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ABSTRACT
Anomaly detection in videos is a challenging task as anoma-
lies in different videos are of different kinds. Therefore, a
promising way to approach video anomaly detection is by
learning the non-anomalous nature of the video at hand. To
this end, we propose a one-class few-shot learning driven
transformer based approach for anomaly detection in videos
that is self-context aware. Features from the first few con-
secutive non-anomalous frames in a video are used to train
the transformer in predicting the non-anomalous feature of
the subsequent frame. This takes place under the attention
of a self-context learned from the input features themselves.
After the learning, given a few previous frames, the video-
specific transformer is used to infer if a frame is anomalous or
not by comparing the feature predicted by it with the actual.
The effectiveness of the proposed method with respect to the
state-of-the-art is demonstrated through qualitative and quan-
titative results on different standard datasets. We also study
the positive effect of the self-context used in our approach.

Index Terms— Anomaly detection, feature prediction,
transformer network, self-context

1. INTRODUCTION

With an increase in demand of video surveillance systems for
video anomaly detection (VAD), it is becoming increasingly
important to develop intelligent surveillance systems to auto-
matically detect anomalies in different kinds of scenarios [1].
Overcoming the challenging nature of VAD, many recent
approaches on VAD based on deep learning have achieved
significant improvements over classical approaches [2, 3].
These approaches can be generally categorized as reconstruc-
tion based [2,4] and prediction based approaches [1,3]. Most
deep learning based VAD approaches model normality by
training on data without anomaly and infers abnormality in
the testing data using prediction or reconstruction error.

Reconstruction based VAD approaches detect anomalies
by reconstruction of video frames, where low and high recon-
struction errors represent normality and abnormality, respec-
tively. Reconstruction based deep approaches largely include
those based on autoencoders (AE) [2, 5] and its variants such
as convolutional autoencoders (CAE) [6–9]. Prediction based
deep approaches detect anomalies by predicting current frame
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Fig. 1: Schematic of the proposed self-context aware video anomaly
detection through one-class few-shot learning. F1, F2, · · · , FT+1

represent the concatenated spatial and temporal features of a set of
T + 1 consecutive frames I1, I2, · · · , IT+1 in the video. Previous
T frames are used for anomaly detection in the current (T + 1)th

frame, by comparing its predicted feature vector to the actual during
inference. The same loss is used in the network learning using its
initial few non-anomalous frames for the video at hand.

features using that of previous frames. A low /high prediction
error signifies the presence of normal /abnormal events. Pre-
diction based approaches mostly include those using autore-
gressive models (AR) [10, 11], convolutional long short-term
memory (CLSTM) [12] and generative adversarial networks
(GAN) [3, 13–15]. Prediction-based approaches have been
found to be successful in learning the invariances related to
the temporal changes when an anomaly is not present, and
hence, they perform well in VAD [16].

Most of the above deep learning based approaches that
perform well in VAD are trained on a dataset of videos. Given
the varying kinds of anomaly from one video to another, the
scope of designing a model that can be trained through few-
shot learning in the single video at hand would be interesting
to explore. This can significantly reduce the training data re-
quirement and be suitable for videos in different scenarios.
In the last few years, transformers have been found to be ex-
tremely effective in sequence prediction [17]. In transform-
ers, all sequence positions relevant to the encoder’s input are
attended by every sequence position related to the data fed
into the decoder [18]. This aspect can be leveraged to capture
both the relation among and the context of the non-anomalous
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frames of a video through only few-shot learning, as trans-
formers are highly effective in modeling dependencies within
samples in a sequence.

In this paper, we propose an approach for anomaly detec-
tion in a video based on one-class few-shot learning of the
transformer network only using the initial few frames in that
video. Our transformer network’s encoder gets the features
of a few consecutive video frames as the input and its de-
coder predicts the feature vector of the subsequent frame in
the video as the output. The input features into the encoder
are employed as the input to the decoder as well, which allows
them to act as a self-context attending over all the frames in
the input sequence.

