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Figure 1. Our pipeline generates realistic object interactions—such as crossing, collision, and falling—based on input trajectories. The
figure displays four different scenarios. For each scenario, a desired trajectory is provided (left), and the corresponding keyframes (right)
illustrate interactions that follow the specified trajectory conditions.

Abstract

Advances in video generation have significantly improved
the realism and quality of created scenes. This has fueled
interest in developing intuitive tools that let users lever-
age video generation as world simulators. Text-to-video
(T2V) generation is one such approach, enabling video cre-
ation from text descriptions only. Yet, due to the inher-
ent ambiguity in texts and the limited temporal informa-
tion offered by text prompts, researchers have explored ad-
ditional control signals like trajectory-guided systems, for
more accurate T2V generation. Nonetheless, methods to

*Authors contributed equally.
†Work was done during the internship at INSAIT.

evaluate whether T2V models can generate realistic inter-
actions between multiple objects are lacking. We introduce
InTraGen, a pipeline for improved trajectory-based gener-
ation of object interaction scenarios. We propose 4 new
datasets and a novel trajectory quality metric to evaluate
the performance of the proposed InTraGen. To achieve
object interaction, we introduce a multi-modal interaction
encoding pipeline with an object ID injection mechanism
that enriches object-environment interactions. Our results
demonstrate improvements in both visual fidelity and quan-
titative performance. Code and datasets are available at
https://github.com/insait-institute/InTraGen
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1. Introduction
Video generation is a rapidly developing field, with many
excellent new works [3, 4, 7, 13, 18, 20, 35]. Most video
generation methods are currently based on diffusion mod-
els, except some decoder-based models such as VideoPoet
[18]. Recently, the Diffusion Transformer (DiT) architec-
ture [24] has gained prominence over the previously popu-
lar U-Net architecture, particularly in video generation tasks
[19, 20, 48], offering enhanced performance and greater
flexibility. Video generation presents greater challenges
than image generation due to the complex temporal patterns
involved, such as body movements and object interactions.
While closed-source models like OpenAI’s Sora [23] and
Meta’s Movie Gen [21] have demonstrated impressive ca-
pabilities in limited demos, open-source models continue to
face difficulties in producing comparable results.

Current video generation training pipelines usually gen-
erate video captions from large-scale datasets, where the
text descriptions can remain ambiguous. Then, a genera-
tive model is trained with captions as conditions and videos
as outputs, where temporal reasoning deficiency can be ob-
served. These two main challenges hinder the performance
of current text-to-video generative models. Text ambigu-
ity happens because video caption models such as Pllava
[39] and SharedGPT4Video [9] fail to adequately cover all
the details in a video, especially when the video includes
complex object interactions (see Appendix A for more in-
formation). Mostly, they can only cover the layout of the
video frames but struggle to deal with the object interac-
tions. Temporal reasoning deficiency occurs due to the text
encoders that are applied in the generative model like T5
[27] and CLIP [26]. They lack reasoning capabilities, es-
pecially regarding the temporal dimension (see Appendix B
for more information). The text encoder struggles to un-
derstand text prompts that describe temporal information
because they are mostly trained on images for the input
prompt [2, 37]. For example, if the input prompt is “Ini-
tially, the red car appears to the left of the frame. As the
video progresses, a blue car appears and hits the red car”.
The video generation model is likely to generate red and
blue cars in the first frames, ignoring the temporal sequence
of events (please see Appendix B).

Therefore, it is important to apply additional control sig-
nals to the video generation model in order to mitigate the
influence of the above two challenges. That said, providing
any kind of control signal having to do with the time dimen-
sion is more challenging. For instance, ControlNet [43] for
image generation supports various control modalities, such
as ‘canny edge’, ‘human pose’, and ‘depth map’. However,
producing similar control signals for the video domain is
more difficult due to the complexities induced by motion.
A control signal more suitable for use in the video domain
is a set of trajectories, defining the coordinates of different

objects in each frame of the video. Trajectories can be ex-
tracted from videos using an object tracking model or drawn
by users via an interactive interface. When an object track-
ing model is used, it outputs a list of coordinates with corre-
sponding timestamps for each object. If user-drawn trajec-
tory lines are used, we sample points along the drawn trajec-
tory and distribute them across the duration of the generated
video, assigning each point a corresponding timestamp.

Our work focuses on using trajectories to enhance inter-
action quality. Some recent approaches [36, 42, 47] con-
dition the diffusion model on trajectories represented as
sparse optical flow. However, these methods often overlook
the presence of both dynamic (moving) and static (station-
ary) objects, as well as how they precisely interact, making
it difficult to accurately associate unique trajectories with
the correct objects. Sparse optical flow is limited to captur-
ing dynamic and interactive movements, failing to account
for stationary objects or the uniqueness of each object. Our
challenge, therefore, is to model dynamic, static, and inter-
active information while uniquely associating distinct tra-
jectories with individual objects — a requirement which we
refer to as interaction-level control.

