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ABSTRACT

Given a video and a linguistic query, video moment retrieval
and highlight detection (MR&HD) aim to locate all the rele-
vant spans, while simultaneously predicting saliency scores.
Most existing methods utilize RGB images as input, over-
looking the inherent multi-modal visual signals like optical
flow and depth. In this paper, we propose a Multi-modal Fu-
sion and Query Refinement Network (MRNet) to learn com-
plementary information from multi-modal cues. Specifically,
we design a multi-modal fusion module to dynamically com-
bine RGB, optical flow, and depth map. Furthermore, to sim-
ulate human understanding of sentences, we introduce a query
refinement module that merges text at different granularities,
containing word-, phrase-, and sentence-wise levels. Compre-
hensive experiments on QVHighlights and Charades datasets
indicate that MRNet outperforms current SOTA methods,
achieving notable improvements in MR-mAP@Avg (+3.41)
and HD-HIT@1 (+3.46) on QVHighlights.

Index Terms— Video moment retrieval, video highlight
detection, multi-modal learning, query refinement.

1 Introduction
Users on video platforms sift through countless videos

daily and are eager to retrieve relevant highlight frames based
on textual query, facilitating their efficient video browsing. In
this paper, we focus on two sub-tasks in video understanding:
moment retrieval (MR) and highlight detection (HD). Given
a textual query, MR aims to locate all the relevant temporal
spans from a video, where each span contains a start and end
moment [1]. HD aims to obtain saliency scores for each frame
[2]. An illustrative example of MR&HD is shown in Fig. 1
(a).

Existing methods [3, 4, 5] typically only use RGB images
as visual features and overlook the naturally existing multi-
modal cues in videos, which leads to poor model performance

*Equal contribution.
†Corresponding author

Fig. 1. (a) An depiction of MR&HD. (b) Depth information
enhances the model to understand static scene. (c) Optical
flow reinforces the model to reason about dynamic scene.

in videos containing rich moving objects and cluttered back-
grounds. Compared to RGB, optical flow provides motion
information, which enhances the model to reason about dy-
namic scenes in videos [6] As depicted in Fig. 1 (c), dy-
namic scenes ”A woman ... then gets up” involves human
motion, and utilizing optical flow enables the model to infer
such dynamic behavior. Additionally, RGB images may be
affected by lighting and shadows, while depth maps are rel-
atively more reliable. Depth maps contain objects distance
within a scene, which is beneficial for the model to recognize
object movements with distinct shapes in video understand-
ing tasks [7, 8]. As shown in Fig. 1 (b), extracting optical
flow from static scenes with cluttered backgrounds such as
”A woman sits in large hole in the tree ...” is challenging.
However, the spatial structural information provided by depth
maps can assist the model in understanding static scenes.

In this paper, we newly propose the Multi-modal Fu-
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Fig. 2. Overview of Multi-modal Fusion and Query Refinement Network (MRNet).

sion and Query Refinement Network (MRNet) to address the
above challenges in MR&HD. To learn complementary in-
formation from video, MRNet integrates various visual in-
puts, including RGB, optical flow, and depth. Furthermore,
we introduce a query refinement module inspired by the lay-
ered way in which humans understand language [9, 10]. It
extracts word-, phrase-, and sentence-wise features from lin-
guistic queries to exploit semantic information under a global
receptive field. Overall, our main contributions are as follows:

1) We present an MR&HD model, MRNet, which fuses
RGB, optical flow, and depth features to reinforce dynamic
scene reasoning and static scene understanding.

2) We design a query refinement module to exploit tex-
tual features at different levels, including words, phrases, and
sentences.

3) Comprehensive experiments on QVHighlights and
Charades dataset indicate that MRNet outperforms existing
SOTA methods.

2 Related work
Most previous MR&HD approaches [5, 11, 12] only em-

ploy image and text inputs. To mine multi-modal information,
UMT [4] exploits audio signal and designs a more unified
architecture for MR&HD. Some recent works [7, 13] reveal
that leveraging multiple visual cues can help the model under-
stand videos. DCTNet [7] harnesses flow and depth to enrich
spatio-temporal context in video salient object detection. VI-
OLETv2 [13] integrates flow and depth in visual pre-training
to enhance performance on various downstream tasks, rang-
ing from video question answering to video captioning, et al.

