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Abstract

Scene Graph Generation (SGG) remains a challenging task
due to its compositional property. Previous approaches im-
prove prediction efficiency by learning in an end-to-end man-
ner. However, these methods exhibit limited performance as
they assume unidirectional conditioning between entities and
predicates, leading to insufficient information interaction. To
address this limitation, we propose a novel bidirectional con-
ditioning factorization for SGG, introducing efficient inter-
action between entities and predicates. Specifically, we de-
velop an end-to-end scene graph generation model, Bidi-
rectional Conditioning Transformer (BCTR), to implement
our factorization. BCTR consists of two key modules. First,
the Bidirectional Conditioning Generator (BCG) facilitates
multi-stage interactive feature augmentation between entities
and predicates, enabling mutual benefits between the two pre-
dictions. Second, Random Feature Alignment (RFA) regular-
izes the feature space by distilling multi-modal knowledge
from pre-trained models, enhancing BCTR’s ability on tailed
categories without relying on statistical priors. We conduct
a series of experiments on Visual Genome and Open Image
V6, demonstrating that BCTR achieves state-of-the-art per-
formance on both benchmarks. The code will be available
upon acceptance of the paper.

Introduction
Scene Graph Generation (SGG) aims to endow computers
with the ability to comprehend scenes by detecting objects
and identifying relationships within an image. This pro-
cess generates structured relationships in the form of triplets
(object-predicate-subject). SGG holds potential for a wide
range of downstream applications, including question an-
swering (Shi, Zhang, and Li 2019), image captioning (Yang
et al. 2019), and image retrieval (Johnson et al. 2015).

Previous SGG studies can be categorized into two groups:
two-stage and one-stage methods. Two-stage methods sepa-
rate the SGG task into entity detection and predicate detec-
tion stages, often generating O(N2) relationship candidates
and requiring significant computational resources. Inspired
by fully convolutional one-stage object detection approaches
(Carion et al. 2020; Sun et al. 2021), one-stage methods have
been introduced to directly detect relationships from image
features (Liu et al. 2021; Teng and Wang 2022), thereby en-
hancing detection efficiency by avoiding the requirement to
consider all possible pairs. However, these methods lack ex-
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Figure 1: The illustration of the BCTR pipeline paradigm.
The top part shows the extraction of CLIP, entity, and predi-
cate features from the input image. The bottom part demon-
strates how entity (e.g., Bag) and predicate detection (e.g.,
Behind) are enhanced through feature interaction via the
proposed BCG. Additionally, the output features are regu-
larized by RFA to mitigate the long-tail problem.

plicit entity modeling and struggle to capture complex re-
lationships within images. To address this, recent one-stage
methods (Li, Zhang, and He 2022; Shit et al. 2022) have con-
ditioned predicate prediction on entity features to improve
task performance. Nevertheless, this fixed unidirectional de-
pendence often yields suboptimal results, as entity detec-
tion cannot benefit from predicate detection within their
pipelines. Moreover, current one-stage methods fail to ex-
plicitly address the long-tail distribution (Kundu and Aakur
2023), resulting in biased predictions.
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To address these limitations, we propose a novel bidirec-
tional conditioning factorization for SGG, introducing ef-
ficient interaction between entities and predicates. Techni-
cally, we develop a one-stage SGG model to implement our
factorization, dubbed Bidirectional Conditioning TRans-
former (BCTR). The overview of BCTR is shown in Fig. 1,
consisting of two modules. The Bidirectional Conditioning
Generator (BCG) is introduced to establish mutual depen-
dencies between the entity and predicate decoders through
two feature interaction mechanisms. The inner interaction
uses Bidirectional Attentions (BiAtt) to enhance informa-
tion exchange between entities and predicates, while the
outer interaction employs iterative refinement to condition
current detections on previous estimates, further improv-
ing the interaction between the two predictions. Addition-
ally, Random Feature Alignment (RFA) is designed to ad-
dress the long-tail problem without relying on the statistical
priors of datasets. By randomly distilling knowledge from
Vision-Language Pre-trained Models (VLPMs), RFA aligns
the feature spaces of entity and predicate decoders with the
VLPMs while preserving diversity for SGG tasks. Collabo-
rating with CLIP-based classifiers, RFA boosts BCTR’s per-
formance for tail classes and unseen relations. We validate
the proposed method on two representative SGG datasets:
Visual Genome and Open Image V6. Experimental results
demonstrate that BCTR achieves superior performance on
both benchmarks compared to existing methods. Our contri-
butions can be summarized as follows:
• We propose a novel bidirectional conditioning factoriza-

tion for SGG, enhancing the information exchange be-
tween predicates and entities by introducing mutual de-
pendence.

