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Abstract

Previous methods usually only extract the image modality’s information to

recognize group activity. However, mining image information is approaching

saturation, making it difficult to extract richer information. Therefore, extracting

complementary information from other modalities to supplement image infor-

mation has become increasingly important. In fact, action labels provide clear

text information to express the action’s semantics, which existing methods often

overlook. Thus, we propose ActivityCLIP, a plug-and-play method for mining

the text information contained in the action labels to supplement the image

information for enhancing group activity recognition. ActivityCLIP consists of

text and image branches, where the text branch is plugged into the image branch

(The off-the-shelf image-based method). The text branch includes Image2Text

and relation modeling modules. Specifically, we propose the knowledge transfer

module, Image2Text, which adapts image information into text information

extracted by CLIP via knowledge distillation. Further, to keep our method

convenient, we add fewer trainable parameters based on the relation module of

the image branch to model interaction relation in the text branch. To show our

method’s generality, we replicate three representative methods by ActivityCLIP,
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which adds only limited trainable parameters, achieving favorable performance

improvements for each method. We also conduct extensive ablation studies

and compare our method with state-of-the-art methods to demonstrate the

effectiveness of ActivityCLIP.

Keywords: Group activity recognition, Text information mining, Knowledge

transfer, CLIP

1. Introduction

Group Activity Recognition (GAR) is an important task in video understand-

ing, which has been applied in many fields, such as surveillance, sports video

analysis, and human behavior understanding [1, 2, 3].

Figure 1: (a) Image-based group activity recognition; (b) Ours (image-text-based group activity

recognition). Our method can mine complementary information (Deeper colors indicate stronger

interaction with actor 0.) from the text to supplement image information to enhance group

activity recognition.

Many methods have been proposed to only use image information directly

for GAR [4, 5, 6, 7, 8], as shown in Fig. 1(a). Specifically, they used the

backbone to extract the image features and further cropped the actor features

from the image features by the RoIAlign [9]. Finally, they captured the actor

interaction relation based on actor features to recognize group activity. Clearly,

the entire process exclusively extracts information from the image modality.

However, mining image information is approaching saturation, making it difficult

2



to extract more abundant information. Therefore, it is urgent to explore how to

mine complementary information from other modalities to supplement image

information for enhancing group activity recognition.

Due to the limited information contained in image modality, several methods

have also been proposed to mine the information on skeleton modality [10, 11,

12, 13]. Specifically, these methods usually use an off-the-shelf pose estimation

method to extract the skeleton information from the image. Then, they model

the actor interaction relation based on the skeleton information for recognizing

group activity. However, these methods have two apparent disadvantages. First,

the scene of group activity is usually crowded, and actors often cover each other.

Thus, accurately estimating skeleton information in this scene is a challenging

problem. Second, these methods are usually more complex because an additional

stage for estimating skeleton information is needed. Unlike them, we propose to

mine the text information to supplement the image information, as shown in

Fig. 1(b).

In the process of mining text information, we need to consider two issues.

First, we hope to excavate the text information without adding additional

data and annotation. Second, we hope the text information is universal and

can conveniently provide complementary information to various image-based

methods.

To address the two issues, we propose a novel method, named ActivityCLIP,

to recognize group activity. About the first issue, we find that action labels

provide clear text information to express the action’s semantics. Therefore, we

propose the Image2Text module to mine the semantic information contained in

the action labels. Specifically, in the training stage, we use CLIP’s text encoder

[14] to encode the action label’s semantics to text information. Then, we use

knowledge distillation to achieve information transfer between text information

and the Image2Text’s output features (The Image2Text module uses image

information as input.). In this way, the Image2Text module can learn the

information transfer capacity from image to text information. In the testing

stage, we only use the Image2Text module rather than CLIP’s text encoder
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to obtain text information. About the second issue, ActivityCLIP consists of

image and text branches, where we plug the text branch into the image branch.

Specifically, we add fewer trainable parameters into the relation modeling module

of the image branch and further train these parameters to model interaction

relations in the text branch. Finally, we fuse the scores of both branches to

recognize group activity.

In summary, the main contributions of our research are as follows.

• We proposed a novel method, ActivityCLIP, that mines the text information

contained in action labels to supplement image information for enhancing

group activity recognition.

• Our method is a plug-and-play method that conveniently plugs the text

branch into the image branch. In detail, we propose the Image2Text

module that can transfer image information to text information. Further,

we add fewer trainable parameters based on the image branch’s relation

modeling module to achieve the interaction relation modeling of the text

branch.

