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ABSTRACT
Weakly supervised temporal action localization (WS-TAL) is
a task of targeting at localizing complete action instances
and categorizing them with video-level labels. Action-
background ambiguity, primarily caused by background
noise resulting from aggregation and intra-action variation,
is a significant challenge for existing WS-TAL methods.
In this paper, we introduce a hybrid multi-head attention
(HMHA) module and generalized uncertainty-based eviden-
tial fusion (GUEF) module to address the problem. The
proposed HMHA effectively enhances RGB and optical flow
features by filtering redundant information and adjusting
their feature distribution to better align with the WS-TAL
task. Additionally, the proposed GUEF adaptively eliminates
the interference of background noise by fusing snippet-level
evidences to refine uncertainty measurement and select su-
perior foreground feature information, which enables the
model to concentrate on integral action instances to achieve
better action localization and classification performance. Ex-
perimental results conducted on the THUMOS14 dataset
demonstrate that our method outperforms state-of-the-art
methods. Our code is available in https://github.
com/heyuanpengpku/GUEF/tree/main.

Index Terms— Weakly-supervised temporal action local-
ization, Generalized uncertainty-based evidential fusion, Hy-
brid multi-head attention

1. INTRODUCTION

As one of the most essential tasks of video understanding,
Temporal Action localization (TAL) targets at accurately
positioning action boundaries, including start and end times-
tamps of action instances in untrimmed video and sorting
out them. Numerous early studies [1, 2, 3] focus on utiliz-
ing fully-supervised methods to solve the task and achieve
notable performance. Nevertheless, fully supervised meth-
ods necessitate a large number of videos with frame-wise
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annotations, which are time-consuming and labor-intensive.
Furthermore, annotations provided by different annotators
have distinct biases. Therefore, to address the aforemen-
tioned problems, various weakly supervised temporal action
localization (WS-TAL) methods [5, 6, 7, 8] have been pro-
posed in recent years that only rely on lightly obtainable
video-level labels, avoiding extensive annotation costs.

Most weakly supervised methods adopt the localization-
by-classification pattern that involves training an action clas-
sifier and applying it to generate a Class Activation Sequence
(CAS), which consists of classification probabilities for snip-
pets. Meanwhile, an attention branch is used to compute a
weight sequence that represents the foreground probability of
each snippet. Subsequently, a video-level prediction is ob-
tained by aggregating the top-k snippets based on the atten-
tion sequence. However, for the sake of lacking fine-grained
annotations, achieving great temporal action localization per-
formance is still problematic with video-level labels. The pri-
mary challenge faced by current WS-TAL methods is action-
background ambiguity. Specifically, during the training pro-
cess, the classifier tends to pay attention to salient features,
leading to the misclassification of background snippets as ac-
tions, while disregarding less prominent action snippets. This
tendency enables the model to only take a fraction of action
snippets rather than an entire action instance into consider-
ation, resulting in inaccurate localization and classification
results. Moreover, most existing WS-TAL methods directly
employ a pre-trained I3D model to extract RGB and optical
flow features, which encompass a large quantity of redundant
information irrelevant to the task, consequently impeding per-
formance.

To address the action-background ambiguity problem, we
propose a Generalized Uncertainty-Based Evidential fusion
(GUEF) module for WS-TAL, inspired by Traditional Evi-
dential Deep Learning (TEDL), which is capable of obtaining
the uncertainty of predictions by computing the uncertainty
measure of each snippet-level evidence to filter useless back-
ground snippets. Within the GUEF module, the disturbance
of background information is quantified by video-level uncer-
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tainty, which can adaptively eliminate redundant background
snippets. Additionally, the snippet-level uncertainty can be
spontaneously deduced to be video-level uncertainty. There-
fore, the action-background ambiguity problem is alleviated
effectively with this module. Besides, a Hybrid Multi-Head
Attention (HMHA) is proposed, which effectively strength-
ens RGB and optical flow features extracted by the pre-trained
I3D model by aligning their feature distribution with the WS-
TAL task.

In sum, the main contributions of this work are listed as
follows:

(1) We propose a Generalized Uncertainty-Based Ev-
idential Fusion module for the WS-TAL task, which can
effectively eliminate action-background ambiguity problem
by fusing snippet-level evidences.

(2) A Hybrid Multi-Head Attention module is proposed to
enhance the extracted RGB and optical flow features, aligning
the feature distribution more appropriately with the require-
ments of the WS-TAL task.