• We develop an end-to-end SGG model BCTR to imple-
ment our factorization. Specifically, BCG is designed to
augment the feature spaces through a bidirectional atten-
tion mechanism.

• RFA is introduced to regularize the feature spaces with
VLPMs while preserving diversity for downstream tasks.
RFA improves BCTR’s performance on tail categories
without relying on statistical priors.

• Extensive experiments on the Visual Genome and Open
Image V6 datasets demonstrate that BCTR achieves
state-of-the-art performance compared to baselines.

Related Work
Conditional Dependencies in SGG One-stage SGG meth-
ods (Liu et al. 2021; Teng and Wang 2022) directly detect
predicates or relationships from image features, avoiding
time-consuming combinations. Inspired by one-stage detec-
tion methods (Sun et al. 2021; Carion et al. 2020), pre-
vious works have designed Relation Affinity Fields (Liu
et al. 2021) or used query-based detection (Teng and Wang
2022) for one-stage SGG. However, these methods demon-
strate poor performance as they do not utilize entity detec-
tion information (Li, Zhang, and He 2022). Recent studies
(Li, Zhang, and He 2022; Shit et al. 2022; Cong, Yang,
and Rosenhahn 2023; He et al. 2023) have explicitly in-
corporated entity features into relationship detection to im-

prove the performance of one-stage SGG. Nevertheless,
these methods either condition predicates on entities (Li,
Zhang, and He 2022; Shit et al. 2022) or condition entities on
predicates (Desai et al. 2022), creating unidirectional depen-
dencies that limit feature interactions and thus show limited
performance.

Khandelwal et al.(Khandelwal and Sigal 2022) argue that
SGG performance can benefit from dynamic conditioning
on the image. By implicitly using a joint loss and explic-
itly through cross-decoder interactions, predictions are ef-
fectively refined from previous estimates. However, their
predicate is still unidirectionally conditioned on the entity in
each inner round, indicating that their dynamic conditioning
is implemented mainly through iterative refinement. Their
experimental results show that their network architecture of-
fers minimal improvement to the task. In contrast to previous
works, we propose the BCG to provide internal bidirectional
dependencies, strengthening the features in each step. BCG
offers flexible mutual dependence for the SGG task without
altering the loss function.
Message Passing in SGG Message passing aims to increase
prediction performance through information interaction be-
tween individual predictions and the surrounding context.
Zhu et al. (Zhu et al. 2022) categorize them into local mes-
sage passing within a triplet and global message passing
across all elements. They point out that different predic-
tion structures have variable ranges during message passing.
Triplet set-based methods (Li et al. 2017; Yin et al. 2018)
generally rely on local message passing, while chain (Xu
et al. 2017), tree (Tang et al. 2019), and fully-connected
graph (Li et al. 2021) methods usually achieve global mes-
sage passing. Compared to local message passing, global
message passing can resolve ambiguities of local predic-
tions by integrating contextual information. Unlike previ-
ous works, we design the BiAtt-based BCG to enable global
message passing within the set structure. Compared to pre-
vious works that rely on local explicit edges for propagation,
BCG employs implicit global connections for more efficient
information exchange.
Language Prior for Long-Tail Problem The long-tail dis-
tribution presents a significant challenge in SGG (Zhu et al.
2022). The community has developed numerous unbiased
SGG methods, with re-balancing (Desai et al. 2021; Li
et al. 2021) being one widely used approach. However, these
methods are limited in open-set tasks due to their reliance on
the statistical prior of the dataset. Chang et al. (Chang et al.
2021) argue that the long-tail problem can be addressed with
language priors. Lu et al. (Lu et al. 2016) use a language
prior module that projects semantic-like relationships into a
compact embedding space, enabling the model to infer sim-
ilar visual relationships. Their work demonstrates the poten-
tial of solving the long-tail problem by aligning the image
and language spaces. However, the performance of language
priors-based methods is affected by the poor alignment of
multi-modal features.