• We replicate three representative methods to evaluate ActivityCLIP’s gener-

ality. We find that ActivityCLIP can significantly improve the performance

of these methods. Additionally, we conduct extensive ablation studies

and compare our method with state-of-the-art methods, demonstrating its

effectiveness.

2. Related Works

2.1. Vision Language Model

Many VLMs (Vision Language Models) have demonstrated impressive perfor-

mance in multimodality tasks [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. One of the influential

works is CLIP, which belongs to the contrastive vision language model [14].

CLIP is trained using contrastive learning on a dataset of 400 million image-text

pairs. CLIP contains an image encoder and a text encoder to extract the image
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and text features, respectively. It aims to maximize the similarity of the correct

image-text pairs and minimize the similarity of the incorrect image-text pairs. A

comprehensive review of VLM is beyond the scope of this paper, and the details

can be referred to [21, 22]. Because of CLIP’s impressive performance, we chose

it to mine the text information. However, we need to seriously consider how to

use CLIP in downstream tasks.

2.2. CLIP Applied in Downstream Tasks

Finetuning the VLM with all parameters requires significant computation and

data consumption. Thus, researchers hope to apply VLM to various downstream

tasks [23, 24, 25, 26] by finetuning fewer or not finetuning parameters.

CLIP has demonstrated the zero-shot ability in the image classification task.

Then, Wang et al. extended CLIP to the video action classification task that

they regarded as a video-text matching problem [24]. By adding the text and

visual adapter to the text and visual encoder, respectively, their method not only

has superior zero-shot/few-shot ability but also reaches significant performance.

Zhang et al. applied CLIP to the pose estimation task and regarded it as a

keypoint-text matching problem [25]. They encouraged the visual feature of

specific keypoint to maximize the similarity to the text prompt describing the

corresponding keypoint, while minimizing the similarity to the text prompt

describing other keypoints. In this way, the text information can enhance the

image information to locate the keypoints accurately. Rao et al. used CLIP

to realize more complex dense prediction tasks, such as semantic and instance

segmentation [23]. They regarded dense prediction tasks as a pixel-text matching

problem to obtain the pixel-text score map. The score map contains the prior

knowledge contained in CLIP and further guides the learning of dense prediction

models.

We find an action-text matching problem naturally exists in our task. We

maximize the similarity of the correct action-text pairs and minimize the simi-

larity of incorrect action-text pairs. Through this process, we use CLIP’s text

encoder to teach our model how to mine the aligned information with the text
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information, which enables our model to extract text and image information

simultaneously.

2.3. Group Activity Recognition

According to the information modality, we can divide the previous methods

into image-based methods [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 27] and skeleton-based methods [10,

11, 12]. The image-based methods aim to extract the image features, such as

appearance, pose, motion features, etc, as the actor’s representation. Wu et

al. [4] proposed ARG (Actor Relation Graph), which used Inception-v3 [28] to

extract the actor’s image features and further built actor relation graphs to model

the actor interaction relation for recognizing group activity. Like ARG, Han et

al. [6] proposed Dual-AI, which also used inception-v3 as the backbone. Further,

they proposed the dual path with different spatial-temporal orders to mine the

abundant image information. Different from ARG, Kirill et al. [5] proposed

AFormer (Actor transFormer), which used the more powerful backbone (HRNet

[29] and I3D [30]) to extract pose features and motion features simultaneously,

attempting to get stronger image information. However, mining richer image

information has become increasingly difficult. Therefore, it is crucial to introduce

information from other modalities to assist the image modality.

Skeleton-based methods aim to estimate the human skeleton from the image

and further use skeleton information to recognize group activity. Mauricio et al.

[10] used OpenPose [31] to extract skeleton information. Then, they modeled

the intra-person, inter-person, and person-object relation only based on the

skeleton information to recognize group activity. Zhou et al. [11] also only used

skeleton information to recognize group activity. They used HRNet to extract

skeleton information and proposed to analyze the interaction relation from four

scales. However, skeleton estimation is a challenging problem, especially in a

crowded scene. Meanwhile, skeleton-based methods need to estimate the skeleton

information in advance, which increases the complexity of GAR tasks. Therefore,

we did not extract the skeleton information but mined the text information to

supplement image information for recognizing group activity.
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3. Methodology

3.1. Preliminaries

CLIP. We briefly introduce the content related to CLIP [14]. CLIP consists

of an image encoder and a text encoder. It aims to align the image-text features

in the latent space through contrastive learning. The input of CLIP is image-text

pairs. The text encoder Et is responsible for extracting text feature x. The image

encoder Ei is responsible for extracting image feature y. As shown in Eq. (1),

CLIP hopes that the positive pair has a high probability and the negative pair

has a low probability. Sim is the cosine similarity, τ is the learnable temperature

parameter, and K is the number of training pairs. Finally, the symmetric CE

(Cross-Entropy) loss is used to optimize the CLIP. G is the ground truth.