This paper provides an overall solution to the above
challenges. We present InTraGen, a novel pipeline for
trajectory-based generation in scenarios where objects in-
teract. Our method introduces a multi-modal interaction en-
coding mechanism to better capture the dynamic, static, and
interactive information. To better evaluate the model perfor-
mance in interaction scenarios, we use Blender to generate
a video dataset with rich object interactions. The dataset
contains 50K videos and is divided into four subsets: 1)
Extended-MoVi 2) pool game 3) dominoes and 4) football
videos. Due to the importance of control via trajectories,
we have the coordinates (trajectories) for each object in the
dataset. The object trajectories are important when training
the video generation model and when evaluating its perfor-
mance in correctly representing object interactions. In ad-
dition, we provide a trajectory quality metric to evaluate the
performance of the generated videos.

In summary, this paper makes the following contribu-
tions:
1. We propose InTraGen, a novel trajectory-controlled

video generation model designed to produce videos with
rich object interactions.

2. We introduce four rendered video datasets with diverse
interaction scenarios, along with an trajectory quality
metric to evaluate the quality of generated object inter-
actions.

3. We introduce a multi-modal interaction encoding
pipeline that enriches object-environment interactions.

4. Our results demonstrate substantial improvements in
both visual fidelity and quantitative performance for
video generation tasks.



Figure 2. Overview of the Model Architecture: The figure illustrates the key components of InTraGen: the Trajectory Control Model and
the DiT block. Object IDs and sparse poses are first encoded using a VAE to generate latent representations. The resulting latents are then
integrated through the Multi-Modal Interaction Encoding pipeline (Figure 3) to encode the rich object interaction information.

2. Related work

2.1. Text-to-Video Generation

The task of text-to-video (T2V) generation aims to produce
videos conditioned on text input. In recent years, diffusion
models have emerged as the leading approach for T2V gen-
eration, replacing previous methods such as Generative Ad-
versarial networks (GANS) [6, 29, 30] and Variational Au-
toencoders (VAEs)[17, 40]. Many recent works, like Sta-
ble Video Diffusion [4], use the U-Net [28] architecture as
the denoising model, establishing a strong foundation that
has inspired numerous subsequent works [7, 8, 15]. More
recently, some works have started to adopt transformers for
denoising [18, 32]. Among these works, closed-source T2V
models such as Sora [23] and Meta Movie Gen [21], while
achieving excellent results, require massive computing re-
sources to train the model. In contrast, open-source T2V
models such as Open-Sora [48] and Open-Sora-Plan [19]
do not achieve the same level of success but perform rel-
atively well, mostly relying on a Diffusion Transformer-
based (DiT) video generation architecture named Latte [20].
However, a key limitation of current T2V methods is their
lack of precise control over the generated content, in partic-
ular over the way objects move. Such lack of control has
motivated ’controllable video generation’.

2.2. Controllable Video Generation

Controllable video generation has recently garnered sub-
stantial attention, with the aim of producing videos that ad-
here to user-defined trajectories [16, 22, 25, 36, 47]. Tra-
ditional approaches to video generation faced challenges
in maintaining temporal consistency and handling complex
motion control. With the advent of diffusion models, sig-
nificant strides have been made in producing high-quality
and consistent video content, enabling new frameworks for
precise motion control. Control-A-Video [16], for example,
builds upon ControlNet’s [44] approach by introducing con-
tent priors and leveraging the diffusion model for text-to-
video translation. It incorporates both content and motion
priors, taking an initial frame as a static content condition
and motion information from source videos. While relying
on the first frame allows for smoother and more contextu-
ally consistent motion, it tackles a different problem than
our goal, which is end-to-end T2V generation. Other works
that perform purely T2V generation, such as Tora [47]
and MotionCtrl [36], have shown impressive trajectory-
controlled generation abilities. Tora [47] employs a Diffu-
sion Transformer and incorporates trajectory conditioning
through special modules like the Trajectory Extractor and
Motion Guidance Fuser. In contrast, MotionCtrl [36] uses
the more traditional U-Net denoising approach and takes as
control the camera position and object motion priors. How-



ever, these approaches face object-identity issues with ob-
jects occasionally displaying shape-shifting or unintended
changes in appearance. Our method explicitly models the
interactions between objects, which leads to a better per-
ception of object-identity and appearance consistency.

2.3. Video Generation Dataset
In recent years both real-world and synthetic video datasets
have become essential for advancing video generation.
Large-scale real-world datasets such as Panda-70M and
WebVid-10M [2, 10], provide an extensive collection of
video-text pairs which are essential for training large video
generative models. Panda-70M specifically captures a wide
range of human-centered activities. It also uses auto-
matic captioning methods to enhance the text descriptions.
WebVid-10M, on the other hand, consists of videos and cap-
tions collected from the internet. Its captions are always
considered noisy, which can directly affect generation.

