
JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2023 1

Unified and Dynamic Graph for Temporal Character
Grouping in Long Videos

Xiujun Shu†, Wei Wen†, Liangsheng Xu†, Ruizhi Qiao∗, Taian Guo, Hanjun Li,
Bei Gan, Xiao Wang, Xing Sun

Abstract—Video temporal character grouping locates appear-
ing moments of major characters within a video according to
their identities. To this end, recent works have evolved from un-
supervised clustering to graph-based supervised clustering. How-
ever, graph methods are built upon the premise of fixed affinity
graphs, bringing many inexact connections. Besides, they extract
multi-modal features with kinds of models, which are unfriendly
to deployment. In this paper, we present a unified and dynamic
graph (UniDG) framework for temporal character grouping. This
is accomplished firstly by a unified representation network that
learns representations of multiple modalities within the same
space and still preserves the modality’s uniqueness simultane-
ously. Secondly, we present a dynamic graph clustering where
the neighbors of different quantities are dynamically constructed
for each node via a cyclic matching strategy, leading to a more
reliable affinity graph. Thirdly, a progressive association method
is introduced to exploit spatial and temporal contexts among
different modalities, allowing multi-modal clustering results to
be well fused. As current datasets only provide pre-extracted
features, we evaluate our UniDG method on a collected dataset
named MTCG, which contains each character’s appearing clips
of face and body and speaking voice tracks. We also evaluate
our key components on existing clustering and retrieval datasets
to verify the generalization ability. Experimental results manifest
that our method can achieve promising results and outperform
several state-of-the-art approaches.

Index Terms—Multi-modal, Graph Clustering, Unified Repre-
sentation.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the proliferation of video platforms, identity-
oriented character grouping [1], [2], [3] has received

substantial popularity from both academia and industries due
mostly to its precious value to many crucial applications,
e.g., video editing, specific browsing, celebrity collection, and
story understanding. Related works in this field have evolved
from unsupervised to graph-based supervised clustering, and
from single-modal to multi-modal clustering. Early works [4],
[5], [6] are unsupervised and confined to simply learning
from small datasets, e.g., Mice Protein [7] and MNIST [8].
Later works [9], [10], [11] demonstrated that graph-based
supervised clustering can achieve better performance in large-
scale datasets, e.g., CASIA [12] and MegaFace [13]. For
example, L-GCN [14] and GCN-VE [15] leverage graph
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Fig. 1. Off-the-shelf video character-grouping methods v.s. our UniDG in this
paper. (a) We learn representations across modalities in the same space. (b)
We construct dynamic neighbors for more reliable affinity graphs.

convolutional network (GCN) to capture the graph context
for face clustering. Unfortunately, single modality recalls few
positive shots on account of massive faces invisible from
the camera. This has recently motivated the community to
put more effort into exploring multi-modal cues to achieve
higher precision and recall. Brown et al. [16] have released
a multi-modal person-level dataset VPCD for better-locating
characters in videos. Nevertheless, only pre-extracted features
are provided, making it impossible for the followers to ex-
plore more powerful representations for clustering. It plays a
decisive role in actively fulfilling satisfactory performance of
temporal character grouping, as we demonstrate in this work.

In this paper, we devise a unified and dynamic graph
(UniDG) framework for temporal character grouping in long
videos. As shown in Fig. 1, the core idea involves two aspects:
unified representation and dynamic graph clustering. This is
inspired by two observations that previous works have ignored:
1) Video contains multi-modal signals, e.g., face, head, body,
voice, gaits, title, and captioning. Previous clustering methods
require to deploy of several models to extract features for each
modality. This is unfriendly in resource-constrained scenarios.
One of our goals is to learn representations of all modalities
with a single model that can achieve competitive performance
to expert models. 2) State-of-the-art supervised methods im-
plement graph convolutional network (GCN) on the premise
of fixed k neighbors for each node in the constructed affinity
graph. This style may lead to many inexact connections,
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Fig. 2. The definition of multi-modal temporal character grouping in long videos. The whole pipeline in real applications contains four stages and we focus
on the stage of temporal character grouping. The long videos usually last tens of minutes to hours. By fully exploring multiple modalities, i.e., face, body,
and voice, we can obtain the start and end time of appearing moments for major characters (1, 2, 3, etc.) in each video. Multiple modalities can provide
complementary cues, e.g., the girl’s face in the 2nd image is not visible, but her body can recall corresponding moments. The voices are used to assist us in
obtaining more compact grouping results.

especially in TV shows where characters wear similar clothes
or change their clothes to attend different occasions. Another
goal of ours is to explore the feasibility of dynamic graph
clustering.

To achieve the first goal, we need to answer a key question:
Can unified representation be competitive compared with ex-
pert models? Some works [17], [18] have conducted some ex-
plorations, but how to balance the training of different modal-
ities is still challenging [19]. A recent work ImageBind [20]
has unified six modalities to the same space, but it focuses on
cross-modal semantic alignment and sacrifices the modality
uniqueness to some extent. As shown in Fig. 1(a), we leverage
a single model to learn representations for all modalities and
still keep the modality uniqueness. This is achieved by unify-
ing all modalities into the same label space. Through extensive
experiments, we demonstrate that unified representation is
competitive to separate expert representations. To achieve the
second goal, we construct the affinity graph where different
nodes possess different neighbors in quantities, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(b), achieving more reliable edge connections for better
optimization. In addition to supervised clustering, performance
improvement is also observed when making an extension
to unsupervised settings. After performing clustering upon
all modalities, we further propose a progressive association
method to conduct temporal character grouping. This method
considers the spatial-temporal context of different modalities
and achieves significant performance improvement to single-
modality. To evaluate our method, we collect a multi-modal
temporal character grouping (MTCG) dataset. It provides
shot-level raw data and accurate annotations for modalities
including face, body, and voice. It is by far the largest multi-
modal dataset for temporal character grouping.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as

the following:
• We provide a deployment-friendly framework for tem-

poral character grouping. This framework contains rep-
resentation, clustering, and fusion for modalities in long
videos.

• We are the first to explore dynamic graphs for the tem-
poral character grouping, which can be applied to both
supervised and unsupervised settings. Besides, we pro-
pose a training strategy enabling unified representations
to be competitive with separate export representations.

