiDeMo retrieval
task.

A.3. Sequential Transformer Encoder Type
Table A4 provides a comparison of the retrieval results between ActivityNet and DiDeMo in the sequential Transformer

Encoder type with different frame aggregation methods. Similarly, we can see that although the expansion aggregation module
boosts the ActivityNet R@1 by +4.5% (+1.9%) relative (absolute) improvement, it achieves 39.2 R@1 with 1.4% absolute
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Table A2
T2V retrieval results with different frame aggregation methods on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets. The number in blue is the retrieval
result obtained by our mean pooling re-training.

Methods ActivityNet Retrieval DiDeMo Retrieval
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

squeeze excitation + meanP 41.4(41.1) 73.1(73.1) 84.7(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 7.6(7.6) 199.2(198.8) 41.0(40.8) 67.8(67.8) 77.6(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 20.8(20.8) 186.4(186.0)
expansion excitation + meanP 41.8(41.1) 73.7(73.1) 84.9(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 7.5(7.6) 200.4(198.8) 41.1(40.8) 68.5(67.8) 77.3(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 20.6(20.8) 186.9(186.0)
squeeze aggregation 39.1(41.1) 71.3(73.1) 82.9(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 11.3(7.6) 193.3(198.8) 37.3(40.8) 64.6(67.8) 74.4(77.4) 3.0(2.0) 30.6(20.8) 176.3(186.0)
expansion aggregation 42.1(41.1) 74.3(73.1) 85.2(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 7.8(7.6) 201.6(198.8) 39.9(40.8) 68.5(67.8) 76.8(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 20.6(20.8) 185.2(186.0)
squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 39.7(41.1) 72.0(73.1) 83.8(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 10.9(7.6) 195.5(198.8) 37.8(40.8) 65.0(67.8) 74.5(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 27.7(20.8) 177.3(186.0)
expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 42.4(41.1) 74.3(73.1) 85.3(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 7.8(7.6) 202.0(198.8) 40.1(40.8) 67.9(67.8) 75.9(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 20.9(20.8) 183.9(186.0)
squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 42.1(41.1) 74.2(73.1) 85.0(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 8.0(7.6) 201.3(198.8) 40.4(40.8) 68.3(67.8) 75.6(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 21.4(20.8) 184.3(186.0)
expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 41.8(41.1) 73.8(73.1) 84.9(84.6) 2.0(2.0) 8.6(7.6) 200.5(198.8) 39.9(40.8) 67.4(67.8) 75.9(77.4) 2.0(2.0) 22.7(20.8) 183.2(186.0)

Table A3
T2V retrieval results with different frame aggregation methods in the seqLSTM type on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets. The number
in blue is the retrieval result obtained by our sequential LSTM re-training.

Methods ActivityNet Retrieval DiDeMo Retrieval
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + meanP 41.3(41.0) 73.2(73.0) 84.4(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.6(7.7) 198.9(198.2) 40.8(40.8) 67.8(67.8) 76.4(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 21.8(21.5) 185.0(185.7)
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + meanP 41.7(41.0) 73.8(73.0) 84.8(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.6(7.7) 200.3(198.2) 39.9(40.8) 68.1(67.8) 77.2(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 20.9(21.5) 185.2(185.7)
seqLSTM + squeeze aggregation 39.5(41.0) 70.1(73.0) 82.6(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 11.7(7.7) 192.2(198.2) 37.3(40.8) 64.0(67.8) 74.3(77.1) 3.0(2.0) 30.2(21.5) 175.6(185.7)
seqLSTM + expansion aggregation 42.6(41.0) 74.5(73.0) 85.3(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.0(7.7) 202.4(198.2) 38.8(40.8) 68.3(67.8) 75.8(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 22.0(21.5) 182.9(185.7)
seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 40.5(41.0) 72.2(73.0) 83.1(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 11.4(7.7) 195.8(198.2) 37.7(40.8) 64.9(67.8) 75.4(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 27.4(21.5) 178.0(185.7)
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 42.6(41.0) 74.2(73.0) 85.3(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.2(7.7) 202.1(198.2) 40.6(40.8) 68.4(67.8) 76.4(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 21.3(21.5) 185.4(185.7)
seqLSTM + squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 42.3(41.0) 74.0(73.0) 84.9(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.1(7.7) 201.2(198.2) 39.6(40.8) 67.3(67.8) 76.1(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 21.5(21.5) 183.0(185.7)
seqLSTM + expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 41.9(41.0) 73.7(73.0) 84.5(84.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.8(7.7) 200.1(198.2) 39.0(40.8) 66.2(67.8) 74.7(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 24.2(21.5) 179.9(185.7)

Table A4
T2V retrieval results with different frame aggregation methods in the seqTransf type on the ActivityNet and DiDeMo datasets. The number
in blue is the retrieval result obtained by our sequential Transformer Encoder re-training.

Methods ActivityNet Retrieval DiDeMo Retrieval
R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑ R@1↑ R@5↑ R@10↑ MdR↓ MnR↓ RSum↑

seqTransf + squeeze excitation + meanP 42.7(42.2) 73.7(74.1) 85.2(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.2(7.2) 201.6(201.5) 39.8(40.6) 66.9(66.3) 76.2(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 18.7(19.8) 182.9(183.0)
seqTransf + expansion excitation + meanP 42.6(42.2) 74.4(74.1) 85.1(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.1(7.2) 202.1(201.5) 41.4(40.6) 67.0(66.3) 76.0(77.1) 2.0(2.0) 19.7(19.8) 184.4(183.0)
seqTransf + squeeze aggregation 41.4(44.2) 73.1(74.1) 84.7(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.3(7.2) 199.2(201.5) 37.6(40.6) 64.5(66.3) 74.9(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 22.8(19.8) 177.0(183.0)
seqTransf + expansion aggregation 44.1(42.2) 75.1(74.1) 86.2(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.1(7.2) 205.4(201.5) 39.2(40.6) 65.7(66.3) 75.7(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 20.1(19.8) 180.6(183.0)
seqTransf + squeeze excitation + squeeze aggregation 42.3(42.2) 73.8(74.1) 84.9(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 8.3(7.2) 201.0(201.5) 37.8(40.6) 64.6(66.3) 75.0(76.1) 3.0(2.0) 22.8(19.8) 177.4(183.0)
seqTransf + expansion excitation + expansion aggregation 43.9(42.2) 75.4(74.1) 85.9(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.2(7.2) 205.2(201.5) 39.5(40.6) 66.1(66.3) 77.0(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 19.4(19.8) 182.6(183.0)
seqTransf + squeeze excitation + expansion aggregation 43.9(42.2) 75.4(74.1) 85.6(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.2(7.7) 204.9(201.5) 39.0(40.6) 65.6(66.3) 76.3(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 20.7(19.8) 180.9(183.0)
seqTransf + expansion excitation + squeeze aggregation 43.2(42.2) 74.2(74.1) 86.0(85.2) 2.0(2.0) 7.7(7.2) 203.4(201.5) 38.7(40.6) 65.4(66.3) 74.7(76.1) 2.0(2.0) 20.4(19.8) 178.8(183.0)

decrease on the DiDeMo dataset. The reason of performance decline results from the mismatch between the smaller data
volume and the larger amount of learnable parameters contained in the cascade of sequential Transformer Encoder and
expansion aggregation module, which increases the risk of overfitting and presents poor generalizability on unseen pairwise
text-video data.
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