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Abstract—Temporal sentence grounding in videos (TSGV)
faces challenges due to public TSGV datasets containing sig-
nificant temporal biases, which are attributed to the uneven
temporal distributions of target moments. Existing methods
generate augmented videos, where target moments are forced to
have varying temporal locations. However, since the video lengths
of the given datasets have small variations, only changing the
temporal locations results in poor generalization ability in videos
with varying lengths. In this paper, we propose a novel training
framework complemented by diversified data augmentation and
a domain discriminator. The data augmentation generates videos
with various lengths and target moment locations to diversify
temporal distributions. However, augmented videos inevitably
exhibit distinct feature distributions which may introduce noise.
To address this, we design a domain adaptation auxiliary task to
diminish feature discrepancies between original and augmented
videos. We also encourage the model to produce distinct pre-
dictions for videos with the same text queries but different
moment locations to promote debiased training. Experiments on
Charades-CD and ActivityNet-CD datasets demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness and generalization abilities of our method in multiple
grounding structures, achieving state-of-the-art results.

Index Terms—Vision and Language, Video Understanding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Temporal sentence grounding in videos (TSGV) [1]–[12]
aims to identify a video segment most closely aligned with a
specified text query within an untrimmed video. Recent studies
[13], [14] have indicated that temporal biases in public TSGV
datasets provide strong shortcuts for models to overfit rather
than establishing the essential multi-modal alignment.

Temporal biases arise from uneven temporal distributions of
queries and their corresponding target moments. As shown in
Fig. 1 (a), in ActivityNet Captions [15], queries with the term
lead are primarily associated with target moments located in
the first half of videos. Consequently, the presence of lead
within a query significantly increases the probability of the
target moment being predicted in the first half of the video,
despite the actual target moment residing elsewhere.

Numerous works [14], [16]–[22] have been proposed to
tackle the issue of temporal bias. In particular, [16], [17]
generates augmented videos through video shuffling. However,
they only mitigate a limited extent of temporal biases. They
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Fig. 1: Temporal distributions of target moments with the
action lead in ActivityNet Captions before and after adding
our data augmentation.

primarily focus on the impact of biased target moment loca-
tions, neglecting the influence of biased video lengths. Given
that the video durations within the public datasets exhibit
limited fluctuations, merely altering the temporal locations
leads to poor generalization ability in videos of diverse lengths.
Besides, they often disrupt temporal continuity and logical
coherence in the original video sequences, leading to model
confusion and introducing noise. Moreover, [16]–[19], [21],
[22] only apply their methods to a certain grounding structure,
limiting their contributions to diverse grounding structures.

In this paper, we propose a novel debiased training frame-
work with diversified data augmentation and a domain adap-
tion auxiliary task. The core idea of our data augmentation is
to generate videos with diverse lengths and target moment
locations while preserving temporal continuity and logical
coherence. As depicted in Fig. 1 (b), the biased tempo-
ral distribution is effectively diversified after adopting our
data augmentation. Nevertheless, augmented videos inevitably
exhibit distinct feature distributions that inadvertently intro-
duce noise into training. To eliminate the noise and enhance
grounding precision, we design the domain adaptation task to
alleviate the feature discrepancies between the original and
augmented videos. We also combine original and augmented
videos as paired input. The model is forced to make distinct
predictions for these paired inputs. Although both original and
augmented videos share the same text queries, they differ in
the temporal locations of target moments. By doing so, the
model distinguishes the temporal discrepancies between these
videos, enhancing its ability to discern temporal relationships.

For clarification, we employ a span-based grounding back-
bone and our framework can be easily integrated into other
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Fig. 2: The overview of our training framework.

grounding structures. Extensive experiments on Charades-CD
[14] and ActivityNet-CD [14] verify the debias efficacy of our
proposed framework on multiple grounding structures.

II. PROPOSED FRAMEWORK

The overview of our framework is depicted in Fig. 2.
We first delineate the formulation of TSGV. Then we ex-
pound the grounding backbone. To clarify, we use a span-
based model with a standard transformer encoder-decoder
architecture [23] that directly predicts index tokens in an
auto-regressive manner. Our method can be adapted to other
grounding structures with minor modifications. Subsequently,
we detail two novel data augmentation strategies followed by
the domain adaptation module and overall training objectives.

A. Problem Formulation

Given a video FV and a text query FS , a TSGV model will
predict a pair of start and end timestamps (τs, τe) of the video
segment which is semantically relevant to the text query.