• We conduct comprehensive experiments on the collected
MTCG dataset, typical face clustering datasets, and re-
trieval datasets. Experimental results validate the effec-
tiveness of our framework.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Representation Learning

Representation learning targets extract discriminative fea-
tures, allowing to support of multiple visual tasks. Current
methods can be classified into supervised and self-supervised
learning. Supervised representation learning, e.g., metric learn-
ing [21], benefits from large-scale labeled datasets, e.g., Im-
ageNet [22]. Its core idea is to pull together samples within
the same category in embedding space and push them apart
otherwise [23]. However, large-scale labeling is expensive and
labor-intensive. In recent years, self-supervised learning has
achieved encouraging results [24], [25], [26]. With various pre-
text tasks, it can learn underlying representations without using
any labels. Benefiting from the powerful modeling of Trans-
former [27], multi-modal and cross-modal pre-training [28],
[29], [30], [31], [32] has been widely studied recently. A
recent work ImageBind [20] has unified six modalities to the
same space, which would significantly reduce the memory
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Fig. 3. Architecture of the proposed UniDG Framework. The framework consists of three modules: Unified Representation Network, Dynamic Graph
Clustering, and Progressive Association. The input consists of three modalities, i.e., face, body, and voice.

requirement in real deployment. However, these works focus
on the network architecture design or cross-model semantic
alignment. They would sacrifice the modality uniqueness to
some extent. In this work, we aim to learn unified representa-
tion but retain the modality uniqueness simultaneously.

B. Clustering Algorithms

Traditional clustering methods are unsupervised, e.g., k-
Means [33], DBSCAN [34], and Spectral Clustering [35].
Such methods usually depend on some data assumptions, e.g.,
assuming that the same class has a cluster center. Conse-
quently, they lack the capability of coping with complicated
cluster structures. Later works focus on video face clustering
by exploring the spatio-temporal continuity with link con-
straints [36], [37], [5], [38], [39]. For instance, C1C [40]
links instances through first NN relations. Most works solve
face clustering with representation or metric learning [41],
[38], [42], [43], [44]. Some approaches also employ the
self-supervised method, e.g., SSIAM [45], FGG [46] and
CCL [38]. Recent works[47], [15], [14], [48] focus on GCN-
based supervised learning and have achieved impressive results
in large-scale datasets. STAR-FC [49] designs a structure-
preserved sub-graph sampling strategy. HSAN [50] mines the
hard samples in contrastive deep graph clustering. However,
these methods only utilize faces and ignore other informative
cues in videos. A recent work [16] develops face clustering to
multi-modal person clustering. It proposes a multi-stage fusion
strategy for multi-modal clustering. This is the most similar
work to our research, but it focuses on traditional unsupervised
clustering. This work considers both representation and dy-
namic graph clustering, which play decisive roles in temporal
character grouping.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Preliminaries
Fig. 2 gives the whole pipeline of using our temporal char-

acter grouping in real applications. The pipeline contains four
stages and this work focuses on the third stage, i.e., temporal
character grouping. Video character grouping locates appear-
ing moments of major characters within a video according to
their identities. This task can obtain the start and end time of
a person’s appearance in the video. As shown in Fig. 2, this
work extends previous single-modal face clustering to multi-
modal temporal character grouping. The major difference lies
in two aspects: 1) More modalities. It includes face, body,
and voice. Although face and body are both visual modalities,
their semantic cues are quite different, thus we regard them
as different modalities. 2) Temporal moments. Previous face
clustering only focuses on the clustering algorithm, we aim to
locate the appearing moments of major characters.

In videos, voices are sometimes not synchronized to faces
and bodies. For example, a certain face appears but the voice
is from another person who does not appear. Besides, there
may be a moment when faces and bodies can be seen, but no
one is talking. These challenges force us to give a more clear
statement that each cluster includes the clips of a person when
he or she appears and does not include moments containing
only his or her voices. The voices are only used to assist us in
obtaining more compact clustering results, but do not provide
more clips. For example, if the voice of a person appears at
a certain moment but he or she is not visible, the moment
should not be included in the person’s cluster.

Video naturally contains information of various modalities.
This work considers three modalities, i.e, face, body, and
voice. All samples of modalities are pre-extracted from the
raw videos. The face and body are two sets of images, and
the voice is a collection of one-dimensional sound sequences.
Assume they are denoted as Xf =

[
xf
1 , x

f
2 , ..., x

f
Mf

]
with its
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label set Lf = {1, 2, ..., F}, Xb =
[
xb
1, x

b
2, ..., x

b
Mb

]
with its

label set lb = {1, 2, ..., B}, and Xv =
[
xv
1, x

v
2, ..., x

v
Mv

]
with

its label set lv = {1, 2, ..., V }, respectively. Mf , Mb, Mv

denote the sample numbers of three modalities, and F , B, V
denote the category numbers. Each sample records its spatial
and temporal locations in the original video. The objective in
this paper is to obtain the appearing moments of each identity
by clustering Xf , Xb and Xv . For ease of representation, the
superscripts f , b and v might be dropped from time to time
in the following.

The framework of our unified and dynamic graph (UniDG)
is presented in Fig. 3. It consists of three main components
including: (1) A unified representation network to learn repre-
sentations for different modalities within a single model. (2)
Dynamic graph clustering to construct more reliable affinity
graphs via neighbors of varying quantities. (3) Progressive
Association method to fuse the multi-modal clustering results.

B. Unified Representation Network

Fig. 3 manifests the basic structure of our unified rep-
resentation network in compliance with Vision Transformer
(ViT) [27]. Given the face and body modalities in image
conformation, we convert the audio-waveform voice into an
image of a sequence of 128-dimensional log Mel-spectrogram.
That means all modalities are firstly converted into the same
image space. To balance the training and retain the modality
uniqueness, we integrate all modalities into a unified label
space, denoted as follows:

L = {1, .., F︸ ︷︷ ︸
Lf

;F + 1, .., F +B︸ ︷︷ ︸
Lb

;F +B + 1, .., F +B + V︸ ︷︷ ︸
Lv

}.

