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Abstract—Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) and Vision Trans-
formers (ViTs) have led to significant progress in 2D body pose estima-
tion. However, achieving a good balance between accuracy, efficiency,
and robustness remains a challenge. For instance, CNNs are computa-
tionally efficient but struggle with long-range dependencies, while ViTs
excel in capturing such dependencies but suffer from quadratic compu-
tational complexity. This paper proposes two ViT-based models for accu-
rate, efficient, and robust 2D pose estimation. The first one, EViTPose,
operates in a computationally efficient manner without sacrificing accu-
racy by utilizing learnable joint tokens to select and process a subset
of the most important body patches, enabling us to control the trade-off
between accuracy and efficiency by changing the number of patches to
be processed. The second one, UniTransPose, while not allowing for the
same level of direct control over the trade-off, efficiently handles multiple
scales by combining (1) an efficient multi-scale transformer encoder that
uses both local and global attention with (2) an efficient sub-pixel CNN
decoder for better speed and accuracy. Moreover, by incorporating all
joints from different benchmarks into a unified skeletal representation,
we train robust methods that learn from multiple datasets simultaneously
and perform well across a range of scenarios – including pose vari-
ations, lighting conditions, and occlusions. Experiments on six bench-
marks demonstrate that the proposed methods significantly outperform
state-of-the-art methods while improving computational efficiency. EViT-
Pose exhibits a significant decrease in computational complexity (30%
to 44% less in GFLOPs) with a minimal drop of accuracy (0% to 3.5%
less), and UniTransPose achieves accuracy improvements ranging from
0.9% to 43.8% across these benchmarks.

Index Terms—human pose estimation, efficient transformer.

1 INTRODUCTION

UNDERSTANDING humans in images and videos has
played a central role in computer vision for several

decades. Human pose estimation, which involves detecting
human figures and determining their poses, has found
numerous applications in action recognition [1], [2], motion
analysis [3], gaming [4], video surveillance [5], human-
computer interaction [6], virtual and augmented reality [7],
[8], and more recently also in healthcare [9]–[11].

Desiderata for Human Pose Estimation Networks. An ideal
human pose estimation network should:

• Accurately locate body joints, even in complex scenes
with multiple interactions.

The authors are with the Center for Innovation in Data Engineering and
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• Ensure computational efficiency to make the solution
viable for resource-constrained applications.

• Demonstrate robustness across a range of scenarios, in-
cluding different scales, lighting conditions, occlusions,
and backgrounds.

However, state-of-the-art methods struggle to strike a good
balance among accuracy, efficiency, and robustness, primar-
ily due to constraints in their encoding and decoding ap-
proaches, as well as the inconsistency in dataset annotations.

Challenges in Encoding Approaches. Most recent works in
2D pose estimation employ encoder-decoder architectures
based on Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs). CNN-
based encoders perform well on low- to mid-resolution im-
ages, but their performance deteriorates in high-resolution
images due to the inability of CNNs to capture long-range
dependencies among image regions. Vision Transformers
(ViTs) [12] have recently emerged as powerful alternatives
to CNNs for solving various computer vision tasks. ViTs use
Multi-head Self-Attention (MSA) to capture long-range de-
pendencies among patch tokens and thus produce a global
representation of the image. Several works [13]–[16] have
utilized ViTs for human pose estimation and demonstrated
its effectiveness. Nevertheless, the computational complex-
ity of ViTs, which scales quadratically with the number of
input tokens, presents a significant challenge for processing
high-resolution images, making ViTs less feasible for practi-
cal use in resource-constrained environments.

Another challenge in ViTs is that the fixed scale of patches
is not ideal for dense prediction tasks where the visual
elements are of variable scale. Multi-scale transformers [17]–
[19] address both the fixed scale and computational com-
plexity issues by constructing hierarchical feature maps
and restricting the computation of self-attention to a local
window, thus achieving a linear complexity with respect to
the number of patches. However, the use of local attention
limits the ability of the network to capture long-range de-
pendencies among tokens [17].

Challenges in Decoding Approaches. Current human pose
estimation methods typically employ one of two decoding
approaches: direct key-point regression or heat-map decod-
ing. In key-point regression, the model directly predicts the
coordinates of each joint in the image, whereas in heat-map
decoding the model generates a heat map whose highest
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values indicate the coordinates of the joints. Although key-
point regression is more efficient than heat-map decoding,
the latter is more accurate and robust to occlusions [20]–[22].

Dataset Annotation Inconsistencies. Training a single, uni-
fied model across all datasets can enhance both accuracy
and robustness as it allows the model to learn from a wide
range of human pose variations under numerous condi-
tions, ultimately leading to better generalization. Moreover,
it can simplify the training process by eliminating the need
to train separate models on each dataset–a common practice
among state-of-the-art methods that is time-consuming and
resource-intensive. Although there are several large- and
small-scale human pose estimation benchmarks [23]–[28] we
can utilize to train a unified model, the variability in the
number and location of annotated joints [29] across these
benchmarks complicates the training process.

Paper Contributions. In this paper, we address the afore-
mentioned challenges by proposing two vision transformer-
based models. The first model, EViTPose, offers a direct
control of the trade-off between accuracy and efficiency by
carefully selecting a subset of patches to be processed. The
second model, UniTransPose, improves robustness to scale
changes while offering a good balance between accuracy
and efficiency, by using an efficient multi-scale transformer
architecture. We also propose a unified skeletal representa-
tion that improves model training across multiple datasets,
boosting performance and generalization. Specifically, this
paper makes the following contributions:

• EViTPose selects and processes a subset of patches
containing the most important information about body
joints. Specifically, we use learnable joint tokens that
explicitly learn the joint embeddings to identify patches
that are more likely to include the true joints. This
method improves efficiency while maintaining high
accuracy, demonstrating a 30% to 44% reduction in
computational complexity with a minimal accuracy
drop of 0% to 3.5% across six benchmarks.

• UniTransPose integrates an efficient multi-scale trans-
former encoder with an efficient sub-pixel CNN-based
decoder to achieve better accuracy and efficiency. No-
tably, the encoder uses a local-global attention mecha-
nism that includes (i) local patch-to-patch, (ii) global
patch-to-joint, and (iii) local joint-to-patch attention
mechanisms, the last two using learnable joint tokens.
UniTransPose improves the accuracy of state-of-the-art
methods by 0.9%-2.4% on MS-COCO, 3.3%-5.7% on AI
Challenger, and 6.2%-43.8% on OCHuman benchmarks.

• By utilizing both key-point regression and heat-map
decoding, EViTPose and UniTransPose are designed to
be flexible, providing a choice between efficiency and
accuracy. The combination of both decoders offers the
best of both worlds and is more adaptable to different
use cases. For instance, key-point regression could be
used for quick estimates, while heat-map decoding
could be used for more accurate predictions as needed.