(3) The results of a large number of experiments con-
ducted on the THUMOS14 dataset demonstrate the excellent
performance of our proposed method, surpassing recent state-
of-the-art methods.

2. METHODOLOGY

2.1. Hybrid Multi-Head Attention

A Hybrid Multi-Head Attention (HMHA), which consists of
two sharing multi-head attention modules and a filtering mod-
ule with an attention-like information interaction mechanism,
is applied to enable the two modalities’ weight distribution
to approach each other. Following the existing methods, the
untrimmed video V is split into W 16-frame snippets, which
is non-overlapping, and a localization-by-classification strat-
egy is adopted. The structure of this module is illustrated in
Fig 1. Because both optical flow features and RGB features
XFlow, XRGB ∈ RD×W are extracted by pre-trained mod-
els, i.e., I3D [19], there is numerous redundant information
that is irrelevant to WS-TAL task in both features. Therefore,
both of them are fed into two sharing multi-head attention
modules MHA to obtain two weights AFlow, ARGB ∈ RW ,
which are employed to eliminate task-irrelevant information
contained in two initial features [20]. The process can be stip-
ulated as below:

AFlow, ARGB = MHA(XFlow),MHA(XRGB) (1)

X̂Flow = XFlow ⊗ σ(AFlow ⊗ARGB)

X̂RGB = XRGB ⊗ σ(ARGB ⊗AFlow)
(2)

where AFlow and ARGB can be regarded as “query” and
“key” in multi-head attention module and σ(·) represents
Sigmoid function. With optimized optical flow X̂Flow and
RGB features X̂RGB , we intend to use a filtering module
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Fig. 1. The overall structure of our model.

fattn, which consists of three 1D convolution layers and a
sigmoid function, to extract their temporal attention weights.
The process can be designed as below:

ÂFlow, ÂRGB = fattn(X̂
Flow), fattn(X̂

RGB) (3)

After obtaining two optimized features and attention weights,
we concatenate X̂Flow and X̂RGB as final output features.
The final attention is an average of two generated attention
weights. The process can be formulated as below:

F = Concat(X̂Flow, X̂RGB)

A = (ÂFlow + ÂRGB)/2
(4)

Then, a class activation map (CAM) will be generated by a
classifier containing three 1D convolution layers, whose input
is the final optimized features F . And A also can better guide
the model to focus on foreground snippets because it fuses
two modality attention weights.

2.2. Deep Learning with Generalized Uncertainty-Based
Evidential Fusion (GUEF)

Evidential deep learning is developed on the basis of Subjec-
tive Logic-based Dempster-Shafer evidence theory [21, 23]
which aims to avoid overconfidence of softmax-based classi-
fiers on false predictions. Traditional evidential deep learning
is designed under a frame of discernment which has N mutu-
ally exclusive singletons pk, k = 1, ..., N with corresponding
belief mass m({pk}) and takes an overall uncertainty mass U
into consideration. Specifically, the sum of N + 1 value of
mass equals 1, and each of them is non-negative, which can
be defined as:

N∑
k=1

m({pk}) + U = 1 (5)

where mk ≥ 0 and U ≥ 0. Assume ek ≥ 0 is an evidence
corresponding to kth singleton, then mass of belief mk and
uncertainty U can be defined as:

m({pk}) =
ek
S
,U =

N

S
, S =

N∑
k=1

(ek + 1) (6)



However, according to the original definition of Dempster-
Shafer evidence theory, the process of calculation of uncer-
tainty in evidential deep learning is not precise enough [25]
to fully represent the level of uncertainty of each complete
piece of evidence. Here, we introduce the concept of multi-
ple subsets into the traditional evidential deep learning, which
can be defined as:

m({Θ}) = U,Θ = {p1, p2, ..., pN} = pN+1 (7)

where the belief values of a multiplet Θ replace the position of
the original uncertainty measure and unify uncertainty mea-
sures and belief values into one piece of newly-defined evi-
dence [26]. Then, for two pieces of evidences, the combina-
tion of them can be defined as:

mfinal({pk}) =
1

1− Con
(m1({pk}) ∗m2({pk})

+m1({pk}) ∗m2({Θ}) +m1({Θ}) ∗m2({pk}))
(8)

where Con =
∑

pa∩pc=∅ m1(pa) ∗ m2(pc), which is called
the coefficient of conflict between two pieces of evidences. To
simplify the combination of evidences, the process is denoted
as:

efinal = e1
⊗

e2 (9)

where e1 and e2 represent two complete pieces of evidences
that contain all of the belief values of singletons and multi-
plets.