P x,y
i (x) = exp(sim(x,yi)/τ)∑K

j=1 exp(sim(x,yj)/τ)

P y,x
i (y) = exp(sim(y,xi)/τ)∑K

j=1 exp(sim(y,xj)/τ)

(1)

L = 1
2 [CE(P x,y, Gx,y) + CE(P y,x, Gy,x)] (2)

Due to its impressive generality and multi-modality alignment ability, we

use CLIP to teach our model how to mine text information. To avoid excessive

resource consumption, we freeze the parameters of CLIP and adopt knowledge

distillation to achieve knowledge transfer.

3.2. Our Approach: ActivityCLIP

Overview. The ActivityCLIP aims to mine the text information contained

in action labels to supplement the image information, improving the model’s

performance, as shown in Fig. 2. Specifically, the ActivityCLIP consists of an

image branch and a text branch. The image branch is the existing image-based

method, such as ARG [4], AFormer [5], Dual-AI [6], etc. We propose a plug-and-

play way to plug the text branch into the image branch. In the text branch, we

use the prompt (More details in section 4.2.) to describe the action label and

employ the CLIP’s text encoder to extract the text information. Further, we

7



Figure 2: Overview of the ActivityCLIP. The process indicated by the green arrow

only occurs during the training stage. Here, we use Dual-AI as the image branch to

show the process of ActivityCLIP. Dual-AI employs two paths with different spatial-temporal

orders (spatial-temporal and temporal-spatial paths) for interaction relation modeling. S-Trans

and T-Trans represent the spatial-Transformer and temporal-Transformer, respectively. More

details on Dual-AI can be found in [6].

use knowledge distillation as a bridge to make our proposed Image2Text module

learn how to transfer image information to text information. It is worth noting

that the CLIP’s text encoder is only used in the training stage. In addition, we

add fewer trainable parameters based on the image branch’s interaction relation

modeling module and finetune them to conveniently achieve interaction relation

modeling of the text branch. Finally, we adopt the later fusion way that adds

the classification score of both branches to recognize group activity.

In the ActivityCLIP, the backward propagation updates only the parameters

of Image2Text, matrix A and B, and Activity Classifier in the text branch.

Image2Text. Image2Text is crucial for ActivityCLIP. We use the ‘Image

Encoder + Image2Text’ to mine the text information. Specifically, as shown

in Fig. 3, The Image2Text consists of the linear layer and transformer encoder.

We use the actor’s image feature I ∈ RN×D1 as input. Due to the dimension

of the image feature possibly being different from the dimension of the text

feature extracted by CLIP, we use Linear1 to achieve the feature’s dimensional

transformation. It only includes one linear layer.

Considering the action’s co-occurrence probability of different actors in GAR
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Figure 3: The structure of Image2Text. We indicate the feature’s dimensional changes in each

component.

tasks is important. Specifically, the co-occurrence probability of each action

is different. For example, the actions of ‘spiking’ and ‘blocking’ often appear

together in volleyball competitions. Therefore, we use the transformer encoder

as the core component of Image2Text. Through the self-attention mechanism,

Image2Text can pay attention to the relation of different actions, which has two

advantages. First, this way can implicitly find the co-occurrence probability

of different actions. Second, this way can pull the actor’s features with the

same semantics nearer and push the actor’s features with different semantics

farther. The transformer encoder’s output is T ∈ RN×D2 . The transformer

encoder consists of 6 layers. On the one hand, the deeper transformer encoder

can extract high-level features. On the other hand, the deeper structure can

better absorb the distillation knowledge of CLIP.

Since we want to plug the text branch into the image branch, we must keep

the dimensions of the image and text features consistent. Therefore, Linear2

aims to achieve the inverse dimensional transformation. Like Linear1, Linear2

also only includes one linear layer.
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In addition, knowledge distillation is an effective approach to achieving

information transfer and has been applied in many fields [32, 33, 34]. Here, we

use knowledge distillation to achieve information transfer between the image and

text information. Like Eq. (1), we use T (The output features of Image2Text)

and E (The features extracted by CLIP’s encoder) to compute the probability

PE,T
i (E) and PT,E

i (T ). However, one feature of E possibly corresponds to

several features of T . Therefore, it is not appropriate to regard the process

of knowledge distillation as a 1-in-N classification problem with the CE loss.

We define the KD (Knowledge Distillation) loss with the KL (Kullback-Leibler)

divergence to supervise the process of information transfer, as shown in Eq. (3).