• By using a unified skeletal representation that incorporates
all joints from multiple datasets to train our methods,

EViTPose and UniTransPose learn to be robust to dif-
ferent number of joints and annotation styles.

• Comprehensive experiments on six commonly used 2D
human pose estimation benchmarks (i.e. MS-COCO,
MPII, AI Challenger, JRDB-Pose, CrowdPose, and
OCHuman) demonstrate that our proposed methods
trained on a unified skeletal representation across mul-
tiple datasets significantly improve the trade-off among
accuracy, computational efficiency, and robustness com-
pared to state-of-the-art approaches.

2 RELATED WORK

In this section, we briefly review single- and multi-person
2D pose estimation approaches and CNN- and ViT-based
methods related to this work.

2.1 Single-Person Pose Estimation
As the name suggests, single-person pose estimation tech-
niques assume there is one person in the image. Deep
learning techniques for single-person pose estimation gen-
erally fall into two primary categories: key-point regression-
based and heat-map-based approaches. In the key-point
regression-based approach, the task is treated as a direct
joint location regression problem and the network learns
a mapping from the input image to the coordinates of
body joints within the image via end-to-end training, as
exemplified by the pioneering work in DeepPose [30]. This
approach is favored for its computational efficiency since it
doesn’t need the intermediate step of heat map generation
and directly targets joint coordinates. As a result, it can
be faster in terms of computation time, making it suitable
for applications requiring real-time performance. However,
despite its efficiency, the key-point regression approach typ-
ically suffers from reduced robustness and lower accuracy,
particularly in complex scenarios, such as challenging poses,
under occlusion, or when the subject’s appearance varies
significantly. These limitations stem from the direct regres-
sion task, which may not capture the subtleties of spatial
relationships.

In contrast, the heat map-based approach is designed to
predict the approximate coordinates of the joints encoded
via 2D Gaussian heat maps that indicate the probability of a
joint’s presence at each pixel location, with the peak of the
heat map centered on the joint location. This method con-
verts the pose estimation problem into a spatial probability
distribution task, allowing the model to learn and predict
the likelihood of joint positions across the entire image
area. This approach is generally more robust than key-point
regression. This robustness is attributed to the heat map’s
ability to capture and integrate subtle cues across the image,
leading to more accurate joint detection in visually complex
situations as shown in several works [20]–[22].

Our work incorporates both decoding approaches to lever-
age their respective strengths. This offers flexibility to bal-
ance the efficiency and accuracy trade-off according to the
user’s specific needs. While our primary focus is on the heat-
map-based decoding method due to its superior accuracy,
including the key-point regression-based method allows our
models to adapt to a wide range of applications.
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2.2 Multi-Person Pose Estimation

The multi-person pose estimation task is more challeng-
ing than single-person pose estimation because it must
determine the number of people and associate detected
joints with the correct person. Multi-person pose estimation
techniques can be divided into top-down and bottom-up
approaches. Top-down approaches [13], [15], [31]–[33] use
generic person detectors to extract a set of boxes from the in-
put images, each of which belongs to a single person. These
methods then apply single-person pose estimators to each
person box to produce multi-person poses, often resulting in
high accuracy per detected person. However, it can be com-
putationally expensive, especially as the number of people
increases. Conversely, the bottom-up approaches [34]–[37]
first identify all the body joints in a single image and then
groups them for each person in the scene. This approach
tends to be more efficient, particularly in crowded scenes,
as it does not require individual person detection before
pose estimation. The trade-off, however, is that the accuracy
of such approaches can be lower, particularly in complex
scenes. In this work, we will follow the top-down approach.

2.3 Convolutional Neural Network Based Approaches

Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) have been exten-
sively used for human pose estimation and achieved high
performance. Notably, the work by Toshev and Szegedy [30]
introduced DeepPose, a pioneering approach utilizing
CNNs to directly regress body joint coordinates, marking
a paradigm shift towards deep learning-based methods
in pose estimation. The performance of such approaches
has been improved by employing multi-stage architectures,
stacking deeper blocks and maintaining high-resolution
and multi-scale representations. Wei et al. [38] introduced
Convolutional Pose Machines, which iteratively refines pre-
dictions through a multi-stage architecture. Concurrently,
Newell et al. [33] proposed Stacked Hourglass Networks,
employing a repeated downsampling and upsampling ar-
chitecture to aggregate features across scales, improving the
precision in localizing key points. Xiao et al. [32] further
improves performance by designing a simple architecture
that stacks transposed convolution layers in ResNet [39] to
produce high-resolution heat maps. Sun et al. [31] proposed
HRNet, a network designed to maintain high-resolution
and multi-scale representations throughout the entire pro-
cess to achieve spatially accurate heat map, significantly
improving accuracy. Inspired by HRNet’s success, Yu et
al. [40] proposed Lite-HRNet, a light-weight version that
utilized conditional channel weighting blocks to exchange
information between different channels and resolutions.

While CNN-based approaches have led to remarkable ad-
vancements in human pose estimation, they come with
inherent limitations, particularly when compared to the
capabilities of recent developments leveraging Vision Trans-
formers (ViTs). One notable disadvantage is their inherent
local receptive fields, which can sometimes limit their ability
to capture long-range dependencies and the global context
as effectively. This limitation can affect the accuracy of
human pose estimation, especially in complex scenes where
understanding the broader context is important.

2.4 Vision Transformer Based Approaches

Vision Transformer and Its Challenges. The Vision Trans-
former (ViT) [41] is a state-of-the-art architecture that has
gained increasing attention in the computer vision field.
ViT processes an image as a sequence of 16 × 16 patches,
each one represented as a token vector. These patch em-
beddings are fed to a transformer encoder, which captures
global relationships among all patches and outputs a global
representation of the image. This representation is then fed
to a simple head to make predictions and has demonstrated
state-of-the-art performance in image classification.

Despite their effectiveness, ViTs use global self-attention
to capture long-range dependencies in images, leading to
a quadratic computational complexity with respect to the
number of tokens. Furthermore, for ViTs to achieve state-
of-the-art performance, they need to be trained on large-
scale datasets such as ImageNet-22K [42] and JFT300M [43],
which typically requires massive computational resources.

Addressing Computational Complexity in ViTs. To ad-
dress this issue, several works have proposed various meth-
ods, including local attention mechanisms [17], [44], sparse
attention mechanisms [45], [46], and data-efficient image
transformers [47]. Additionally, numerous works focus on
reducing the number of tokens that need to be processed by
ViTs, thereby lowering their computational cost.