Recently, VLPMs have made breakthroughs in multi-
modal tasks (Gan et al. 2022). A series of VLPMs have
achieved superior performance in aligning image and lan-
guage features. By distilling features from VLPMs, down-



stream classifiers can recognize more objects and improve
detection results on tail categories (Liao et al. 2022; He et al.
2023). However, research on using language prior to one-
stage SGG is still lacking, and current methods fail to ex-
plicitly address the long-tail distribution (Kundu and Aakur
2023). Motivated by this, we propose RFA, which aligns the
visual feature space of SGG with pre-trained language space
to solve the long-tail problem. To the best of our knowledge,
RFA is the first method to use a multi-modal model to ad-
dress data imbalance in SGG, suggesting a potential impact
for open-set relation detection.
External Knowledge in SGG Enhancing SGG performance
with external knowledge is a crucial research direction (Zhu
et al. 2022). Previous SGG works (Yu et al. 2017; Kim
et al. 2024) usually extract statistical information from exter-
nal textual knowledge (e.g., Wikipedia, ConceptNet). How-
ever, statistical information such as co-occurrence frequency
is limited in revealing the complex, structured patterns of
commonsense, which may lead to poor learning improve-
ment (Lin, Zhu, and Liang 2022). Generally, using external
knowledge to guide feature refinement is another effective
approach. Gu et al. (Gu et al. 2019) proposed a knowledge-
based module that improves the feature refinement proce-
dure by reasoning over a collection of commonsense knowl-
edge retrieved from ConceptNet. Zhan et al. (Zhan et al.
2019) introduced a novel multi-modal feature-based un-
determined relationship learning network. Unfortunately,
Zareian et al. (Zareian et al. 2020) point out that incom-
plete and inaccurate external commonsense tends to limit
task performance. Unlike previous works, BCTR uses pre-
trained multi-modal models as a source of external knowl-
edge. By embedding knowledge through feature distillation,
the model can learn better feature representations for SGG,
thereby exhibiting superior ability on complex and unseen
relationships.

Problem Formulation

SGG aims to detect objects and predicates from input images
and represent them as a scene graph G = {V, E}, where
V and E denote the sets of vertices and edges, respectively.
Specifically, V includes all detected objects in the image,
while E comprises the predicates between object pairs. The
categories of objects and predicates are defined by the task
dataset.

Previous one-stage SGG methods typically assume a uni-
directional information flow, such as I → s, o → p (Li,
Zhang, and He 2022; Cong, Yang, and Rosenhahn 2023), or
I → p → s, o (Desai et al. 2022), limiting mutual bene-
fits between the two predictions. Teng et al. (Teng and Wang
2022) formulated SGG as I → p, s, o to facilitate feature
interaction. However, the huge compositional triplet space
is challenging to optimize. This paper proposes a novel fac-
torization for SGG, as shown in Eq. 1. The first term re-
flects I → s, o and I → p, avoiding the problem of large
compositional space. The second term ensures bidirectional
independence of p ↔ s, o, allowing the two predictions to
benefit from each other.

Pr(E,P |I) = Pr(Ê, P̃ |I) · Pr(E,P |Ê, P̃ ). (1)

Following previous work (Li, Zhang, and He 2022),
we formulate SGG as a bipartite graph construction task.
Specifically, the SGG model independently outputs predic-
tions of entities and predicates from image features, forming
two node sets Ve and Vp. Two directional edge sets Eep and
Epe connect these node sets, representing the direction from
entities to predicates and vice versa. The bipartite graph is
then represented as Gb = {Ve,Vp, Eep, Epe}, from which the
scene graph of the image can be extracted.

Method
This section presents BCTR for implementing the factoriza-
tion in Eq. 1, as illustrated in Fig. 2. First, we introduce fea-
ture extraction using the backbone. Next, we detail BCG,
which provides mutual dependence for entity and predicate
detection through BiAtt. RFA is then introduced to enhance
performance for long-tail distributions by randomly distill-
ing knowledge from CLIP. Then, we describe graph assem-
bling, aiming to construct the scene graph from entity and
predicate results. Finally, model training and inference are
detailed.

Feature Extraction
Inspired by the previous one-stage detection method DETR
(Carion et al. 2020), we utilize a CNN and Transformer to
extract features V ∈ Rw×h×c from the input image I , where
w, h, and c represent the width, height, and channel of the
features, respectively. As previous one-stage SGG methods
have shown that models struggle to directly capture predi-
cates from image features without using intermediate infor-
mation (e.g., entity features), we further extract entity fea-
tures Ve ∈ RNe×c from V as auxiliary features, as shown in
the following:

Ve = fe(V,Qe), (2)

where fe, Qe ∈ RNe×c represent the transformer-based de-
coder and the learnable queries, respectively, with Ne denot-
ing the number of queries.