LKD = 1
2 [KL(PE,T , GE,T ) +KL(PT,E , GT,E)] (3)

GE,T and GT,E represent the ground truths, respectively. Through the

information transfer, Image2Text can convert the image information into corre-

sponding text information.

Interaction Relation Modeling for Text Branch. Inspired by human

perception, just tell humans the action’s semantics and location of each actor,

and humans also can think about the actor interaction relation for recognizing

group activity. Therefore, it is important to model the interaction relation of

actors described by text information. On the one hand, to ensure the convenience

and universality of our method, we do not want to design a new module for

modeling the actor interaction relation of the text branch. On the other hand,

due to the cross-modality semantic consistency of group activity, we consider

that the actor interaction relations described by image and text modalities are

remarkably similar. To this end, we have not trained the parameters of the

interaction relation modeling module of the text branch from scratch. Based on

the inspiration brought by LoRa [35], we add fewer parameters to the interaction

relation modeling module of the image branch and finetune these parameters

to model the actor interaction relation of the text branch. This way has two

obvious advantages. First, we only train fewer parameters, which reduces training
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consumption. Second, this way makes our method conveniently plugs the text

branch into the image branch, improving our method’s generality.

As shown in Fig. 2, we add the matrix A and B to the pretrained parameters

of the image branch’s interaction relation modeling module. In the GAR task,

the existing methods usually use the Transformer or GCN (Graph Convolutional

Network) for actor interaction relation modeling. In transformer-based methods,

we add the matrix A and B to the Q (Query), K (Key), and V (Value), respectively.

In GCN-based methods, such as ARG, we add both matrices to all linear layers

of the interaction relation modeling module.

As shown in Eq.(4), we update features by the low-rank matrix A and B.

Where, W0 ∈ RM×M , B ∈ RM×r, and A ∈ Rr×M . W0 is the pre-trained

parameters and froze in the training stage. α is the ratio to control the influence

of both low-rank matrices.

F (x) = W0(x) + αBA(x) (4)

4. Experiments

In this section, we conduct a series of experiments to evaluate Activity-

CLIP’s effectiveness. First, we introduce detailed information on the datasets

and evaluation metrics. Second, we introduce the implementation details of

ActivityCLIP. Third, we compare our method with state-of-the-art methods

to verify ActivityCLIP’s performance. Fourth, we conduct ablation studies to

analyze the influence of each part. Finally, we visualize the actor interaction

relation of image and text branches to analyze their differences.

4.1. Dataset and Evaluation Metric

Dataset. Following [4, 5, 6, 8, 36], we use the Volleyball and Collective

Activity datasets as benchmarks. (1) The Volleyball dataset [37] belongs to

the volleyball competition scene. It consists of 4830 clips, of which 3493 are used

for training, and the remaining are used for testing. Each label (actor’s bounding
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box, individual action labels, and group activity labels) was annotated on the

middle frame of each clip. The individual action labels include waiting, setting,

digging, falling, spiking, blocking, jumping, moving, and standing. Further, the

group activity labels consist of right set, right spike, right pass, right win-point,

left set, left spike, left pass, and left win-point. (2) The Collective Activity

dataset [38] belongs to the daily life scene. It includes 44 short video sequences.

Like [6, 39], we use two-thirds of the videos for training and the remaining for

testing. This dataset was also annotated on the center frame of every 10th frame,

using the actor’s bounding box, individual action labels, and group activity

labels. The individual action labels include NA, crossing, waiting, queuing,

walking, and talking. The activity labels include crossing, waiting, queuing,

walking, and talking. The activity label is determined by each clip’s maximum

number of action labels. Like [40, 41, 42, 6], we merge the crossing and walking

into moving.

Evaluation Metric. To fully evaluate ActivityCLIP’s performance, we

adopt the MCA (Multi-Class Accuracy), MPCA (Mean Per-Class Accuracy),

and confusion matrix as evaluation metrics. Many methods have widely used

these metrics [4, 5, 6, 42]. The MCA represents the percentage of correctly

classified instances in all categories. The MPCA indicates the mean accuracy of

all categories. The confusion matrix aims to analyze the model’s performance in

each category deeply.

4.2. Implementation Details

Since ActivityCLIP is a plug-and-play approach, we replicated three repre-

sentative methods (ARG, AFormer, and Dual-AI) to evaluate ActivityCLIP’s

generality. We reproduced the ARG using their public code [4]. We replicated

the AFormer using the public code in [5]. We replicated the Dual-AI by refer-

ring to the detailed introduction in [6]. We named the reproduced methods by

using ActivityCLIP as ACLIP(ARG), ACLIP(AFormer), and ACLIP(Dual-AI),

respectively. Additionally, like [24], we defined K = 11 discrete manual prompts,

which can be classified into three types: prefix prompt (such as, ‘action label
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this is an action’), suffix prompt (such as, ‘Playing action of action label’) and

action label-only (such as, ‘action label’).