For example, Token Learner [48] is one approach that aims
to merge and reduce the input tokens into a small set of
important learned tokens. Token Pooling [49] clusters the
tokens and down-samples them, whereas DynamicViT [50]
introduces a token scoring network to identify and remove
redundant tokens. Adaptive Token Sampler [51] adaptively
down-samples input tokens by assigning significance scores
to every token based on the attention weights of the class
token in ViT. Similarly, EViT [52] determines tokens’ impor-
tance scores via attention weights.

Although these techniques successfully reduce the com-
putational complexity of ViTs in classification tasks, the
additional pooling and scoring network can introduce extra
computational overhead. Moreover, the extension of these
approaches to dense prediction tasks, such as human pose
estimation, remains an open question.

Transformer-based Human Pose Estimation. One of the
earliest transformer-based approaches to human pose es-
timation, known as TransPose, was proposed by Yang et
al. [13]. This vanilla transformer network estimates 2D poses
from images via features extracted by CNN encoders and
employs single-head self-attention within the transformer
to model the long-range dependencies.

Li et al. [14] proposed TokenPose, another transformer-based
model that leverages CNN features and incorporates learn-
able joint tokens to explicitly embed each joint. Visual tokens
and joint tokens are then fed to a standard transformer with
global self-attention. To obtain the predicted heat maps, the
joint tokens are mapped to a 2D feature vector by linear pro-
jection. Although visual tokens are simultaneously updated
by the transformer in all layers, they are ignored during
heat-map decoding, resulting in sub-optimal performance.
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Xu et al. [16] introduced ViTPose, a ViT-based approach
that uses a shared ViT encoder trained on multiple datasets
to improve performance. However, it retains ViT’s inher-
ent limitations of quadratic computational complexity and
fixed patch scale. To mitigate the computational complex-
ity, EViTPose utilizes learnable tokens that explicitly learn
joint embeddings to select patches with the most important
information about body joints. In addressing multi-dataset
training, ViTPose uses a shared encoder, whereas our uni-
fied training scheme advances upon this by enabling shared
encoder and decoder training. This not only simplifies the
training process but also enhances the performance.

Multi-Scale Representation in ViTs. Unlike most CNN-
based architectures [39], [40], vanilla ViT-based methods
maintain patches of the same size in all layers, generating
a fixed-scale representation. This is not ideal for dense pre-
diction tasks such as human pose estimation, where people
may appear at different scales in an image.

Multi-scale ViTs [17]–[19] address ViT’s fixed-scale and
quadratic computational complexity issues by constructing
a hierarchical representation and limiting self-attention to a
local window, respectively. To get a multi-scale image rep-
resentation, multi-scale ViTs construct hierarchical represen-
tations by starting from small-sized patches and gradually
merging neighboring patches. For example, Liu et al. [17]
introduced Swin Transformer, a hierarchical ViT whose rep-
resentation is computed with shifted windows, as a general-
purpose backbone for computer vision. Dong et al. [18]
improved the performance by using cross-shaped window
attention and locally-enhanced positional encoding.

Following these, Yuan et al. [15] proposed HRFormer, a
transformer-based pose estimation network that adopts HR-
Net’s [31] multi-resolution parallel design along with local-
window self-attention and depth-wise convolution. Simi-
larly, Xiong et al. [53] uses a pre-trained Swin Transformer to
extract features and utilize a feature pyramid structure for
pose estimation. However, the utilization of local window
self-attention restricts the network’s modeling capability
compared to global self-attention. UniTransPose, similarly,
uses a multiscale encoder with local window attention
and enhances it by incorporating global context through
the Joint Aware Global-Local (JAGL) attention mechanism.
This is achieved by efficiently capturing the global context
leveraging a small number of learnable joint tokens and
propagating it back to the patch tokens.

3 EVITPOSE: VIT-BASED HUMAN POSE ESTIMA-
TION WITH PATCH SELECTION

In this section we describe EViTPose, an efficient vision
transformer for human pose estimation that uses learnable
tokens to select a small number of patches to be processed.
The overall architecture of EViTPose is shown in Figure 1a.

3.1 ViT Encoding
Given an input image X ∈ RH×W×3, where (H,W ) is the
resolution of the image, the task is to find a mapping from X
to the target 2D joint coordinates Y ∈ RJ×2, where J is the
number of body joints for each person in the image. We first

divide X into patches of size 16 × 16, resulting in a set of
patch tokens P ∈ RN×C , where N =

⌈
H
16 × W

16

⌉
and C rep-

resents the channel dimension. We then include J learnable
joint tokens J ∈ RJ×C , which explicitly embed each joint
and are later used to regress the joint 2D coordinates in the
image. Next, we concatenate patch and joint tokens to form
a matrix of input tokens T ∈ R(N+J)×C . The concatenated
tokens are fed to a standard ViT encoder with L transformer
blocks, each consisting of a multi-head self-attention (MSA)
layer and a fully connected MLP layer. Specifically, in each
self-attention layer the output tokens O are computed as

O = Attn(Q,K,V) = AV, A = Softmax(
QK⊤
√
C

), (1)

where Q ∈ R(N+J)×C , K ∈ R(N+J)×C and V ∈ R(N+J)×C

are queries, keys, and values, respectively, which are com-
puted from the input tokens T as in the standard ViT [41],
and A ∈ R(N+J)×(N+J) is the attention matrix.

Given the final feature map of the patches produced by ViT,
we use a classical decoder with two deconvolution blocks,
each with a deconvolution layer, batch normalization, and
ReLU activation to estimate the heat map of J joints. Simi-
larly, a LayerNorm layer followed by a fully connected MLP
layer is used to directly regress the J joint coordinates from
the joint tokens. In this way, the joint tokens are enforced
to learn the important joint-level information to be able to
successfully regress the joint 2D coordinates.

3.2 Improving Efficiency via Patch Selection
Although ViT can model long-range dependencies and is
able to generate a global representation of the image, the
computational complexity increases quadratically with the
number of tokens. However, not all patches in an image con-
tribute equally to the human pose estimation task. Recent
research [13] indicates that the long-range dependencies
between predicted joints are mostly restricted to the body
part regions. Therefore, computing MSA between every
patch in the image is unnecessary as only a few patches
are relevant to the body parts. To this end, we propose to
select a small number of relevant patches while discarding
irrelevant and background patches without re-training the
vision transformer. By selecting only the relevant patches,
we can significantly reduce the computational complexity
as shown in [50], [51], [54] for the classification task.

3.2.1 Off-the-Shelf Pose Estimator Based Patch Selection
One approach to selecting a small subset of relevant patches
is to use an off-the-shelf lightweight pose estimation net-
work to identify a small number of patches that are more
likely to contain the joints. Two methods introduced in our
previous work [55] follow this approach. The first method
employs a breadth-first neighboring search algorithm to
select body joint patches and their neighbors based on esti-
mated pose predictions. Extending this, the second method
selects patches formed by a skeleton of joints, aiming to
identify body patches where lines formed by joint pairs
intersect, utilizing Bresenham’s algorithm [56].