For the WS-TAL task, we are supposed to give a predic-
tion about the video-level evidence ev = [ev,1, ..., ev,T ∈
R]T by using snippet-level evidence e1s = [es,1, ..., es,T ] ∈
RW×T . After input of features flows through the proposed
hybrid multi-head attention, an attention weight A, which is
utilized to reconstruct the snippet evidence, can be acquired.
Therefore, it is straightforward for us to obtain a new piece
of evidence e2s = [e2s,1, ..., e

2
s,T ] ∈ RW×T = e1s · A with re-

spect to snippet which is enhanced by the attention weights
A. Based on the method of GUEF, we are able to fuse the
original evidence and the reconstructed one. The process of
combination can be defined as:

[es,m({Θ}] = (Concat[e1s/S,m1({Θ}]
⊗

Concat[e2s/S,m2({Θ}]) ∈ RW×T
(10)

2.3. Learning and Inference

A classifier C is utilized to predict class activation sequence
(CAS) over snippet-wise features F = [f1, ..., fW] ∈ RD×W

and D is dimension of features, which is given as z =
[z1, ..., zW ] ∈ RW×(T+1). Moreover, an attention score
A = [Ai, ..., AW ] ∈ RW is produced by the hybrid multi-
head attention, which represents the possibility that snippets
belong to the foreground. Then, the overall classification

probability p̂ can be obtained by aggregating CAS, which
utilizes the most preferable L snippets according to attention
score A. The process of aggregation can be defined as:

p̂ =
1

L

ξ=argmaxξ

∑
t∈ξ At∑

t∈ξ,|ξ|=L

zt (11)

where zt = C(F ). On the basis of prediction p̂, we optimize
it by comparing it with ground-truth label p:

Lcla = Cross entropy(p̂, p) (12)

Then, considering the attention score A, which indicates
the probability of snippets belonging to the foreground and
probability zt,T+1 in z ∈ RW×(T+1) represents background
probability of tth snippet. It is intuitive to consider that A
and zt,T+1 are complementary which are controlled by uncer-
tainty measures produced by generalized evidential fusion:

Lµef = (∆·tanh(σ(h)φ(ms({Θ)})+1)
W∑
t=1

L1norm|1−At−zt,T+1|

(13)
where ms({Θ)} is acquired by sorting snippet-level uncer-
tainty m({Θ)} from each evidence in a descending order and
σ(h) = 2h

H − 1 ∈ [−1, 1], h = 1, ...,H . More specifically,
h represents the current epoch reference, H denotes the to-
tal number of training epochs. Moreover, φ(ms({Θ)} =
2ms({Θ)}

W − 1 ∈ [−1, 1],ms = 1, ...,W and ∆ controls am-
plitudes of changes of tanh(σ(h)φ(ms({Θ)}. Based on the
traditional evidential deep learning (TEDL), with respect to
a certain sample X , the corresponding Dirichlet distribution
can be obtained as:

D(q|α) =


1

B(α)

T∏
j=1

q
αj−1
j , for q ∈ ST

0, Otherwise

(14)

where αj corresponds to ej + 1, j = 1, ..., T , T is the num-
ber of classes. Besides, q is a point on the T-dimensional unit
simplex ST [32]. With respect to snippet-level evidence, we
refined the label vector by utilizing belief values from evi-
dence and assigning smaller weights to samples that possess
higher levels of uncertainty, which is designed to lead the
model to pay less attention to background noise and focus on
truly important and practical features. Following the classical
optimization algorithm of TEDL [32] and utilizing newly pro-
posed hybrid attention, a novel method to adapt to the tasks
of WS-TAL is defined as:

Lhge =

M∑
i=1

(1− Ue1s
)

T∑
j=1

p
(i)
j /e

1,(i)
j∑T

j=1 p
(i)
j /e

1,(i)
j

(logS(i) − logα
(i)
j )

(15)
where Ue1s

is obtained from original snippet-level evidence,
video-level evidence can be acquired by aggregating snippet-
level evidences using eq.11. Synthesizing the designed tar-
gets, we are able to acquire the final loss function which can



Supervision Method
mAP@t-IoU(%) ↑ AVG

(0.1-0.5)
AVG

(0.3-0.7)
AVG

(0.1-0.7)0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

Fully
(-)

SSN[1](ICCV’17) 60.3 60.3 50.6 40.8 29.1 - - 49.6 - -
BSN[2](ECCV’18) - - 53.5 45.0 36.9 28.4 20.0 - 36.8 -

GTAN[3](CVPR’19) 69.1 63.7 57.8 47.2 38.8 - - 55.3 - -

Weakly
(I3D)