Bidirectional Conditioning Generator
This subsection provides details of the Bidirectional Con-
ditioning Generator, as illustrated in Fig. 2. BCG com-
prises two interactive branches that take visual features V
as input and output augmented entity features and compo-
sitional predicate features, respectively. To improve perfor-
mance, we introduce the iterative improvement mechanism
into BCG. Specifically, we factorize the conditional distri-
bution of entity and predicate according to Eq. 1, which are
as follows:

Pr(Et|I, Et−1, P̃ t) = Pr(Êt|I, Et−1) · Pr(Et|Êt, P̃ t), (3)

Pr(P t|I, P t−1, Êt) = Pr(P̃ t|I, P t−1, Êt) · Pr(P t|Êt, P̃ t), (4)

where Et and P t represent the entity and predicate estimates
at phase t, respectively, while˜andˆdenote the temporal es-
timates at each phase. The first terms of the two equations
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Figure 2: An illustration of the overall pipeline of BCTR: (a) Visual and entity features are extracted from the input image. (b)
The compositional predicate and entity queries are iteratively updated through the proposed BCG. (c) The output features of
various decoders are regularized by the RFA during training. The final predictions are derived from the distilled features.

predict the temporal estimates P̃ t and Êt from the previous
estimations and images, corresponding to the first term of
Eq. 1. The second terms establish bidirectional dependen-
cies between entities and predicates, corresponding to the
second term of Eq. 1. The implementation details of Eq. 3
and Eq. 4 are introduced as follows.

Inspired by previous work (Li, Zhang, and He 2022)
showing that predicate detection benefits from entity detec-
tion, we initialize Q0

p randomly to obtain the compositional
predicate queries Qt−1

com for the current scene, implemented
as follows:

Qt−1
com = A(q = Q0

p, k = Ve, v = Ve), (5)

where A denotes the attention block, where q, k, v represent
the query, key, and value of the attention network, respec-
tively. Qt−1

com serves as the input to the predicate branch at
phase t, consisting of three sub-queries: Qt−1

io , Qt−1
p , and

Qt−1
is . Qt−1

e is the input to the entity branch at phase t, ini-
tialized from Ve. At each step t, Qt−1

p and Qt−1
e are updated

with image features V via a cross-attention module, defined
as follows:

Q̂t
e = A(q = Qt−1

e , k = V, v = V ), (6)

Q̂t
p = A(q = Qt−1

p , k = V, v = V ). (7)

The Eq. 6 corresponds to the first term of Eq. 3. Then, Qt−1
io

and Qt−1
is are updated with entity features Q̂t

e through cross-
attention. This step aims to identify the entity pairs that
match the corresponding predicates from the current entity
detection. The process is implemented as follows:

Q̂t
io = A(q = Qt

io, k = V̂ t
e , v = V̂ t

e ), (8)

Q̂t
is = A(q = Qt

is, k = V̂ t
e , v = V̂ t

e ), (9)

where V̂ t
e = Ve+λNorm(Q̂t

e). After updating these queries
with the corresponding decoder, Q̂t

p is further augmented
with the updated indicator queries to adjust the predicate dis-
tribution, computed as follows:

Q̃t
p = (Q̂t

p + (Q̂t
io + Q̂t

is) ·Wi) ·Wp. (10)

Eq. 7 to Eq. 10 correspond to the first term of Eq. 4, where
Wi and Wp represent transformation matrices. The indica-
tor queries Q̂t

io and Q̂t
is are computed from entity features,

enhancing the predicate query Q̃t
p based on current entity de-

tection. However, entity detection does not yet benefit from
predicates. To address this, we propose a bidirectional atten-
tion module to establish conditional dependencies between
entities and predicates, augmenting entity and predicate fea-
tures mutually. This module is implemented as follows:

Qt
e = A(q = Q̂t

e, k = Q̃t
p, v = Q̃t

p), (11)

Qt
p = A(q = Q̃t

p, k = Q̂t
e, v = Q̂t

e). (12)

Eq. 11 and Eq. 12 correspond to the second terms of Eq.
3 and 4, respectively. After the bidirectional interaction, the
updated queries Qt

p, Q̂t
io, Q̂t

is, and Qt
e are used as inputs

for the next phase. Through multi-stage iterative refinement,
the bidirectional interaction between entities and predicates
is further enhanced. At the end of the iterations, the final
queries Qend

com and Qend
e are fed into the corresponding Multi-

Layer Perceptrons (MLPs) to predict the entity and predicate
distributions, respectively.

Random Feature Alignment
In this subsection, we introduce the details of Random Fea-
ture Alignment, illustrated in Fig. 3. RFA distills knowledge
from a pre-train CLIP model, constraining the feature space



of various decoders aligned with CLIP. Furthermore, the pa-
rameters of the predicate and entity classifiers are initial-
ized with the CLIP text encoder and fine-tuned on the SGG
dataset. The specifics of feature distillation and classifier ini-
tialization are detailed as follows.
Random Feature Alignment SGG has suffered from the
long-tail problem for a long time. Although previous stud-
ies have attempted to alleviate this issue by re-balancing the
dataset distribution during training (Khandelwal and Sigal
2022; Li et al. 2021), the requirement for statistical prior
limits its applicability in real-world settings.

