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Abstract—Text-based Person Retrieval (TPR) as a multi-
modal task, which aims to retrieve the target person from a
pool of candidate images given a text description, has recently
garnered considerable attention due to the progress of contrastive
visual-language pre-trained model. Prior works leverage pre-
trained CLIP to extract person visual and textual features
and fully fine-tune the entire network, which have shown no-
table performance improvements compared to uni-modal pre-
training models. However, full-tuning a large model is prone
to overfitting and hinders the generalization ability. In this
paper, we propose a novel Unified Parameter-Efficient Trans-
fer Learning (PETL) method for Text-based Person Retrieval
(UP-Person) to thoroughly transfer the multi-modal knowledge
from CLIP. Specifically, UP-Person simultaneously integrates
three lightweight PETL components including Prefix, LoRA and
Adapter, where Prefix and LoRA are devised together to mine
local information with task-specific information prompts, and
Adapter is designed to adjust global feature representations.
Additionally, two vanilla submodules are optimized to adapt
to the unified architecture of TPR. For one thing, S-Prefix is
proposed to boost attention of prefix and enhance the gradient
propagation of prefix tokens, which improves the flexibility and
performance of the vanilla prefix. For another thing, L-Adapter is
designed in parallel with layer normalization to adjust the overall
distribution, which can resolve conflicts caused by overlap and
interaction among multiple submodules. Extensive experimental
results demonstrate that our UP-Person achieves state-of-the-art
results across various person retrieval datasets, including CUHK-
PEDES, ICFG-PEDES and RSTPReid while merely fine-tuning
4.7% parameters. Code is available at https://github.com/Liu-
Yating/UP-Person.

Index Terms—Text-based Person Retrieval, parameter-efficient
transfer learning, unified architecture, cross-modal retrieval.

I. INTRODUCTION

TEXT-based Person Retrieval (TPR) [1] aims to locate the
person of interest from a large pool of candidates given

a pedestrian description, which is a cross-task that integrates
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Fig. 1. The motivation for our proposed method. (a) shows how PETL-
based methods can transfer TPR-specific knowledge from both CLIP and
training data, whereas full-tuning relies solely on the training data as its
knowledge source. Full-tuning (lower) only utilizes the knowledge of the
pre-trained CLIP at initialization and almost loses the original knowledge,
which thus only retains the knowledge of TPR from training datasets (PKT).
PETL (upper) fine-tunes a small parameters and keeps CLIP backbone frozen,
which means that it can integrate both TPR-specific within CLIP (PKC) due
to the retained parameters of original CLIP and TPR-specific knowledge
from training data (PKT). Therefore, PETL methods can incorporate more
knowledge compared to full-tuning if rationally designed. (b) On CUHK-
PEDES, our approach reduces 95.1% training parameters and gains an
improvement by 5.98% on R@1 compared to the full-tuning CLIP.

person re-identification (Re-ID) [2] with cross-modal retrieval
[3]. The core of TPR is to establish the matching relationship
between person images and texts. Compared to conventional
image-based person retrieval (Re-ID) [2], [4]–[6] and attribute-
based person retrieval [7], text-based person retrieval [8] pro-
vides a more intuitive and convenient way by forming queries
with natural language descriptions, thus attracts increasing
attention from both academia and industry, benefiting a variety
of applications, such as security surveillance and intelligent
transportation.

As large foundation models expand, the embedded knowl-
edge becomes increasingly abundant. Consequently, it is cru-
cial to explore how to effectively transfer these pre-trained
models to downstream tasks in order to maximize knowledge
utilization. The great success in Vision-Language Pre-training
(VLP) has recently shown a strong cross-modal transfer ca-
pability in various vision-language understanding tasks [9] ,
where the most representative work is Contrastive Language-
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Image Pre-training (CLIP) [10]. With 400M web-crawled
trainable image-text pairs, CLIP contains abundant generic
knowledge learned from the large-scale dataset. Besides, the
pre-trained encoders of CLIP have greater cross-modal match-
ing potential due to its two-branch contrastive architecture
than uni-modal encoders, i.e., ViT [11] for vision, BERT [12]
for language. Therefore, several works [13], [14] adopt CLIP
as the backbone, and propose multi-level matching modules
to achieve CLIP-based cross-modal interactions from coarse
to fine with fully fine-tuning, which leads to a significant
improvement compared to many previous uni-modal retrieval
frameworks [15]–[18]. However, this full-tuning paradigm
faces two fatal issues: (1) it has a high risk of overfitting
on limited task-specific training datasets as the scale of large
pre-trained models continues to increase, and (2) training
and storing a completely new large model for each dataset
independently is expensive in practice.