The one-class few-shot learning is performed consid-
ering the initial few non-anomalous video frames for the
encoder and decoder inputs. The transformer learns the rela-
tion among the non-anomalous frames to predict the feature
of the subsequent non-anomalous video frame, given the
self-context. After the learning using the few initial non-
anomalous frames of the video at hand, anomaly detection
is performed in the rest of the video or continuously for the
duration required. A frame is marked as anomalous when
its feature vector predicted by our network using a few pre-
vious frames differs from the actual feature vector. During
this inference, we use the actual or predicted (if the actual is
anomalous) features of the previous few frames.

The feature vector of a video frame is obtained by con-
catenating the spatial and temporal features extracted using
the pre-trained ResNet152 [19] and FlowNet2 [20] networks,
respectively. Additionally, temporal consistency is also im-
posed to reduce false positives during the anomaly detection.
The main contributions of this paper are:

• Video-specific one-class few-shot learning based VAD,
where the non-anomalous nature is learned for the
video at hand without any training on a dataset.

• The use of the transformer network for prediction-
based VAD in a way where its sequence dependency
modeling capabilities are thoroughly exploited under
the attention of a self-context.

We demonstrate the superiority of our approach over the state-
of-the-art through experimental results on standard datasets
with different kinds of videos. An ablation study reveals that
the use of the proposed self-context provides a significant
boost to our VAD performance.

Section 2 describes our approach, the experimental results
are given in Section 3, and Section 4 concludes the paper.

2. THE PROPOSED SELF-CONTEXT AWARE
PREDICTION FOR VIDEO ANOMALY DETECTION

A pictorial overview of our proposed approach is shown in
Fig 1. The central issue of the VAD problem in our hand
can be formulated as: Given a few successive previous video
frames represented by their features, we need to estimate the
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Fig. 2: Architecture of the proposed transformer based prediction
module that leverages a self-context.

features in the next frame to decide if it is anomalous or not.

2.1. Video Frame Feature Extraction

We denote the feature vector representing the tth frame in a
sequence of video frames as Ft, which is obtained by concate-
nating spatial and temporal features following usual norms [6,
21]. We consider the features Ri, i = 1, 2, . . . , 512, extracted
using the pretrained ResNet512 of [19] on the video frame as
the spatial features, and the features Oi, i = 1, 2, . . . ,mn, ex-
tracted using pretrained FlowNet2 of [20] on the video with
frame size m× n.

2.2. Our Transformer based Prediction for VAD

The architecture of the transformer based self-context aware
prediction module is shown in Fig. 2, on which a one-class
few-shot learning strategy is applied for anomaly detection
during the inference. We consider a transformer [18] with
substantially fewer number of encoder and decoder layers
than usual, which we find is sufficient for our learning prob-
lem. While the encoder of the network contains the two stan-
dard modules of Multi-head Self-Attention (MSA) & Layer
Normalization (LN), and Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) &
LN both repeated only twice, the decoder contains the afore-
said modules along with the standard module of Multi-head
Cross-Attention (MCA) & LN again all of them repeated only
twice (See Fig 2).

The feature vectors extracted from a few consecutive
video frames are given as the sequence input to the encoder,
acting upon which the decoder only predicts the feature vec-
tor of the next video frame after the sequence. The same
input sequence is also fed into the decoder, and therefore, a
learned representation of the input sequence (from encoder)
is attended by another learned representation of the same



sequence (from decoder) at the MCA modules in the decoder
forming the self-context.

Consider a sequence of feature vectors extracted from T
consecutive video frames as F1, F2, . . . , FT , and we estimate
F̂T+1 in an attempt to predict FT+1 from Ft, t = 1, 2, . . . , T .
The feature vectors F1, F2, . . . , FT are subjected to a learn-
able linear layer ω obtaining T vectors of a dimension as re-
quired by the transformer. Positional encoding [18] is then
applied to embed the sequence position information yielding
T position-aware feature vectors z1, z2, ..., zT , which are fed
as the sequence input to the transformer’s encoder ΓE consist-
ing of just 2 layers of the standard MSA & LN and MLP & LN
modules of [18]. The encoder provides a latent representation
u of the input feature vector sequence Ft, t = 1, 2, . . . , T .
Therefore, we have:

zt = ω (Ft) + P (t), t ∈ 1, ..., T (1)
u = ΓE(Z), Z = {z1, z2, ..., zT } (2)

where P (t) denotes the positional code value for the tth fea-
ture vector Ft. The output u from the last layer of the encoder
is fed into the decoder at all its MCA modules.