B. Grounding Backbone

a) Video Encoder: We first adopt a pre-trained I3D [24]
network to extract clip-level features, and then apply a multi-
layered perceptron (MLP) to project features into a high-level
semantic space of video-language modalities. The encoded
features are denoted as V = {vt}Tt=1 ∈ RT×D, where T is
the number of video clips and D is the feature dimension.

b) Query Encoder: The word-level embeddings are ob-
tained using Glove [25]. Another MLP is added to project
the embeddings into the same high-level semantic space. We
then utilize a transformer encoder [23] to fuse the sequential
information among the word embeddings and compute the
sentence-level representations, which are denoted as Q =
{qn}Nn=1 ∈ RN×D and s ∈ RD. N is the number of words.

c) Cross-Modal Learning: We first fuse V and Q into
multi-modal features M ∈ RT×D through the co-attention
mechanism [26] and a standard transformer encoder [23]. The
aggregated representation mq ∈ RD is computed using the
[CLS] token [27]. Then we predict the cross-modal relevance
score to the query for each video clip. We first concatenate the
sentence-level representation s with each feature in M , which
is represented as Ms. The cross-modal relevance scores cm are
predicted through an MLP and M is gated by these scores:

cm = Sigmoid (MLP (Ms)) ∈ RT ,
∼
M = cm ·M. (1)

We optimize the cross-modal learning module through the
binary cross-entropy loss:

Lcm = fBCE (cm, cv) , (2)

where cv is a sequence of 0-1, values between τs to τe are
assigned to 1 and the others are set to 0.

d) Span Predictor: We employ a transformer decoder
[23] as the predictor. The predictor receives the multi-modal
features as input and generates index token probabilities as
outputs. The first two predicted index tokens are utilized as
the start and end timestamps. The probability distributions are
denoted as ps and pe, respectively. We utilize the cross-entropy
loss to supervise the span predictor:

Lg =
1

2
(fCE (ps, τs) + fCE (pe, τe)) . (3)

C. Diversified Data Augmentation

Note that temporal biases may occur because of uneven
temporal distributions within datasets. As a result, the span
predictor module struggles to generalize effectively on out-of-
distribution samples. To resolve this issue, we propose to adopt
data augmentation to generate videos with diverse lengths and
target moment locations from two distinct perspectives.

Technically, to achieve more diversified temporal distribu-
tions, we employ two approaches that enhance the dataset’s
temporal diversity while preserving the logical consistency of
the original video sequences. Our proposed data augmentation
strategies are outlined as follows.

a) Shortened Video Augmentation: We randomly trun-
cate segments before the target moment’s start timestamp
for videos satisfying the condition that τs > βsv . Note
that trimming video clips with a small length might not
significantly alter the temporal distribution. Therefore, we pre-
define a threshold βsv as the minimum truncation length.

δsv ∼ U (βsv, τ
s) , Vsv = {vt}(T−δsv)

t=δsv+1 ,

τssv = τs − δsv, τesv = τe − δsv,
(4)

where δsv is the truncation length.
b) Lengthened Video Augmentation: It involves inserting

blank clips with random lengths at the start of videos. We pre-
define a threshold βlv as the minimum padding length.

δlv ∼ U (βlv, τ
s + βlv), Vlv =

[
{vz}δlvz=1 ; {vt}

T
t=1

]
,

τslv = τs + δlv, τelv = τe + δlv,
(5)

where δlv is the padding length and every element in vz is 0.
These augmented videos contain the entire target moments

from the original videos, yet exhibit varying target moment
temporal locations and video durations, resulting in diverse
temporal distributions. Note that clipping videos may dis-
rupt the semantic association for queries that need long-term
context dependencies (e.g., “Child is running again.”), and
padding blank clips at the start of videos may not cause such
a phenomenon since blank clips contain no meaningful ac-
tions. Therefore, videos with queries containing certain terms
that suggest long-term context dependencies (e.g., first, after,



continue) are not clipped but only padded. By adopting these
strategies, the model shifts its focus from dataset temporal
biases to extracting meaningful target action features.

D. Domain Adaptation

However, the process of data augmentation could inevitably
cause changes in data distributions and lead to another kind of
data bias. For instance, the incorporation of blank video clips
may add unnecessary data that could introduce noise during
training. The model may separately learn data biases of the
original and augmented videos as these videos exhibit distinct
data distributions that are easy to distinguish. As a result,
the domain discrepancy between the original and augmented
videos may impair model predictive capability.

To resolve this issue, we employ a domain discriminator
which is equipped with a gradient reversal layer [28]. We
put the gradient reversal layer between the feature encoder
and the domain discriminator. During the forward propagation
phase, it maintains the integrity of the input data without any
alterations. In contrast, during the backpropagation phase, it
multiplies the gradient received from the subsequent layer by
−1 to invert its sign before passing it to the preceding layer.