An elegant solution to the above-mentioned problems
is Parameter-Efficient Transfer Learning (PETL) [19], i.e.,
Adapter [20], LoRA [21], Prefix [22], Prompt [23] and other
related variants [24]–[26], which can achieve comparable or
superior performance only with fine-tuning a few parame-
ters of large models. As shown in Figure 1(a), full-tuning
(lower) only utilizes the knowledge of the pre-trained CLIP
at initialization stage and almost loses the original knowledge
embedded in network. On the contrary, the CLIP backbone
is frozen and preserved in PETL paradigm (upper). Guided
by PETL-related components, TPR-specific knowledge within
CLIP is effectively transferred as the parameters of the original
CLIP remain unchanged. The rich knowledge of CLIP about
visual objects and textual descriptions can serve as knowledge
complementarity for fine-grained TPR task. Consequently,
PETL facilitates learning both task-specific knowledge from
general CLIP and knowledge from the training dataset, making
it superior to full-tuning in terms of knowledge retention,
particularly in our scenarios with limited training data.

However, PETL paradigm is not well explored in TPR.
CSKT [27] makes the first attempt to explore CLIP with
PETL-related methods on TPR and proposes a novel bidi-
rectional multi-modal prompt-tuning, which attains superior
performance only with fine-tuning 7.4% parameters of CLIP.
This existing PETL-based method only focuses on the global
feature representation, and has not sufficiently transferred both
global and local information from multiple views of CLIP. The
depth of exploration by PETL on TPR still remains limited.
This prompts us to consider whether it is feasible to design a
unified PETL framework for TPR from a more comprehensive
perspective.

In this paper, our target is to investigate how to design a sim-
ple, effective and parameter-efficient unified transfer learn-
ing architecture based on multiple lightweight PETL methods.
A serious concern on unifying various PETL methods is
component conflict, where the performance drops significantly
in practice when a single PETL component is incorporated into
a unified framework. This occurs as the original structures of
multiple PETL components overlap and interact, potentially
disrupting the intended optimization direction. Consequently,
it is crucial to design a unified framework where different

components do not interfere with each other and can work
cooperatively. Another issue we observe is that when the
vanilla prefix component is adapted to TPR, it shows a poor
performance compared to the approximate PETL submodule
such as prompt-tuning in CSKT [27]. Thus, we consider
whether we could optimize the vanilla PETL components for
better synergy in the unified framework.

To address the aforementioned issues, we propose a novel
Unified Parameter-Efficient Transfer Learning (PETL) method
for Text-based Person Retrieval (UP-Person). UP-Person im-
plements a comprehensive PETL-based method to enhance
knowledge transferring without requiring any additional com-
plex cross-modal interaction modules. Specifically, as shown
in Figure 2, in a transformer block of CLIP, we design and
unify three submodules based on Prefix, LoRA and Adapter
to adapt to TPR task. LoRA is incorporated to modify the
weights of Multi-Head Attention (MHA), allowing the model
to capture more nuanced and local features and relationships
in TPR that the original CLIP cannot fully uncover. Prefix
is prepended to the keys and values of MHA to enrich task-
specific information for TPR. Adapter is designed in layer nor-
malization (layernorm) to adjust the overall distribution from
a global perspective. Meanwhile, we propose two improved
submodules: Salable Prefix (S-Prefix) and Layernorm Adapter
(L-Adapter). S-Prefix is introduced to enhance gradient back-
ward propagation of prefix embeddings, which improves both
the flexibility and performance of the vanilla prefix. L-Adapter
is designed in parallel with layernorm, alongside the residual
connection, to get rid of component conflicts. Our method
demonstrates greater advantages in data-scarce scenarios es-
pecially in RSTPReid dataset. It achieves better performance
and parameter-efficiency with negligible sacrifice in inference
efficiency, and reduces computation and storage costs. Our
contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose a unified parameter-efficient transfer learning
method for text-based person retrieval. To the best of our
knowledge, our study is the first attempt to investigate
the unified PETL framework for TPR, which effectively
transfers both global and local knowledge, along with
task-specific knowledge, to TPR task with very fewer
computation and storage costs.

