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Abstract—Existing video captioning methods merely provide shallow
or simplistic representations of object behaviors, resulting in superficial
and ambiguous descriptions. However, object behavior is dynamic and
complex. To comprehensively capture the essence of object behavior, we
propose a dynamic action semantic-aware graph transformer. Firstly,
a multi-scale temporal modeling module is designed to flexibly learn
long and short-term latent action features. It not only acquires latent
action features across time scales, but also considers local latent action
details, enhancing the coherence and sensitiveness of latent action
representations. Secondly, a visual-action semantic aware module is
proposed to adaptively capture semantic representations related to object
behavior, enhancing the richness and accurateness of action represen-
tations. By harnessing the collaborative efforts of these two modules,
we can acquire rich behavior representations to generate human-like
natural descriptions. Finally, this rich behavior representations and object
representations are used to construct a temporal objects-action graph,
which is fed into the graph transformer to model the complex temporal
dependencies between objects and actions. To avoid adding complexity
in the inference phase, the behavioral knowledge of objects is distilled
into a simple network through knowledge distillation. The experimental
results on MSVD and MSR-VTT datasets demonstrate that the proposed
method achieves significant performance improvements across multiple
metrics.

Index Terms—Video captioning, Rich Behavioral Representation,
Multi-scale temporal modeling, Visual-action Semantic Aware, Graph
Transformer

I. INTRODUCTION

Video captioning aims to automatically generate a sentence de-
scribed in natural language for video. It has gained extensive attention
from researchers due to its potential applications, such as video re-
trieval [1], human-robot interaction [2], and visual question answering
[3], [4].

The key to captioning video is to clearly describe what objects
perform what behaviors in what scenes. Existing video captioning
methods [5]–[7]are mainly devoted to the feature representations of
objects and scenes with 2DCNN [8] and 3DCNN [9]. Partial methods
[10]–[12] focus on capturing key objects. Recently, researchers
introduce spatio-temporal relational graph [13]–[15]to represent the
relationship between objects. However, they ignore the behavioral
semantics of objects, leading to simple behavioral descriptions. More-
over, some multimodal large models [16]–[18]attempt to understand
video contents through visual question answering. Although they are
good at comprehending the attributes of objects, their understanding
of object behaviors remains insufficient.

Object behavior is dynamic and complex, defined by a series
of interrelated latent actions. Existing methods [10] [19] still have
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(a) GT: A tiger is walking around in an enclosure.
Baseline: A tiger is running.

(b) GT: A woman paddles a canoe and then disembarks.
Baseline: A woman is riding a boat.

Fig. 1. Qualitative examples of captioning that do not adequately capture the
essence of the object’s behavior.

two shortcomings in understanding the semantic behavior of objects.
(a)Ignoring latent actions temporal variations. The long-short
variations of latent actions may be an indispensable clue to the
understanding of object behavior. As shown in part (a) of Figure
1, when attention is dominated by short-term keyframes, it makes
the model hallucinate and generate incorrect description ”a tiger
is running”. If the model can balance its attention between long-
term variation and the details of short-term keyframes, the actual
behavior ”walking around” can be captured. As shown in part (b)
of Figure 1, if long-term variations of latent actions play a decisive
role like ”paddling a canoe”, short-term variations of latent actions
like ”disembark” may be overlooked, leading to the generation
of incomplete descriptions like ”riding a boat”. Thus, the video
captioning method needs to dynamically adjust long and short-
term latent action features for a more accurate and comprehensive
behavior description. (b)Simplifying the semantic description of
object behavior. Existing methods are based on I3D [20] and C3D
[21] to obtain the object’s action information, resulting in inaccurate
or simple generation of object behaviors, such as ”running” and
”riding”. If semantic representations that are more closely related
to object behavior can be captured with the help of powerful visual-
text representations, then the model will generate more accurate and
semantically deep descriptions of object behavior.

To solve these problems, we propose a dynamic action semantic-
aware graph transformer. A multi-scale temporal modeling module
is designed, which can flexibly learn both long and short-term latent
action features. The dynamic fusion of long and short-term latent
action features improves the coherence and sensitivity of latent action
representations. Meanwhile, Considering the complexity of object
behaviors, a visual-action semantic aware module is designed, which
adaptively selects and learns the representations that are closely
related to the semantics of object behaviors, enhancing the richness
and accurateness of action representations.
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Fig. 2. The pipleline of the proposed method. For training, the proposed graph transformer network and the visual-text network are trained simultaneously.
In the model inference phase, only the visual-text network is used because the visual-text network has already learned the object behavior knowledge of the
whole network through the knowledge distillation process. This approach avoids complex computations and increases the speed of inference.