(1)
The unified label space makes it possible to train differ-

ent modalities in the same space. Such a label union also
guarantees unique semantics in different modalities since all
classes are preserved. As a result, only one single classifier
are necessitated for modalities, which contributes to stable
training. Fig. 3 shows that the network firstly splits an input
samples xi ∈ Rh×w with label yi ∈ L into N non-overlapping
patches. The j-th patch is then linearly projected into a token
z0i,j ∈ Rd. All tokens are concatenated into a sequence z0i
associated with a learnable classification token z0i,cls as:

z0i = [z0i,cls, z
0
xi,1

, z0xi,2
, ..., z0xi,N

] + p, (2)

where p ∈ RN×d denotes a learnable positional embedding.
The tokens are then passed through an encoder consisting

of a sequence of L Transformer layers. Each layer l comprises
of the multi-head attention (MSA) [51], layer normalization
(LN ) [52], and sequentially-stacked fully connected layers
(MLP ) as follows:

tli = MSA
(
LN(zl−1

i )
)
+ zl−1

i , (3)

zli = MLP
(
LN(tli)

)
+ tli. (4)

Finally, the transformed class token zLi,cls plays as feature
representation of input xi. It is sent to a classifier to derive

Fig. 4. Graph building time at different data sizes. The experiments are
performed on a large-scale face dataset Web-Face42M [53].

its class probability vector pi. To optimize the network, we
leverage the cross-entropy loss and triplet loss as:

L = Lce + Ltriplet, (5)

where Lce = −log(pi,yi
) and Ltriplet = max

(
0,m +

D(zLi,cls, z
L
p,cls) − D(zLi,cls, z

L
n,cls)

)
. Here, D(·, ·) return Eu-

clidean distance of its two inputs and m denotes a pre-defined
margin. The zLp,cls/zLn,cls denote sample representation of the
same/different labels to xi.

C. Dynamic Graph Clustering

After pre-training the unified network, the next comes
to construct dynamic graph clustering based on the learned
representations.

Cyclic Matching. Most GCN-based clustering methods
[14], [15], [49] utilize k-NN to construct affinity graphs. They
consider a fixed k value for all nodes, which however, is
not always the case. The nearest neighbors are unique for
each object and fixed neighbors may lead to non-negligible
performance damages. To solve this issue, we propose to
explore dynamic neighbors for each node by further trimming
implausible connections from the vanilla k-NN. Specifically,
we adopt a simple-yet-strong cyclic matching strategy to
update the neighbors for all nodes. This strategy is used as
post processing in re-ID [54], but we use it in the training
phase to obtain dynamic graph.

An intuitive example is manifested in Fig. 3 where node
“c” is the top-2 neighbor of node “a”, but node “a” ranks
top-10 of node “c”. Assuming the ranking threshold is set
to 3, node “a” and “c” should not be neighbors and the
connection between them should be withdrawn. Based on this
connection removal strategy, we cyclically update each node to
finally get a dynamic graph with variable neighbors. Although
this strategy involves a bit of computation, its overhead is
trivial compared to the k-NN graph construction. As shown in
Fig. 4, we compare the time of graph construction at different
data sizes. With the increase of data scale, the time required
for k-NN increases exponentially, but the cyclic matching
takes negligible time overhead. As this work study the video
character grouping, the shot-level frames (<10k) in each video
would be much smaller than public face datasets (>1M). The
cyclic matching strategy costs little time in this setting.
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IOU values with the same voice sequence, they may belong to the same
identity.

Graph Clustering. We dive into a full description about
our graph clustering for both supervised and unsupervised
settings. As shown in Fig. 3, to preserve global instance-wise
information along network training, we build a memory to
cache the learned representations, which are extracted through
our unified representation network. The cached representations
are used for fully graph optimization.

For supervised clustering, state-of-the-art methods are based
on graph convolutional networks. We firstly generate the
affinity graph using k-NN, then update each nodes with
variable neighbors to obtain the dynamic graphs. Finally, the
dynamic graphs are input to the GCN network to conduct
clustering. For unsupervised clustering, we also apply same
strategy to update the cached representations. Considering the
unavailability of labels.we refine the input representations in
a weighted fashion. Supposing a total of N representations
are stored in the cache, each representation is updated with its
cyclic neighbors as:

f̂i = fi +

n∑
j=1

(wi,j × fj), (6)

where i ∈ [1, N ]. The n denotes number of cyclic neighbors
in the cache and it is variable for different nodes. The wi,j is
the weighted parameter between fi and its n cyclic neighbors
and it is formulated as wi,j = e−di,j/

∑n
j=1 e

−di,j where di,j
refers to the cosine distance between fi and fj .

D. Progressive Association

Aftering clustering all modalities, we need to fuse them and
output all appearing moments of major characters. As shown in
Fig. 3, we propose a progressive association method to perform
the multi-modal fusion. It fully considers the spatiotemporal
contexts among modalities. Both utilize the IOU value to
conduct matching, which is defined as follows:

IOU =
Sf ∩ Sb

Sf ∪ Sb
, (7)

where Sf and Sb indicate the spatial boxes or temporal
sequences of the face and body modalities, respectively.

Spatial Association. In our study, we find that face has
higher precision than body and voice, but cannot recall some
moments with invisible faces, e.g., far away from the camera or
back to the camera. To this end, built upon the face clustering
results, we gradually integrate the body clustering as assistance
as shown in Fig. 5. Specifically, we first associate the face
with its corresponding body by calculating the spatial IOU.
Assuming the coordinates (upper left and lower right corners)
of the face are (xf

1 , y
f
1 ) and (xf

2 , y
f
2 ), and the coordinates of

the body are (xb
1, y

b
1) and (xb

2, y
b
2), the spatial IOU value is

defined as:

IOUspatial =
[min(xf

2 , x
b
2)−max(xf

1 , x
b
1)]

[max(xf
2 , x

b
2)−min(xf

1 , x
b
1)]

·

[min(yf2 , y
b
2)−max(yf1 , y

b
1)]

[max(yf2 , y
b
2)−min(yf1 , y

b
1)]

(8)

Since the face and body only belong to a specific frame, we
only need to conduct a fast matching upon that frame. Then,
the pseudo-labels of bodies are updated by the face labels,
and other samples in the same cluster can be assigned with
the same label. For those clusters that have two or more face
labels, we select the label with the highest number of faces by
voting. Based on the spatial association, the labels of the face
and body samples are unified. In particular, those moments
with invisible faces can be recalled.

Temporal Association. After spatial association, some clus-
ters with the same identity are still separated due to the
existence of some hard samples with low quality or significant
appearance changes. To solve this issue, we leverage the voice
tracks to bridge separate clusters. Specifically, in movies or TV
shows, characters are usually accompanied by dialogues, so the
voice has correlations with faces or bodies in time series. A
cluster of voices records a person’s speaking trajectory and
a cluster of faces/bodies also records the visual trajectory.
By calculating the temporal IOU, two separate clusters can
be fused if they both have high IOU values with the same
voice trajectory. Assuming the visual and voice sequences are
denotes as {(sfbi , efbi )}|Mi and {(svj , evj )}|Nj , where si and ei
are the start and end times of the ith continuous sequence
of shots. M and N denote the total number. fb denotes the
fused face and body clusters. v denotes the voice clusters. The
temporal IOU is defined as:

IOUtemporal =
∑
i

∑
j

|min(efbi , evj )−max(sfbi , svj )|
|max(efbi , evj )−min(sfbi , svj )|

. (9)
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TABLE I
DATA STATISTICS OF VPCD AND MTCG. #EPS: NUMBER OF PROGRAMS; #IDS: NUMBER OF CHARACTERS; RD: RAW DATA.