• To optimize the PETL components for better synergy,
we further develop two improved PETL components,
respectively: (1) a scalable prefix in attention named S-
Prefix, and (2) a novel adapter L-Adapter designed in
parallel with layernorm of blocks.

• Extensive experiments show that UP-Person achieves
superior performance compared with the prior state-of-
the art on three public datasets while merely fine-tuning
4.7% parameters.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we will briefly review the most rele-
vant study including vision-language pre-training, parameter-
efficient transfer learning, and text-based person retrieval.
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A. Vision-Language Pre-training.

Vision-Language Pre-training (VLP), incorporating both
image-text and video-text pre-training, focuses on learning
semantic correspondence between heterogeneous modalities
through pre-training on large datasets. Generally, VLP models
include five modules: vision encoder, text encoder, multimodal
fusion, decoder (optional) and pre-training objective.

For vision encoder, VLP models in recent works [10],
[28], [29] adopt a pre-trained vision transformer to encode
patch embeddings, such as ViT [11] or swin transformer [30].
For language, textual pre-trained transformer like BERT [12]
can be utilized to encode word embeddings. Furthermore,
models can be categorized into two types from the multi-
modal fusion perspective: dual-stream and single-stream. For
former, text and visual features are independently encoded by
two transformer branches [10], [28], [29]. The latter single-
stream models [31], [32] concatenate the text and visual
features and then input them into a single shared transformer
structure, which have less parameters compared with dual-
stream models. In addition to VLP models that solely employ
an encoder, the encoder-decoder architecture [32] incorporates
a decoder structure, which feeds the representations into a
encoder first and then sends outputs to an decoder. Decoder
is extremely helpful when combining other generative tasks
such as image captioning and Visual Question Answering
(VQA). The VLP models are trained in an end-to-end manner
under the guidance of the pre-training objectives [9], such
as Masked Language Modeling (MLM), Next Sequence Pre-
diction (NSP), Masked Vision Modeling (MVM), Image-Text
Matching (ITM), Image-Text Contrastive (ITC), Word-Region
Alignment (WGA) and other task-specific objectives.

In addition to model architecture, the huge training datasets
are crucial to performance improvement of VLP models. The
common pre-training datasets like LAION-400M [33] and
LAION-5B [34] are mainly composed of numerous public
image-caption pairs, visual questions and answers, or larger
crawled data from internet. The abundant knowledge em-
bedded in VLP can be applied to a broad range of down-
stream tasks including cross-modal classification, regression,
generation and retrieval. In this work, we focus on text-based
person retrieval based on vision-language pre-training model
CLIP (400M trainable image-text pairs) due to its general
knowledge, and aim to bridge the gap between pre-training
large models and downstream tasks by transfer learning.

B. Parameter-Efficient Transfer Learning.

With the rapid advancement of large models, parameter-
efficient transfer learning (PETL) [19] has gained substantial
attention from researchers . In this work, we focus on leverag-
ing vision-language models to effectively transfer and enhance
knowledge for the downstream TPR task, with a particular
emphasis on PETL techniques.