DETR-based methods [14, 3, 15], commonly utilized for
localization tasks like object detection (OD), visual ground-
ing (VG), and MR, have been observed to face slow con-
vergence issues. To address this limitation, TSP [16] intro-
duces a transformer encoder-only architecture to expedite the
training convergence of DETR in OD. QRNet [15] develops a

decoder-free visual-linguistic transformer tailored for VG to
extract query-consistent visual features.

3 Method
3.1 Overview

For a video V ∈ RNv×H×W×3 containing Nv moments
and a corresponding query T ∈ RNt containing Nt words.
MR&HD aims to retrieve all video spans S ∈ RNs×2 that are
highly relevant to T (each span comprises a starting and end-
ing moment), while concurrently computing moment-wise
saliency scores H ∈ RNv . As shown in Fig. 2, our proposed
MRNet can be divided into five components: multi-modal fu-
sion module, query refinement module, cross-attention trans-
former, transformer encoder, and prediction heads.

For input videos, we first use ZoeDepth [17] to predict
the depth map of each frame and utilize GMFlow [6] to com-
pute the optical flow between each pair of adjacent frames.
Then, we use the frozen CLIP [18] video encoder (Er, Ed,
Ef ) to extract features Fr, Fd, and Ff ∈ RNv×d from the
RGB, depth, and optical flow, respectively. For input queries,
we employ the text encoder of CLIP Et to derive word-wise
features Ft ∈ RNt×d. Subsequently, the multi-modal fu-
sion module merges Fr, Fd, and Ff to generate visual tokens
Fv ∈ RNv×d. The query refinement module generates word-,
phrase-, and sentence-wise features from Ft and aggregates
them to obtain textual tokens F̃t ∈ R(Nt+1)×d. The visual
and textual tokens are fed to cross-attention transformer to
generate query-relevant cross-modal tokens F̃v ∈ RNv×d. Fi-
nally, we apply transformer and prediction heads to obtain
MR and HD results.

3.2 Multi-modal Fusion Module
Videos inherently contain rich multi-modal cues that pro-

vide valuable information. Compared to RGB images, opti-
cal flow and depth maps, which respectively provide infor-



Fig. 3. The multi-modal fusion module (MFM) aggregates
RGB, optical flow, and depth features to enhance dynamic
scene reasoning and improve static scene understanding.

mation on object motion and scene structure, can improve
dynamic scene inference and static scene understanding, as
demonstrated in Fig. 1. Most existing works use CNN [19]
or co-attention [7] with late fusion to aggregate these three
modalities. However, in our experiments, we observed that
co-attention with late fusion does not yield satisfactory re-
sults, as shown in Tab. 4. Furthermore, models that only
use flow or depth features as input also have mediocre perfor-
mance, as described in Tab. 5. This may be due to the fact
that flow and depth themselves cannot capture semantic in-
formation and are therefore not suitable as semantic queries.
Recent work [13] also indicates that directly concatenating
RGB, optical flow, and depth as inputs to transformer does
not necessarily improve the performance of video-language
models.

To tackle the above problems, we design a multi-modal
fusion module (MFM) that dynamically fuses RGB, flow, and
depth features, as depicted in Fig. 3. Firstly, given that RGB
features generally encompass the most abundant information
in video, we incorporate self-attention to model the video con-
text with a global receptive field. Subsequently, we utilize
contextual RGB features F̃r for cross-attention query, and
flow features Ff or depth features Fd as key and value, re-
spectively. This enables the generation of the RGB-guided
flow features F f

r ∈ RNv×d and depth features F d
r ∈ RNv×d,

thereby mitigating the performance degradation caused by the
lack of semantic information in flow and depth features. We
finally employ a gated sigmoid Zr to dynamically balance F f

r

and F d
r . The final visual tokens Fv can be formulated as:

Fv = Zr ⊙ F f
r + (1− Zr)⊙ F d

r (1)

where Zr = Sigmoid(FFN(F̃r)), ⊙ denotes element-wise
product. For brevity, we omit the residual structure, ReLU
activation, and post-norm style layernorm [20] in the attention
layers and FFNs in both the figures and equations.