While the aforementioned methods can remove irrelevant
patches before they are processed by ViT and thus enhance
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(a)

Fig. 1: Overall architecture of EViTPose: ViT-based human pose estimation method with patch selection – An image
is passed through a patch embedding layer to obtain patches of size 16 × 16. These patches, along with J learnable
joint tokens, are processed by a ViT with L transformer blocks. Utilizing the joint tokens, the patch selection module
progressively selects patches that more likely contain the most important information about body joints across all blocks
except the last one. The non-selected patches are not processed by the subsequent blocks but are utilized in the heat-map
decoder. The output of the final ViT block is then used by a CNN-based heat-map decoder to estimate the heat map of J
joints, while a simple MLP joint regressor estimates joints directly from the joint tokens.

its efficiency, their reliance on the accuracy of off-the-shelf
pose estimators is a limitation. In this work, we present an
alternative approach for automatically selecting body part
patches via learnable joint tokens that enable the selection of
relevant patches using their corresponding attention maps,
as outlined in Section 3.2.2.

3.2.2 Joint-Token-Based Patch Selection Method
The limitation of the first two patch selection methods
introduced in [55] is that they rely on the performance
of the lightweight off-the-shelf pose estimator. This limita-
tion can become especially problematic when dealing with
complex scenes, as the accuracy of the pose estimator is
often compromised by occlusion, motion, or variations in
camera perspective. As a consequence, this might result in
the selection of irrelevant patches and removing important
patches, leading to suboptimal performance. Therefore, a
more robust approach is required that can adapt to these
challenging scenes without the need for an off-the-shelf pose
estimator. To overcome this limitation, we propose an ap-
proach that involves two key strategies: (i) selecting patches
that more likely contain the most important information
about body joints using a small number of learnable joint
tokens that effectively capture the essential features of body
joints, and (ii) refining the representation of non-selected
patches by leveraging the global information extracted by
the joint tokens to update non-selected patch tokens in
a computationally efficient manner before their exclusion
from further processing in ViT. Since these non-selected
patches will later be utilized in the heat-map decoding stage,
having a more refined representation is beneficial.

Selecting most informative patches via learnable joint
tokens. We select the most important patches using the
learnable joint tokens, which serve as a powerful feature

representation for distinguishing the relevant body part
patches. Specifically, we aim to determine the importance of
each patch in relation to the joint tokens, thereby enabling us
to select the most informative body part patches. To achieve
this, we harness the attention matrix similar to [51], [52],
[57], as the values in A represent the weight of contribution
of input tokens to output tokens. For example, AN+1:N+J,1

denotes the attention weights from the first patch token to
the output tokens ranging from the (N+1)th to the (N+J)th

positions, which correspond to the J joint tokens. Thus, we
can calculate the average contribution weight of a patch
token l to the J joint tokens as follows:

Wl =
1

J

J∑
j=1

AN+j,l. (2)

Following [51], we take the norm of the value of token l, Vl,
into account for calculating the importance score. Thus, the
importance score of the patch token l is:

Il =
Wl × ∥Vl∥∑N

k=1 Wk × ∥Vk∥
, (3)

where l, k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Once the importance scores of each
patch token have been computed, we select the L ≪ N
patch tokens with the highest scores for further processing.

Pruning attention matrix. Our subsequent step involves
pruning the attention matrix A ∈ R(N+J)×(N+J) by select-
ing the rows that correspond to the selected L patch tokens
and J joint tokens, designated as As ∈ R(L+J)×(L+J). Then
the output tokens Os ∈ R(L+J)×C are calculated as follows:

Os = AsVs, (4)
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Fig. 2: Overall architecture of UniTransPose, a multi-scale vision transformer based human pose estimation network
– An input image X ∈ RH×W×3 is fed into a patch embedding layer that divides the image into patches of size 4 × 4. A
linear embedding layer then projects the patch tokens to a C−dimensional vector. The patch tokens along with joint tokens
are processed by four stages. Each stage comprises Joint-Aware Global Local (JAGL) attention blocks, which consist of local
patch-to-patch attention followed by global patch-to-joint, joint-to-joint, and joint-to-patch attention. A convolution layer
(3 × 3, stride 2) is applied between stages to reduce the spatial resolution of the patch tokens and generate a hierarchical
feature map. This operation also doubles the patch tokens’ channel dimension. Consequently, to maintain consistency, a
linear embedding layer is used to double the channel dimension of the joint tokens. The output of each stage is then passed
to a CNN-based decoder to estimate the heat map of the J joints. Meanwhile, the key-point regressor uses the joint tokens
to directly estimate the (x, y) locations of the J joints.

where Vs corresponds to the values of the selected tokens.
These output tokens are then passed as input for the next
blocks.

Refining non-selected patches via joint tokens. Although
only Os will be processed in the next blocks of ViT, the
non-selected patch tokens will still be used during the heat-
map decoding. Therefore, it is important to have a refined
representation of the non-selected patch tokens before they
are excluded from further processing in the next blocks.
Thus, we propose an efficient method that updates these
tokens using the joint tokens only. This approach is moti-
vated by the fact that joint tokens learn global information
and therefore can be used to update the patch tokens in
a computationally efficient manner without the need to
compute contributions from all tokens, which can be com-
putationally expensive. We start by selecting the rows of
the attention matrix A that correspond to the non-selected
patch tokens and the columns that correspond to the joint
tokens, resulting in a sub-matrix Ao ∈ R(N−L)×J . We then
update the non-selected patch tokens using the joint tokens
as follows:

Oo = AoVj , (5)

where Vj ∈ RJ×C corresponds to the values of the joint
tokens.

4 UNITRANSPOSE: MULTISCALE TRANSFORMER-
BASED HUMAN POSE ESTIMATION

In this section, we describe our second approach, Uni-
TransPose: a multi-scale vision transformer for human pose
estimation that addresses the quadratic computational com-
plexity and fixed patch scales of ViTs by restricting the self-
attention computation to a local window and constructing
hierarchical feature maps, respectively. It further enhances

the modeling capability of the model by capturing the global
context via the Joint-Aware Global-Local attention, which
will be detailed further in Section 4.2. We present the overall
architecture of our model, UniTransPose, in Fig. 2.