To address this problem, we introduce the VLPMs to reg-
ularize the feature space of the SGG model and enhance its
performance in modeling tail categories. Specifically, the in-
put image is sent to the CLIP visual encoder to obtain Vclip.
Since CLIP is trained with supervision from image captions,
the encoder features Vclip are inclined to capture the gist of
the image. However, images may contain various relation-
ships. Simply aligning the decoder’s features Qend

p and Qend
e

with CLIP may destroy the diversity of features. Therefore,
we randomly select a portion of the decoder’s features before
each alignment to ensure that the distilled features maintain
diversity while being aligned with CLIP. The overall masked
distillation process is as follows:

Lmimic =
∣∣∣Vclip − 1

Np

∑Np

i=1 Q̄
end
p

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣Vclip − 1
Ne

∑Ne

i=1 Q̄
end
e

∣∣∣ , (13)

where Q̄end
p and Q̄end

e are randomly sampled from Qend
p and

Qend
e , respectively. Np and Ne denote the number of pred-

icate and entity queries. An example is shown in Fig. 3.
Taking Qend

p ∈ RNe×c as an example, the mask vectors
Vmask ∈ RNe×1 are generated with a mask ratio α. The val-
ues of Vmask are set to 0 with a probability of α, and the re-
maining values are set to (1/(1−α)). Then, the dimensions
of Vmask are expanded and multiplied with Qend

p to obtain
Q̄end

e . Finally, the mean feature of Q̄end
e is used to match the

pre-trained features, as described in Eq. 13.
Through random sampling, some features are aligned

with CLIP, while others capture content missing from the
CLIP features. After training, the feature space of the
decoders aligns with CLIP’s feature space, and multiple
queries can capture the rich triplets in the image.
CLIP-based Classifier After feature distillation, the de-
coder features Qend

p and Qend
e are aligned with CLIP. To ef-

fectively utilize these features, we introduce classifiers based
on CLIP text features. Specifically, we generate descriptions
by replacing ∗ in ”A photo of a/an *” with the corresponding
entity or predicate classes. These descriptions are then input
to the CLIP text encoder to obtain the corresponding feature
vectors. Finally, these generated vectors are used to initial-
ize the parameters of the entity and predicate classifiers, re-
spectively. During training, the two classifiers are fine-tuned
with a smaller learning rate to further improve performance
on the downstream datasets. The whole process is illustrated
in Fig. 3.

Graph Assembling
Inspired by previous work (Li, Zhang, and He 2022), this
section details the combination of predicted entity and
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Figure 3: Random Feature Alignment for the entity and
predicate prediction. First, the decoder feature is randomly
distilled with the CLIP features of the input image. Then, the
weights of the classifier are initialized with the vectors that
are generated by the CLIP text decoder encoding the ground-
truth, ensuring the aligned visual features can be correctly
classified.

object-aware predicate nodes to generate triplets. Taking the
connection of objects and predicates as an example, given
the object node set No and the predicate node set Np, we
first obtain the adjacency matrix Mo, which indicates the
distance between the corresponding nodes, calculated as fol-
lows:

Mo = dloc(Bo, Bpo) · dcls(Po, Ppo), (14)

where dloc and dcls are the distance functions used to mea-
sure the matching quality in terms of bounding box locations
and classes. Bo, Bpo, Po, and Ppo are the bounding box pre-
dictions and classification distributions of objects and indi-
cators of objects, respectively. Similarly, the adjacency ma-
trix between objects and predicates Ms is calculated in the
same manner. By selecting the top K relationships from the
two matrices, the final predictions can be obtained in the
form T = {(Bo, Bs, Bp, Po, Ps, Pp)}. The details of graph
generation are provided in the supplementary materials.

Training and Inference
Training To optimize the parameters of the proposed model,
we design a multi-task loss function consisting of three com-
ponents. Lent represents the loss for entity prediction, Lpre

is for predicate prediction, and Lmimic is for feature distil-
lation. The overall loss function is as follows:

L = Lent + Lpre + Lmimic. (15)

Since the entity detector follows a DETR-like architec-
ture, Lent takes a similar form as described in (Carion et al.
2020). To calculate Lpre, we first convert the ground-truth
relationships in the image into the same form as predictions
T , denoted as Tgt. Then, the Hungarian matching algorithm
is used to measure the cost between the ground truth and