Dataset Length #EPS #IDs RD #Face #Body #Voice

VPCD [16] 23h54m 6 326 35,396 39,777 9,165
MTCG 34h6m 21 361 ✓ 26,584 41,770 8,558

Shot Processing

Voice Annotation

Person A Person B Person C No one speaking

Shot Boundary Detection

Shot Key Frame Extraction

Time Axis

Face Annotation

Body Annotation
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Annotation
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Big Close-up
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Feature 
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Clustering

Double

Check

Double
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IOU

Alignment

Fig. 8. The annotation pipeline of MTCG. The annotation pipeline is divided into five parts — shot processing, face annotation, body annotation, field of
view annotation and voice annotation.

Fig. 6 gives a toy example. The man wears completely
different clothes on different occasions, leading to isolated
clusters (green and blue) even fusing face and body clusters.
Since the face and body images in each cluster record their
frame numbers, each cluster can be regarded as a visual
sequence in the temporal dimension. If two visual sequences
both have high temporal IOU values with the same voice
sequence, they may have the same identity. This is reasonable
since visual and voice sequences should be highly correlated
if the same person appears in multiple locations.

To avoid false associations, we only select the voice tra-
jectories with high confidence. This method will reduce the
number of clusters by a certain amount, making the clusters
more compact. After fusion, each cluster denotes a character’s
appearing moments, thus all major characters are obtained.
Note our fusion method is different from VPCD [16]. VPCD

only clusters faces and utilizes a speaking track to merge face
clusters, requiring two clusters to be close in time. Our fusion
clusters three modalities and considers the whole trajectory,
enabling to merge of two clusters with a long time interval.

IV. THE MTCG DATASET

To evaluate our method, we collect a multi-modal dataset
with shot-level annotations. The collected video dataset is
termed Multi-modal Temporal Character Grouping (MTCG).
This section gives a concise description of the statistical data
and annotations of this dataset, refer to the supplementary
materials for a more detailed description.

A. Statistical Data
Different from VPCD [16] that only provides pre-extracted

features, MTCG provides each character’s raw images,



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2023 7

Fig. 9. Visualization of samples in MTCG. The frames in each row are extracted from the same video. Each frame represents a shot of the video. The
bounding boxes of the same color denote person of the same identity.

face/body, and speaking voice clips. As shown in Table I,
MTCG covers around 34-hour-long videos consisting of 21
different TV shows and movies. It contains 26,584 face im-
ages, 41,770 body images, and 8,558 voice clips, respectively.
Fig. 7 gives the statistical distribution of gender, age, and
race of all characters, and Fig. 9 visualizes some samples
in MTCG. Based on MTCG, researchers can explore more
effective representations for multi-modal temporal character
grouping.

B. Annotation Process

Fig. 8 gives an illustration of the annotation pipeline. Here,
we give a more detailed description about the annotation for
MTCG. Note that all the annotations were done by profes-
sional annotators.

Shot processing. Shot is the basic unit of video. As the
variation within each shot is very little, we extract only one
frame per shot to avoid information redundancy. In particular,
we use TransNet [55] as a shot boundary detector to split a
whole video into several consecutive shots. The middle frame
of each shot is retained.

Face annotation. We first use the trained detector to detect
faces, then extract the face features and cluster them into some
coarse groups with traditional clustering algorithms. Next, we
manually combine the face groups with the same identity and

correct the wrong samples in each face group. In this way, we
can quickly and accurately classify the main characters in a
video.

Body annotation. Similar to the face annotation, high-
quality body bounding boxes are obtained through a pre-
trained detector. We first align each body with its face by
computing the IOU value, then obtain its character identity.
Next, we double-check the alignment results and correct the
mistaken ones. For bodies that could not be aligned to any
faces, we manually assign them to corresponding clusters.

Voice annotation. We first leverage the tool ffmpeg to
extract the voice signals, then use ASR to detect the periods
where somebody is speaking. Finally, we manually align a
person identity for each period and check the speaking periods
to ensure reliability.

Post Processing. All the annotated results are aggregated
to get all the moments of major appearing characters. MTCG
gives abundant annotations of three modalities. For instance,
each visible face/body has the corresponding bounding box,
confidence and shot type. For all samples, we record their
spatial and temporal locations in the video. Aligned face
images are also provided. All voice tracks are manually labeled
to ensure reliability.
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TABLE II
COMPARISON OF FACE-CLUSTERING ON MTCG. ALL THE METHODS

EXCEPT THE LAST ONE UTILIZE THE SAME REPRESENTATION EXTRACTED
BY VGGFACE2. OUR BASELINE METHOD IS L-GCN. U: UNSUPERVISED;

SS: SELF-SUPERVISED; S: SUPERVISED. “HAC” : AGGLOMERATIVE
CLUSTERING. THE LAST EXPERIMENT UTILIZE THE REPRESENTATION

EXTRACTED BY OUR URN. NOTED THAT VGGFACE2 METHOD AND OUR
URN ARE PRE-TRAINED ON THE SAME VGGFACE2 DATASET.

Method Type FP FB NMI

k-Means [33]

U

31.2 35.4 40.0
DBSCAN [34] 35.9 46.8 40.4
Spectral Clustering [35] 31.5 34.7 38.6
HAC [56] 34.1 38.3 43.2
HDBSCAN [57] 31.6 47.3 33.7
k-sums [6] 28.6 35.2 40.5
FINCH [58] 27.7 35.6 47.1
SSiam [45]

SS
33.0 36.8 41.5

FFG [46] 35.4 37.9 46.6
GCN-D [47]

S

19.4 28.5 53.2
L-GCN [14] 41.9 51.4 52.3
GCN-V [15] 42.6 44.8 44.8
STAR-FC [49] 35.9 47.8 29.6
Ours (face, DGC)

S
46.3 52.2 56.4

Ours (face, URN, DGC) 77.2 83.6 82.5

TABLE III
FACE, BODY AND VOICE CLUSTERING ON VPCD. “DGC” DENOTES THE
DYNAMIC GRAPH CLUSTERING. BOLD NUMBERS MEAN “+DGC” BRINGS

GAINS. THE TABLE REPORTS AVERAGED METRICS ACROSS ALL SIX
PROGRAM SETS. UNSUPERVISED k-MEANS AND HIERARCHICAL

AGGLOMERATIVE CLUSTERING ARE TESTED ON COMPLETE SET OF
VPCD, WHILE SUPERVISED L-GCN IS FIRSTLY TRAINED ON TRAIN SET
(80% DATA OF VPCD) AND THEN TESTED ON TEST SET (20% DATA OF

VPCD).