The position-aware feature vectors z1, z2, ..., zT are also
fed to the transformer’s decoder ΓD. The decoder’s output
is subjected to a learnable linear layer ϕ, which provides
only the estimate F̂T+1 for the input feature vector sequence
Ft, t = 1, 2, . . . , T . Therefore, we have:

F̂T+1 = ϕ(ΓD(Z, u)), Z = {z1, z2, ..., zT } (3)

Note that, as our transformer predicts only F̂T+1 from the
input sequence Ft, t = 1, 2, . . . , T , which does not contain
FT+1, we do not require the mask function [18] used in the
standard transformer. Further, we also do not require any re-
cursion, where the output of the decoder is supplied as its in-
put. The decoder ΓD consists of just 2 layers of the standard
MSA & LN, MCA& LN, MLP & LN modules and both the
MCA modules receive u as the ‘value’ and ‘key’ quantities
from the encoder ΓE to be attended by the ‘query’ from ΓD

itself.
One-class Few-shot Learning: For the video at hand, we

consider that an initial consecutive sequence of N frames
(few-shot) are non-anomalous (one class), and their feature
vectors F1, F2, ..., FN are used to pool multiple sets of T + 1
consecutive feature vectors for the transformer learning. A
set of consecutive T video frames’ feature vectors are used
to predict the (T + 1)

th frame’s feature vector. In an epoch,
every set of T + 1 consecutive feature vectors available from
the N feature vectors are considered in random order with
one set representing a learning iteration. For the learning, we
consider the mean square error (MSE) loss function (∼ norm
of vector difference) between a predicted feature vector F̂T+1

and the corresponding actual feature vector FT+1 as follows:

LMSE =
1

D

D∑
j=1

(FT+1(j)− F̂T+1(j))
2 (4)

where, FT+1 is of dimension D = 512 +mn.
Inference for Anomaly Detection: All the frames in the

video except the few initial ones used for learning are consid-
ered here for anomaly detection. To detect whether a frame
is anomalous or not, the previous T frames are considered for
the input to the transformer. As our transformer is trained
to predict the non-anomalous feature vector of the current
frame given a sequence of previous frames as input, the cur-
rent frame will naturally be marked as anomalous if the pre-
dicted feature vector differs from its actual feature vector. We
compute the difference (anomaly score) as the LMSE (norm
square of vector difference) between the actual and the pre-
dicted feature vectors. If for the tth frame, LMSE(t) ≥ Th,
then the frame is marked as an anomaly, where Th is the post-
convergence average LMSE for all the N−T predictions per-
formed during the learning in the video at hand. Note that, as
our transformer works with non-anomalous features of con-
secutive frames as inputs for the prediction, the predicted fea-
ture vectors of the frames already marked as anomalous are
considered in subsequent predictions for anomaly detection
in the forthcoming frames, instead of the corresponding actual
feature vectors. Finally, a temporal consistency is imposed by
considering a frame as anomalous only when the frames in
their immediate temporal neighborhood are also anomalous.

Table 1: Result comparison for UCSD Ped2, CUHK Avenue, and
ShanghaiTech Campus datasets using Frame-level AUC (%)

Method Ped2 Avenue ShanghaiTech
ConvLSTM-AE [12], 2017 88.1 77.0 ×
Zhu et al. [2], 2018 97.1 × ×
FFP+MC [13], 2018 95.4 85.1 72.8
ISTL [4], 2019 91.1 76.8 ×
Abati et al. [10], 2019 95.4 × 72.5
Chen et. al. [14], 2020 96.6 × ×
DSTN [3], 2020 95.5 87.9 ×
Multispace [15], 2020 95.4 86.8 73.6
ST-CaAE [6], 2020 92.9 83.5 ×
Doshi et al. [21], 2020 97.8 86.4 71.6
Wang et al. [7], 2021 96.0 86.3 74.5
Anomaly3D [8], 2021 95.8 89.2 80.6
Msm-net [16], 2021 96.8 87.4 74.2
ROADMAP [1], 2021 96.3 88.3 76.6
TRD [11], 2021 98.2 89.3 80.2
Chang et al. [5], 2022 96.7 87.1 73.7
STCEN [9], 2022 96.9 86.6 73.8
Ours 98.6 89.4 80.6

3. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Datasets and Evaluation Metrics: We present the qualita-
tive and quantitative results of our VAD approach consider-
ing videos from three frequently used datasets, namely, the
UCSD Pedestrian 2 (Ped2) dataset [22], the CUHK Avenue
dataset [23], and the ShanghaiTech Campus dataset [13]. The
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anomaly in the Ped2 dataset is non-pedestrians in a pedestrian
path, anomalies in the Avenue dataset are running, moving in
wrong direction and strange actions such as throwing, danc-
ing etc., and anomalies in the ShanghaiTech dataset include
running, skating and biking. We compare our model with sev-
eral state-of-the-art methods using AUC at frame level [10,
15] and ROC curve, which are standard measures [10, 15].

Implementation Details: In the proposed network, we
consider just 2 layers of the modules in the transformer’s en-
coder and decoder with the input dimension as 512. The num-
ber of heads used in the various multi-head attention modules
is 2. We take N = 50, which is the number of initial non-
anomalous frames considered for learning, and consider T =
10, which is the number of previous frames given at the input
to perform the prediction related to the current frame. We use
the Adam optimizer (lr = 0.01, β = (0.9,0.98)) for the training,
which runs for 100 epochs in a video.
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Avenue, and (c) ShanghaiTech Campus datasets.

3.1. Results and Discussion

Our approach is quantitatively compared with around 17 ex-
isting approaches including the state-of-the-art on the three
datasets. Table 1 shows the quantitative results of the differ-
ent approaches including ours. We observe that our approach
performs the best in terms of frame-level AUC on the Ped2
and Avenue datasets, and performs at par with the state-of-
the-art on the ShanghaiTech dataset. The ROC curves for the
three datasets shown in Figs. 4(a), (b) and (c) correspond to
some of the AUC results in Table 1 including ours, where
our approach is found to perform at least as good as the other
compared methods. From the above observations, we find that
the performance of our approach surpasses the state-of-the-art
on the three datasets, which contain varied types of normality
ranging from low to high complexity. For qualitative analysis,
we visualize the anomaly score (LMSE) for a set of frames

in a video each from the three datasets in Figs. 3(a), (b) and
(c), where the corresponding thresholds on the anomaly score
to detect anomalous activities are also given. As observed
in the figure, our approach successfully detects a vehicle in
pedestrian path, skipping and running as anomalous events as
required. In Fig. 3(d), loss curves of our one-class few-shot
learning on videos from the three datasets are given, which
shows its efficiency represented by the fast convergence.

Ablation study: To understand the effect of the features
used and the proposed use of self-context in our approach,
an ablation study is performed using the Avenue dataset. Ta-
ble 2 lists the results, where it is observed that Model I ,which
uses only the temporal features, performs better than Model
II, which uses only the spatial features. Temporal features
may be more important as anomalies in videos are mostly de-
scribed by movements. Additionally, we observe that Model
IV using both the feature types performs better than Model II,
indicating the positive contribution of spatial features, which
capture variations in the target /object appearance. Finally,
consider the improvement achieved by Model IV (our final
model) compared to Model III. The use of the input to the en-
coder into the decoder as well to form the self-context in our
model is not considered in Model III, where a single pipeline
with 2 layers of MSA & LN and MLP & LN modules are
only used. The improvement highlights the significance of
our proposed exploitation of a self-context for VAD.

Table 2: An ablation study of our approach on the CUHK Avenue
dataset. DSF - Self-Context in the Decoder.

Model ResNet FlowNet DSF AUC %

Model I × ✓ ✓ 79.5
Model II ✓ × ✓ 55.0
Model III ✓ ✓ × 81.5
Model IV ✓ ✓ ✓ 89.4

4. CONCLUSION

A video anomaly detection approach has been proposed based
on a one-class few-shot learning driven transformer predic-
tion network that considers a self-context. Our learning strat-
egy works on the video at hand, which not only reduces the
training data requirement but also allows the capture of the
video-relevant non-anomalous nature. Our approach has been
found to perform well in comparison to the state-of-the-art on
videos with different anomaly varieties, with the use of self-
context resulting in a significant performance increase.
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