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Abstract. Group Activity Recognition aims to understand collective
activities from videos. Existing solutions primarily rely on the RGB
modality, which encounters challenges such as background variations,
occlusions, motion blurs, and significant computational overhead. Mean-
while, current keypoint-based methods offer a lightweight and informa-
tive representation of human motions but necessitate accurate individual
annotations and specialized interaction reasoning modules. To address
these limitations, we design a panoramic graph that incorporates multi-
person skeletons and objects to encapsulate group activity, offering an
effective alternative to RGB video. This panoramic graph enables Graph
Convolutional Network (GCN) to unify intra-person, inter-person, and
person-object interactive modeling through spatial-temporal graph con-
volutions. In practice, we develop a novel pipeline that extracts skele-
ton coordinates using pose estimation and tracking algorithms and em-
ploy Multi-person Panoramic GCN (MP-GCN) to predict group activi-
ties. Extensive experiments on Volleyball and NBA datasets demonstrate
that the MP-GCN achieves state-of-the-art performance in both accuracy
and efficiency. Notably, our method outperforms RGB-based approaches
by using only estimated 2D keypoints as input. Code is available at
https://github.com/mgiant/MP-GCN.

Keywords: Group activity recognition · Skeleton-based action recogni-
tion · Graph convolutional network

1 Introduction

Group Activity Recognition (GAR) is an essential task in video understanding
and is widely applied in surveillance, social scene understanding, and sports
analysis [11]. The objective of GAR is to classify the collective activity of a group
of actors from a given video clip. This task is challenging because an optimal
solution requires not only the localization of key roles within a complex scene,
but also the effective modeling of spatial-temporal contextual information [25].

The majority of preceding methods for GAR [18, 20, 28, 63, 69] are based on
the RGB modality or the fusion of RGB and other modalities. These methods
typically employ a CNN backbone to extract individual features with human
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Fig. 1: A group activity is represented as a panoramic graph which consists of multi-
person skeletons and object keypoints.

bounding boxes and model interactions between actors using RNNs, GNNs,
or Transformers. Recognizing actions from RGB data can be challenging due
to background variations, motion blurs and occlusions [56]. Furthermore, RGB
videos often contain redundant information and are large in data size. In group
activity scenarios, high resolution and frame rate are crucial for accurate de-
tection and recognition. However, most RGB-based methods have to reduce the
batch size [70] or employ frame sampling [20, 28] to manage the high compu-
tational and memory demands. These compromises significantly constrain the
application of RGB-based GAR methods.

To overcome the shortcomings of RGB-based methods, several recent ap-
proaches [18, 34, 41, 58, 73] have attempted to leverage human pose for group
activity recognition. These approaches extract keypoints using pose estimation
backbones and take keypoints either as the sole input [41, 58, 73] or as a sup-
plement to RGB inputs [18, 34]. However, these methods lack effective struc-
tural prior for the relationships of keypoints, thus requiring relational reasoning
among them [41], or specialized hierarchical models to incrementally aggregate
from keypoints to group-level features [73]. Furthermore, they rely on ground-
truth individual bounding boxes and ball annotations for accurate localization
and tracking before recognition.

Considering joints as nodes and bones as edges, the human pose can natu-
rally construct a skeletal graph. This topology provides a strong prior, enhanc-
ing the feature extraction capabilities of spatial and temporal graph convolu-
tions [68]. Consequently, Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) have achieved
great success in skeleton-based action recognition [9, 50, 53, 68]. However, ex-
isting approaches are primarily based on the single-person skeletal topology.
When multiple participants are involved, these approaches typically divide the
multi-person skeletal data into multiple single-person graphs and stack them
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in the sample dimension. Under this processing, the weights of multiple people
are shared within the network, resulting in the interactions between individuals
being largely neglected [36, 74]. Moreover, the absence of object data in con-
ventional skeleton datasets [38] leads to a significant loss of critical information
related to objects.

To address the aforementioned shortcomings, we introduce a novel pipeline
for skeleton-based GAR. This pipeline begins with the estimation of human poses
from videos and the construction of a multi-person skeleton graph, followed by
the recognition using a spatial-temporal graph convolution network. Initially, we
employ pre-trained pose estimation and object detection methods [16, 26, 55] to
extract keypoints for both humans and objects. Instead of relying on ground-
truth tracklets, we develop a reassignment strategy coupled with pose tracking
algorithms [1,62] to enhance consistent identity assignments across frames. Sub-
sequently, as illustrated in Fig. 1, we design a panoramic multi-person-object
graph that integrates the keypoints of multiple human skeletons and objects.
This panoramic graph overcomes the limitations of vanilla human skeleton rep-
resentations, including the constrained single-person graph scale and the lack of
object information. Lastly, we propose MP-GCN for skeleton-based GAR. Ex-
tensive experimental evaluations on Volleyball, NBA, and Kinetics demonstrate
that the proposed method outperforms state-of-the-art keypoint-based methods.
The contributions are summarized as follows:

– We develop a new pipeline for skeleton-based group activity recognition that
does not require ground-truth individual boxes and labels. It includes acquir-
ing keypoints through pose estimation and tracking algorithms and recog-
nizing activities using skeleton-based graph convolutional network.

– We design a panoramic multi-person-object graph to represent group ac-
tivity, which addresses the shortcomings of previous methods and unifies
intra-person and inter-person interaction modeling.

– Using only estimated human pose and object keypoints, our method outper-
forms previous approaches on three widely used datasets with significantly
lower computation cost compared to RGB-based methods.