In summary, our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose a multi-scale temporal modeling module that can

flexibly learn long and short-term latent action features. It not
only capture latent action tendencies across time scales, but also
consider local latent action details, enhancing the coherence and
sensitiveness of latent action representations.

• A visual-action semantic aware module is devised, which can
adaptively capture the representations closely related to be-
havioral semantics. The rich action representations help the
model’s understanding of behavior, enhancing the richness and
accurateness of action representations.

• Experimental results show that our method achieves a significant
improvement over the state-of-the-art on MSVD and MSR-VTT
datasets.

II. METHODOLOGY

As shown in Figure 2, the proposed method can be divided into
five modules.The multi-feature extraction module is used to extract
various features. The multi-scale temporal modeling module could
be used to flexibly learn long and short-term latent action features.
The visual-action semantic aware module is designed to learn the
representations closely relevant to the semantics of object behaviors.
The graph transformer is introduced to link object representations
with behavior representations. The caption generation model uses
visual features to generate text descriptions.

A. Multi-feature Extraction Module

Following the feature extraction setting of Hendria et al [22], we
extract object features and action features, denoted as O={o1, o2, ...,
oT } and M={m1,m2, ..., mT }. The purpose of extracting object
features is to obtain comprehensive information about the object
and to construct object temporal graph. Action features are used to
explore the essence of behavior. To learn the semantic information
related to the behavior, we introduce Clip4clip [23] model as visual-
text network. The Visual-text features extracted from Clip4clip are
denoted as C={c1,c2, ..., cT }.

B. Multi-scale Temporal Modeling Module

Multi-scale Temporal Modeling Module consists of three sub
components. The long-term inter-frames interaction attention aims to
model the latent action dependencies of each frame and the whole se-
quence, improving the coherence of latent action representations. The
short-term inter-frames interaction attention focus on latent action
interactions between adjacent frames, enhancing the sensitiveness of
latent action representations. Long-short term features fusion enables
focus on long-term actions while remaining sensitive to new actions,
and also maintains attention on short-term actions without losing
touch with long-term tendencies.
Long-term inter-frames interaction attention. For the action fea-
ture sequence M={m1,m2,...,mT }, we design a attention mechanism
to learn the relationship between mi and M . Three learnable param-
eters W long

q , W long
k and W long

v , are introduced to help the model
capture important information within the features. For each mi and
M , we parameterise the representation as Qi , K and V as follows:

Qi = mi ·W long
q , K = M ·W long

k , V = M ·W long
v (1)

where i is the index of current frame.
The scores and weights of attention are expressed through equa-

tions 2 and 3, respectively.

Attention scoreslong[i] = Qi ·KT (2)

Attention weightslong[i] = softmax
(

Attention scoreslong[i]√
scale

)
(3)

Then, we dynamically capture the latent behavioral trends by ag-
gregating the long-term interactions of each frame through weighted
summation, as shown in equation 4:

M long[i] =
T∑

i=1

Attention weightslong[i]× V (4)

Finally, the long-term action representations of the whole video
are denoted as M long={m long1,mlong2,...m longT }, m longi



TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART ON MSVD AND MSR-VTT. ”*” INDICATES THE REPRODUCED METHOD. THE BEST

RESULTS ARE SHOWN IN BOLD.”-” MEANS THE NUMBER NOT AVAILABLE. JKSUC REPRESENTS THE JOUNAL NAMED J KING SAUD UNIV-COM.

Methods Venue MSVD MSR-VTT
BLEU-4 METEOR ROUGE-L CIDEr BLEU-4 METEOR ROUGE-L CIDEr

OA-BTG [12] CVPR ’2019 56.9 36.2 - 90.6 41.4 28.2 - 46.9
ORG-TRL [15] CVPR ’2020 54.3 36.4 73.9 95.2 43.6 28.8 62.1 50.9
MGRMP [24] ICCV ’2021 55.8 36.9 74.5 98.5 41.7 28.9 62.1 51.4

O2NA [25] ICCV ’2021 55.4 37.4 74.5 96.4 41.6 28.5 62.4 51.1
CLIP4Caption [26] MM’ 2021 - - - - 46.1 30.7 63.7 57.7