In the Volleyball dataset, similar to [4, 6, 42], we randomly sampled three

frames for training and nine frames for testing in ACLIP(ARG) and ACLIP(Dual-

AI), and we used ten frames for both training and testing in ACLIP(AFormer).

In all three methods, we train our model in 30 epochs using a batch size of 8

and a learning rate of 0.0001. In addition, we adopt the AdamW to optimize

our model with the warmup mechanism, where the epoch of warmup is 5. For

the ACLIP(ARG), ACLIP(AFormer), and ACLIP(Dual-AI), we set α to 8 and

set r to 7, 6, and 2, respectively. The other details in the Collective Activity

dataset are the same as those in the Volleyball dataset, except for batch size,

which we set to 16. Finally, we conduct all experiments using the PyTorch deep

learning framework in 2 Nvidia GeForce RTX 3090 GPUs.

Table 1: Compared ActivityCLIP with baselines. We conducted experiments on the Volleyball

dataset and counted the adding trainable parameters on the base of the image branch. ‘*’

represents the baseline in which the image and text branches are combined in series. Specifically,

we first use the image branch to recognize the result of action and group activity. Then, we

select the corresponding action labels based on the image branch’s action result as the text

branch’s input to recognize group activity again, where the text branch uses CLIP’s encoder

to extract the text information. Finally, both branch’s activity scores are fused to obtain the

final group activity results.

Method
Trainable

Parameters

Group Activity

(MCA)

ARG - 92.3

ACLIP*(ARG) 26.90M 93.0 ↑ 0.7

ACLIP(ARG) 9.49M 93.0 ↑ 0.7

AFormer - 92.2

ACLIP*(AFormer) 0.46M 92.1 ↓ 0.1

ACLIP(AFormer) 8.17M 92.5 ↑ 0.3

Dual-AI - 93.8

ACLIP*(Dual-AI) 1.46M 93.2 ↓ 0.6

ACLIP(Dual-AI) 8.18M 94.2 ↑ 0.4
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4.3. Comparison with the State-of-the-Art Methods

Quantitative Analysis with Baselines: To verify the generality of our

method, we reproduced three representative methods by ActivityCLIP, as shown

in Table 1. Additionally, we construct another baseline, ACLIP*, in which image

and text branches are combined in series.

In ARG-based methods, ACLIP*(ARG) and ACLIP(ARG) can get the

equivalent performance (93.0 vs. 93.0), outperforming ARG with a noticeable

gap. In AFormer-based methods, ACLIP(AFprmer) has an increase of 0.3 (92.5

vs. 92.2) compared to AFormer. However, ACLIP*(AFormer) decreases by 0.1

(92.1 vs. 92.2). In Dual-AI-based methods, ACLIP(Dual-AI) also outperforms

Dual-AI by 0.4 (94.2 vs. 93.8). Compared with Dual-AI, ACLIP*(AFormer)

shows an obvious performance degradation with 0.6 (93.2 vs. 93.8) again. The

above analyses show that ActivityCLIP demonstrates favorable generality in

various methods. Nevertheless, the performance of ACLIP* is unsatisfactory.

We have summarized the following two reasons to explain this phenomenon.

First, through Knowledge distillation, the Image2Text module in ACLIP has the

capacity to mine the text information, enabling our method to adapt naturally

to various methods. Second, the ACLIP* needs to rely on the action result

of the image branch to select the corresponding action labels to mine the text

information by the CLIP. Therefore, if the action results of the image branch

are not accurate enough, the text branch of the ACLIP* will mine the invalid

information.

Additionally, the main trainable parameters of ACLIP and ACLIP* are

from the Image2Text and interaction relation modeling modules, respectively.

Thus, due to the large number of parameters in ARG’s interaction relation

module, the number of trainable parameters of ACLIP*(ARG) is higher than

ACLIP(ARG). Then, compared with ACLIP* (AFormer) and ACLIP*(Dual-

AI), ACLIP(AFormer) and ACLIP(Dual-AI) have a higher number of trainable

parameters. We think adding appropriate trainable parameters to achieve more

robust performance is worthwhile.

Quantitative Analysis with other methods on the Volleyball Dataset:
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Table 2: Compared ACLIP(Dual-AI) with state-of-the-art methods on the Volleyball and

Collective Activity datasets. ‘_’ indicates that this result cannot be obtained from their paper.

The best performance is shown in bold and the second best is shown in underline.