2 Related Work

2.1 Group Activity Recognition

GAR [11] has been extensively studied due to its wide-ranging applications in
the real world. The majority of the existing methods rely on RGB video either
as the sole input modality or as the primary modality combined with optical
flow and pose data. Early methods extracted hand-crafted features and utilized
probabilistic graphical models [2,5,10,31,32,47,61] or AND-OR graphs [3,4,52]
to infer group activities. RNN-based methods [7,12,24,25,35,45,51,60,65] were
proposed due to RNN’s capability for temporal modeling. Hierarchical LSTM
models [25,51,60] were also proposed to capture spatial-temporal dependencies.
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Interaction modeling has attracted considerable attention in GAR. Researchers
commonly employ interaction graphs [6,12,15,23,45,63,67,70] to depict the rela-
tionships between actors. Typically, they extract features using a CNN backbone
with individual bounding boxes and learn interactions from the relation graph
through RNNs [12,45], GCNs [63], GATs [15], or more customized modules such
as a dynamic inference network [70] or a cross inference block [67]. Recently,
transformer-based methods [18,28,34,40,43,44,73,75] are predominant in GAR.
These methods exploit attention mechanisms to model spatio-temporal rela-
tionship between individuals [20, 40, 43] or sub-groups [34, 73], integrating local
information into group-level tokens for activity classification.
Skeleton-based GAR. Video-based methods for GAR often require substantial
computational resources and encounter issues such as background variations and
camera settings. As a result, several studies [13,14,41,58,73] explore using pose as
the only input. Perez et al . [41] propose a model for interaction reasoning between
human skeleton joints and ball keypoints. Duan et al . [14] generate heatmap
volumes using estimated 2D pose data from videos and feed them into 3D CNN
for action recognition. Zhou et al . [73] develop a multi-scale transformer that
hierarchically accumulates group tokens from original joint information. Another
study by Duan et al . [13] captures short individual skeleton sequence using graph
convolutions and models inter-sequence interactions using Transformer encoders
in general action recognition tasks. In contrast to the aforementioned work, we
introduce a multi-person-object graph to represent group activities and employ
GCN to perform global graph convolution directly.

2.2 GCN for Skeleton-based Action Recognition

Spatial Temporal GCNs [9,39,50,53,68] are widely adopted for modeling skeleton
sequences in action recognition. They represent the movements of an individual
as a spatial-temporal graph and perform the spatial-temporal graph convolution
following [30, 68]. However, these models face scalability issues when applied
to multi-person scenarios. Conventional GCN methods split skeletons of multi-
ple people, perform graph convolutions with shared weights, and average these
single-person features to form a collective group representation for classification.
Skeleton-based Human Interaction Recognition. Several GCN-based meth-
ods have attempted to model the interactive relations for recognition [17,36,74].
Zhu et al . [74] adopt inter-body graph convolution with a dynamic relational
adjacency matrix, executed alongside the single-person graph convolution. Li et
al . [36] address the scalability issues of conventional GCN by applying graph
convolution to a two-person graph that simultaneously encompasses inter-body
and intra-body joint relationships. Inspired by these innovations, our method
constructs a multi-person graph that depicts the interactions among all partici-
pants and objects in group activities.
Skeleton Representation with Object. Some work integrates object infor-
mation to enhance skeleton-based action recognition [29, 64]. In contrast, our
study focuses on introducing keypoint information in group activities.
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To address the limitations in video and conventional skeleton representation,
we propose a multi-person-object graph, which provides a panoramic view to
depict all the individuals and objects involved in a group activity sequence.

3 Method

3.1 Preliminaries

Human Skeleton Representation. The skeleton representation uses N joints
and several bones to denote a person’s body. In each frame, one body can be
represented as a spatial graph G = (V, E ,X ), where V = {vi|i = 1, ..., N} is the
vertex set of N joints, and E = {eij |i, j = 1, ...N} is the edge set. An undirected
edge eij ∈ E represents the bone connection between vi and vj . The relational
adjacency matrix A ∈ RN×N denotes all edges with its element aij representing
the strength of eij . X ∈ RT×N×C is the C-channel feature map of a sequence in
T frames, typically the 2D/3D joint coordinates.
Graph Convolution. Most GCN-based methods follow a similar paradigm.
The backbone of these methods typically consists of several basic blocks. Each
basic block is composed of a Spatial Graph Convolution (SGC) layer and a Tem-
poral Convolution Network (TCN) layer, which captures the spatial relationships
among skeleton joints within a single frame and the temporal dependencies across
multiple frames, respectively. Yan et al . [68] describe the SGC operation as

fout (vi) =
∑

vj∈B(vi)

1

Zi (vj)
fin (vj) ·w (li (vj)) , (1)

where fin() and fout() are input and output features of the corresponding joints,
respectively. The node vi denotes the i-th joint, with B(vi) representing its
neighbor set. The labeling function li : B(vi) → {0, ...,K − 1} assigns each
neighbor node to one of K subsets. That weight function w is applied to the
categorized neighbor nodes, and Zi(vj) serves as a normalizing term to balance
the influence of different subsets.

3.2 Panoramic Graph Convolution

Human-Object Graph. For scenes involving multiple people, an activity se-
quence is represented by X ∈ RT×M×N×C , where M is the number of partici-
pants. This skeleton representation only includes the coordinates of the human
body, thus it often suffers from the absence of object information [38]. To address
this issue, we introduce keypoints to represent objects and integrate them with
human pose to form a human-object graph. The skeletal sequence is expanded
to X ∈ RT×M×N ′×C , where N ′ = (N + n). Notably, the number of objects key-
points n and how they connect with human skeletons can be arbitrarily defined.
In this paper, we introduce the ball as one point corresponding to the center of
its bounding box and empirically connect it with both hands.
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Fig. 2: Architecture of MP-GCN and components of the basic block, where
C,C′, T, T ′, N ′ and K denote the numbers of input channels, output channels, input
frames, output frames, joints, and subsets in SGC, respectively. ⊙, ⊗, and © represent
the matrix production, element-wise production, and concatenation, respectively.

Multi-Person Graph. In contrast to prior work [9,39,50,68] that process mul-
tiple skeletons by separating them and batching them in the sample domain, our
approach views all individuals in a scene as a unified group. Given an activity
involving M participants, we organize the activity sequence as a multi-person
graph X ∈ RT×MN×C with an adjacency matrix A ∈ RMN×MN . A is parti-
tioned into blocks Aij ∈ RN×N . Specifically,

A =


A11 A12 · · · A1M

A21 A22 · · · A2M

...
...