Table 1: The Results Comparison in Visual Genome

Method mR@ R@ mR@100
20 50 100 20 50 100 Head Body Tail

two-stage

MOTIFS(Zellers et al. 2018) 4.2 5.7 - 21.4 27.2 - - - -
RelDN(Zhang et al. 2019) - 6.0 7.3 - 31.4 35.9 - - -

VCTree-TDE(Tang et al. 2020) - 9.3 11.1 - 19.4 23.2 - - -
BGNN(Li et al. 2021) 7.5 10.7 12.6 23.3 31.0 35.8 34.0 12.9 6.0

one-stage

FCSGG(Liu et al. 2021) 2.7 3.6 4.2 16.1 21.3 25.1 - - -
SRCNN(Teng and Wang 2022) 6.2 8.6 10.3 26.1 33.5 38.4 - - -

ISGG(Khandelwal and Sigal 2022) - 8.0 8.8 - 29.7 32.1 31.7 9.0 1.4
Relationformer(Shit et al. 2022) 4.6 9.3 10.7 22.2 28.4 31.3 - - -
SGTR(Li, Zhang, and He 2022) - 12.0 15.2 - 24.6 28.4 28.2 18.6 7.1

RelTR(Cong, Yang, and Rosenhahn 2023) 6.8 10.8 12.6 21.2 27.5 - 30.6 14.4 5.0
SG2HOI(He et al. 2023) 8.9 11.4 13.9 21.2 25.9 30.3 27.5 18.2 5.3

DSGG(Hayder and He 2024) - 13.0 17.3 - 32.9 38.5 - - -
EGTR(Im et al. 2024) 5.5 7.9 10.1 23.5 30.2 34.3 - - -
PGSG(Li et al. 2024) - 10.5 12.7 - 20.3 23.6 - - -

BCTR(ours) 8.1 13.7 18.4 20.1 24.8 27.7 27.7 22.0 11.9
one-stage ISGG+Rw(Khandelwal and Sigal 2022) - 15.7 17.8 - 27.2 29.8 28.5 18.8 13.3

statistical-based SGTR+Bilvl(Li, Zhang, and He 2022) - 15.8 20.1 - 20.6 25.0 21.7 21.6 17.1
long-tail w/ RelTR+LA(Cong, Yang, and Rosenhahn 2023) 9.7 14.2 - 19.8 25.9 - 28.3 19.4 10.2

strategy BCTR(ours)+LA 12.7 17.4 20.9 17.2 21.9 25.2 24.6 23.4 17.4

predictions, incorporating both predicate and entity informa-
tion. The cost is computed as follows:

C = λpCp + λeCe, (16)

where Cp and Ce represent the cost of the predicate and the
entity, respectively. The matching results are obtained by se-
lecting the minimum costs and are used to guide the calcu-
lation of Lpre. Specifically, Lpre consists of two parts: Li

pre
and Lp

pre, representing the losses for indicator and predicate
predictions, respectively. Both Li

pre and Lp
pre include losses

for bounding box predictions Lbox (GIOU loss) and clas-
sification distributions Lcls (cross-entropy loss). Lmimic is
implemented using the L1 loss function.
Inference During inference, the feature distillation module
is removed as it only contributes during the training phase.
After assembling the graph with predictions, K ·Np triplets
are obtained. To obtain the final results, we first remove self-
connected predictions, where the object and the subject of
the triplets are identical. Then, by re-ranking all the triplets
with the belief score S, the top K of them are selected as the
final prediction results. The belief score S is the product of
the classification probabilities of the corresponding subject
entity, object entity, and predicate.

Experiments
Datasets We conduct evaluation experiments on two rep-
resentative datasets, namely Visual Genome (Krishna et al.
2017) and Open Image V6 (Kuznetsova et al. 2020).
Evaluation Metrics The evaluation metrics are adopted
from previous works (Xu et al. 2017; Tang et al. 2019). For
Visual Genome, the mean Recall (mR@) represents the av-
erage recall across all classes. We also report Recall (R@) to
reflect the model’s recall performance on all categories. Ad-
ditionally, we report the mR@100 for each category group:
head, body, and tail, to evaluate the model’s performance

on long-tail distribution. For Open Image V6, in addition
to R@ and mR@, weighted metrics (wmAPphr, wmAPrel,
scorewtd) are used for a more class-balanced evaluation.
Implementation Details We utilized ResNet-101 and
DETR (Carion et al. 2020) as the feature extraction module.
Additionally, the entity decoder shares the same architec-
ture as the DETR decoder. To ensure training convergence,
the model is initially trained with feature distillation without
the entity branch. Subsequently, the entity branch is intro-
duced into the iteration while the bidirectional attention is
activated for joint training. The numbers of entity and pred-
icate queries are set to 100 and 160, respectively, and the
number of iterations (stages) is empirically set to 6. More
details of parameter settings are reported in the supplemen-
tary materials.

Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods
Baselines As BCTR is a one-stage SGG method, we primar-
ily compare it with current one-stage SGG methods, which
are mainly based on transformers (Li, Zhang, and He 2022;
Khandelwal and Sigal 2022; Cong, Yang, and Rosenhahn
2023; Shit et al. 2022; He et al. 2023). Additionally, we also
compare our method with some representative two-stage
methods (Li et al. 2021; Tang et al. 2020; Zellers et al. 2018;
Zhang et al. 2019). Although current one-stage methods do
not specifically address the long-tail problem, previous stud-
ies have reported their results with existing statistical-based
unbiased training (e.g., bi-level sampling (Li et al. 2021)) or
inference (e.g., logit adjustment (Menon et al. 2020)) meth-
ods. We also report our method with statistical-based unbi-
ased methods for further comparison.
Results of Visual Genome The experimental results in
Table 1 demonstrate that BCTR achieves superior mR@
performance compared to other baselines. Benefiting from
BCG and RFA, BCTR effectively learns balanced feature
representations for SGG, significantly improving mR@K by



14% and 21% over SOTA, indicating substantial recall per-
formance improvements across diverse categories. Further-
more, the results for head, body, and tail categories show that
BCTR achieves the best performance in the body and tail
categories, surpassing the second method by 18% and 67%,
respectively. We attribute this excellent performance to RFA,
which constrains the feature space, enabling effective learn-
ing and representation of tail category features. Our R@K is
lower because R@K and mR@K focus on different aspects.
Due to the imbalanced VG dataset, R@K emphasizes head
predicates with abundant samples, while mR@K favors tail
predicates. mR@K is a fairer metric for long-tail datasets
as it reduces the influence of dominant relationships (Chang
et al. 2021; Desai et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021). Our DETR-
based detector struggles with small entity detections, which
are prevalent in the VG dataset (Li, Zhang, and He 2022),
resulting in lower R@K. Improving small object detection
will enhance R@K.

The experimental results in Table 1 further demonstrate
that when combined with statistical-based long-tail strate-
gies, our approach achieves the best performance in the body
and tail categories compared to other methods. Additionally,
our method significantly outperforms existing methods in
terms of mR@.
Results of Open Image V6 The experimental results of
Open Image V6 are presented in Table 2. These results
demonstrate that our approach has significantly enhanced
the recall performance of SGG while achieving superior or
comparable weighted mAP metrics. Specifically, mR@50
has increased by 6.19, indicating that the SGG tasks bene-
fit from the proposed bidirectional conditioning and random
feature alignment.

Table 2: The Results Comparison in Open Image V6

Method mR@ R@ wmAP wmAP score50 50 rel phr
HOTR(Kim et al. 2021) 40.1 52.7 19.4 21.5 26.9

AS-Net(Chen et al. 2021) 35.2 55.3 25.9 27.5 32.4
SGTR(Li et al. 2022) 42.6 59.9 37.0 38.7 42.3
PGTR(Li et al. 2024) 40.7 62.0 22.7 28.0 30.8

BCTR(ours) 48.8 68.6 36.0 39.0 42.5

Ablation Studies
Model Components The experimental results of the abla-
tion study on the model components are presented in Table
3, which reports the performance of four methods obtained
by combining BCG and RFA. In Table 3, models with BCG
have 8 decoder layers, while those without BCG have 6. For
a fair comparison, we increase the decoder numbers of mod-
els without BCG to 8. The results demonstrate that both
BCG and RFA contribute to improvements in mR@ and
R@. While both modules improve performance across cat-
egories with different frequencies, RFA primarily enhances
performance in the head and body categories. By combining
the two modules, the recall rate of the tail category further
improves, resulting in a superior mR@100 performance of
18.4. The ablation studies indicate that BCG and RFA ex-

hibit good compatibility, and integrating the two can further
enhance the performance of the SGG task.

Table 3: Ablation Study on Model Components

BCG RFA mR@20/50/100 R@20/50/100 H/B/T
✓ ✓ 8.1/13.7/18.4 20.1/24.8/27.7 27.7/22.0/11.9

✓ 7.9/13.2/17.9 20.4/25.1/28.2 28.1/22.4/10.5
✓ 7.7/13.2/17.6 19.9/24.6/27.6 27.2/21.5/10.9

7.4/12.8/17.0 19.6/24.2/27.3 26.9/21.3/9.7

Feature Interaction Strategy We compare the performance
of two different internal message interaction mechanisms,
namely Unidirectional Attention (UniAtt) and Bidirectional
Attention (BiAtt). For UniAtt, only predicate-to-entity at-
tention is activated. For BiAtt, both entity-to-predicate and
predicate-to-entity attention are activated. The experimental
results are reported in Table 4, where BiAtt demonstrates
better performance than UniAtt, indicating the superiority
of the designed Bidirectional Attention mechanism for the
SGG task.