Method Backbone Volleyball Dataset Collective Activity Dataset

MCA MPCA MCA MPCA

StagNet(2020)[43] VGG-16 89.3 - - -

HiGCN(2020)[41] ResNet-18 91.4 92.0 93.4 93.0

PRL(2020)[44] VGG-16 91.4 91.8 - 93.8

DIN(2021)[42] VGG-16 93.6 93.8 - 95.9

P2CTDM(2021)[45] Inception-v3 91.8 92.7 - 96.1

TCE+STBiP(2021)[46] Inception-v3 93.3 93.4 - 96.4

GroupFormer(2021)[7] Inception-v3 94.1 - - -

ASTFormer(2022)[39] Inception-v3 93.5 93.9 96.5 95.3

CCG-LSTM(2022)[47] AlexNet - - - 93.0

COMPOSER[11] HRNet - - 96.2 -

3DUSTG(2023)[48] I3D 93.2 - - -

HSTT(2023)[49] Inception-v3 93.7 - 96.1 -

KRGFormer(2023)[50] Inception-v3 94.6 94.8

LG-CAGR(2024)[51] VGG-19 92.1 92.4 - 97.1

ACLIP(Dual-AI) Inception-v3 94.2 94.4 97.9 97.3

To verify the performance of our method, we conduct comprehensive comparisons

with existing methods, including various backbones, such as ResNet-18 [52], VGG-

16/19 [53], I3D [30], and Inception-v3 [28]. As shown in Table 2, except for

KRGFormer, ACLIP(Dual-AI) performs better than other methods. Compared

with 3DUSTG, ACLIP(Dual-AI) has an increase of 1.0 (94.2 vs. 93.2) under the

metric MCA. This indicates that interaction relation modeling is crucial for this

task, even using a stronger backbone for feature extraction. Then, compared

with HSTT, ACLIP(Dual-AI) increases by 0.5 (94.2 vs. 93.7) under the metric

MCA. Further, ACLIP(Dual-AI) also has a performance improvement of 2.1

(94.2 vs. 92.1) and 2.0 (94.4 vs. 92.4) under the metrics MCA and MPCA than

LG-CAGR. These prove that ACLIP(Dual-AI) extracts more useful interaction

relations for recognizing group activity. However, compared with KRGFormer,

ACLIP(Dual-AI) has a decrease of 0.4 (94.2 vs. 94.6) and 0.4 (94.4 vs. 94.8)
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under the metrics MCA and MPCA, respectively. This is because they used

data augmentation to augment individual patches, which increases the model’s

performance with 0.7 and 0.6 under the metrics MCA and MPCA, respectively.

Our method only used the original data for training.

The above analysis shows that ActivityCLIP is a promising method that

can mine complementary information to help existing methods achieve more

competitive performance.

Quantitative Analysis with other methods on the Collective Ac-

tivity Dataset: As shown in Table 2, ACLIP(Dual-AI) obtains a favorable

performance compared to other methods. Compared with these methods (PRL,

DIN, P2CTDM, and TCE+STBiP), ACLIP (Dual-AI) improves the model’s

performance with a noticeable gap. Compared with COMPOSER, ACLIP(Dual-

AI) increases by 1.7 (97.9 vs. 96.2) under the metric MCA, even if they use

HRNet to mine the skeleton information. Then, compared with LG-CAGR,

ACLIP(Dual-AI) also has a performance improvement of 0.2 (97.3 vs. 97.1)

under the metric MPCA.

Based on these analyses, we observe that our method can obtain competitive

performance in various scenarios. This is attributed to the improved robustness

of the model with the support of text information.

Confusion Matrix Analysis: To analyze the model’s performance deeply,

we use the confusion matrix to show the classification situation of ACLIP(Dual-

AI) and ASTFormer in each category.

As shown in Fig. 4 (a) and (b), ACLIP(Dual-AI) outperforms the ASFormer

with obvious improvement in three categories (r_pass, l_set, and l_spike).

Specifically, ACLIP(Dual-AI) reduce the confusion of ‘r_pass’ and ‘r_set’, ‘l_set’

and ‘l_pass’, ‘l_spike’ and ‘l_set.’ We think that ACLIP(Dual-AI) can provide

rich information to describe the actor’s actions, which is beneficial for modeling

more accurate actor interaction relations to distinguish different group activities.

However, ACLIP(Dual-AI) increases the confusion between ‘l_winpoint’ and

‘r_winpoint.’ This is caused by the failure to distinguish the group activity’s

location correctly. Therefore, in the future, we need to explore more suitable
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Figure 4: The confusion matrix analysis on the ASTFormer [39] and ACLIP(Dual-AI). Figures

(a) and (b) represent the confusion matrix of ASTFormer and ACLIP(Dual-AI), respectively,

on the Volleyball dataset; Figures (c) and (d) represent the confusion matrix of both methods,

respectively, on the Collective Activity dataset. Here, ‘r’ and ‘l’ are short for ‘right’ and ‘left.’

solutions to embed the actor’s position information into the text branch.