In addition to real-world datasets, synthetic datasets
[14, 41] have recently become critical for controlled video
generation. MOVi [14] offers high-quality, 3D-rendered
synthetic videos useful for controlled video generation,
though its very short video clips limit applications requiring
longer temporal patterns. We incorporate the MOVi dataset
in our experimentation but we generate longer videos our-
selves using their pipeline. CLEVERER [41] provides long
videos with descriptive texts. While it is an effective sim-
ple dataset that can be useful to evaluate complex diffu-
sion models, it lacks certain complex interactions, such as
3D projectile motion that we wish to learn as part of the
trajectory-oriented video generation goal.

3. Method
3.1. Preliminary
We follow the recent works [20, 47] to encode the video
into a latent space during training and inference. Denote
the input video as v1:N0

with frame number N0. The
video is encoded and decoded through a VAE, as z1:N =
E(v1:N0), v̂1:N0 = D(z1:N ), where z1:N is the video latent
with compressed temporal length N and v̂1:N0

is the recon-
structed video. During training, we add random noise to the
video latent as

zt1:N =
√
αtz1:N +

√
1− αtϵ (1)

where 0 = αT < ... < αt... < α0 = 1 are hyper-
parameters for the diffusion scheduler, zt1:N is the latent at
timestamp t, and the added noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I).

During the denoising process, a neural network
ϵθ(z

t
1:Ň

, t, c) is applied to predict the added noise, where
c is the conditions added to the model. The model training
follows the objective:

min
θ

Ez1:N ,ϵ∼N (0,I),T∼U(0,T )∥ϵ− ϵθ(z
t
1:N , t, c)∥ (2)

Diffusion Transformer (DiT) [24] applies the diffusion
process using the Transformer [32] model as the denoising
neural network. Following recent video generative mod-
els [19, 20, 48], we employ a DiT as our model backbone
to achieve long-term video generation ability. The input
video latent z1:N ∈ RN×H×W×C is patched into spatial-
temporal visual tokens as the input of the transformer-based
architecture. The patchify process is implemented by a
convolution with both stride and kernel size k, and ker-
nel number L. As such, the patchified latent is denoted as
p ∈ RN×H/k×W/k×L. Each token o ∈ RL is regarded as
a feature vector with embedding size L, so the total num-
ber of spatial-temporal tokens is (T ×H ×W )/k2. These
tokens will be input into the DiT.

Unlike the widely used UNet architecture, the DiT com-
prises of multiple sequential spatial and temporal trans-
formers. The main reason for decoupling the spatial and
temporal transformers is to reduce the number of tokens
handled by each cross and self-attention. For the spa-
tial transformer, the input latent is reshaped to pspatial ∈
RN×H×W

k2 ×L, where N and H×W
k2 are regarded as batch

size and sequence length, respectively. For the tempo-
ral attention, the input latent is reshaped to ptemporal ∈
R

H×W

k2 ×N×L, so H×W
k2 is regarded as batch size and N is

regarded as sequence length. Therefore, this mechanism al-
lows DiT to focus on spatial and temporal dimensions and
reduces the number of computations.
Text-conditioning in DiT Text conditioning is an impor-
tant component of DiT where typically, the text-encoded in-
formation, processed through a tokenizer and text encoder
[26, 27], is integrated into the model via cross-attention
within the spatial transformer. The primary reason for us-
ing a spatial transformer rather than a temporal transformer
lies in the alignment issue between textual and visual in-
formation. Even with advanced video captioning models,
the extracted textual descriptions are not frame-by-frame
(see Appendix A for more information). As a result, apply-
ing text-based conditioning within a temporal transformer
could lead to temporal inconsistencies.

3.2. Object Interaction in Video Generation
Object interactions in real-world videos are often complex,
making video generation a challenging task. We divide ob-
ject motion information into three major components: dy-
namic, static, and interactive. Dynamic information refers
to the moving objects in the scene, such as a moving car or a
running person. Static information encompasses stationary
objects within the video. Notably, due to a video’s temporal
nature, some objects may remain static during certain parts
of the video and move in others. Interactive information
captures the interactions between objects, such as collisions
or bouncing. Additionally, in a two-dimensional video rep-
resentation, certain forms of ‘visual interaction,’ like cross-
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Figure 3. The process of multi-modal interaction encoding. The
user-provided input trajectory is first transformed into sparse poses
(representing the dynamic information) and object ID maps (con-
taining static and interactive information). Then, two independent
encoders are applied to encode their information, and then the fu-
sion network combines the encodings and outputs the interaction
condition for the DiT.

ing or overlapping, can also occur. Previous works fail to
account for these complex interaction scenarios, leading to
poor performance in depicting realistic object interactions
in generated videos.