LSTG [27] TIP’2022 55.6 37.1 73.5 98.5 42.6 28.3 61.0 49.5
HMN [10] CVPR’2022 59.2 37.7 75.1 104.0 43.5 29.0 62.7 51.5

SwinBERT [28] CVPR’2022 58.2 41.3 77.5 120.6 45.4 30.6 64.1 55.9
LWCG [29] AAAI ’2023 60.9 38.2 75.3 92.11 46.1 29.9 63.8 53.7

Clip4VideoCap [30] ICASSP ’2023 - - - - - 31.5 65.8 62,2
SEM-POS [31] CVPR’2023 60.1 38.5 76.0 108.3 45.2 30.7 64.1 53.1
AKVA-grid [22] JKSUC’2023 62.90 41.81 78.80 119.07 49.10 31.57 65.52 61.27

AKVA-object [22]* JKSUC’2023 61.33 41.24 78.60 118.14 48.86 31.97 65.95 61.27
ours 62.45 41.92 78.69 121.24 50.05 32.43 66.49 63.25

represents the short-term action representations of each moment.
Short-term inter-frames interaction attention. Referring to the
long-term approach, a attention mechanism is designed to dynam-
ically learn the short-term action relationship between mi and mj as
follows:

Qi = mi ·W short
q , Kj = mj ·W short

k , Vj = mj ·W short
v (5)

where i is the index of current frame, j is the index of adjacent
frames.

Cross scoresshort[i][j] = Qi ×KT
j (6)

Crossshort[i][j] = softmax
(

Cross scoresshort[i][j]√
scale

)
(7)

M short[i] =
j∑

i=1

Crossshort[i][j]× Vj (8)

Finally, we obtain the short-term action representations of the
whole video as M short={m short1,m short2,...m shortT }.
Long-short term Features Fusion. Long-term features M long and
short-term features M short are concatenated to get long-short term
features A fused={a1,a2,...aT }. The fused features consider the
changes in action features at different time scales and re-represent
the action features, resulting in more comprehensive representations
of actions.

C. Visual-action Semantic Aware Module

To further enhance the semantic expression ability of action
features, a visual-action semantic aware module is proposed. This
module aligns long-short term action features A fused with visual-
text features C (mentioned in section A). This module enabling
the model to comprehend the semantic correlation between the
visual features and textual descriptions, generating relevant semantic
representations.

In order to adaptively learn the most relevant information from
the visual-textual features to the action features, we introduce three
learnable parameters, W vt

q , W vt
k and W vt

v . Qi, Ki and Vi as
computed as follows:

Qi = ci ·W vt
q , Ki = ai ·W vt

k , Vi = ai ·W vt
v (9)

where i is the index of each frame.

The weights of attention are expressed through equations 10,
representing the correlation between the fused action features and
visual-text features. .

Attention weights = softmax(
Qi ×KT

i√
scale

) (10)

Specifically, higher attention weights indicate a stronger associa-
tion between the fused action features and visual-text features. We
utilize attention weights to perform a weighted sum of the visual-text
features, denoted as B:

B =

T∑
i=1

(Attention weightsi × Vi) (11)

D. Graph Transformer

Inspired by the method of Pan et al [14], we construct an object
temporal graph to track variations of objects across video frames, by
calculating the cosine similarity of object features in adjacent frames.
Following the work of Hendria et al [22], a new action temporal graph
is constructed, which is based on the visual representations closely
relevant to behavior semantics. Using the object temporal graph and
the action temporal graph, a novel temporal objects-action graph is
designed to link object representations and action representations.
The structure of the graph transformer [32] allows for a more detailed
and accurate representations of the relationship between objects and
actions over time. Thus, the temporal objects-action graph is fed into
the graph transformer, resulting in a new tensor representation of
object-action features, denoted as Fgraph.

E. Caption Generator

We simultaneously train two networks through knowledge distil-
lation [22]. For training, the visual-text network along with Fgraph

are fed into the Transformer. a cross-entropy loss function [15] is
employed to constrain the distance between the generated captions
and the ground truth. Kullback-Leibler [14] is also introduced to
measure the difference between the probability distributions of words
generated by these two networks, thus enabling the visual-text
network to learn from the proposed graph transformer network.



III. EXPERIMENTS
A. Datasets, Evaluation metrics and Experimental Details

The experiments are conducted on two widely used benchmark
datasets, MSVD [33] and MSR-VTT [34]. We employ the following
evaluation metrics: BLEU@4 [35], METEOR [36], ROUGE-L [37],
CIDEr [38]. BLEU@4 (here n = 4). Specifically, CIDEr is a metric
designed specifically for captioning tasks that places more emphasis
on the semantic consistency of video descriptions. The learning rates
of MSVD and MSR-VTT are set to 1e-4 and 3e-4 respectively. The
number of epochs are set as 60 and 80 for MSVD and MSR-VTT
datasets. The video captioning model is trained on RTX 3090.