Method Mode baseline baseline+DGC
FP FB NMI FP FB NMI

k-Means [33] 35.1 44.3 63.8 39.4 47.1 65.6
HAC [56] Face 40.3 47.6 65.4 42.0 49.0 66.1
L-GCN [14] 48.1 50.6 51.3 51.9 56.5 55.6
k-Means [33] 22.7 30.4 47.5 23.2 31.4 48.7
HAC [56] Body 23.5 32.2 49.1 24.3 32.7 49.9
L-GCN [14] 27.3 30.9 43.6 30.7 37.6 42.3
k-Means [33] 25.7 32.6 49.2 27.9 35.4 50.3
HAC [56] Voice 25.9 32.0 48.2 27.9 34.4 49.5
L-GCN [14] 30.2 33.1 24.6 30.5 38.1 21.5

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we evaluate our method through three sets of
experiments: face clustering, multi-modal character grouping,
and retrieval experiments.

A. Implementation Details

Datasets. The unified representation network is pre-trained
on three large-scale datasets, Last [59] for body, VG-
GFace2 [60] for face, and Voxceleb2 [61] for voice. For
fair comparison, the compared methods (expert model in
specific modality) are also pre-trained on them. For exam-
ple, the face-modal methods are pre-trained on VGGFace2

TABLE IV
TEMPORAL CHARACTER GROUPING ON MTCG. k-MEANS AND STAR-FC
STAND FOR UNSUPERVISED AND SUPERVISED METHODS, RESPECTIVELY.
“*” INDICATES EVALUATION IN THE SHOT-LEVEL ALIGNED LABEL SPACE.

ALL THE FEATURES IN THIS TABLE ARE EXTRACTED BY OUR URN.

Methods k-Means [33] STAR-FC [49]
F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗ F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗

Face 39.9 52.4 53.9 48.2 58.1 58.7
Body 40.2 48.9 54.6 42.8 52.0 57.7
Voice 16.9 23.2 25.1 10.8 20.7 44.5
Fusion 50.5 57.4 60.7 55.1 61.8 63.5

and the body-model methods are pre-trained on LaST. The
only difference is that we pre-trained our model on three
modalities simultaneously. During the testing phase, the clus-
tering evaluations are conducted on MTCG (16 videos for
training and 5 videos for testing) and another three public
datasets, i.e., VPCD [16], CASIA [12](training), and IJB-
B [62](testing). The retrieval task is used to evaluate the
representation on MTCG, MegaFace [13], Voxceleb1 [63], and
Market-1501 [64].

Experimental Settings. For data prepossessing, all samples
are resized to 256×128. For the unified representation net-
work, we employ the widely-used ViT-B/16 as backbone, and
SGD optimizer is employed with a momentum of 0.9 and the
weight decay of 1e-4. The learning rate is initialized as 0.008
with cosine learning rate decay. To construct the dynamic
graph, we set the K values of k-NN as K=20 for MTCG, K=80
for VPCD, CASIA and IJB-B unless specified. We compared
different supervised, self-supervised and supervised methods.
Corresponding parameters follow the recommended values (by
the respective authors) to report their best metrics scores.

Metrics. We evaluate the performance on two tasks: clus-
tering and retrieval. Clustering is measured by Pairwise F-
score (FP ) [65], BCubed F-score (FB), and normalized mutual
information (NMI) [66]. For the character grouping, the
metrics of three modalities are unified to shot level, and
denoted as F ∗

P , F ∗
B , and NMI∗. Retrieval is measured by

Cumulative Matching Characteristic (CMC) and Mean Aver-
age Precision (mAP). Following standard settings, we report
top-1 (R1), top-5 (R5), and top-10 (R10) in the CMC curve.
For ease of the following representation, we abbreviate our
unified representation network as “URN” and dynamic graph
clustering as “DGC”.

B. Main results

Face Clustering on MTCG. Since most works focus on
face clustering, we first compare with them in the singe-modal
setting. As shown in Table II, current methods can be divided
into unsupervised, self-supervised, and supervised ones. For
a fair comparison, all the experiments except the last one
utilize the same representations extracted by VGGFace2. In
this section, we leverage L-GCN as our baseline method.
Table II shows us that our DGC achieves 46.3%, 52.2%, and
56.4% on FP , FB , and NMI , behaving much better than
other methods. Specifically, unsupervised methods usually rely
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Fig. 10. Comparison of URN on separate training and unified training on MTCG. The separate
method denotes the results of training with the corresponding modal data using the same
architecture with URN. The results demonstrate that joint training with other modalities would
not degrade the representation performance.

The K value

𝐹𝑃

L-GCN

L-GCN+DGC

Fig. 11. The effect of the K value for dynamic
graph clustering. Larger K value brings more pre-
cise neighbors, resulting better performance.

TABLE V
DYNAMIC GRAPH CLUSTERING WITH DIFFERENT CURRENT METHODS. “*”

REFERS TO USING OUR DYNAMIC GRAPH CLUSTERING.

Dataset MTCG face CASIA IJB-B
FP FB NMI FP FB NMI

k-Means [33] 31.2 35.4 40.0 41.3 61.3 85.9
k-Means∗ [33] 33.3 37.4 41.9 44.1 63.6 86.8
DBSCAN [34] 35.9 46.8 40.4 3.0 56.1 56.8
DBSCAN∗ [34] 38.4 41.7 23.9 15.7 70.3 79.2
L-GCN [14] 41.9 51.4 52.3 51.3 74.8 88.2
L-GCN∗ [14] 46.3 52.2 56.4 54.3 75.9 89.4
STAR-FC [49] 35.9 47.8 29.6 47.5 50.0 79.2
STAR-FC∗ [49] 44.8 50.1 54.8 55.4 62.9 85.4

TABLE VI
THE EFFECTIVENESS OF PROGRESSIVE ASSOCIATION ON VPCD. “F,B,V”

ARE SHORT OF FACE, BODY, AND VOICE. “*” INDICATES EVALUATION IN
THE UNIFIED LABEL SPACE.

Methods k-Means [33] Spectral Clustering [35]
F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗ F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗

F 53.9 56.2 54.2 61.7 61.8 57.0
F + B + V 61.8 64.0 64.3 66.7 67.8 64.7

TABLE VII
FUSION OF STAGE1+HAC+STAGE3 ON MTCG.