3.3. Multi-modal Interaction Encoding
To capture both dynamic and static information, as well as
the interactive information in the video generation model,
we propose a multi-modal interaction encoding mechanism,
as shown in Fig. 3. The input is motion trajectories, and the
output is the interaction condition, which will be used to
guide the model in generating videos with rich object inter-
action.
Sparse pose encoding. Inspired by motion-based diffu-
sion models [36, 42], we employ sparse optical flow to en-
code dynamic interactions in our model. This sparse flow
is derived from the input trajectories. For the trajectory (a
list of coordinate points) (xi, yi)i:=1:N , the difference be-
tween adjacent two points is calculated as (dxi, dyj) =
(xi − xi−1, yi − yi−1)i:=2:N , which can also be regarded
as the moving speed for the trajectories. Then, following
the standard optical flow visualization technique, we use the
color wheel to transform the moving direction and speed of
the trajectory into the RGB domain. Under this operation,
different colors will represent different moving directions
and speeds. It is worth noting that static objects lack both
direction and speed, meaning they do not exhibit any sparse

pose. As a result, sparse pose only represents information
about moving objects. Following recent work [36], we ap-
ply Gaussian blur to the sparse flow, dispersing it to nearby
areas and making it easier for the model to capture. Further-
more, when two objects are in close proximity, their sparse
flows can merge, making it challenging to distinguish be-
tween them, To address this, it is necessary to introduce an
additional control signal, enabling the model to better un-
derstand the interaction.
Object ID encoding. To encode the stationary and inter-
active information, we further propose using an additional
modal called object ID maps. As shown in Fig. 3, the object
ID maps are also obtained from the input trajectory. How-
ever, instead of using color to encode the moving speed, we
use it to encode the unique ID for each object. Therefore,
even if two trajectories are close to each other, different col-
ors also make them recognizable by the model. We do not
consider the object ID overlap because it is very rare in nat-
ural video that two objects coincidentally have exactly the
same center point. The color of object ID maps keeps con-
stant during the whole video. Therefore, if there are some
stationary objects, the model can still recognize their exis-
tence and position through ID maps.
Multi-Modal Interaction encoder. As shown in Fig. 3,
the interaction encoder contains two independent encoders
to encode sparse poses and object ID maps, respectively,
and merge the outputs through a fusion network. The VAE
ahead of the interaction encoder is used to encode the inter-
action information into latent space to align with the visual
tokens in the DiT.

3.4. Video Interaction Dataset

Evaluating a model’s ability to properly generate object in-
teractions is a very challenging task. In real-world datasets,
factors such as static video content, video noise, and the
complexity of human structures make direct evaluation dif-
ficult. Moreover, the domain of real-world data is too broad,
and the lack of ground truth further complicates the as-
sessment of generation accuracy. To address these chal-
lenges, we propose a new dataset, the Video Interaction
(ViN) Dataset, which features diverse scenes with rich ob-
ject interactions to facilitate more effective evaluation.

The main purpose of the ViN dataset is to offer a high de-
gree of control over the generated outputs and provide high-
quality information about objects’ locations in each frame.
This simplifies the evaluation of generative models, partic-
ularly in scenarios involving complex object interactions.
The ViN dataset comprises four subsets: the Pool dataset,
Domino dataset, Football dataset, and MOVi-Extended
dataset. The MOVi-Extended dataset is generated using
the Kubric [14] pipeline. Additionally, we generate longer
videos within this subset to better support the requirements
of video generation tasks. To increase the dataset diver-



Table 1. Information for our proposed ViN dataset.

Dataset # Videos Resolution # Frames Caption Optical flow Sparse flow Trajectory

Pool 20k 1080x1080 120 Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (GT)
Dominoes 5k 1080x1080 152 Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (GT)
Football 5k 1080x1080 230 Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (Gen.) Yes (GT)
MOVi-Extended 20k 256x256 65 Yes (Gen.) Yes (GT) Yes (GT) Yes (GT)

sity, we use Blender [5] for generating the Pool and MOVi-
Extended datasets, while Unity [31] is employed for gen-
erating the Football and Domino datasets. Each engine of-
fers distinct advantages: Blender provides high-quality vi-
sual fidelity, while Unity excels at rendering fully animated
physics sequences more efficiently. Blender utilizes the
Bullet physics engine, whereas Unity relies on the PhysX
engine. By simulating physics interactions across datasets
using both programs, we aim to diversify the training data
and mitigate biases associated with their respective physics
implementations. Our approach focuses on creating and uti-
lizing a variety of domain-specific datasets for object inter-
actions, which can be combined with realistic counterparts
to enhance model performance and generalization capabili-
ties. An overview of the four generated datasets is given in
Table 1. When groundtruth data is unavailable, videos are
captioned with SharedGPT4Video [9], dense optical flow is
estimated with Unimatch [38] (see Implementation details
for more information), and trajectories are extracted using
YoloV7 [34].

To capture longer and more diverse interactions while
maintaining simplicity, we generated 65-frame videos us-
ing the Kubric [14] MOVi generation pipeline with 1 to 10
objects. The dataset includes scenarios where objects leave
the scene at different times due to factors such as direct im-
pacts or natural movement. Additionally, it features objects
transitioning from movement to a stationary state and re-
ceding into the background.