B. Quantitative Analysis

The proposed algorithm is compared with object-reated methods
[12] [15] [25], temporal-related methods [24] [27], multimodal-
related methods [29] [26] [30] [31] and other methods [10] [28].
The experimental results show that the proposed method outperforms
the comparison methods. This means that video captioning can be
significantly improved by exploring the temporal dependencies of
objects and actions. Wherein AKVA-object [22] is our direct baseline,
which also establishes a link between objects and actions. However,
it doesn’t consider the dynamic and semantic complexity of object
behavior. AKVA-grid [22] is slightly higher on BLUE-4 and ROUGE-
L on the small MSVD dataset. The main reason is that object
behaviors in MSVD are relatively simple and easily learned. On
the other hand, AKVA-grid uses grid features rather than object
features, which introduces more visual information. Notably, our
model achieves state-of-the-art performance on large-scale MSR-VTT
dataset. One reason is larger dataset contain a greater number of
videos, the model can learn richer visual features. Another reason
is both the object’s behaviors and descriptions in MSR-VTT dataset
are complex. It is difficult to generate accurate descriptions without
exploring temporal action relations and object behavior semantics.
The above analysis shows that capturing rich behavior representations
can improve the accurateness.

TABLE II
ABLATION STUDY ON THE MSR-VTT DATASET IN TERMS OF BLEU-4,

METEOR, ROUGE-L, AND CIDER SCORES.

Models BLEU-4 METEOR ROUGE-L CIDEr
baseline* 48.86 31.97 65.95 61.27

w/o visual-action 49.97 32.29 66.05 62.98
w/o temporal 49.88 32.33 66.42 62.28

full model 50.05 32.43 66.49 63.25

C. Ablation Study

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed method, we carried
out ablation experiments on MSR-VTT dataset as shown in Table 2.
The first row is the baseline method, the fourth row is the full model
proposed in this paper. The result of the proposed method without
the multi-scale temporal modeling module is shown in the second
row, and the proposed method without visual-action semantic aware
module is shown in the third row. Compared to the baseline model,
the performance of the second and third rows improves 1.84 ∼ 2.84
on CIDEr. It is proved that the temporal information of actions
and visual representations related to behaviour semantics play an
important role in improving the quality of video captioning. The full
model achieves 3.1 improvement on CIDEr, which suggests these two
modules can promote each other to get a better result. The ablation
experiment of our method on MSVD dataset is consistent with that
of MSR-VTT.

GT:Two trainer are training the elephant in the jungle.
Baseline: A man is pushing a rhino.
Ours: Two person are trainingthe elephant.

GT:A man is demonstrating how to season carrots.
Baseline: A man pours different bottles.
Ours:A man is showing how to season carrots.

Fig. 3. Visualization examples for qualitative comparisons between our
method and the baseline model (better viewed in color).

D. Qualitative Analysis

Two case studies are shown to illustrate the quality of the
proposed method compared with the baseline model. For the first
example, the baseline model generates ”a man is pushing a rhino”.
Compared to ground truth, the baseline model not only misidentifies
objects in the video, but also misrepresents the video content. Our
method combines the action variations of objects in the temporal
sequence and generates ”two persons are training the elephant”. For
the second example, the baseline model generates ”a man pours
different bottles”. Compared to ground truth, the baseline model
focuses on the action between the person and the bottle, and does not
have a deeper understanding of the dynamic latent action variations,
leading to a shallow description. Our method explores the deeper
meanings behind the actions, generating ”a man is showing how
to season carrots”. The above experimental results show that the
proposed method outperforms the baseline on the accurateness and
comprehensiveness of descriptions

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a dynamic action semantic-aware graph
transformer to improve coarse behavioral representations. To compre-
hensively understand the essence of object behavior, we design two
main modules. The first module is a multi-scale temporal modeling
module that can flexibly learn long and short-term latent action
features. Besides, this module mainly consists of long-term inter-
frames interaction attention and short-term inter-frames interaction
attention. The long-term inter-frames interactive attention aims to
establish long-term dependence of action features. The short-term
inter-frames interaction attention aims to establish short-term de-
pendence. The second module is a visual-action semantic aware
module that can adaptively capture representations closely related
to behavioral semantics. Finally, we distill knowledge into a simple
network through an object action graph transformer model. Extensive
experiments validate the validity of our method.
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