Face Fusion(HAC) Fusion(HAC+DGC)

F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗ F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗ F ∗
P F ∗

B NMI∗

41.9 55.3 60.5 51.0 61.3 69.9 54.0 63.2 70.3

on specific data assumptions, and self-supervised methods
bring limited information, leading to their poor performance.
In general, supervised methods yield better results as they
learn to capture different patterns according to various data
distributions. Even so, our DGC outperforms the baseline
method L-GCN by 4.4%, 0.8%, and 4.1% on three metrics,
demonstrating its effectiveness.

Unified Representation for Clustering. Our MTCG dataset
provides raw images and voices, making it possible to explore

more powerful representations for clustering. In the last row of
Table II, we conduct face clustering with the features extracted
by our URN network. We can see that our unified representa-
tion brings impressive improvements, achieving 77.2%, 83.6%,
and 82.5%, respectively. The results have been improved by
a large margin and are much better than the representations
extracted by VGGFace2. This justifies the great potential of
our unified representation for clustering.

DGC applied to different modalities. Here we verify
the effectiveness of dynamic graph clustering on VPCD pre-
extracted features. Table III reports face, body and voice
clustering results. For most metrics, noticeable performance
raise can be observed across all the face/body/voice modals
when applying dynamic graph clustering on baselines, whether
unsupervised or supervised ones. Our method enables neigh-
boring samples to pull closer to the potential cluster centers
in the early stage of clustering, thus forming more compact
and accurate clustering results.

C. Temporal Character Grouping

Table IV compares the single-modal results and the multi-
modal fusion ones. For three modalities, we utilize our URN to
extract unified representations. k-Means directly clusters the
features of the testing set, while STAR-FC is firstly trained
on the training set in MTCG, then evaluated on the testing
set. Table IV shows the multi-modal fusion results are much
better than any single-modality results. The experiments verify
the effectiveness of our method for multi-modal temporal
character grouping.

D. Ablation Study

Unified Training & Separate Training. For fair com-
parison, we leverage the same architecture for training on
MegaFace, Voxceleb1, and Market-1501, respectively. Then,
the three pre-trained models are compared with our unified
model. As shown in Fig. 10, the unified-trained URN achieves
competitive results compared with separate-trained models,
and even slightly better in some cases. For example, the unified
URN achieves a 1.4% boost in mAP for the body modality,
and +0.7% in Rank-1 for the face modality. This shows unified
representation be competitive compared with expert models.
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TABLE VIII
RETRIEVAL COMPARISON ON MTCG.“F”, “V”, “B” ARE SHORT OF FACE,
VOICE, AND BODY, RESPECTIVELY. ALL THE SOTA METHODS HAVE BEEN
PRE-TRAINED WITH CORRESPONDING DATA, i.e., VGGFACE2 FOR FACE,
LAST FOR BODY, VOXCELEB2 FOR VOICE, AND OUR URN USES THEM
ALL FOR JOINT PRE-TRAINING THEN IS DIRECTLY TESTED ON MTCG.

Method Mode Dataset mAP R1 R5 R10

CosFace [67]

Face MTCG-F

75.4 94.7 97.2 98.4
VPL [68] 78.2 95.6 98.7 99.1
ElasticFace [69] 77.2 96.2 99.1 99.4
Ours 86.5 97.2 99.4 99.7
TransReid [70]

Body MTCG-B
62.8 88.5 94.5 96

BoT [71] 51.1 82.5 92 94.5
Ours 64.2 88.5 95.7 96.8
IDM [72]

Voice MTCG-V

15.3 30.1 47.6 56.4
PSLA [73] 14.3 31.1 49.3 61.8
Titanet [74] 16.3 31.4 54.7 67.2
Ours 21.3 35.1 60.8 73.3

TABLE IX
RETRIEVAL COMPARISON ON PUBLIC DATASETS. “MF”, “MK”, “VOX1”
DENOTE MAGEFACE, MARKET-1501, AND VOXCELEB1. PRE-TRAINING

SETTINGS ARE THE SAME AS TABLE VIII.

Method Mode Dataset mAP R1 R5 R10

CosFace [67]

Face MF

80.5 95.6 97.8 98
VPL [68] 77.4 94.3 97.1 97.7
ElasticFace [69] 83.3 96.3 98.5 98.6
Ours 84.5 97.3 98.4 98.6
TransReid [70]

Body MK
24 49.2 65.4 71.9

BoT [71] 11.2 29 45.2 52.7
Ours 26.1 50.8 67.5 74.9
IDM [72]

Voice Vox1

80.7 98.7 100 100
PSLA [73] 63.5 98.5 99.6 99.8
Titanet [74] 54.3 94.5 99.1 99.4
Ours 81.4 99.8 100 100

Effectiveness of the DGC. To further demonstrate the
effectiveness of the dynamic graph clustering, we re-train and
test several methods on MTCG and another two face datasets,
CASIA and IJB-B. Here the features of MTCG come from
VGGFace2, and the features of CASIA and IJB-B are from
ArcFace [75]. Table V shows: (1) For unsupervised methods,
dynamic graph clustering brings a little gains in most metrics.
(2) For supervised methods, our dynamic graph clustering has
achieved a significant performance improvement. These exper-
iments reveal huge application potential of the dynamic graph
clustering in both unsupervised and supervised clusterings.

Effects of the K Value on Different methods. Our main
hyper-parameter in clustering is the K value. It can be set
based on the number of samples per identity. Usually the
larger the number of samples, the larger the value of K. As
shown in Fig. 11, only when K is small, L-GCN is better than
L-GCN+DGC. When K is large, such as K=80, FP of L-
GCN reaches 37.4%, but that of L-GCN+DGC reaches 49.2%.
With DGC, larger K brings better results, this is because
more positive neighbors are connected. Conversely, larger K

baseline ours

Fig. 12. Comparison of feature similarities between the VGGFace2 baseline
and our URN method. The bright yellow region means two features are similar,
while the dark blue one means dissimilar. The red boxes cover all the samples
in the same clusters.

brings more false edges when constructing graphs using fixed-
neighbor k-NN. The results show that our dynamic clustering
is robust enough under different settings.

E. Multi-modal Fusion on VPCD

In this section, we evaluate our Progressive Spatio-Temporal
Association (PSTA) strategy on the VPCD [16] dataset. The
experimental results are shown in Table VI. Since the authors
of VPCD have not released the code, their method to compute
the multi-modal metrics after fusion is unknown. In our
experiments, all the positive shots in which a person appears
would be taken into account when computing the multi-modal
or uni-modal metrics (marked with “*”). Table VI shows us
that both k-Means [33] and Spectral Clustering [35] achieve
a large margin of improvement after the multi-modal fusion.
The results further demonstrate the effectiveness of our PSTA
strategy.