. . .
...

AM1 AM2 · · · AMM

 (2)

where the diagonal blocks Aii capture the intra-body connections for each in-
dividual i, while the off-diagonal blocks represent inter-body relationships. To
construct this graph, we define the natural body topology as the intra-body
graph and introduce pairwise inter-body links. These links connect the central
body joints and object keypoints for every pair of individuals. Afterwards, we
create a panoramic multi-person-object graph by integrating the concepts of
human-object and multi-person graphs. This graph consists of spatial-temporal
features X ∈ RT×MN ′×C with an expanded adjacency matrix A ∈ RMN ′×MN ′

.
Compared to scene graphs that reduce each identity to a single node or the
conventional single-person skeletons, the proposed panoramic graph provides a
more detailed and holistic representation of the group activity.
Spatial Graph Convolution. The graph convolution operation is applied to
extract information embedded in the multi-person-object skeleton graph. When
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implemented with adjacency matrix A, Eq. (1) can be articulated as

fout =

K−1∑
k=0

Λ
− 1

2

k AkΛ
− 1

2

k finWk (3)

In this paper, we maintain the maximum graph sampling distance D to 1 and
set the number of subsets K to 3 as in [68]. We design an intra-inter partition-
ing strategy to accommodate multi-person graph structure. In Eq. (3), fin and
fout denote the input and output feature maps. The matrices A0, A1 and A2

correspond to self links, intra-person connections and inter-person connections,
respectively. Λk is used to normalize Ak, and the learnable parameter Wk rep-
resents the edge importance weighting. This partitioning strategy allows GCN
to capture both intra-person and inter-person interactions through a singular
graph convolution framework.

3.3 Model Architecture

Building on the multi-person spatial graph convolution, we propose MP-GCN
for skeleton-based GAR, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Current state-of-the-art meth-
ods [9, 18, 34, 50] often employ a multi-stream architecture and fuse the pre-
diction scores at the final stage. Such ensemble techniques like late-fusion are
beneficial for improving model performance, but they linearly increase model
complexity with the addition of input modalities. Instead, we incorporate ideas
from [18, 39, 53] to construct an early-fusion network. Our MP-GCN contains
four input branches and a main branch. Each input branch contains several ba-
sic blocks to extract low-level features from one of four aspects of skeletal data:
joint, bone, joint motion, and bone motion (detailed preprocessing steps are pro-
vided in the Appendix). Subsequently, we concatenate the feature maps from the
four streams into the main branch at an early stage. The main branch continues
with additional basic blocks and classification head. This architecture retains rich
information from different inputs but significantly reduces complexity compared
to conventional ensemble solutions.
Basic Block. The basic block consists of an SGC, Multi-Scale TCN, and Spatial-
Temporal Person Attention block with module-wise residual links. In the SGC,
graph convolution is performed on the entire panoramic graph, maintaining the
graph scale throughout the network. For the TCN, we propose a four-branch
multi-scale temporal convolution layer following [39] to capture temporal dy-
namics in consecutive frames. Each branch contains a bottleneck layer for chan-
nel transformation, BatchNorm and ReLU, and ends with 3 × 1 convolutional
layers with specified dilation in the first two branches and a Max-Pooling layer
in the third branch.
Spatial-Temporal Person Attention. A group activity is often characterized
by key roles that can vary rapidly over time [40]. To capture the key individuals
throughout an activity, we design a Spatial-Temporal Person Attention Module,
based on [54]. It computes attention scores for M people across T frames. It
starts by averaging the feature maps in person and frame dimensions. Then, it
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concatenates the averaged features into a C×(M+T ) vector. Subsequently, two
convolutional layers are designed to derive person-wise and frame-wise scores,
which are multiplied to generate the final spatial-temporal attention map. This
attention module enables MP-GCN to focus on key individuals and objects in
crowded scenes and to mitigate the impact of irrelevant roles.

3.4 Tracking-based Pose Reassignment

Despite the widespread application of motion capture and ball tracking systems
in sports analysis [21], there are few publicly available datasets for skeleton-based
GAR. Therefore, we extract 2D skeleton coordinates from original RGB videos
using pre-trained pose estimators and object detectors [16,26,55].

Human Pose Tracking have proven to be vital for action recognition [13,46],
yet their adoption for associating skeleton data in the respective of recognition
remains limited. For a group activity sequence, the extracted human pose can
be denoted as

⋃
t X ′

t, where X ′
t ∈ Rmt×N×C and the number of detected actors

mt may change along t. We leverage a ReID tracker that assigns unique IDs to
the same person identified across frames. However, occlusions, miss detections
and the identification of non-relevant individuals occur frequently. To enhance
data consistency and filter out irrelevant individuals when preparing the skeletal
data, we develop a pose assignment strategy which maps a variable number of
individuals per frame to a fixed number M using r : N+ → {0, ...,M − 1}.
Reassignment strategy. Assuming mt people are detected in frame t, each per-
son is assigned a track ID id(m) and an associated detection confidence conf(m).
For the individual with index m, we define the sequence S_id(m) = (xt, yt)

tid(m)

t=1

which represents the trajectory of person m’s center coordinates (xt, yt) over
tid(m) frames identified by the same track ID id(m). The activeness of a person
with track ID e(id(m)) is evaluated using e(id(m)) = exp(s(id(m)))/Σmt

i=1 exp(s(id(i))),
where

s(id(m)) =

√√√√tid(m)∑
t=1

(xt − x̄)2

tid(m)
+

√√√√tid(m)∑
t=1

(yt − ȳ)2

tid(m)
(4)

In Eq. (4), x̄ = 1/tid(m)

∑tid(m)

t=1 xt and ȳ = 1/tid(m)