Fig. 4. The query refinement module (QRM) integrates tex-
tual features at different levels.

3.3 Query Refinement Module
MR&HD bears a resemblance to the reading comprehen-

sion task in NLP, where predictions are highly correlated with
natural language queries [21]. The human reading habit usu-
ally understands the words and phrases while skimming the
whole sentence. From a biological viewpoint, human lan-
guage processing follows a layered hierarchy [9, 10].

Building on the above works, we propose a query re-
finement module (QRM) to simulate human understanding
of sentences, which fuses word-, phrase- and sentence-wise
features from text. As illustrated in Fig 4, we employ a tem-
poral 1D convolution to strengthen word-wise features. Ad-
ditionally, to capture more semantic details, we also extract
phrase-wise features. Since phrases typically consist of 2 to 3
words, we apply two 1D convolution operations with kernel
sizes of 2 and 3. Next, we add the word- and phrase-wise fea-
tures and feed them into FFN to produce aggregated features
Fwp
t ∈ RNt×d. An average pooling operation is utilized to

get sentence-wise features F s
t . Finally, we concatenate Fwp

t

and F s
t to obtain textual tokens F̃t ∈ R(Nt+1)×d containing

hierarchical information.

3.4 Cross-Attention Transformer and Trans-
former Encoder

To produce cross-modal tokens, Moment-DETR [3] di-
rectly concatenates visual with textual tokens and feeds them
into transformer. However, if the similarity between video
moments greatly exceeds video-query similarity, the resulting
tokens become unrelated to the query, compromising over-
all performance. To tackle this challenge, we apply a cross-
attention transformer [22] (CAT) to generate query-relevant
cross-modal tokens F̃v ∈ RNv×d containing highlighted and
temporal information. Specifically, cross-attention layer com-
putes attention weights between video moments and text to-
kens, allowing each moment to learn which concepts are
present within text tokens.

Subsequently, inspired by previous works [16, 15, 23], we
remove the transformer decoder from Moment-DETR [3] to
create a decoder-free architecture for MR&HD. In our exper-
iments, we are surprised that this naive way achieves decent
gain, as shown in Tab. 6. More concretely, we concatenate
F̃v with learnable span tokens S̃ ∈ RNs×d and feed them
into transformer encoder [22], which outputs highlight fea-



tures Fh ∈ RNv×d and span features Fs ∈ RNs×d. Next, we
feed them into prediction heads to get the final results.

3.5 Prediction Heads and Training Loss
For highlight features Fh, we utilize 2-layer FFN to ob-

tain saliency scores H ∈ RNv . For span features Fs, we
employ 2-layer FFN with sigmoid to predict the normalized
spans S ∈ RNs×2. A linear layer and softmax are applied for
classification prediction. Moments consistent with the ground
truth are labeled as foreground, while the rest are denoted as
background.

The overall loss L combines highlight loss Lh, span loss
Ls, and classification loss Ncls, modulated by hyperparame-
ters λ∗:

L = λhLh + Ls + λclsLcls (2)

For the i-th moment, we define its predicted saliency score
and ground truth as ĥi and hi ∈ [0, 1], respectively. The high-
light loss Lh as follows:

Lh = −
Nv∑
i=1

[
hi log(ĥi) + (1− hi) log(1− ĥi)

]
(3)

Leveraging the Hungarian algorithm as in [14], we match pre-
dicted spans ŝ with ground-truth s. For the Nm matched pairs
within a video, Ls measures discrepancies using both L1 loss
and IoU loss. Additionally, we apply Lcls to classify the pre-
dicted span to foreground or background:

Ls =

Nm∑
i=1

[λL1||ŝ− s||1 + λIoULIoU (ŝ, s)] (4)

Lcls = −
Ns∑
i=1

[wpyi log(pi) + (1− yi) log(1− pi)] (5)

Here, pi denotes foreground probability, and yi ∈ {0, 1} is
its label. To address label imbalance, foreground is weighted
more by wp.