F. Previous Methods inserted in our Pipeline

Previous experiments have verified the effectiveness of our
unified representation and dynamic clustering. We are still
curious about what happens when the previous method is
inserted into our pipeline. Here, we leverage HAC(ward) to
replace our clustering and evaluate it on the MTCG. As shown
in Tabel VII, a significant performance improvement (from
41.9% to 51.0% on FP ) has been seen from single-modal
to multi-modal results. Also, we can see that our DGC brings
impressive improvements, achieving from 51.0% to 54.0% on
FP . This justifies the effectiveness of our dynamic clustering
and fusion strategy.

G. Retrieval Experiments

In this section, we leverage retrieval experiments to further
demonstrate the effectiveness of our unified representation.

Retrieval on MTCG. We first evaluate our unified repre-
sentation network (URN) on MTCG. As shown in Table VIII,
our URN outperforms other methods across all modalities.
In the face mode, we compare with margin-based methods
CosFace [67], ElasticFace [69], and prototype-based method
VPL [68]. Compared with ElasticFace, we achieve a perfor-
mance gain of 9.3% in mAP and 1% in Rank-1 accuracy,
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respectively. In the body mode, we compare with the strong
method BoT [71] and the SOTA method TransReid [70].
Table VIII shows that URN is quite competitive compared
with them. In the voice mode, compared with PSLA [73],
Titanet [74], and IDM [72], URN has a significant advan-
tages. It achieves satisfactory performance in three modalities,
demonstrating the better feasibility of unified representation
for multi-modal signals .

Retrieval on Public Datasets. Besides MTCG, we further
validate URN on other public datasets, i.e., MegaFce [13],
Market-1501 [64], and Voxceleb1 [63]. As shown in Table IX,
the overall performance trend keeps consistent with the results
on MTCG. For the body and voice modalities, our URN
behaves better than other methods. For the face modality,
our URN is still competitive. Note that MageFace is a large-
scale face dataset, which contains 1M photos for distraction.
Compared with Table VIII and Table IX, our URN achieves
satisfactory performances in large- and small-scale datasets,
verifying its robust generalization.

Intra-class Similarities and Inter-class Variances. We fur-
ther evaluate our unified representation in Fig. 12. It visualizes
the confusion matrix maps between features extracted from
VGGFace2 [60] method and from our URN. For VGGFace2,
many samples share similarities with the samples outside the
red box (outside the same cluster). Instead, the sample pairs
with high similarity in our map are much more compact inside
the red box than outsides. This diagonal distribution proves
that our features have higher intra-class similarities and inter-
class variances.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a Unified and Dynamic Graph (UniDG)
framework for temporal character grouping in long videos.
Firstly, UniDG provides representation for different modali-
ties by a unified representation network. Besides, it further
proposes to leverage dynamic graphs for clustering. Next, it
takes a progressive association method to fuse the multi-modal
clustering results. Finally, to evaluate our proposed method,
we collected by far the largest multi-modal dataset named
MTCG. Extensive experiments on MTCG and public datasets
demonstrate the effectiveness and generalization ability of our
proposed method.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Fitzgibbon and A. Zisserman, “On affine invariant clustering and
automatic cast listing in movies,” in European Conference on Computer
Vision (ECCV). Springer, 2002, pp. 304–320.

[2] J. Y. Choi, W. De Neve, Y. M. Ro, and K. N. Plataniotis, “Automatic
face annotation in personal photo collections using context-based unsu-
pervised clustering and face information fusion,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and systems for Video Technology (TCSVT), vol. 20, no. 10, pp.
1292–1309, 2010.

[3] S. Jin, H. Su, C. Stauffer, and E. Learned-Miller, “End-to-end face
detection and cast grouping in movies using erdos-renyi clustering,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision
(ICCV), 2017, pp. 5276–5285.

[4] B. Li, H. Lu, F. Li, and W. Wu, “Subspace clustering with k-support
norm,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology
(TCSVT), vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 302–313, 2016.

[5] V. Kalogeiton and A. Zisserman, “Constrained video face clustering
using 1nn relations,” in The British Machine Vision Conference (BMVC),
2020.

[6] S. Pei, F. Nie, R. Wang, and X. Li, “Efficient clustering based on a
unified view of k-means and ratio-cut,” Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems (NeurIPS), vol. 33, pp. 14 855–14 866, 2020.

[7] Y. LeCun, L. Bottou, Y. Bengio, and P. Haffner, “Gradient-based learning
applied to document recognition,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 86,
no. 11, pp. 2278–2324, 1998.

[8] C. Higuera, K. J. Gardiner, and K. J. Cios, “Self-organizing feature
maps identify proteins critical to learning in a mouse model of down
syndrome,” PloS one, vol. 10, no. 6, 2015.

[9] L. Yang, X. Zhan, D. Chen, J. Yan, C. C. Loy, and D. Lin, “Learning
to cluster faces on an affinity graph,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2019,
pp. 2298–2306.

[10] Y. Chen, X. Xiao, C. Peng, G. Lu, and Y. Zhou, “Low-rank tensor
graph learning for multi-view subspace clustering,” IEEE Transactions
on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology (TCSVT), vol. 32, no. 1,
pp. 92–104, 2021.

[11] H. Yang, X. Chen, F. Zhang, G. Hei, Y. Wang, and R. Du, “Gcn-
based linkage prediction for face clustering on imbalanced datasets: An
empirical study,” arXiv e-prints, pp. arXiv–2107, 2021.

[12] Y. Dong, L. Zhen, S. Liao, and S. Z. Li, “Learning face representation
from scratch,” Computer Science, 2014.

[13] I. Kemelmacher-Shlizerman, S. M. Seitz, D. Miller, and E. Brossard,
“The megaface benchmark: 1 million faces for recognition at scale,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2016, pp. 4873–4882.

[14] Z. Wang, L. Zheng, Y. Li, and S. Wang, “Linkage based face clustering
via graph convolution network,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2019,
pp. 1117–1125.

[15] L. Yang, D. Chen, X. Zhan, R. Zhao, C. C. Loy, and D. Lin, “Learning
to cluster faces via confidence and connectivity estimation,” in Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), 2020, pp. 13 369–13 378.