∑tid(m)

t=1 yt. s(id(m)) signifies
the standard deviation of the trajectory S_id(m). The pose reassignment con-
tains two stages. First, in each frame, it selects individuals with at most highest
M scores, where the score is determined by score(id(m)) = conf(m)+e(id(m)).
We map the chosen track IDs to a fixed range using r(id(m)) = id(m) mod M
for the first assignment. In case of a conflict, the person with smaller track ID
will be assigned, while the others are reserved for the second assignment. Subse-
quently, the remaining individuals are allocated to the available indices in order.
This reassignment strategy prioritizes who are more likely to play a significant
role in group activities and enhance temporal consistency of the obtained skeletal
data.
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4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

Volleyball Dataset [25] contains 4,830 clips from 55 volleyball game records.
Each clip, consisting of 41 frames, is labeled with one of eight group activities.
The authors also provide labels of individual actions (9 classes) and bounding
boxes for every athlete in the central frame. For fully supervised studies, re-
searchers commonly use the group activities, individual action labels, and the
ground-truth person bounding box of the middle 20 frames [49]. We report the
Multi-class Classification Accuracy (MCA) for group activity and the Mean Clas-
sification Accuracy of individual action (IMCA) on Volleyball Fully Supervised
following most methods. In contrast, weakly supervised methods only utilize
group-level activity labels. On Volleyball Weakly Supervised, we follow previous
methods [28, 66] and report MCA and Merged-MCA (MMCA, which merges
left/right set and left/right pass into left/right pass-net).
NBA Dataset. NBA [66] contains 9,172 clips (7,624 for training and 1,548 for
testing) derived from 181 NBA game records. Each clip, composed of 72 frames,
is labeled with one of nine basketball scoring activities. This is the largest dataset
currently for group activity recognition, providing only the group-level activity
annotations. For evaluation, we report the Multi-Class Accuracy (MCA) and
Mean Per-Class Accuracy (MPCA), consistent with previous methods.

4.2 Implementation Details

Keypoint Acquisition. We adopt YOLOv8 [26] for pose estimation and ob-
ject detection. We utilize YOLOv8x-pose with weights pre-trained on the COCO
dataset [37] for pose estimation (V =17), and employ BoTSort [1] for multi-
person tracking. For both the Volleyball and NBA datasets, we set the num-
ber of actors in each frame M to 12. Additionally, we fine-tune the pretrained
YOLOv8x model on our custom dataset for detecting basketballs and basketball
nets on the NBA dataset. This dataset includes 5,000 sample images manually
annotated by us from the NBA dataset. Please refer to Appendix for details
about the keypoint extraction process.
Hyper Parameters. We set the number of frames T to the original length of
each clip, T = 41 for Volleyball Weakly Supervised and T = 72 for NBA dataset.
In four input branches, the input-output channels for 3 basic blocks are 6-64,
64-64, 64-32. In the main branch, the channels for the 6 basic blocks are 128-128,
128-128, 128-128, 128-256, 256-256, 256-256. The training and testing batch size
for both the Volleyball and NBA datasets is set to 16. We train our model for
65 epochs, employing a warm-up strategy [22] for the first 5 epochs to ensure
stable training. The learning rate is initially set to 0.1 and decays according to
a cosine scheduler after the 5th epoch. We use cross-entropy loss as the training
objective and an SGD optimizer with Nesterov momentum of 0.9 and weight
decay of 0.0002.
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Table 1: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on the Volleyball dataset. The
best results are highlight in bold, and the second-best results are underlined.

Method Keypoint RGB Flow Backbone Benchmark
Fully Supervised MCA IMCA

ARG [63] ✓ VGG-19 92.6 82.6
HiGCIN [67] ✓ ResNet-18 91.4 -
DIN [70] ✓ VGG-16 93.6 -
GIRN [41] ✓ OpenPose 92.2 -
POGARS [58] ✓ Hourglass 93.9 -
COMPOSER [73] ✓ HRNet 94.6 -
SkeleTR [13] ✓ HRNet 94.4 -
MP-GCN (Ours) ✓ HRNet 95.5 84.6
CRM [6] ✓ ✓ I3D 93.0 -
AT [18] ✓ ✓ I3D+HRNet 93.5 85.7
SACRF [43] ✓ ✓ ✓ I3D+AlphaPose 95.0 83.1
GroupFormer [34] ✓ ✓ ✓ I3D+AlphaPose 95.7 85.6
Dual-AI [20] ✓ ✓ Inception-v3 95.4 85.3
MP-GCN (Ours) + VGG16 ✓ ✓ HRNet+VGG16 96.2 -

Weakly Supervised MCA MMCA

SAM [66] ✓ ResNet-18 86.3 93.1
DFWSGAR [28] ✓ ResNet-18 90.5 94.4
Dual-AI [20] ✓ ✓ Inception-v3 - 95.8
KRGFormer [40] ✓ Inception-v3 92.4 95.0
Tamuraet al . [57] ✓ I3D+DETR 96.0 -
MP-GCN (Ours) ✓ YOLOV8x 92.8 96.1

4.3 Comparison with State of the Arts

Volleyball Dataset. The results are presented in Tab. 1. For a fair comparison,
results for fully supervised settings (using groundtruth box) and for weakly su-
pervised settings (using estimated detections) are listed separately. In the fully
supervised setting, we utilize the skeletal data extracted by COMPOSER [73],
which employs HRNet [55] with GT human bbox [49] (T=20). We report the re-
sults for previous RGB-based or multi-modal methods [6,18,20,34,43,63,67,70]
and results for keypoint-based methods [18, 41, 73] that rely solely on human
pose and ball annotations [41]. With strong supervision provided by ground-
truth individual bounding boxes for human pose tracking, our method achieves
a remarkable result: 95.5% in MCA, outperforming both keypoint-based and
RGB-based approaches. Meanwhile, our method can perform individual action
recognition using single-person skeleton graph, obtaining 84.6% in IMCA. More-
over, we combine our model’s prediction with scores of VGG-16 backbone (which
achieves 92.3% on Volleyball) and finally obtain 96.2% in MCA. This result
demonstrates our method’s effectiveness in predicting the group activity from
a complex scene and its further complementarity with RGB-based methods. In
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Table 2: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on the NBA dataset. ∗ denotes
that MCA and MPCA are reported in [28].