The Pool dataset excels in visual quality and supports
complex interactions involving up to 16 objects. It features
objects that change direction multiple times due to colli-
sions with the edges of the table or other pool balls. The in-
teractions also include the disappearance of objects as they
fall into pockets.

The Football dataset focuses on learning visually com-
plex elements, featuring a goalkeeper and a player interact-
ing with a ball. Its structured and realistic backgrounds en-
hance the resemblance to real-world settings.

To scale up the number of objects to be tracked, we in-
troduce the Domino dataset. This dataset presents simple
interactions and scene settings while offering a challenging
scenario involving up to 20 objects to be accounted for.

To preserve visual realism in real-world settings, we uti-
lize a subset of Panda-70M [10], complemented by gener-
ated sparse flow, optical flow, and trajectory estimates. To

balance the quality of the data and minimize the gap be-
tween real and synthetic datasets, this real subset is similar
in size to the generated datasets.

3.5. Trajectory Evaluation
To quantitatively evaluate the accuracy of generated videos
in terms of how closely the output follows the input tra-
jectory, we propose a matching trajectory evaluation metric
(MTEM). This metric compares the ground truth trajectory,
provided as input, with the trajectories extracted from the
generated output videos, and yields a similarity score be-
tween the two sets of trajectories.

To extract a set of trajectories from the generated out-
put we use an object detection model on each frame which
provides us the coordinates of detected objects along with
their corresponding IDs, allowing us to track which object
appears in each frame. As a result, we can construct the
moving trajectories of each object. However, due to the
imperfect quality of generated videos, objects may occa-
sionally disappear and reappear later on. For reasons that
will become clear later, we require trajectories to be defined
across all frames, even those where an object is temporar-
ily missing. To address this, if an object disappears but has
been detected previously, we assign its coordinates in the
missing frames to those from its most recent appearance.

With the extracted trajectories from the generated videos
we now evaluate this trajectory using our MTEM metric;
Formally, let T1 and T2 be two sets of trajectories, where
each trajectory is a sequence of points {(xi, yi) : i ∈
[0, F ]}, and F denotes the total number of frames in the
video. Ideally, we would have |T1| = |T2|, and each tra-
jectory in T1 would directly correspond to a trajectory in
T2. However, this is not always the case, and even when
|T1| = |T2|, it may not be clear which element in T1 best
corresponds to an element in T2.

To address this, we model T1∪T2 as a complete bipartite
graph, where the nodes of the first partition correspond to
the trajectories in T1 and the nodes in the second partition
correspond to the trajectories in T2. The weight of the edge
between any two nodes t1 ∈ T1 and t2 ∈ T2 is given by the
distance d(t1, t2), defined as:

d(t1, t2) =

F∑
i=1

∥∥∥(x(1)
i , y

(1)
i

)
−

(
x
(2)
i , y

(2)
i

)∥∥∥2
2
,



where
(
x
(1)
i , y

(1)
i

)
and

(
x
(2)
i , y

(2)
i

)
represent the coor-

dinates of the i-th frame in trajectories t1 and t2, respec-
tively.

Next, we apply the Hungarian matching algorithm to find
the minimum-weight matching between the trajectories in
T1 and T2. The output of the Hungarian algorithm is a set
of matched trajectory pairs with the minimum total distance,
providing a quantitative measure of the similarity between
the generated and ground truth trajectories.

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details

Our model is built on top of the open-source Open-Sora-
Plan repository [19], which is primarily based on the model
architecture of Latte [20]. To effectively capture rich mo-
tion information, we follow the dense optical flow pre-
training strategy proposed by MotionCtrl [36]. This ap-
proach involves initially training our model on a dataset
paired with dense optical flow data. We use Unimatch [38]
to extract the dense optical flow and conduct our experi-
ments on six different datasets. First, we evaluate the per-
formance of our model on the four subsets of the proposed
ViN dataset to demonstrate its enhanced ability to gener-
ate realistic object interactions. Moreover, we evaluate our
model on two real-world datasets, including the Panda-70M
[10] and SoccerNet [12]. For Panda-70M, we cleaned 50K
videos, and for SoccerNet, we extracted 18K video clips.
Metrics: we used the proposed matching trajectory evalua-
tion metric (MTEM) to evaluate the interaction effect. Ad-
ditionally, we employed widely adopted metrics for gener-
ative model, including Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR),
Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM), Learned Per-
ceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS), and Fréchet Image
Distance (FID) to further evaluate our model performance.
Model training: We used 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs with
40GB memory for training. For the quantitative compar-
ison, each model was trained for 12,000 steps using the
Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 2× 10−5. The pre-
training stage on dense optical flow also consisted of 12,000
steps with the same optimization settings. Additional im-
plementation details can be found in Appendix C.