In the optimization process, the gradient’s sign undergoes
inversion within the feature encoder, yet persists without alter-
ation in the domain discriminator. Consequently, the domain
discriminator minimizes its loss function, whereas the feature
encoder maximizes it. The domain discriminator is designed
to differentiate between original and augmented videos. The
feature encoder renders them indistinguishable to the domain
discriminator, resulting in well-aligned feature distributions
between original and augmented videos.

This alignment improves the model’s ability to generalize
and maintain robust predictive performance across both video
categories. The domain classification scores are predicted with
the aggregated representation mq as follows:

oc = Sigmoid (DomainDiscriminator (mq)) . (6)

We adopt the cross-entropy loss to optimize the domain
discriminator:

Ld = fCE (oc, 0) + fCE

(
oc{sv,lv}, 1

)
. (7)

Note that both original and augmented videos correspond to
the same text queries but exhibit discrepancies in temporal
locations of target moments, we utilize the Kullback-Leibler
divergence to enhance the discrepancy in prediction scores
between them:

Lkl = 1−Dkl

(
ps ∥ ps{sv,lv}

)
−Dkl

(
pe ∥ pe{sv,lv}

)
. (8)

The objective is to direct the model’s attention to the temporal
disparities present in the well-aligned original and augmented
videos, thereby improving the model’s temporal discernment.

E. Training Objectives

a) Baseline: The training loss of the baseline model is:

Lloc = Lg + λ1Lcm. (9)

b) Ours: The final training loss of our framework is:

L = Lloc + λ2Ld + λ3Lkl, (10)

where λ{1,2,3} are weight hyperparameters.

III. EXPERIMENT

A. Experiment Setup

a) Datasets: Our experiments are conducted on
Charades-CD and ActivityNet-CD, which are re-divided splits
of Charades-STA [29] and ActivityNet Captions [15] by [14].
The temporal distributions of samples in the training, val, and
test-iid sets are independent and identically distributed (IID).
Conversely, the test-ood set is specifically composed of out-
of-distribution (OOD) samples to evaluate the generalization
abilities of models across diverse temporal distributions.

b) Metrics: We adopt the commonly used R@n, IoU=θ
as evaluation metrics. R@n, IoU=θ is the ratio of testing
samples with at least one of the top-n localization results
having an IoU score larger than θ. We also report results with
another metric dR@n, IoU=θ [14] which is discounted R@n,
IoU=θ to restrain overlong predictions.

c) Implementation Details: We utilize 300d GloVe [25]
vectors to initialize word embeddings. The pre-trained I3D
[24] network is used to extract video features. The feature
dimension D is set to 256. βsv and βlv are both set to 10.
The model is trained for 100 epochs using the Adam optimizer
[30] with a learning rate of 0.0001 and batch size of 64. We
set λ{1,2,3} to {5, 1, 1}.

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Arts

We compare our method with state-of-the-art methods after
2023 on Charades-CD and ActivityNet-CD in Table I. Our
method significantly improves the baseline’s grounding accu-
racy for all metrics in both the test-iid and test-ood sets. We
also achieve the highest grounding accuracy for all metrics.

C. Ablation Study

a) Loss Terms: We study the effectiveness of each loss
function and their combinations in Table II. The incorporation
of either Ld or Lkl independently results in reductions on
the baseline when data augmentation is applied. This is due
to the model’s inability to discriminate the temporal discrep-
ancy between the original and augmented videos. Moreover,
their joint utilization effectively improves the performance by
heightening the model’s awareness of temporal discrepancies
between well-aligned original and augmented videos.

b) Data Augmentation Strategies: We investigate the
contributions of each data augmentation strategy and their
combinations in Table III. Each strategy achieves slightly
better grounding performance upon the baseline model. The
improvements are constrained since each strategy only en-
riches the temporal distribution from a specific perspective.
Moreover, their joint application leads to further improvements
by comprehensively diversifying the temporal distribution.



TABLE I: Comparison results on Charades-CD and ActivityNet-CD. * indicates our reproduced results.