Method Input #Params FLOPs MCA MPCA
∗ARG [63] RGB 45.4M 614.2G 59.0 56.8
∗AT [18] RGB 29.6M 609.9G 47.1 41.5
SAM [66] RGB - - 49.1 47.5
∗DIN [70] RGB 28.6M 613.8G 61.6 56.0
dual-AI [20] RGB - - 51.5 44.8
KRGFormer [40] RGB - - 72.4 67.1
DFWSGAR [28] RGB 17.4M 628.1G 75.8 71.2

MP-GCN (Ours, T=18) kpt 4.4M 5.70G 73.3 68.4
MP-GCN (Ours, T=72) kpt 4.4M 22.3G 76.0 71.9
MP-GCN (Ours, late-fusion) kpt 11.6M 50.4G 78.7 74.6

the weakly supervised setting, ground-truth bounding boxes are replaced with
estimated tracklets obtained using YOLOv8 [1, 26]. As shown in Tab. 1, our
method outperforms others under both fully and weakly supervised settings. In
the weakly supervised setting, our method still achieves satisfying results: 92.8%
MCA and 96.1% MMCA. This result demonstrate our method’s compatibility
to both high-quality and noisy keypoints data.
NBA Dataset. Table 2 presents the state-of-the-art comparison on the NBA
dataset. The CNN backbone for RGB-based methods is set to ResNet-18 with an
input resolution of 720×1280 and T=18 (except for [20], which uses Inception-v3
and T=3/20 for training/testing). We follow the same pose estimation imple-
mentation as in Volleyball Weakly Supervised and also detect balls and basket-
ball nets using YOLOV8 [26]. Furthermore, for methods with available official
implementation, we also report the model’s number of parameters and FLOPs
in the recognition phase. Note that #Params and FLOPs of the backbone for
RGB-based methods are included since the CNN backbone is tuned during train-
ing, whereas the computational cost of our pose backbone is only considered for
skeleton dataset acquisition and is not included. Our method outperforms video-
based methods in MCA with significantly fewer parameters and lower compu-
tational costs. When late-fusion is adopted, our method significantly surpasses
video-based methods. Please refer to Appendix for a detailed comparison be-
tween keypoint-based methods [9,33,39,68] in terms of accuracy, computational
cost and backbone efficiency.

4.4 Ablation Study

Graph Structure. Suppose P denotes the number of graphs for each sequence
and N denotes the number of points in a graph. To validate the proposed multi-
person graph, we experiment with the following graph settings on the Volleyball
dataset. (1) Baseline: each sample is represented by M weight-shared graphs of
V nodes. (2) Baseline with non-shared weights: M single-person graphs with
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Table 3: Comparison of different graph structures in number of parameters, FLOPs
and MCA (%) on Volleyball Fully Supervised.

Graph Structure P N #Param. FLOPs MCA

Baseline 12 V 1.47M 2.21G 93.66
Baseline (non-shared weights) 12 V 1.78M 2.21G 94.54
Panoramic (only intra links) 1 12V 3.70M 4.19G 95.21
Panoramic (intra+inter links) 1 12V 3.70M 4.19G 95.54

Table 4: Comparison of
different M in MCA (%)
on the NBA dataset.

M MCA

3 71.71
6 73.45
9 74.61
12 (Ours) 75.96
15 74.49

Table 5: Comparison of different graph structures where ob-
jects are organized differently in MCA (%) on NBA dataset.

Graph Structure N MCA

pose V 65.83
pose*M 12V 69.21
pose*M + ball 12V +1 69.51
pose*M + ball + net 12V +2 73.06
(pose-ball)*M 12(V +1) 72.94
(pose-ball-net)*M(Ours) 12(V +2) 75.96

non-shared weights. (3) Panoramic intra-person graph: a multi-person graph
with only intra-person edges. (4) Panoramic graph: a multi-person-object graph
with both intra- and inter-person connections. As presented in Tab. 3, using
the multi-person graph scale results in a significant improvement of about 1.5%
with tolerable increases in parameters and FLOPs. These results demonstrate the
effectiveness the panoramic graph structure. Additionally, Table 4 presents an
ablation study of M on the NBA dataset and demonstrate that M = 12 obtains
the highest accuracy. This finding is consistent with the typical composition of
a basketball game, which involves 10 athletes and 2-3 referees. It also suggests
that the proposed reassignment strategy effectively maintains the key roles on
the court.

Effect of Object. To further investigate the effect of object information, we
examined graph structures incorporating objects in various configurations, as
presented in Tab. 3. pose*M+{ball/+net} consists of MV + v nodes, including
M people and v object points (ball/+basketball net) connected to the hands of
each actor. (pose-{ball/+net})*M introduces individual object nodes for each
person, which are initialized with the same data. Placing the object keypoints
separately from the multi-person skeletons leads to significantly lower accuracy
compared to having individual non-shared object keypoints. Additionally, the
inclusion of extra objects, such as the basketball net, further enhances recogni-
tion accuracy, indicating the effectiveness and generalizability of the proposed
panoramic graph.
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(a) Original pose estimation results

(b) Skeletal data after pose reassignment

(c) Object detection results

(d) Activated joints produced by class activation map 

Fig. 3: Visualization of the extracted skeletons, object keypoints and activation maps.

Baseline Multi-Person Graph Panoramic Graph

Fig. 4: t-SNE feature embedding visualization on NBA dataset for different graphs.