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset and Evaluation Metrics
QVHighlights [3] is currently the only dataset supporting

both HD and MR tasks. It comprises about 10,000 distinct
YouTube videos, all annotated with textual queries, saliency
scores, and corresponding spans. Charades-STA [24] con-
sists of 16,128 indoor video-query pairs with relevant mo-
ments.

For evaluation, we employ Recall@1 with thresholds of
0.5 and 0.7, mAP at IoU values of 0.5 and 0.75, and average
mAP for MR. We use mAP and HIT@1 for HD, with HIT@1
assessing the accuracy rate of the highest-scoring moment.

Table 1. Performance comparison on QVHighlights test split.

Methods
MR HD

R1 mAP ≥ Very Good

@0.5 @0.7 @0.5 @0.75 Avg. mAP HIT@1

Moment-DETR [3] 52.89 33.02 54.82 29.40 30.73 35.69 55.60
SeViLA [26] 54.50 36.50 - - 32.30 - -

MomentDiff [5] 57.42 39.66 54.02 35.73 35.95 - -
UMT [4] 56.23 41.18 53.83 37.01 36.12 38.18 59.99

MRNet (Ours) 61.54 45.20 61.21 39.89 39.53 39.23 63.45

Table 2. Performance comparison on Charades-STA test
split.

Method R1@0.5 R1@0.7

2D-TAN [27] 39.81 23.31
UMT [4] 49.35 26.16
Moment-DETR [3] 53.63 31.37
MRNet (Ours) 55.84 33.59

4.2 Implementation Details
We set the attention layers in the multi-modal fusion mod-

ule (MFM), cross-attention transformer (CAT), and trans-
former encoder to 2, 2, and 4, respectively. Following [3], we
configure the number of span tokens Ns as 10. Loss hyper-
parameters are set as follows: λcls = 4, λh = 2, λL1 = 10,
λIoU = 1, wp = 10. We employ the AdamW [25] optimizer,
setting both the learning rate and weight decay at 1e-4. Our
model undergoes training for 200 epochs, using a batch size
of 32, on a single NVIDIA 3090 GPU. Since QVhighlights
online testing 1 is limited to a maximum of five submissions,
our ablation experiments are all conducted on QVhighlights
val split.

4.3 Comparison with State-of-the-arts
We report a comparison between MRNet and existing

works on QVHighlights test split, as detailed in Tab. 1.
To ensure fairness, all models were trained from scratch.
Results illustrate that MRNet surpasses the SOTA method
UMT [4] across all metrics. Notably, MRNet achieves
significant improvements in MR-R1@0.5, MR-mAP@Avg,
and HD(≥VG)-HIT@1, with increases of +5.31, +3.41, and
+3.46, respectively. This verifies that MRNet can obtain a
more accurate understanding of complex video and queries
through our multi-modal fusion and query refinement. We
also conduct experiments on the Charades-STA dataset, and
as shown in Tab. 2, MRNet displays superior performance
compared with other SOTA methods.

4.4 Ablation Studies
We conduct comprehensive ablations to investigate the

significance of various modules and features in our model.
Firstly, we remove transformer decoder from Moment-DETR
[3] and doubled transformer encoder layers, configuring this

1https://codalab.lisn.upsaclay.fr/competitions/6937



Table 3. Effectiveness of each module in MRNet on QVHigh-
lights val split. VG is the abbreviation for very good.

Modules MR HD (≥VG)

MFM QRM CAT R1@0.5 R1@0.7 mAP Avg. mAP HIT@1

55.79 37.84 33.28 35.96 56.35
✓ 57.21 39.32 35.83 37.36 59.77

✓ ✓ 59.87 43.16 38.45 37.60 60.65
✓ ✓ 61.42 44.97 39.58 38.42 63.03
✓ ✓ ✓ 62.00 47.68 40.34 39.58 64.03

Table 4. Ablation study of different visual fusion modules on
QVHighlights val split.