[16] V. S. K. Andrew Brown and A. Zisserman, “Face, body, voice: Video
person-clustering with multiple modalities,” in 2021 IEEE/CVF Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Vision Workshops (ICCVW), 2021, pp.
3177–3187.

[17] J. Li, R. Selvaraju, A. Gotmare, S. Joty, C. Xiong, and S. C. H.
Hoi, “Align before fuse: Vision and language representation learning
with momentum distillation,” Advances in neural information processing
systems (NeurIPS), vol. 34, pp. 9694–9705, 2021.

[18] H. Li, J. Zhu, X. Jiang, X. Zhu, H. Li, C. Yuan, X. Wang, Y. Qiao,
X. Wang, W. Wang et al., “Uni-perceiver v2: A generalist model for
large-scale vision and vision-language tasks,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2023, pp. 2691–2700.

[19] J. Ren, M. Zhang, C. Yu, and Z. Liu, “Balanced mse for imbalanced
visual regression,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022, pp. 7926–
7935.

[20] R. Girdhar, A. El-Nouby, Z. Liu, M. Singh, K. V. Alwala, A. Joulin,
and I. Misra, “Imagebind: One embedding space to bind them all,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2023, pp. 15 180–15 190.

[21] F. Cakir, K. He, X. Xia, B. Kulis, and S. Sclaroff, “Deep metric learning
to rank,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR, 2019, pp. 1861–1870.

[22] J. Deng, W. Dong, R. Socher, L.-J. Li, K. Li, and L. Fei-Fei, “Im-
agenet: A large-scale hierarchical image database,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR). Ieee, 2009, pp. 248–255.

[23] J. Wang, Y. Song, T. Leung, C. Rosenberg, J. Wang, J. Philbin, B. Chen,
and Y. Wu, “Learning fine-grained image similarity with deep ranking,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2014, pp. 1386–1393.

[24] K. He, H. Fan, Y. Wu, S. Xie, and R. Girshick, “Momentum contrast
for unsupervised visual representation learning,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), 2020, pp. 9729–9738.

[25] Y. Zhu, H. Shuai, G. Liu, and Q. Liu, “Self-supervised video represen-
tation learning using improved instance-wise contrastive learning and
deep clustering,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video
Technology (TCSVT), vol. 32, no. 10, pp. 6741–6752, 2022.

[26] Z. Fu, Z. Mao, C. Yan, A.-A. Liu, H. Xie, and Y. Zhang, “Self-supervised
synthesis ranking for deep metric learning,” IEEE Transactions on



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2023 12

Circuits and Systems for Video Technology (TCSVT), vol. 32, no. 7,
pp. 4736–4750, 2021.

[27] 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,” International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR),
2020.

[28] W. Zhu, X. Wang, and H. Li, “Multi-modal deep analysis for multime-
dia,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology
(TCSVT), vol. 30, no. 10, pp. 3740–3764, 2019.

[29] Y.-C. Chen, L. Li, L. Yu, A. El Kholy, F. Ahmed, Z. Gan, Y. Cheng,
and J. Liu, “Uniter: Universal image-text representation learning,” in
European conference on computer vision (ECCV), 2020, pp. 104–120.

[30] P. Zhang, X. Li, X. Hu, J. Yang, L. Zhang, L. Wang, Y. Choi, and J. Gao,
“Vinvl: Revisiting visual representations in vision-language models,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2021, pp. 5575–5584.

[31] X. Nie, B. Wang, J. Li, F. Hao, M. Jian, and Y. Yin, “Deep multiscale
fusion hashing for cross-modal retrieval,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits
and Systems for Video Technology (TCSVT), vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 401–410,
2020.

[32] Z. Feng, Z. Zeng, C. Guo, and Z. Li, “Temporal multi-modal graph
transformer with global-local alignment for video-text retrieval,” IEEE
Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology (TCSVT),
2022.

[33] S. Lloyd, “Least squares quantization in pcm,” IEEE transactions on
information theory, vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 129–137, 1982.

[34] M. Ester, H.-P. Kriegel, J. Sander, X. Xu et al., “A density-based
algorithm for discovering clusters in large spatial databases with noise.”
in Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining (KDD), vol. 96, 1996, pp.
226–231.

[35] C. Fowlkes, S. Belongie, F. Chung, and J. Malik, “Spectral grouping
using the nystrom method,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and
machine intelligence (PAMI), vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 214–225, 2004.

[36] M. Bauml, M. Tapaswi, and R. Stiefelhagen, “Semi-supervised learn-
ing with constraints for person identification in multimedia data,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), 2013, pp. 3602–3609.

[37] R. G. Cinbis, J. Verbeek, and C. Schmid, “Unsupervised metric learning
for face identification in tv video,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Inter-
national Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV). IEEE, 2011, pp.
1559–1566.

[38] V. Sharma, M. Tapaswi, M. S. Sarfraz, and R. Stiefelhagen, “Clustering
based contrastive learning for improving face representations,” in IEEE
International Conference on Automatic Face and Gesture Recognition
(FG). IEEE, 2020, pp. 109–116.

[39] B. Wu, Y. Zhang, B.-G. Hu, and Q. Ji, “Constrained clustering and its
application to face clustering in videos,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2013,
pp. 3507–3514.

[40] V. S. Kalogeiton and A. Zisserman, “Constrained video face clustering
using 1nn relations,” in The British Machine Vision Conference (BMVC),
2020.

[41] V. Sharma, M. Tapaswi, M. S. Sarfraz, and R. Stiefelhagen, “Video face
clustering with self-supervised representation learning,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Biometrics, Behavior, and Identity Science, vol. 2, no. 2, pp.
145–157, 2019.

[42] M. Tapaswi, M. T. Law, and S. Fidler, “Video face clustering with
unknown number of clusters,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Inter-
national Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), 2019, pp. 5027–5036.

[43] B. Wu, S. Lyu, B.-G. Hu, and Q. Ji, “Simultaneous clustering and
tracklet linking for multi-face tracking in videos,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE international conference on computer vision (ICCV), 2013,
pp. 2856–2863.

[44] K. Ghasedi Dizaji, A. Herandi, C. Deng, W. Cai, and H. Huang,
“Deep clustering via joint convolutional autoencoder embedding and
relative entropy minimization,” in Proceedings of the IEEE international
conference on computer vision (ICCV), 2017, pp. 5736–5745.

[45] V. Sharma, M. Tapaswi, M. S. Sarfraz, and R. Stiefelhagen, “Self-
supervised learning of face representations for video face clustering,”
in IEEE International Conference on Automatic Face & Gesture Recog-
nition (FG). IEEE, 2019, pp. 1–8.
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