FTCL [27](CVPR’22) 69.6 63.4 55.2 45.2 35.6 24.3 12.2 53.8 34.4 43.6
Huang et al.[5](CVPR’22) 71.3 65.3 55.8 47.5 38.2 25.4 12.5 55.6 35.9 45.1
ASM-Loc[28](CVPR’22) 71.2 65.5 57.1 46.8 36.6 25.2 13.4 55.4 35.8 45.1

Li et al.[29](MM’22) 69.7 64.5 58.1 49.9 39.6 27.3 14.2 56.3 37.8 46.1
DELU[6](ECCV’22) 71.5 66.2 56.5 47.7 40.5 27.2 15.3 56.5 37.4 46.4

TFE-DCN[7](WACV’23) 72.3 66.5 58.6 49.5 40.7 27.1 13.7 57.5 38.0 46.9
Wang et al.[30](CVPR’23) 73.0 68.2 60.0 47.9 37.1 24.4 12.7 57.2 36.4 46.2

Li et al.[8](CVPR’23) - - 56.2 47.8 39.3 27.5 15.2 - 37.2 -
Ren et al.[31](CVPR’23) 71.8 67.5 58.9 49.0 40.0 27.1 15.1 57.4 38.0 47.0

Ours 74.5 69.1 60.3 51.2 42.1 29.4 15.5 59.5 39.7 48.9

Table 1. The experimental results of our model on THUMOS 14 compared with state-of-the-art methods

be defined as:

L = Lcla + λ1Lµgl + λ2Lhge (16)

where λ1 and λ2 are trade-off parameters.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

3.1. Datasets and Metrics

We conduct a large amount of experiments to evaluate the
proposed method on THUMOS14 [34] dataset. THUMOS14
is composed of 200 validation videos and 213 testing videos
with 20 action classes. Besides, The mean Average Precision
(mAP) with different Intersection-over-Union (IoU) thresh-
olds, which is regarded as a standard evaluation metric for
WS-TAL tasks, is used to evaluate the performance of the
proposed model.

Exp GUEF HMHA
mAP@IoU(%) ↑

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7
AVG

(0.1-0.7)
1 $ $ 72.1 56.7 38.7 12.3 46.5
2 $ " 72.9 58.3 40.2 13.7 47.3
3 " $ 73.9 60.0 41.8 14.5 48.4
4 " " 74.5 60.3 42.1 15.5 48.9

Table 2. The experimental results of ablation study

3.2. Experiments Setup

Following existing WS-TAL methods, we employ the pre-
trained I3D model to extract optical flow features and RGB
features [19]. In addition, the batch size is set to 10. An
Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 5e − 5 is employed
to optimize our model on the THUMOS14 dataset for 5000
iterations. For hyperparameters λ1 and λ2, we set it to 0.8, 1.
During training, the maximum number of sample snippets on
THUMOS14 is set to 320 and the amplitude ∆ is set to 0.7.

3.3. Performance Comparison with State-of-the-Art Mod-
els

Table 1 indicates the performance comparison between fully
and weakly supervised methods and our proposed model on
the THUMOS14 dataset. Our method achieves highest per-
formance on mAP with IoU (0.1-0.6) and mAP@AVG. Only
a fully-supervised method BSN achieves best performance
20% on mAP@0.7. All of the results demonstrate the state-
of-the-art performance of our method for the WS-TAL task.

3.4. Ablation Study

As is shown in Table 2, HMHA denotes the hybrid multi-
head attention module. GUEF denotes the proposed general-
ized uncertainty-based evidential fusion. Here, we explore the
effectiveness of two mentioned modules on the THUMOS14
dataset. Notably, the omission of GUEF results in significant
performance degradation, confirming its effectiveness. Be-
sides, only removing HMHA, the performance also shows
a moderate degradation within 0.6. Therefore, Table 2 evi-
dently indicates that each component of our model makes a
tremendous contribution to improving performance.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a generalized uncertainty-based
evidential fusion and hybrid multi-head attention module,
which effectively eliminates action-background ambiguity
and filters redundant information from pre-trained features
to enable the model to focus on foreground snippets, conse-
quently improving performance. Experimental results on the
THUMOS14 dataset compared with the latest state-of-the-
art methods demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed
method. Considering the fact that pseudo-label is also effica-
cious on WS-TAL tasks, we will conduct further research.
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