As the size of pre-trained models continues to increase, from
language models like BERT [12] with 110 million parameters
to Yi-VL-34B [35] with 34 billion parameters and llama 3 [36]
with 70 billion parameters, full fine-tuning will be more and

more time-consuming, computationally expensive and storage-
inefficient, especially for multiple domains. PETL has emerged
as a viable strategy to compensate for the above disadvantages
of full-tuning, which can be broadly categorized into three
types [19]: additive fine-tuning, reparameterized fine-tuning
and selective fine-tuning. Additive fine-tuning methods such
as Adapter [37], Prompt [23] and Prefix [22] were initially
introduced to facilitate the transfer of large language models to
specific downstream tasks by inserting additional parameters to
models. LoRA [21] as a representative method for reparame-
terized fine-tuning methods, utilizes low-rank decomposition
to reconstruct the weight matrices. Selective fine-tuning aims
to reduce the number of fine-tuned parameters by selecting a
subset of pre-trained parameters, such as Bitfit [38].

Subsequently, inspired by PETL in NLP, solutions like
VPT [39] and AdapterFormer [40] have emerged to address
challenges in vision transfer learning. With the success of
VLP [9], PETL on VLP becomes a novel trend. Cross-modal
prompt called MaPLe [41] and cross-modal adapter [42] are
proposed in both vision and language branches and further
achieve cross-modal interactions. In CSKT [27], PETL is first
successfully incorporated in CLIP for TPR, which provides
an effective solution by reducing the number of fine-tuning
parameters and training time while achieving comparable
performance to full fine-tuning. In this work, our aim is to
develop a more effective and parameter-efficient unified PETL
method based on CLIP for TPR, which can transfer more
comprehensive information to achieve better performance
while fine-tuning fewer parameters. We focus on three most
representative PETL approaches, including Adapter, LoRA
and Prefix.

C. Text-based Person Retrieval.

Text-based Person Retrieval (TPR) was first proposed by Li
et al. [1] to solve the problem that the target query images are
not always available in real-world scenario, which is a trending
topic in intelligent surveillance research [2], [43]–[46], which
also includes crowd counting, object detection and tracking,
person re-identification, anomaly detection, etc. The central
challenge of TPR lies in aligning the person image and text
from different modals efficiently.

An early trend in TPR is adopting different uni-modal
backbones [15]–[18], [47], [48] such as ResNet, ViT, LSTM
or BERT to extract vision and language features, and then
two types of representations are aligned by global or local
matching methods. Global matching methods [1], [16], [49]
align images and texts into a joint embedding space by de-
signing cross-modal matching loss functions. Although global
matching is simple and efficient, it struggles to comprehend
more localized information. This limitation often leads to poor
retrieval performance, even when a synthetic loss function is
employed. Therefore, local matching is proposed to explicitly
explore visual-textual salient part pairs for semantic alignment,
e.g., human body parts, person strips or regions for image
[47], [50]–[52], phrases or words for text [15], [52]–[54].
Afterwards, implicit matching mechanisms are adopted to
extract subtle visual-textual cues such as hairstyle and logo
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by implicit modeling such as masked language and vision
modeling loss [13], [15], [17], [55]. However, above local and
implicit mechanisms typically introduce additional complex
multi-level feature extraction or alignment modules. Mean-
while, the generalization ability of uni-modal models is limited
by their independent single-branch pre-training structure.

Recently, Vision-Language Pre-training (VLP) models [10],
[28], [29], [56], [57] such as CLIP, ALBEF or BLIP have
focused on cross-modal representation learning for two modal-
ities simultaneously, which provides more powerful cross-
modal capacities from a huge amount of image-text pairs.
Moreover, due to the lightweight architecture of CLIP com-
pared with other more complex VLP models and its abun-
dant image-text corpus, a current trend in text-based person
retrieval is to transfer the general knowledge of CLIP to the
person domain. Specifically, IRRA [13] proposes a cross-
modal implicit relation reasoning and aligning framework to
achieve CLIP-based fine-grained implicit matching with MLM
loss. CFine [14] designs multi-grained, cross-grained and
fine-grained interactions based on CLIP to mine cross-modal
correspondences from coarse to fine. CSKT [27] first proposes
a novel parameter-efficient method to achieve transfer learning
efficiently and effectively under PETL, which introduces a new
PETL-based paradigm on CLIP, only training 12M parameters
while outperforming the performance of full-tuning CLIP. In
CSKT, two PETL-related methods are constructed: bidirec-
tional prompts on the input side and dual adapters on the
output side of Multi-Head Attention (MHA), which provide a
collaborative mechanism to prompt cross-modal fusion deeply
and transfer knowledge of CLIP with less computational costs.
In this work, we further mine the knowledge within CLIP and
aim to propose a more unified PETL framework for TPR.
Unlike existing methods which focus on a specific PETL or
fully fine-tuning techniques, UP-Person unifies and optimizes
multiple PETL methods to leverage their complementary
strengths, and designs a robust and easily scalable architecture
for TPR. It outperforms previous approaches while ensuring
parameter efficiency.