As shown in Fig. 4(c) and (d), like ASFormer, all instances in two categories

(queueing and talking) are classified accurately by ACLIP(Dual-AI). Meanwhile,

ACLIP(Dual-AI) also outperforms ASFormer in other categories (waiting and

moving).

4.4. Ablation Studies

1) Ablation Studies for the Image2Text. We conduct several experi-

ments to verify the effectiveness of Image2Text from two aspects, as shown in
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Table 3: Ablation study of ActivityCLIP’s Image2Text. We conducted these experiments on

the Volleyball dataset and counted the parameters of Image2Text.

Layer Number LKD Parameters
Group Activity

(MCA)

0
√

0.26M 93.9

2
√

2.89M 93.9

4
√

5.52M 93.6

6
√

8.16M 94.2

8
√

10.79M 93.7

10
√

13.42M 93.8

6 8.16M 93.6

Table 3. First, we verify the performance improvement’s root cause, conducting

based on LayerNumber = 6. With the supervision of LKD, we observe an

increase of 0.6 (94.2 vs. 93.6). This indicates that the text modality provides

complementary information to the image modality for recognizing group activity

instead of the performance improvement brought by the additional parameters.

Second, we attempt to investigate the impact of the transformer encoder’s

layer number in Image2Text. The transformer encoders are stacked in a

concatenated manner with different layer numbers. We observe that when

LayerNumber = 6, our method gets the best performance. On the one hand,

Image2Text needs a suitable amount of parameters to store the text information

transferred by CLIP. Thus, little layer numbers cannot achieve good results. On

the other hand, more layer numbers make it more challenging to optimize our

model. In the subsequent experiments, we use the setting of LayerNumber = 6.

2) Ablation Studies for the Effectiveness of the Text Branch’s

Interaction Relation Modeling Module. We propose to plug the text

branch’s interaction relation modeling into the image branch. To verify the

effectiveness of this method, we conducted experiments using three representative

methods, as shown in Table 4. On the ARG-based methods, we observe that

ACLIP(ARG) only uses 1.97% trainable parameters of ACLIP(ARG)† to get an

identical performance (93.0 vs. 93.0). Then, on the AFormer-based method, the
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Table 4: Ablation study of text modality’s interaction relation modeling module. We conducted

these experiments on the Volleyball dataset and counted the trainable parameters of this

module. † indicates that we don’t plug the text branch’s interaction relation modeling module

into the image branch. Specifically, in the text branch, we use the same interaction relation

modeling module of the image branch. Then, we train the text branch’s interaction relation

module from scratch.

Method
Trainable

Parameters

Group Activity

(MCA)

ACLIP(ARG)† 26.35M 93.0

ACLIP(ARG) 0.52M 93.0

ACLIP(AFormer)† 0.33M 92.5

ACLIP(AFormer) 0.01M 92.5

ACLIP(Dual-AI)† 1.30M 94.2

ACLIP(Dual-AI) 0.01M 94.2

performance of ACLIP(AFormer) and ACLIP(AFormer)† is consistent (92.5 vs.

92.5), but ACLIP (AFormer) only uses 3.03% trainable parameters of ACLIP

(AFormer)†. Further, on the Dual-AI-based method, we note that ACLIP-(Dual-

AI) uses 0.77% trainable parameters of ACLIP(Dual-AI)† to obtain the same

performance (94.2 vs. 94.2).

Through the analysis of the above experiments, we have gained the following

conclusions: The interaction relations of the text branch are similar to those

of the image branch. Therefore, it is unnecessary to train the text branch’s

interaction relation modeling module from scratch. We use fewer trainable

parameters based on the image branch’s interaction relation modeling module

to achieve the interaction relation modeling of the text branch, which can still

achieve promising performance.

3) Ablation Studies for the Hyper-parameters of the Text Branch’s

Interaction Relation Modeling Module. Inspired by LoRa, we plug the

text branch’s interaction relation modeling module into the image branch. This

process is controlled by r and α. The former can control the number of trainable

parameters; the latter is the ratio to control the influence of trainable parameters.

As shown in Table 5, simply increasing r (i.e., increasing the number of trainable
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parameters) does not improve performance. Additionally, when α = 8, our

method can gain the best performance.