4.2. Quantitative comparison

We compute the following metrics (as shown in Table 3):
MTEM, SSIM, PSNR, LPIPS, and FID, to compare Open-
Sora-Plan [19] with our model. To evaluate the impact of
encoding static and interactive information, we also test a
variant of our model that removes the object ID component,
retaining only the sparse pose. This approach is consistent
with other trajectory-control models [36, 42], which also
use sparse pose to capture motion information. Our results

Figure 4. Qualitive evaluation of our model on Panda-70M and
SoccerNet dataset

show that incorporating object ID maps during training im-
proves all video evaluation metrics.

5. Qualitive Comparison

The qualitative results of the proposed InTraGen can be
seen in Fig. 1, Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. In Fig. 1, we show the
results on the MoVi-Extended, Pool Game, and Domino
datasets. Its performance shows that the model can gener-
ate excellent interactive performance, which is aligned with
our quantitative results in Section 4.2. In Fig. 4, the control
and interaction results in the real dataset can also be ob-
served, with aesthetically pleasing videos. More video re-
sults can be found in our supplementary materials. In Fig. 5,
we show the comparison with different advanced and com-
mercial models for the dominos dataset. All other methods
including I2VGen-XL[45], LUMA [1], and SEINE [11] are
failing in this scene. Our method shows the most realistic
results in this interactive scenario.

5.1. Ablation Study
In order to validate the significance of different compo-
nents, we ablated our model whenever possible. In particu-
lar, we compared our final method against the baseline, both
with and without the object ID. Note that ablation without
sparse pose is not necessary since our object ID also in-
cludes pose information indirectly. The obtained results can
be found in Table 3 and the supplementary materials.

5.2. User study
We conducted two user studies - on multi-object interaction
realism and adherence to a predefined trajectory. Summary
of he results can be found in Tables 2 and 4. In both studies,
the videos belong to one of three categories: MOVi-style
videos, domino videos, and pool videos. Participants were



Table 2. User study for controlled movement (C) and interaction realism (R). The reported numbers, excluding the MOVi-Extended are the
result of 1000 opinions split equally between the categories and models.

Model MOVi-Extended Domino Pool

R C R C R C

InTraGen 3.24 ± 1.41 4.48 ± 0.85 4.40 ± 0.68 4.63 ± 0.54 3.77 ± 1.16 4.20 ± 1.22
Original videos 4.91 ± 0.35 4.53 ± 0.83 4.57 ± 0.65 4.66 ± 0.49 4.40 ± 1.00 4.43 ± 1.09

Table 3. Quantitative comparison between Open-Sora-Plan [19], our model and our model without object id.

Model MTEM(%)↓ SSIM(%)↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS(%)↓ FID↓

Open-Sora-Plan[19] 22.17 95.42 ± 1.70 24.42 ± 2.42 21.39 ± 4.57 40.65
Sparse pose 10.38 96.35 ± 1.22 25.95 ± 2.15 14.21 ± 3.05 36.65
InTraGen (Sparse pose + Object id) 9.40 96.51 ± 1.19 26.35 ± 2.31 12.61 ± 2.48 26.37

Table 4. User study for interaction realism on the MOVi-Extended
dataset. Results are based on 600 opinions split equally between
the four models.

Model MOVi-Extended realism

Open-Sora-Plan 0.66 ± 1.16
Sparse pose 2.01 ± 1.76

InTraGen (Sparse pose + Object id) 3.24 ± 1.41
Original videos 4.91 ± 0.35

asked to evaluate the videos on a scale from 0 (no realism)
to 5 (highly realistic).

In the first study, we measured the multi-object interac-
tion realism of MOVi-style videos, which are extracted from
the following sources: 1) The original dataset; 2) Open-
Sora-Plan; 3) Our sparse pose conditioned model; 4) Our
sparse pose and object id conditioned model. In this set-
ting, we have 600 opinions split equally between the four
models. Results indicate an improvement when sparse pose
conditioning is present, which further increases when object
ID to distinguish each object is introduced.

In the second study, we evaluated both interaction real-
ism (realism) and adherence to a predefined trajectory (con-
trol) from the MOVi-style videos, Domino dataset, and Pool
dataset. The comparisons shown in Table 2 include cumula-
tively 1000 opinions split equally for the categories in table,
excluding the MOVi-Extended realism score which is com-
puted through the first study. Results indicate strong ability
to simulate diverse domain-specific environments by intro-
ducing additional conditioning signals to the model.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we addressed the key challenge of text-
to-video generation by introducing “InTraGen”, a novel
trajectory-controlled video generation framework designed
to enhance interaction quality between objects. By lever-
aging trajectories as a flexible and precise control signal,
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Figure 5. Comparison with different advanced and commercial
models on an example from our dominos dataset. All other meth-
ods including I2VGen-XL[45], LUMA [1], and SEINE [11] are
failing in this scene. Our method shows the most realistic results
in this interactive scenario. For SIENE and I2VGen-XL, the first
frame from the ground truth is additionally passed.