4.1 Hierarchical Architecture

Similar to several multi-scale ViTs [17]–[19], [58], UniTrans-
Pose employs a ViT encoder that constructs a hierarchical
representation by starting from small-sized patches and
gradually merging neighboring patches in deeper layers,
thus it has the flexibility to model various scales while main-
taining a linear computational complexity. Following [18],
UniTransPose utilizes a cross-shaped local window for si-
multaneously computing self-attention in both horizontal
and vertical directions. Additionally, it introduces a global
attention mechanism that efficiently captures the global
contextual information across the entire image.

As shown in Figure 2, given an input image X ∈ RH×W×3,
the image is embedded into 4 × 4 patches, resulting in
patch tokens, P ∈ RN×C , where N =

⌈
H
4 × W

4

⌉
and

C is the channel dimension, using Convolutional Token
Embedding from [58]. Additionally, we include J learnable
joint tokens J ∈ RJ×C , corresponding to each joint in an
image. Both patch and joint tokens are then processed by
4 stages each containing a different number of Transformer
blocks. A convolutional layer (3 × 3, stride 2) is applied at
each subsequent stage to reduce the spatial resolution of
the patch tokens and generate a hierarchical feature map.
This operation also doubles the channel dimension of the
patch tokens. As a result, a linear embedding layer is used
to double the channel dimension of the joint tokens to main-
tain consistency. Therefore, the output of the four stages is
F0 ∈ RH

4 ×W
4 ×C , F1 ∈ RH

8 ×W
8 ×2C , F2 ∈ RH

16×
W
16×4C , and

F3 ∈ RH
32×

W
32×8C , respectively.
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4.2 Joint Aware Global-Local (JAGL) Attention

As discussed before, the standard Multi-head Self-Attention
(MSA) mechanism used by ViT is a powerful technique for
capturing long-range interactions among all patches in an
image. However, MSA suffers from a quadratic computa-
tional complexity with respect to the number of tokens.
Local window-based self-attention addresses this challenge
by limiting the computation of attention to a small window
of patches, which reduces the computational complexity to
linear with respect to the number of patches. However, this
also reduces the expressivity of the model. The challenge is,
hence, to design an attention mechanism that both captures
global information and is computationally efficient.

To address this, we propose to combine both local and global
attention. Specifically, we propose to compute local attention
among patch tokens to allow for better scalability, and to
compute global attention with the joint tokens, since the
number of patch tokens is much greater than the number of
joint tokens. The joint tokens are trained to predict joint loca-
tions and hence capture global information. Thus, the joint
tokens serve as a bottleneck to efficiently share this global
information with the patch tokens without the need for the
computationally expensive global self-attention between the
patches. We achieve this by using a Joint Aware Global-
Local (JAGL) attention mechanism, which combines local
patch-to-patch attention and global patch-to-joint, joint-to-
joint, and joint-to-patch attention, as described next.

4.2.1 Local Patch-to-Patch Attention
We use the cross-window self-attention approach [18],
which enhances local self-attention by considering the in-
teractions in a cross-shaped window (CW). Specifically, we
divide the M heads into two groups

CW-Headm =


H-Attnm(P, w) if m ∈ [1,

M

2
]

V-Attnm(P, w) if m ∈ (
M

2
,M ]

, (6)

where m is the head index, and H-Attn and V-Attn denote
horizontal and vertical stripe self-attention with window
size w, respectively. Finally, we combine the outputs of both
groups as follows:

P̂ = Local-Attn(P) = Concat{m}(CW-Headm)WL, (7)

where WL ∈ RC×C is a matrix that projects the local-
attention result into the target output dimension.

4.2.2 Global Patch-to-Joint Attention
The global attention layer first computes the cross-attention
between joint tokens and patch tokens updated via local at-
tention. Specifically, given the updated patch tokens, P̂, and
the joint tokens represented by a matrix J, we extract the
joint-level global context Ĵ from the patch tokens using the
following cross-attention mechanism with the joint tokens
as the queries and the patch tokens as keys and values:

Ĵ = Concat{m}(Attn(Wm
QJm,Wm

KP̂m,Wm
V P̂m)), (8)

where WQ, WK and WV denote the projection matrices
for the queries, keys, and values, respectively.

4.2.3 Global Joint-to-Joint Attention
We then perform global self-attention among the joint to-
kens as follows:

J̃ = Concat{m}(Attn(Ŵm
Q Ĵm,Ŵm

K Ĵm,Ŵm
V Ĵm)). (9)

where ŴQ, ŴK , and ŴV denote the projection matrices
for the queries, keys, and values, respectively.

4.2.4 Global Joint-to-Patch Attention
Next, we compute the cross-attention between patch tokens
and updated joint-tokens by using the patch tokens as
queries and the joint-tokens as both keys and values:

P̃ = Concat{m}(Attn(W̃m
Q P̂,W̃m

K J̃m,W̃m
V J̃m)), (10)

where W̃Q, W̃K and W̃V denote the projection matrices
for the queries, keys, and values, respectively. Finally, we
concatenate both updated patch representations as follows:

P = Concat(P̃, P̂)WP , (11)

where WP is a projection matrix that projects concatenated
features to the same dimension as patch tokens P.

Therefore, JAGL efficiently captures the global context uti-
lizing a limited number of learnable joint tokens to gather
and then disseminate it back to the patch tokens, avoiding
the computationally expensive global self-attention among
the significantly larger number of patch tokens.

5 HYBRID KEY-POINT DECODING AND UNIFIED
SKELETAL TRAINING

As previously discussed, the two most common methods
for decoding key-points are heat-map decoding and key-
point regression. While key-point regression is more effi-
cient than heat-map decoding, it is also less accurate and less
robust [20]–[22]. Here, we propose to improve the efficiency
of classical heat-map decoders with an efficient sub-pixel
CNN-based heat-map decoder. In addition, we train our
models with both decoding options, so that during inference
users can choose either the key-point regressor for efficiency
or the heat-map decoder for accuracy and robustness.

5.1 Efficient Sub-Pixel CNN-Based Heat Map Head

In heat-map decoding, the encoder feature maps are fed
to a decoder that produces Gaussian heat maps for each
joint. In the case of multi-scale encoders, hierarchical feature
maps are fed into decoders. Most previous approaches rely
on classical CNN-based decoders [16], [32]. For multi-scale
encoders, hierarchical feature maps are often processed by
decoders such as Feature Pyramid Networks [59], [60].
However, this approach typically involves upsampling the
low-resolution feature maps to the target resolution using
bicubic interpolation before employing a convolutional net-
work, which multiplies the number of parameters and the
amount of computational power required for training by the
square of the desired up-sample scale. Some of the recent
works address this by using a simple decoder that only uses
the last feature map [15], [31]. However, this could limit the
model’s ability to handle humans on multiple scales.
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To address this issue, we propose a Pixel-Shuffle-based
decoder that employs a convolutional network in the lower-
resolution image, instead of the desired output resolution,
and upsamples it using the Pixel-Shuffle operation. Pixel
Shuffle [61] was originally proposed for super-resolution
tasks and has proven to be an efficient method. It pre-
serves information and achieves the same result as regular
transpose convolution, but it requires fewer channels in
the higher-resolution feature map. Specifically, given a low-
resolution feature map FLR ∈ RH×W×C·r2 , where r is
an upsampling factor, we apply 2 layers of convolutions
with a kernel size of 1 × 1 followed by two layers of
convolutions with a kernel size of 3× 3 directly on the low-
resolution feature map, which greatly reduces the computa-
tional complexity. We then apply the pixel shuffle operation,
FHR = PS(FLR, r), to the pixels of the processed low-
resolution feature map to obtain a high-resolution feature
map FHR ∈ RH·r×W ·r×C as:

FHR
(x,y,c) = FLR

(⌊ x
r ⌋,⌊

y
r ⌋,C·r·mod(y,r)+C·mod(x,r)+c), (12)

where x, y are the output pixel coordinates in the high-
resolution space and c is the channel index. After the feature
maps are upsampled to the desired output resolution, we
concatenate them and apply two convolutional layers with
kernel size 3× 3 and 1× 1, respectively.

It is also possible to further increase the efficiency of our
model by utilizing only the last feature map, instead of
the hierarchical feature maps, similar to what the recent
methods do. However, this comes at the expense of reduced
accuracy. This approach may be appropriate for certain use
cases where speed is more important than accuracy.

5.2 Simple Key-point Regression Head
Key-point regression involves predicting the exact coordi-
nates of joints in an image, rather than predicting a heat
map that indicates the likelihood of a joint being present
at each location (as in heat-map decoding). To do this, a
network must predict the x and y coordinates of each joint
separately. In our method, one simple approach is to use a
LayerNorm (LN) layer followed by a fully connected MLP
layer to directly regress the J joint coordinates, Ŷ ∈ RJ×2,
given the joint tokens, J ∈ RJ×C , as follows:

Ŷ = MLP(LN(J)). (13)

5.3 Unified Skeletal Representation and Training
Vision transformers have been shown to be powerful mod-
els for numerous computer vision tasks. However, they
require large-scale datasets to perform well [41], [62]. Many
existing training datasets could be used to help our model
generalize to a wide range of human pose variations. How-
ever, these datasets can have different numbers of joints and
annotation styles (see Fig 3 (a-d) and Sec 6.1), which makes
it challenging to train one model on all datasets.

To address this issue, we propose a unified skeletal repre-
sentation that includes all joints from all datasets (see Fig 3
(e)). However, training on all joints requires defining a loss
that can handle a number of predicted joints that is larger
than the number of ground truth joints. To handle such

variations, we use a weighted L1 and L2 loss function for
joint coordinates and heat-map encoding, respectively:

L1(Ŷr,Yr) =
1

J

J∑
j=1

wj∥Ŷj
r −Yj

r∥1, (14)

L2(Ŷh,Yh) =
1

J

J∑
j=1

wj∥Ŷj
h −Yj

h∥
2
2, (15)

where Ŷr and Yr represent the predicted and ground-
truth 2D joint coordinates, respectively, Ŷh and Yh are the
corresponding Gaussian heat maps, J is the number of joints
of the unified skeletal representation, and wj ∈ [0, 1] is the
weight assigned to joint j. We assign a weight wj = 0
to joints that are not in the ground truth and a weight
wj ∈ (0, 1] to joints in the ground truth depending on the
importance of the joint as provided by the benchmarks.

Our models are trained using a weighted combination (with
weight λ > 0) of a heat-map decoding loss and a key-point
regression loss, i.e.:

L = L2(Ŷh,Yh) + λ · SmoothL1
(Ŷr,Yr). (16)

The heat-map decoding loss, L2(Ŷh,Yh), compares the J
predicted heat maps Ŷh to the J ground-truth Gaussian heat
maps Yh using the weighted L2 loss summed over all pixels
in each one of the J heat maps. The key-point regression
loss, SmoothL1

(Ŷr,Yr), is a smooth L1 loss that compares
the predicted x and y coordinate values Ŷr to the ground-
truth coordinates Yr . The smooth L1 loss combines the L1

and L2 loss functions with the threshold 1
β2 switching from

the L1 to L2 loss function for targets in the range [0, 1
β2 ], i.e.:

SmoothL1(ŶR, YR) =

{
β2

2 · L2, if L1 ≤ 1
β2

L1 − 1
2β2 , otherwise.

(17)

The proposed unified approach has several advantages.
First, it allows our model to learn from any dataset while
being adaptable to different joint numbers and annotation
styles. Second, it simplifies the training process by elimi-
nating the need for separate models trained on different
datasets, which most prior works do. Third, it allows us
to have more key points during inference, giving us more
flexibility in selecting the joints of interest for a particular
application. Overall, this approach significantly improves
the performance of our proposed multi-scale transformer
model on all the benchmarks by learning from a diverse
set of datasets while being adaptable to varying annotation
styles and joint numbers.

6 EXPERIMENTS

6.1 Dataset details

We evaluate our methods on six common 2D pose estima-
tion benchmarks: MS-COCO [23], AI Challenger [24], JRDB-
Pose [25], MPII [26], CrowdPose [27] and OCHuman [28].

The first five datasets are used to train and test the proposed
methods, and OCHuman is used to further test the models’
performance in dealing with occluded people.
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(a) COCO,
.... OCHuman

(b) JRDB (c) MPII (d) AIChallenger,
.... CrowdPose

(e) Unified

Fig. 3: Distinct annotation styles across multiple benchmarks. (a) COCO and OCHuman share a common 17-joint
skeleton. (b) JRDB uses the same number of joints but differs in locations. (c) MPII employs 16 joints. (d) AIChallenger and
CrowdPose use 14 joints. (e) The proposed Unified skeleton comprises all joints present in the various benchmarks.

AI Challenger. A large-scale dataset containing over 300,000
images with a total of 700,000 human poses, annotated
with 14 joints. The images were collected from a variety of
sources and exhibit significant variability in terms of pose,
lighting conditions, and image quality.

JRDB-Pose. This dataset contains a wide range of difficult
scenarios, such as crowded indoor and outdoor locations
with varying scales and occlusion types. It contains 57,687
panoramic frames captured by a social navigation robot,
with a total of 636,000 poses annotated with 17 joints.

MS-COCO. Another large-scale dataset containing more
than 200,000 images in difficult and unpredictable condi-
tions, with 250,000 person instances labeled with 17 joints.

MPII Human Pose Dataset. A popular dataset extracted
from YouTube videos that includes around 25,000 images
containing over 40,000 people annotated with 16 joints.