4.5 Visualization

Visualization of Keypoints and Activation Maps. In Fig. 3, we visualize
the human skeletons and object keypoints for a 5-frame clip from the NBA
dataset. In Fig. 3 (a)-(b), it is evident that the proposed reassignment strategy
effectively selects athletes and referees from a multitude of detected candidates.
However, when the number of people in the scene is insufficient, it inevitably
includes unrelated individuals off the court. In Fig. 3 (c), our method effectively
detects fast-moving basketballs. In addition, we visualize the class activation
map [72] of this sequence in Fig. 3 (d). Our model correctly focuses on the
shooter and referee when the shooter attempts a two-point shot.
Visualization of Embedding Feature. Figure 4 presents the t-SNE [59] vi-
sualization of different graph structures. It is evident that the proposed multi-
person-object graph facilitates a clear separation of each class, while also produc-
ing a reasonable distribution of similar classes. For instance, the "2-point-layup-
failed-offensive-rebound" and "2-point-layup-failed-defensive-rebound" samples
are closely located in the embedding space.
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Table 6: SOTA Comparison of keypoint-based methods on Kinetics400 dataset.

Method Pose Estimator Acc.

ST-GCN [68]
OpenPose [8]

30.7
AGCN [50] 36.1
MS-G3D [39] 38.0

Hachiuma et al . [19] PPNv2 [48] 43.1
Hachiuma et al . with objects [19] 52.3

MS-G3D [39]
HRNet [55]

45.1
PoseConv3D(J+B) [14] 47.7
Hachiuma et al . [19] 50.3

MP-GCN(Ours) HRNet [55] 48.4
MP-GCN(Ours, late-fusion) 51.1

4.6 Towards in-the-wild Skeleton-based Action Recognition

To validate the generalization of our method, we also tested it on the Kinetics400
dataset [27], which has over 300k videos across 400 action classes, presenting
significant challenges for skeleton-based action recognition. We use the same
skeletal data provided by Duan et al . [14] and observe that 90% of the samples
contain fewer than 4 individuals on average. Thus, we set M to 4 and keep other
parameters unchanged. Table 6 presents the comparison between skeleton-based
methods. It’s noticed that our method also achieves the remarkable accuracy
on this daily living dataset. Notably, the introduction of object keypoints by
Hachiumaet al . [19] substantially enhances recognition accuracy. This finding
underscores the value of object information and suggests that the performance
could be significantly improved by integrating object keypoints.

While our method has shown promising results, it is important to acknowl-
edge that the performance of skeleton-based methods fall short of SOTA video-
based methods [42], which obtain over 90% of accuracy on Kinetics400. This gap
highlights the potential for future research to focus on enhancing multi-person
and object representations, particularly in uncontrolled environments.

5 Conclusion

This paper proposes a new pipeline for Skeleton-based Group Activity Recog-
nition. This pipeline includes human and object keypoints estimation, tracking-
based pose reassignment, and collective activity recognition through panoramic
graph convolutional network. The panoramic graph incorporates human pose
and object keypoints into a multi-person-object skeleton graph, addressing the
limitations of traditional human skeleton representation in shared weight, lack
of inter-person interaction modeling, and absence of object information. Using
skeletal data as the only input, the proposed method achieves state-of-the-art
performance on three widely-used datasets (Volleyball, NBA, and Kinetics).
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This appendix is organized as follows:

1 Details of Keypoint Acquisition
1.1 Pose Estimation and Tracking
1.2 Reassignment Strategy

2 Data Pre-processing of Multiple Inputs
3 Detailed Comparison between Keypoint-based Methods
4 Additional Qualitative Results
5 Additional Ablation Studies

1 Details of Keypoint Acquisition

1.1 Pose Estimation and Tracking

We use the pre-trained YOLOv8x-pose model to estimate human skeletons for
Volleyball Weakly Supervised and NBA datasets. Our approach follows the of-
ficial implementation of YOLOv83. The YOLOV8x-pose model conforms to the
COCO keypoint layout, which represents a person with 17 keypoints: nose, left
eye, right eye, left ear, right ear, left shoulder, right shoulder, left elbow, right
elbow, left wrist, right wrist, left hip, right hip, left knee, right knee, left ankle
and right ankle. Both the Volleyball and NBA datasets are processed with the
maximum number of actors in a single frame M = 12. We maintain the original
resolution of each video clip when feed into YOLOv8x, as the videos in both
Volleyball and NBA datasets have resolutions of 1920 × 1080 and 1280 × 720.
For pose tracking, we ultilize the integrated BoT-SORT [1] tracker with default
YOLO tracker settings.

Figure 1 shows the visualization of the skeletal data used in our experiments.
Figure 1a illustrates the skeletons extracted from the NBA dataset during in-
stances of high-speed camera movement. Although most actors can still be cap-
tured, the tracking results are not entirely satisfactory. Figure 1b shows the
3 https://docs.ultralytics.com/tasks/pose
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https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3216-7027
https://docs.ultralytics.com/tasks/pose
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(a) NBA (b) Volleyball Weak Supervised (c) Volleyball Fully Supervised

Fig. 1: The extracted skeletons of the Volleyball Fully Supervised (with GT bounding
boxes), Volleyball Weakly Supervised, and NBA datasets.

results of extracting skeletons without using the ground truth individual detec-
tion. When compared with Fig. 1c which uses the ground truth boxes, errors in
detecting and selecting key roles are more likely to occur.

In Figs. 2a and 2b, we illustrate the distribution of the number of individuals
extracted in each frame from the Volleyball and NBA datasets. The number
of individuals peaks at around 12 but frequently exceeds 20 in many frames.
Figures 2c and 2d present the number of track IDs detected by the tracker in
each clip, revealing that the majority of clips contain more than 12 track IDs.
These findings underscore the necessity of adopting a reassignment strategy to
accurately track important individuals across frames.