Table 4: Ablation Study on Feature Interactions

Method mR@20/50/100 R@20/50/100 H/B/T
BCG-UniAtt 7.6/13.1/17.5 19.6/24.2/27.3 27.0/21.3/10.8
BCG-BiAtt 7.7/13.2/17.6 19.9/24.6/27.6 27.2/21.5/10.9

Distillation strategy We conduct ablation experiments on
distillation strategies to elucidate the effectiveness of the
proposed RFA. The results are presented in Table 5, where
Trainable Classifier (TC) and Learnable Prompt (LP) (Zhou
et al. 2022) represent two CLIP-based classifiers. The results
indicate that the performance of both classifiers can be en-
hanced with Random Feature Alignment. We attribute this
improvement to RFA’s ability to align the features of de-
coders with CLIP while allowing queries to capture other
objects/predicates in the image that may not be represented
by CLIP. Additionally, the experimental results demonstrate
that TC outperforms LP on SGG tasks.

Table 5: Ablation Study on Distillation Strategy

Method mR@20/50/100 R@20/50/100 H/B/T
TC 7.8/13.0/17.8 20.1/25.1/28.3 28.2/22.4/10.0

TC-RFA 7.8/13.3/18.2 20.4/25.1/28.2 28.1/22.5/10.9
LP 7.5/13.0/17.2 20.1/25.3/28.7 28.4/22.2/8.9

LP-RFA 7.5/13.0/17.6 20.2/25.2/28.3/ 28.0/21.9/10.2

Zero-shot Recall The Zero-shot Recall (zR@) of the pro-
posed model is reported in Table 6. zR@ measures the re-
call of unseen triplets during training, indicating the model’s
generalization ability. The experimental results demonstrate
that the zR of the model has significantly improved with
RFA. Specifically, zR@50/100 has increased by 0.5 and 0.9,
respectively, highlighting the effectiveness of VLPMs in en-
hancing downstream task generalization. After combining
with BCG, the zR of our method improved to 4.4 and 6.2,
outperforming other baselines. This finding aligns with the



observation in Table 3, indicating that the task performance
of SGG can be further enhanced by combining BCG and
RFA.

Table 6: The Performance of Zero-shot Triplets Retrieval

Method zR@50/100
BGNN(Li et al. 2021) 0.4/0.9

VCTree-TDE(Tang et al. 2020) 2.6/3.2
SGTR(Li, Zhang, and He 2022) 2.4/5.8

ISGG(Khandelwal and Sigal 2022) 3.9/5.6
SG2JOIT(He et al. 2023) 2.5/3.7

BCTR(ours) w/o BCG+RFA 3.6/5.1
BCTR(ours) w/ RFA 4.1/6.0

BCTR(ours) w/ BCG+RFA 4.4/6.2

Mask Ratio We set α between 0 and 1 to evaluate how
the mask ratio affects the model’s performance. The results
show high R@K when α is near 0, as the model captures the
main content of the image after aligning with CLIP, which
accounts for a higher proportion of the VG dataset. As α in-
creases, the model captures more diverse content, improving
mR@K. However, when α nears 1, performance decreases
due to insufficient feature distillation.

Table 7: Ablation Study on Mask Ratio

Mask Ratio mR@20/50/100 R@20/50/100 H/B/T
0 7.8/13.0/17.8 20.1/25.1/28.3 28.2/22.4/10.0

0.25 7.8/13.2/17.8 20.2/24.9/27.9 27.8/22.5/10.2
0.5 7.8/13.3/18.2 20.4/25.1/28.2 28.1/22.5/10.9

0.75 7.5/13.3/17.9 20.2/24.8/28.0/ 28.0/22.4/10.5

Conclusion
In this study, we propose a novel bidirectional condition-
ing factorization for SGG and implement it by developing
an end-to-end SGG model BCTR. BCTR enhances the per-
formance of SGG tasks in two main aspects. First, BCG is
designed to facilitate information interaction between enti-
ties and predicates through internal bidirectional condition-
ing and external iterations. Second, RFA is introduced to ad-
dress the long-tail distribution by aligning the feature space
of SGG with a pre-trained visual language model, thereby
improving detection performance in tail categories without
relying on statistical priors. BCTR has demonstrated supe-
rior performance on both the Visual Genome and Open Im-
age V6 datasets.
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