Fusion Modules MR HD (≥VG)

R1@0.5 R1@0.7 mAP Avg. mAP HIT@1

CNN [19] 58.39 39.10 34.33 36.45 59.23
Co-attention [7] 60.25 41.94 37.73 37.98 61.00

MFM 62.00 47.68 40.34 39.58 64.03

as our baseline model. As the upper part of Tab. 6 illustrates,
this simple modification yielded modest gains, leading us to
speculate that the decoder might be deficient in modeling tem-
poral spans.

Tab. 3 verifies the necessity of each module, as our MR-
Net performs best when all modules are included. Row 1 ob-
tains poor results by directly concatenating all multi-modal
features and span tokens. Row 2 integrates CAT to underscore
the significance of generating query-relevant cross-modal fea-
tures in the visual-linguistic interaction module. Rows 3 and
4, adding MFM and QRM, respectively, demonstrate marked
performance enhancement via dynamic multi-modal visual
fusion and exploiting hierarchical features in text. Next, we
compare various visual fusion modules, where MFM outper-
forms others, as seen in Tab. 4. This indicates that MFM
is helpful for the model to learn complementary information
from video.

Subsequently, Tab. 5 evaluates different visual features.
Rows 1-3 use single features and replace MFM with trans-
former encoder. Notably, only input RGB features yield su-
perior results, indicating RGB in the video contains richer
pixel-wise information. Rows 5 and 6 suggest that, compared
to depth, optical flow has more outstanding assistance to the
model, which is highly intuitive since the video contains nu-
merous dynamic scenes. Row 4 interestingly notes that us-
ing both flow and depth underperforms RGB only. Row 7
shows optimal performance using all three features. Finally,
adding a transformer decoder to MRNet slightly reduces per-
formance on HD, as shown in rows 3 and 4 of Tab. 6. This
shows that the decoder will reduce the convergence on HD,
but designing a better decoder may improve the effect of MR.

To qualitatively validate the effectiveness of our method,
we visualize a result of Moment-DETR and MRNet in Fig.
5. We can observe that MRNet obtains more accurate high-
lights and spans than Moment-DETR. The main reason is that
Moment-DETR only utilizes RGB, which fails to fully under-

Table 5. Ablation study of different visual features on
QVHighlights val split.

Features MR HD (≥VG)

Depth Flow RGB R1@0.5 R1@0.7 mAP Avg. mAP HIT@1

✓ 55.61 34.45 32.63 35.30 56.19
✓ 57.94 38.39 35.15 37.11 59.81

✓ 59.87 43.16 38.45 37.60 58.65

✓ ✓ 57.21 39.98 35.89 36.67 58.41
✓ ✓ 63.10 46.00 39.87 38.88 62.77

✓ ✓ 60.84 46.45 40.10 38.72 63.16
✓ ✓ ✓ 62.00 47.68 40.34 39.58 64.03

Table 6. Effectiveness of transformer decoder on QVHigh-
lights val split.

Models Decoder MR HD (≥VG)

R1@0.5 R1@0.7 mAP Avg. mAP HIT@1

Moment-DETR [3] ✓ 53.94 34.84 32.20 35.65 55.55
✗ 54.19 34.19 32.26 36.59 57.68

MRNet (Ours) ✓ 62.69 46.40 40.42 38.48 62.79
✗ 62.00 47.68 40.34 39.58 64.03

Fig. 5. Qualitative comparison of the results on QVHigh-
lights val split.

stand the static scenes and character activities throughout the
video. Unlike Moment-DETR, MRNet learns complementary
context from multi-modal cues to obtain more accurate pre-
dictions.

5 Conclusion and Future work
In this paper, we propose a novel MRNet for MR&HD.

Unlike previous works that only utilize RGB images as vi-
sual sources, the multi-modal fusion module in MRNet fuses
multiple visual cues, including RGB images, optical flow, and
depth maps, which empower the inference of dynamic scenes
and the understanding of static scenes. In addition, we pro-
pose a query refinement module to aggregate semantic con-
text in textual features at different granularities. Extensive ex-



periments on the QVHighlights and Charades dataset demon-
strate the superiority of our MRNet. In future work, we will
employ large vision-language models to merge multi-modal
inputs and design an efficient span-aware decoder.
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