CrowdPose. A benchmark specifically designed to challenge
human pose estimation models in crowded scenes, where
multiple individuals are present in the same image. It com-
prises over 20,000 images, with annotations for more than
80,000 human instances, each labeled with 14 joints.

OCHuman. A testing benchmark of 4,731 images containing
8,110 heavily occluded people labeled with 17 joints.

6.2 Evaluation metrics

On the MPII benchmark, we adopt the standard PCKh
metric as our performance evaluation metric. PCKh is an
accuracy metric that measures if the predicted key point
and the true joint are within a certain distance threshold
(50% of the head segment length). On the remaining bench-
marks, we adopt standard average precision (AP) as our
main performance evaluation metric. AP is calculated using
Object Keypoint Similarity (OKS) averaged over multiple
OKS values (.50 : .05 : .95). OKS is defined as:

OKS =

∑
i exp(−

d2
i

2s2j2i
)σ(vi > 0)∑

i σ(vi > 0)
, (18)

where di is the Euclidean distance between the detected key
point and the corresponding ground truth, vi is the visibility
flag of the ground truth, s is the person scale, σ is the per-
key-point standard deviation, and ji is a per-joint constant
that controls falloff. OKS measures how close the predicted
key-point location is to the ground-truth key point. OKS has
a value between 0 and 1: the closer the predicted key point
is to the ground truth, the closer OKS is to 1.

6.3 Implementation details

As previously mentioned, all our experiments employ the
common top-down setting for human pose estimation, i.e.,
a person detector is used to detect person instances and the
proposed methods are used to estimate the location of the
joints of the detected instances in the image. The perfor-
mance is then evaluated using Faster-RCNN [63] detection
results for the MS-COCO key-point validation set, with a
detection AP of 56.4 for the person category, following [32].
We follow most of the default training and evaluation set-
tings of mmpose1, except that we change the optimizer to
AdamW [64], a variant of Adam shown to be more effective
for Transformers. AdamW decouples L2 regularization and
weight decay with a learning rate of 5e − 6 and uses
UDP [65] as post-processing. We use λ = 1e− 2 and β = 1.

6.4 Results

Table 1 presents a comprehensive comparison of our meth-
ods (EViTPose and UniTransPose), recent CNN-based meth-
ods such as HRNet [31], and recent transformer-based meth-
ods such as HRFormer [15] and ViTPose [16], across the
six benchmarks. SimpleBaseline employs Resnet-152 as its
backbone, while TransPose and TokenPose employ HRNet-
W48. It is important to note that the backbone parameters
and FLOPs count for these methods have not been included.

The results clearly demonstrate that both our methods
outperform all other convolutional and transformer-based

1. https://github.com/open-mmlab/mmpose, Apache License 2.0
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methods across all benchmarks, except for MPII. The per-
formance gap is especially pronounced on the more chal-
lenging datasets. Notably, even ViTPose-L and ViTPose-H,
which are trained with a shared encoder across multiple
datasets and have three times and nearly seven times more
GFLOPs than our method, respectively, only marginally sur-
pass our approach on MS-COCO and MPII. In contrast, our
methods outperformed both variants on all other datasets
with significantly lower computational costs.

Our experiments show that EViTPose without patch se-
lection performs well, but is computationally expensive.
However, our proposed joint-token-based patch selection
method (EViTPose/JT) and our previous neighboring (EViT-
Pose/N) and skeleton (EViTPose/S) based patch selection
methods from [55] significantly reduce computational costs
while maintaining high accuracy. For instance, we achieve a
reduction of 30% to 44% in GFLOPs with a slight drop in ac-
curacy ranging from 1.1% to 3.5% for COCO, 0% to 0.6% for
MPII, and 0.7% to 3.5% for OCHuman. We can also control
the drop in accuracy by changing the number of selected
patches. The trade-off between performance and computa-
tional complexity for EViTPose/N and EViTPose/JT and a
run-time comparison are presented in the Appendix.

For UniTransPose, the version UniTransPose/C, which uses
the classical CNN heat-map decoder is computationally
inefficient. However, UniTransPose/PS, which uses the pro-
posed pixel shuffle-based efficient decoder, reduces the
GFLOPs by more than half without sacrificing performance.
To further improve efficiency, we can use only the last
feature map (i.e. UniTransPose/LF) instead of hierarchical
feature maps, but this results in a slight drop in perfor-
mance. Most of the compared methods follow this approach.
Similarly, to prioritize efficiency over performance, we can
use the smaller variant (UniTransPose-S), otherwise, we can
use the base variant (UniTransPose-B). Besides, we can use
the regression decoder to gain 28% decrease in computation
compared to the heat-map decoder although it results in a
sub-optimal performance (see Appendix).

Ablation: To assess the impact of the unified skeletal rep-
resentation, we compared the performance of UniTransPose
trained on a single dataset and the unified UniTransPose
trained on multiple datasets. The results shown in Table 2
demonstrate that the performance of UniTransPose signif-
icantly improves with the use of the unified skeleton rep-
resentation and training on multiple datasets. Nonetheless,
UniTransPose trained on a single dataset outperforms cur-
rent state-of-the-art methods. Furthermore, we evaluate the
impact of JAGL attention in contrast to exclusively using
local attention (see Table 3). The results show that local
attention with a cross window outperforms local attention
with a shifted window for the most part. However, the
incorporation of global attention through the joint tokens
in JAGL enhances performance, underscoring the efficacy
of propagating global information to patch tokens.

We also conducted a run-time comparison (measured in
frames per second, FPS) among EViTPose, ViTPose, and
TokenPose. The results in Appendix (Table 4) show that our
Joint-Token-based Patch Selection method (EViTPose-B/JT)
achieves an 88% reduction in GFLOPs and 10× increase in
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ViTPose-L

ViTPose-H

EViTPose-B

EViTPose-B/JT
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Fig. 4: Runtime (FPS) vs GFLOPs comparison – The Joint-
Token-based Patch Selection method (UniTransPose-B/JT)
achieves an 88% reduction in GFLOPs and a 10× (955%)
increase in FPS compared to ViTPose-H, with a minimal
accuracy drop of up to 2.9%.

FPS with respect to ViTPose-H, with a minimal drop in
accuracy of up to 2.9%. Please refer to the supplementary
for further details regarding the implementation, model
variants, and more ablation experiments.