Method Venue
Charades-CD ActivityNet-CD

dR@1,IoU=0.3 dR@1,IoU=0.5 dR@1,IoU=0.7 dR@1,IoU=0.3 dR@1,IoU=0.5 dR@1,IoU=0.7

i.i.d o.o.d i.i.d o.o.d i.i.d o.o.d i.i.d o.o.d i.i.d o.o.d i.i.d o.o.d

MDD [14] TOMM’2023 - - 52.78 40.39 34.71 22.70 - - 43.63 20.80 31.44 11.66
Multi-NA [17] AAAI’2023 64.21 52.21 53.82 39.86 34.47 21.38 49.91 32.32 41.67 20.78 28.82 11.03
DFM [20] ACM MM’2023 64.50 56.49 57.97 41.65 35.37 23.34 57.21 38.82 46.05 25.27 30.17 12.55
CDS [22] TCSVT’2024 - - 49.84 41.50 33.89 24.19 - - 39.21 20.81 25.87 11.09
BSSARD* [18] AAAI’2024 63.09 55.78 53.01 43.12 36.34 25.60 52.50 36.41 43.02 24.60 30.92 14.32

Baseline ICASSP’2025 63.46 55.41 51.46 39.60 32.51 22.55 52.83 36.32 39.82 20.49 25.79 11.31
Ours ICASSP’2025 68.65 58.76 58.74 44.61 37.75 26.81 58.01 39.52 46.91 25.89 31.54 14.44

TABLE II: Ablation study of loss terms on the test-ood set of
Charades-CD. * denotes the absence of data augmentation.

Loss Terms Charades-CD

Lloc Ld Lkl R@1,IoU=0.3 R@1,IoU=0.5 R@1,IoU=0.7

✓* 62.81 47.50 25.96
✓ 63.95 49.69 28.21
✓ ✓ 63.17 48.63 25.99
✓ ✓ 63.74 48.96 26.41
✓ ✓ ✓ 65.60 51.26 29.68

TABLE III: Ablation study of data augmentation strategies on
test-ood sets. SV and LV indicate shortened video augmenta-
tion and lengthened video augmentation, respectively.

Strategies Charades-CD ActivityNet-CD

SV LV R@1,IoU=0.5 R@1,IoU=0.7 R@1,IoU=0.5 R@1,IoU=0.7

47.50 25.96 25.81 13.81
✓ 48.42 26.14 25.94 13.87

✓ 48.14 25.56 25.89 13.78
✓ ✓ 51.26 29.68 29.36 16.25

c) Pre-defined Thresholds: As depicted in Fig. 3, our
method almost yields consistent enhancements in performance
across the entire range of βsv and βlv values. Notably, as βsv

or βlv increase, there is an initial uptick in performance, and
overall, a general decline is observed. Our analysis suggests
that minor adjustments to video lengths do not substantially
affect the temporal distribution. Conversely, extensive modifi-
cations to longer clips can disrupt long-term temporal contexts
and introduce noise into the training process. Optimal results
are achieved when βsv and βlv are set between 5 and 20.

d) Grounding Structures: We verify the effectiveness of
our training framework on backbones with different grounding
structures. As depicted in Table IV, our method effectively
improves the performance regardless of the structure, including
proposal-free [31], proposal-based [32] and DETR-based [33]
methods. This proves that our training framework is model-
agnostic, highlighting its generalization abilities.

D. Qualitative Results

We report an illustrative example of temporal bias on
Charades-CD. As demonstrated in Fig. 4, the majority of
temporal locations for queries containing the verb play tend
to be the initial half of the videos. For a query containing the
verb play, if a model excessively depends on temporal biases
in the training set for prediction, it is likely to predict the
target moment in the first half of the video, despite the actual
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Fig. 3: Ablation studies of pre-defined thresholds βsv and βlv

on the Charades-CD test-ood set with R@1, IoU=0.3.

TABLE IV: Effect on multiple grounding structures in test-ood
sets with R@1, IoU=0.5. * indicates our reproduced results.

Method Charades-CD ActivityNet-CD

QAVE [31] 38.22 21.39
+ Ours 47.58 25.74

2D-TAN [32] 35.88 22.01
+ Ours 39.91 26.42

Moment-DETR* [33] 46.73 24.37
+ Ours 54.89 30.15

Query: person play with the phone.
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Fig. 4: The visualization comparison results between the
baseline model and our method on Charades-CD.

target moment residing in the latter segment. Concretely, the
baseline model exhibits this tendency. In contrast, our method
substantially diversifies the temporal distribution, leading to
the accurate identification of temporal locations.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel debiased training frame-
work for TSGV which is to generate and leverage videos with
various lengths and target moment locations. It effectively
diversifies temporal distributions of datasets, which in turn
mitigates the model’s reliance on temporal biases inherent in
datasets. We also propose a domain adaptation auxiliary task
to mitigate the noise during training and improve the ground-
ing precision. Extensive experiments on Charades-CD and
ActivityNet-CD substantiate the effectiveness and robustness



of our method in enhancing multiple grounding structures’
generalization capabilities, achieving state-of-the-art results.
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