our method captures dynamic, static, and interactive in-
formation with greater accuracy compared to existing ap-
proaches. To train and evaluate our framework, we created
four diverse datasets with rich object interaction scenarios,
accompanied by a novel interaction quality metric, enabling
a more robust assessment of video generation models. Our
results demonstrate significant improvements in both visual
fidelity and interaction quality, showcasing the effectiveness
of our approach in tackling the complexities of temporal
reasoning and object interaction.
Acknowledgements. This research was partially funded by
the Ministry of Education and Science of Bulgaria (support
for INSAIT, part of the Bulgarian National Roadmap for
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Appendix

A. Limitation of Video Caption Model

Current video captioning models are unable to capture
complex scenes and detailed temporal relationships in the
videos. These models often struggle with accurately rep-
resenting nuanced interactions among multiple objects,
which can lead to misleading or incomplete descriptions
of the video’s content. As shown in Figure 6, the
ShareGPT4Video [9] creates long captions with irrelevant
and confusing information for the simple pool game video.

B. Limitation about Text Encoder in Video
Generation

Advanced text encoders are struggling to guide the video
generation model even with fine-grained text descriptions.
This significantly impacts the overall performance of the
video generation task. One key limitation is the inability
of the text encoder to properly encode temporal informa-
tion in the text, which results in incoherent video outputs
that fail to capture the intended dynamics of the scenes. We
show such a failure case with multiple examples. We pre-
pare multiple text prompts, with each prompt describing a
simple temporal event such as an object is present at the
start frame and another object joins in later frames. How-
ever, the generated video always shows both objects in the
first frame. We show the caption and first frame of each of
these examples in Figure 7.

C. More Experiments

C.1. More Visualization on Domino Dataset
We provide more visualization for our proposed domino
dataset in Fig. 9. For the dataset, the trajectory control from
different viewpoints (angle of the camera to capture the
domino falling) and distances (distance between the cam-
era to the domino) are provided. From the figure, InTraGen
can always generate results with good performance.

C.2. More Visualization on Pool Game Dataset
More visualization of the pool game dataset can be found in
Fig. 10. We provide the trajectories of multi-billard interac-
tion. The results also show good performance in terms of
temporal consistency and interaction realism.

C.3. More Visualization on Football Dataset
More results for the proposed football dataset are shown
in Fig. 11. The dataset contains the player, ball, and goal-
keeper (they do not necessarily appear in the video at the
same time). In the dataset, the ball sometimes flies very fast
and its size is very small. However, the proposed InTraGen

can still generate good videos with accurate trajectories for
the flying ball.

C.4. More Visualization on Extended-MoVi Dataset
We also provide more visualization for the MoVi-Extended
dataset in Fig. 12. In the first column, the InTraGen can still
achieve excellent performance even with many trajectories.
For other cases with crossing or collision, the performance
is still excellent.

C.5. More Visualization on SoccerNet Dataset
More performance for InTraGen on SoccerNet dataset [12]
is shown in Fig. 13. This is quite a challenging dataset
because of complex human motion, background audience,
and video noise. However, given different trajectories, the
model can well understand their meaning and generate rea-
sonable interaction videos, with fine human motion and ball
trajectories.

C.6. Multi-view Generation
The InTraGen can well fit with the multi-view dataset such
as the proposed football dataset. This means the model can
generate good video from multi-views given one fixed tra-
jectory. This proves the potential of the model for video
generation from many different camera poses, which is
promising in many fields such as 3D reconstruction.

C.7. Limitation of Tora
Tora [47] is a recent trajectory-based diffusion model. We
found Tora cannot understand object identity well, so it gen-
erates poor object interaction videos. As shown in Fig 8,
objects in the videos mistakenly exchange trajectories when
they are close to each other. However, for InTraGen, the tra-
jectory remains stable not only when objects approach each
other but also during collisions and overlaps, without con-
fusion in the trajectory paths.

D. More Implementation Details
D.1. Video Generation Process for InTraGen
The video generation process of the proposed InTra-
Gen is shown in Algorithm 1. Given input trajectory
(xi, yi)i:=1:N0 and text prompt ttext, we first calculate
the latent object ID maps ObjID, sparse poses SpaPos,
and text condition ctext. To obtain the sparse poses,
we calculate the point difference as (dxi, dyi) = (xi −
xi−1, yi − yi−1)i:=2:N0

. Then, we use point difference
to get the sparse optical flow, as (oxi, oyi)i:=2:N0 =
(oxi−1 + dxi, oyi−1 + dyi). We further use sparse opti-
cal flow to calculate the sparse poses with Gaussian filter,
as (sxi, syi)i:=1:N0

= GaussianFilter((oxi, oyi)i:=1:N0
).