For the NBA dataset, the keypoints of basketball and basketball net are ex-
tracted using the YOLOV8x model. We initialize YOLOV8x with pre-trained
weights and fine-tune for 50 epochs on the custom dataset. Figures 2e and 2f
present the number of basketball nets and basketballs detected in each frame.
It can be observed that basketballs and basketball nets are detected in approxi-
mately 75% of the frames and 90% of the frames, respectively.
Backbone Efficiency Comparison. Table 1 compares the FLOPs for RGB
backbones used by prior works and YOLOv8x. The results indicate that YOLOv8x
is more efficient than backbones such as VGG-16 and VGG-19. It should be noted
that the task of skeleton-based action recognition only uses an off-the-shelf pose
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Fig. 2: The distribution of the number of detected people in each frame, the number
of track IDs in each clip, and the number of detected objects in each frame.

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Clip index

10

15

20

25

30

35

Av
er

ag
e 

tra
ck

 le
ng

th

original (average=22.7)
sorting by conf. (average=22.9)
reassign (average=26.6)

Fig. 3: Comparison of the averaged track length per clip for the estimated skeletons
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Table 1: Efficiency Comparison of RGB and pose backbones in FLOPs, [T,H,W ] =
[1, 720, 1280].

YOLOv8x VGG-16 VGG-19 Inception-v3 ResNet-18

258G 282G 358G 66G 33.7G

backbone for keypoint extraction, which occurs once during dataset preparation.
In offline scenarios, the efficiency of the pose backbone is not a critical factor
in the overall efficiency. Therefore, larger pose estimators are acceptable when
producing skeleton data from a video dataset. For online usage, more efficient
real-time pose estimators can be applied to reduce computational costs and la-
tency.

1.2 Reassignment Strategy

As illustrated in Figs. 2b and 2d, for the NBA dataset, about 23 people are
detected in each frame, while the tracker produces an average of 50 track IDs per
clip. These results indicate that issues such as missed detection and lost tracks
occur frequently. Therefore, we propose a reassignment strategy to mitigated the
inconsistency issues.

In addition to the results presented in Tab. 2, we investigate the influence
of different processing strategies on the average track length per video clip. Fig-
ure 3 compares the average tracking length per clip for the estimated skeletons
from the NBA dataset using different processing strategies. These strategies in-
clude (1) the original estimation results, (2) selecting people with maximum
confidences, and (3) the proposed reassignment strategy. The curve in Fig. 3 is
produced by sorting by the mean track length of three strategies and smoothed
using Savitzky–Golay filter. The reassignment strategy brings a steady improve-
ment in the average tracking length (72 frames/clip) from 22.7 to 26.6 and brings
∼1.3% improvement in accuracy compared to simply picking by maximum con-
fidence.
Pose Estimation, Tracking and Reassignment. Table 2 summarizes the
performance of our method using skeletons extracted by different methods [16,
55] which are widely used in skeleton-based action recognition [14, 34, 73]. The
results indicate that our proposed reassignment strategy coupled with a tracking
algorithm leads to a marked improvement in performance.

2 Data Pre-processing of Multiple Inputs

In this paper, we build upon previous studies in skeleton-based human action
recognition [9, 39, 50, 54], developing four types of input features: 1) joint coor-
dinates, 2) bone vectors, 3) joint motion features, and 4) bone motion features.

Suppose the original 2D/3D coordinates of a group activity sequence is X ∈
RT×MN×C , where T , M , N , C denote the number of frames, number of people,
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Table 2: Comparison of our method with only human skeleton data obtained by
widely-used pose estimation and tracking algorithms in MCA (%) on NBA dataset

Pose Estimator ReID Tracker Reassign MCA

HRNet [55] no tracking 64.60

AlphaPose [16] no tracking 64.92
JDE [62] ✓ 65.57

YOLOv8x [26]
no tracking 67.02
BoT-SORT [1] 67.95
BoT-SORT [1] (Ours) ✓ 69.21

number of joints and input coordinates, respectively. For the Volleyball Fully
Supervised, we adopt C = 2 to indicate the two-dimension keypoint coordinates.
For the NBA and Volleyball Weakly Supervised datasets, we use C = 3 to
represent the set {x, y, v}, where v denotes the visibility prediction from the
pose backbone.

The input of joint coordinates is the concatenation of absolute locations X
and relative locations to the body center Xrelative, where

Xrelative[:, i, :] = X [:, i, :]−X [:, centerm, :], (1)

i = {1, 2, . . . ,MN}, and centerm represents the index of the center joint of
person m. The input of bone features is obtained by concatenating the bone
vectors and their angles relative to the coordinate axes.

Xbone[:, i, :] = X [:, i, :]−X [:, iadj , :],

Xangle[:, i, c] = arccos
Xbone[:, i : c]√
||Xbone[:, i, :]||2

.
(2)

In Eq. (2), iadj denotes the adjacent node of joint i, and c = 1, 2 denotes the 2D
coordinates and c = 1, 2, 3 denotes the 3D coordinates.

Furthermore, the joint motion features are the concatenation of the motion
Xjm1 between consecutive frames and Xjm2 two-hop frames.

Xjm1[t, :, :] = X [t+ 1, :, :]−X [t, :, :],

Xjm2[t, :, :] = X [t+ 2, :, :]−X [t, :, :].
(3)

In Eq. (3), t = {1, 2, . . . , T}. Similarly, the bone motion features are calculated
by connecting the motion of bone features Xbm1 and Xbm2.

Xbm1[t, :, :] = Xbone[t+ 1, :, :]−Xbone[t, :, :],

Xbm2[t, :, :] = Xbone[t+ 2, :, :]−Xbone[t, :, :].
(4)

Afterwards, these four features in T ×MN × 2C are feed into four separate
input branches, respectively.



6 Li et al.

Table 3: Comparisons with state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods that leverage only key-
point information on the Volleyball Dataset.

Method Pose Backbone Pose Object Acc.