7 CONCLUSION

This work presented two transformer-based approaches to
2D human pose estimation addressing challenges with state-
of-the-art methods. The first method, EViTPose, is a Vision
Transformer-based network that employs patch selection
methods to substantially reduce computational complexity
without compromising accuracy. The proposed patch selec-
tion methods leverage fast pose estimation networks and
learnable joint tokens to achieve a remarkable reduction
in GFLOPs (30% to 44%) across six benchmark datasets,
with only a marginal decline in accuracy (0% to 3.5%).
The second approach, UniTransPose, introduces a multi-
scale transformer with local-global attention coupled with
an efficient sub-pixel CNN decoder and a simple key-
point regressor. Both methods unify joint annotations from
multiple datasets, improving generalization across differ-
ent benchmarks and outperforming previous state-of-the-
art methods in terms of both accuracy and computational
complexity.
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APPENDIX A
IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

To achieve a balance between efficiency and accuracy,
we have developed two versions of our model, namely
UniTransPose-S (Small) and UniTransPose-B (Base), as out-
lined in Table 4. These variants were created by changing
the base channel dimension C and the JAGL block number
in each stage. It’s worth mentioning that each JAGL block
comprises two layers of local attention followed by global
attention.

In the smaller variant, the four stages have 1,10,1, and 1
JAGL blocks respectively, with a base channel dimension of
64. In the base variant, the four stages have 1,2,12, and 1
JAGL blocks respectively, with a channel dimension of 96.
Both variants maintain an expansion ratio of 4 for each MLP
and a stripe width of 1,2,7, and 7 for the four stages of local
attention, respectively. Furthermore, the small variant has
2,4,8, and 16 heads for the four stages in local attention,
while the base variant has 4,8,16, and 32 heads, respectively.
In global attention, the small variant has 1,2,4, and 8 heads
for the four stages, while the base variant has 2,4,8, and 16
heads.

Additionally, both variants utilize a two-layer MLP with
varying channel dimensions as a key-point regressor. The
small variant has an input channel dimension of 512 and
layer channel dimensions of 128 and 2. The base variant
has an input channel dimension of 768 and layer channel
dimensions of 192 and 2.

APPENDIX B
DETAILED EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS

The training methodology largely follows mmpose2,
wherein a default input image resolution of 256 × 192 is
adopted for both model variants. In order to optimize GPU
usage, when training at a resolution of 384×288 or changing
the decoder variants, the model trained at 256×192 with the
pixel-shuffle-based decoder is fine-tuned rather than being
trained from scratch.

During training with a 256 × 192 input, an AdamW [64]
optimizer is employed for 210 epochs with a learning rate
decay by a factor of 10 at the 170-th and 200-th epoch.
The batch size is set to 48, with an initial learning rate of
5e − 6, weight decay of 0.01, and gradient clipping with
a maximum norm of 1. Most of the augmentation and
regularization strategies of mmpose are incorporated into

2. https://github.com/open-mmlab/mmpose, Apache License 2.0
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Fig. 5: Trade-off between accuracy and GFLOPs on three
benchmarks: COCO, MPII, and OCHuman – The perfor-
mance of UniTransPose-B with two patch selection methods:
Neighbors (dashed line) and Joint-Token-based (solid line).
n denotes to the number of neighbors selected and b, p refers
to p number of patches that are removed at block b in the
Joint Tokens method.

training, and λ — which controls how much weight is given
to key-point regression loss — is set to 10e− 2.

For fine-tuning, an AdamW [64] optimizer is used for 30
epochs with a constant learning rate of 9e − 7, weight
decay of 10e − 6, and the same data augmentation and
regularizations as before.

APPENDIX C
ABLATION EXPERIMENTS

Trade-off between accuracy and efficiency. In EViTPose, we
can control the drop in accuracy by changing the number of
patches to be selected. The trade-off between performance
and computational complexity for the neighboring [55] and
joint-token-based patch selection methods is depicted in Fig-
ure 5. The neighboring and skeleton patch selection remove
irrelevant patches before they are processed by ViT, while
the joint-token-based selection method learns to remove
them on the fly. Thus, the first two approaches prioritize
efficiency over accuracy by removing patches early on. For
example, they are effective for addressing the low end range
in Figure 5, where the joint-token-based selection method
performs poorly.

key-point regression versus Heat-Map Decoding. In both
methods, we adopt a flexible approach in our network
training by utilizing both decoding options – key-point
regression and heat-map decoding – to strike a balance
between accuracy and efficiency. This flexibility allows users
to select either the key-point regressor for quick estimates or
the heat-map decoder for more accurate predictions during

TABLE 4: Comparison of architecture details between the smaller (UniTransPose-S) and base (UniTransPose-B) variants,
covering the base channel dimension, number of JAGL blocks, stripe width in local attention, head numbers in local and
global attention for each of the four stages, as well as the channel dimensions used in key-point regression.

Model Channel JAGL Blocks Local Attention Global Attention key-point regressor

Dim. Stripes Width #Heads #Heads Input Chan. Layer Chan.

UniTransPose-S 64 [1, 1, 10, 1] [1, 2, 7, 7] [2, 4, 8, 16] [1, 2, 4, 8] 512 [128, 2]
UniTransPose-B 96 [1, 2, 12, 1] [1, 2, 7, 7] [4, 8, 16, 32] [2, 4, 8, 16] 768 [192, 2]
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TABLE 5: Comparison of key-point decoding options - key-point regression versus heat-map decoding - for a balance
between accuracy and efficiency. key-point regression (UniTransPose/KR) provides quick estimates but is less robust,
while heat-map decoding (UniTransPose/PS) offers more accurate predictions. Note that the heat-map decoder used here
is the efficient pixel-shuffle-based decoder.

Model Input Size Params FLOPs MS-COCO MPII CrowdPose OCHuman JRDB-Pose

AP AR PCKh AP AR AP AR AP AR

PRTR [67] 384× 288 42M 11.0G 68.2 76.0 88.2 - - - - - -
UniTransPose/KR 256× 192 78M 13.0G 68.0 77.2 91.2 60.6 82.4 83.1 89.5 64.4 73.3

UniTransPose/PS 256× 192 84M 18.1G 78.0 83.2 92.5 78.2 86.6 93.5 94.7 73.7 77.0

inference. In the main paper, we presented the results us-
ing the heat-map decoding approach. Here, we present a
comparison of UniTransPose’s simple key-point regression
decoding with the efficient heat-map decoding approach,
as summarized in Table 5. The key-point regression simply
uses the direct regression with Smooth L1 loss. However,
the utilization of advanced techniques such as Residual Log-
likelihood Estimation [66] for regression could potentially
enhance the accuracy of the key-point regression model.

APPENDIX D
VISUAL RESULTS

The pose estimation results of UniTransPose on a few
randomly chosen samples from the MS-COCO dataset are
depicted in Figure 6 to demonstrate its effectiveness. The
accuracy of the results is apparent from the illustrations,
which exhibit challenging scenarios like heavy occlusion,
varying postures, and scales.
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Fig. 6: Visualization of pose estimation results obtained by UniTransPose-B/PS on a few MS-COCO val images.
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