The object ID is calculated by (idxi, idyi)i:=1:N0
=

CoordToColor((xi, yi)i:=1:N0), where CoordToColor draw



Figure 6. the ShareGPT4Video [9] creates long captions with irrelevant and confusing information for the simple pool game video.

Figure 7. Consequence of a poor text encoder: Lack of temporal
understanding of the caption resulting in wrong first frames.
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Figure 8. Tora [47] generates videos with poor object interaction.
From the cases, we can find that objects mistakenly exchange tra-
jectories when they are close to each other.

the colorful point for different objects to make them recog-
nizable by the model. The text condition is generated by
text tokenizer and text encoder, as ctext = T (ttext). In the
diffusion sampling process, the DiT model ϵθ(.) is condi-
tioned by object ID maps, sparse poses, and text condition
to make the generated video follow the trajectory with real-
istic object interaction.

D.2. More Explanation for the Select Metrics
In the paper, we totally use 5 metrics including match-
ing trajectory evaluation metric (MTEM), Peak Signal-
to-Noise Ratio (PSNR), Structural Similarity Index Mea-
sure (SSIM), Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity
(LPIPS), and Fréchet Image Distance (FID). The MTEM
evaluates whether the generated objects follow the prompt

Algorithm 1 Video Generation Process for InTraGen

Require: (xi, yi)i:=1:N0
: trajectory (a list of coordinates).

Require: ttext: text prompt to briefly describe the genera-
tion scene.

Require: DiT model ϵθ(.), VAE encoder E(.), VAE de-
coder D(.), text tokenizer/encoder T (.), Sampling
Scheduler S(.)

1: Initial Noise initial latent zT1:N .
2: ▷ Generate latent object ID maps and sparse Poses
3: Calculate point differences (dxi, dyi) = (xi −

xi−1, yi − yi−1)i:=2:N0

4: Calculate sparse optical flow (oxi, oyi)i:=2:N0 =
(oxi−1 + dxi, oyi−1 + dyi) and (ox1, oy1) = (0, 0)

5: Calculate sparse poses (sxi, syi)i:=1:N0
=

GaussianFilter((oxi, oyi)i:=1:N0
)

6: Calculate object ID maps (idxi, idyi)i:=1:N0
=

CoordToColor((xi, yi)i:=1:N0)
7: Generate latent object ID and sparse poses:

ObjID = E((idxi, idyi)i:=1:N0
) and SpaPos =

E((sxi, syi)i:=1:N0
)

8: ▷ Generate text conditions ctext = T (ttext)
9: for t=T,...,1 do;

10: ϵ̂← ϵθ (z
t
1:N , t, ObjID, SpaPos, ctext)

11: zt−1
1:N ← S(zt, ϵ̂, t)

12: end for
13: Compute output video v1:N0

= D(z01:N )

trajectories. We apply PSNR in our task because the tra-
jectory and text conditions in quantitative comparison are
from their corresponding original videos in our proposed
four datasets. Therefore, in perfect cases, the model should
generate videos with good pixel alignment with the original
videos. Note that it is not necessary to prompt our model
with trajectory and text conditions from original videos, and
we did this only for fair quantitative comparison. SSIM
is used to calculate the perceptual quality of the generated
videos. LPIPS is also applied to measure the high-level vi-
sual quality. FID is calculated at the frame level, and we
average the frame-level FIDs to get the final score. The FID
is used to compare the feature distribution between the real
videos and generated videos. Some of these metrics may
not be suitable for the unconditional settings. Nevertheless,
for the conditional generation, besides the proposed metric



Figure 9. Generated video visualization of InTraGen trained on proposed domino dataset

MTEM, other metrics are commonly used in video gener-
ative settings [33, 46]. Note that our method performs the
multi-conditional video generation using both text and tra-
jectories.

E. Failing Cases and Limitations

Although the model achieves excellent performance in dif-
ferent datasets, it still have some limitations with falling
cases happen during the video generation. Some examples



Figure 10. Generated video visualization of InTraGen trained on proposed pool game dataset

can be found in Fig. 15. In Fig. 15, Case 1 introduces too
many objects close to each other, which makes it difficult to
distinguish between them due to the sparsity of the textual
tokens and their inability to describe the scene in detail - this
highly impacts the temporal consistency of tracked objects.
For case 2, sometimes the model creates additional objects

along the trajectory which merge into one as the video pro-
gresses.



Figure 11. Generated video visualization of InTraGen trained on proposed football dataset



Figure 12. Generated video visualization of InTraGen trained on proposed Extended-MoVi dataset



Figure 13. Generated video visualization of InTraGen trained on SoccerNet dataset
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Figure 14. Multi-view generation results of InTraGen.
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Figure 15. Failing cases. Case 1 - introducing too many objects close to each other makes it difficult for the model to distinguish
between them due to the sparsity of the textual tokens and their inability to describe the scene in detail - this highly impacts the temporal
consistency of tracked objects. For case 2, sometimes the model creates additional objects along the trajectory which merge into one as the
video progresses.
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