GIRN [41] OpenPose ✓ 88.4
✓ ✓ 92.2

AT [18] HRNet ✓ 92.3
✓ ✓ 92.8

POGARS [58] Hourglass ✓ 93.2
✓ ✓ 93.9

COMPOSER [73] HRNet ✓ 93.7
✓ ✓ 94.6

SkeleTR [13] HRNet ✓ 94.4

MP-GCN (Ours) HRNet ✓ 95.2
✓ ✓ 95.5

Table 4: SOTA Comparison with GCNs on Volleyball and NBA datasets.

Model #Param. Volleyball NBA
FLOPs Pose Pose+Obj FLOPs Pose Pose+Obj

ST-GCN [68] 3.08M 4.9G 89.15 91.30 18.6G 52.00 66.8
MS-G3D [39](2-ensemble) 6.01M 18.9G 93.19 94.17 68.0G 66.34 76.23
CTR-GCN [9](4-ensemble) 5.71M 11.9G 93.56 94.54 39.0G 70.09 76.29
HD-GCN [33](6-ensemble) 7.81M 13.6G 93.71 94.91 45.2G 69.83 77.39

MP-GCN (Ours) 4.40M 4.2G 95.21 95.54 22.3G 72.94 75.96
MP-GCN (4-ensemble) 11.58M 13.20G 95.23 95.67 48.6G 72.77 78.68

3 Detailed Comparison between Keypoint-based
Methods

In this section, we provide more detailed comparisons between our method and
state-of-the-art keypoint-based methods on the Volleyball and NBA dataset. We
also compare our method with GCNs in skeleton-based action recognition.

Table 3 presents the comparison of our method with state-of-the-art methods
that leverage only keypoint information on the Volleyball dataset. With only
human pose keypoints, our method achieves higher accuracy than others with
even object keypoints. This result demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed
multi-person graph structure. When incorporating object keypoints, our method
achieves the highest accuracy of 95.5% among all keypoint-based methods.

Table 4 presents the comparison of our method with GCNs in skeleton-based
human action recognition. Each GCN adopts its original ensemble technique and
single-person graph scale but includes extra ball and basketball net keypoints.
All methods are evaluated using the same skeleton and object data as ours.
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(c) NBA

Fig. 4: The confusion matrices on Volleyball Fully Supervised, Volleyball Weakly Su-
pervised, and NBA datasets.

Our method achieves the highest performance on both datasets when using the
same emsemble technique. Simply transferring these methods to group activity
recognition does not obtain the greatest performance, since they are specifically
designed and tuned for single-person action recognition.

4 Additional Qualitative Results

We provide additional quantitative and qualitative results that are not included
in the main paper due to page constraints.

Comfusion Matrix. Figure 4 presents the confusion matrix on Volleyball
Fully Supervised, Volleyball Weakly Supervised and NBA dataset. As shown
in Fig. 4a, a majority samples are classified correctly, with exceptions for cases
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Baseline Multi-Person Graph Panoramic Graph

Fig. 5: t-SNE feature embedding visualization on the Volleyball dataset by different
graph structure.

such as right set and right pass. For the Volleyball dataset in weakly supervised
setting (Figure 4b), the overall accuracy decreases, primarily due to the confusion
of left set-left pass and right set-right pass. This result may be attributed to
the absence of ground-truth detection boxes, leading to missed detection and
inaccurate tracking of key actors. For the NBA dataset (Figure 4c), the most
confusing cases are layup-fail.-off.-layup-fail.-def.. These two types of actions
can only be differentiated by whether the offensive or defensive team gets the
rebound after the ball is thrown.

t-SNE Visualization. Figure 5 displays the t-SNE visualization of different
graph structures on the Volleyball Fully Supervised dataset. It is evident that the
proposed multi-person-object graph facilitates a clear separation of each class.

5 Additional Ablation Studies

In this section, we present extra ablation studies that are not included in the
main paper due to page limit, including experiments on network modules, inter-
body graph topologies, and input dimensions.

Table 5 illustrates the impact of different input branches and modules within
the basic block. For the model that without SGC, we utilize a graph with only
self-link edges as a substitute. For the model without TCN, we replace the multi-
scale temporal convolution layer with a standard 5 × 1 temporal convolution.
These results demonstrate that each component of the basic block substantially
contributes to the model’s recognition capabilities.

Table 6 shows the impact of various inter-body links on the Volleyball Fully
Supervised dataset. To maintain sufficient sparsity in the inter-body connections,
we experiment with several connection strategies based on body centers and
object keypoints. These strategies include: (1) None: No inter-body connections;
(2) Fully-Connected: A fully connected graph within M body centers. (3) Linear:
A linear graph with sequential connections (4) Pairwise: Connections established
between pairs of individuals. The experimental results indicate that the pairwise
connection strategy achieves higher accuracy. Additionally, we observed that it
brings a more stable training process. In our future research, we plan to explore a
broader range of topological structures for inter-body connections to potentially
enhance performance further.
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Table 5: Comparison of different network modules in terms of MCA on Volleyball
Weakly Supervised and NBA dataset.

Module Model Config Volleyball NBA

Input Branch
J 87.81 73.74
J+B 91.47 75.24
J+B+JM 91.92 75.53

Basic Block
w/o SGC 90.25 72.87
w/o TCN 92.00 72.29
w/o Attention 91.35 73.32

Ours J+B+JM+BM 92.77 75.96

Table 6: Comparison of different
inter-body links in MCA (%) on
the Volleyball dataset.

Inter-body Graph MCA

None 95.21
Fully-Connected 94.84
Linear 95.14
Pairwise (Ours) 95.54

Table 7: Comparison of different input dimensions
in MCA (%) on the NBA dataset.

Dimension Input data MCA

2-{x, y} pose 68.03
pose+object 74.48

3-{x, y, v} pose 69.21
pose+object 75.96

In Tab. 7, we compare the performance between 2-dimensional input ({x, y})
and 3-dimensional input ({x, y, v}) with visibility evaluation. For both types of
input data, the addition of a visibility input provides more information and
improves the MCA by over 1%.
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