These observations are reasonable. Since the interaction relations of both

branches are similar, adding more parameters may damage the capacity of the

interaction relation modeling learned in the image branch. Thus, we only add

fewer trainable parameters to learn text branch-specific interaction relations.

Similarly, we also chose a reasonable α to control the influence of trainable

parameters.

In other methods, such as ACLIP(ARG) and ACLIP-(AFormer), due to

their use of different interaction relation modeling modules, we adjust the r (See

more details in section 4.2 on hyper-parameters setting.) on different methods.

Further, we use the same α in all methods.

Table 5: Ablation study of the hyper-parameters on the text branch’s interaction relation

modeling module. We conducted these experiments using ACLIP(Dual-AI) on the Volleyball

dataset and counted the trainable parameters in this module.

r
Trainable

Parameters

Group Activity

(MCA)

α = 8

1 6.14K 93.9

2 12.29K 94.2

4 24.58K 93.9

6 36.86K 94.0

8 49.15K 93.9

10 61.44K 93.8

α
Trainable

Parameters

Group Activity

(MCA)

r=2

1 12.29K 94.0

2 12.29K 94.1

4 12.29K 93.6

6 12.29K 94.0

8 12.29K 94.2

10 12.29K 93.9

4) Ablation Studies for the Influence of Text Information on Each

Activity Category. To investigate whether text information only improves
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Figure 5: The influence of text information on each activity category. We conducted these

experiments on the Volleyball dataset. ‘ACLIP(ARG) - ARG’ represents using the number

of correctly identified activities by ACLIP(ARG) in each category to subtract the number

of correctly identified activities by ARG in the corresponding category. ‘ACLIP(AFormer) -

AFormer’ and ‘ACLIP(Dual-AI) - Dual-AI’ represent the same meaning as ‘ACLIP(ARG) -

ARG’. Here, ‘r’ and ‘l’ are short for ‘right’ and ‘left.’

the recognition performance for specific group activities, we analyze the results

of our method in each activity category, as shown in Fig. 5. On the one hand,

each method (ACLIP(ARG), ACLIP(AFormer), and ACLIP(Dual-AI)) all mine

the effective text information to supplement the image information for achieving

better group activity recognition on half of all activity categories. On the other

hand, in the three methods, the text information has improved the recognition

performance for a total of 6 activity categories (r_set, r_spike, r_pass, l_set,

l_spike, and l_winpoint). These analyses indicate that text information is

helpful in different activity categories.
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4.5. Visualization

Figure 6: Visualizing actor’s interaction relation on both branches of ACLIP(Dual-AI). The

group activity of this instance is ‘l_spike,’ and actor 4 is the critical actor in executing this

group activity. In addition, the Dual-AI’s relation modeling module consists of ST (Spatial-

Temporal) and TS (Temporal-Spatial) paths. Thus, we visualize the interaction relation in

all paths of actor 4 with other actors. Actor 4 is marked with a pentagram. A darker color

indicates a more vital interaction relation between two actors.

To verify the difference in the interaction relation of image and text branches,

we visualize the interaction relation between actor 4 and other actors, as shown

in Fig. 6. We find three interesting phenomena. First, the interested actors

by actor 4 in the ST and TS paths of the text branch also appear in the

corresponding path of the image branch. Second, actor 4 of the text branch

mines the different interaction relations with the image branch and tends to focus

on fewer interaction relations. Third, the group activity label of this instance is

’l_spike.’ The image branch misclassified this instance as ’l_set,’ while the text

branch outputs the correct classification result. With the support of the text

branch, ACLIP(Dual-AI) ultimately obtains the correct classification result.

We have carefully analyzed the reasons for the observed phenomena. First, we

plug fewer trainable parameters into the image branch to model the text branch’s

interaction relation, which makes the text branch’s actor 4 focus on similar actors

with the image branch. Second, with the support of text information, actor 4

models the more important interaction relations and ignores irrelevant interaction

relations. Third, the text branch provides complementary information to correct
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the error of the image branch, which helps the model obtain correct classification

results.

5. Conclusion

We propose ActivityCLIP, which mines text information to supplement the

image information for enhancing group activity recognition. ActivityCLIP is a

plug-and-play method. Specifically, we propose the Image2Text module to learn

the ability of information transfer under the guidance of CLIP. We also plug the

text branch’s interaction relation modeling module into the image branch using

only fewer trainable parameters. Through the above ways, ActivityCLIP can

conveniently be applied to various image-based methods. We reproduce three

representative methods by ActivityCLIP to prove the generality of our method.

Then, we compare our method with the state-of-the-art methods to show the

favorable performance of ActivityCLIP. Finally, we conducted a series of ablation

studies to verify the effectiveness of each module and hyper-parameter.
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