III. PRELIMINARIES

PETL keeps the pre-trained model frozen and tunes a small
number of learnable parameters. Several state-of-the-art PETL
methods are introduced in the following.

Adapter. Adapter [37] inserts small modules into trans-
former layers, which typically employs a down-projection
Wdown ∈ Rd×m to map the input x to a lower-dimensional
space defined by the bottleneck dimension m, followed by a
nonlinear activation function f like ReLU function and an up-
projection with Wup ∈ Rm×d. Finally, adapter is incorporated
with a residual connection, the output x′ is formulated as:

x′ ← x+ f (xWdown )Wup . (1)

The vanilla sequential structure [37] positions two above
adapters in series within a layer of the transformer: one
following the MHA sublayer and another following the MLP
sublayer. He et al. [58] have proposed an alternative adapter
variant that is parallel with MHA or MLP sublayer:

h′ ← h (x) + f (xWdown )Wup , (2)

where h(x) is the output of the original x by MHA or MLP,
and h′ represents the final output with a parallel adapter.

LoRA. LoRA [21] incorporates low-rank trainable matri-
ces into transformer layers with the aim of providing an
approximation to weight updates. For a pre-trained weight
matrix W ∈ Rd×k, LoRA can update it with a low-rank
decomposition:

W +∆W = W +WdownWup, (3)

where Wdown ∈ Rd×r and Wup ∈ Rr×k are learnable.
For the input x to a linear projection y = xW , LoRA alters

the output y = xW to y′ in the following manner:

y′ ← x (W + s ·Wdown Wup ) = xW + s · xWdown Wup , (4)

where s is a learnable scalar hyper-parameter. It is noteworthy
that LoRA as a reparameterized method, can merge the weight
updates into original weights during inference stage, which
decreases computation costs.

Prefix and Prompt Tuning. They incorporate tunable
tokens, where the former is added to the input of a transformer
block, the latter is prepended to the keys and values of
attention. We will separately explicate the two methods.

Formally, for the input x ∈ Rn×d of attention module, the
original query, key, and value are denoted as Q = xWq , K =
xWk, V = xWv . Attention (Attn) is formulated as:

Attn (Q,K, V ) = softmax

(
QKT

√
d

)
V.

Prefix Tuning (Pre-T) [22] prepends two prefix tokens
Pk,Pv ∈ Rl×d to K,V ∈ Rn×d respectively. Therefore,
attention is modified as:

y′ = Attn (Q, [Pk;K] , [Pv;V ]) , (5)

where [·; ·] stands for concatenation operation. The multi-head
attention (MHA) with h heads is omitted for brevity.

Prompt Tuning (Pro-T) [59] prepends prompts P ∈ Rl×d

to the input tokens x ∈ Rn×d, which is equivalent to
concatenate the same prompt PW to xW , denoted as:

y′ = Attn([PWq;Q], [PWk;K], [PWv;V ]). (6)

IV. METHOD

In this section, we illustrate each component of our method
in detail. First, we provide a detailed description of our image
and text encoder in Section IV-A. Then, the architecture of
the unified PETL is explained in Section IV-B. Finally, we
present the proposed submodules S-Prefix and L-Adapter in
Section IV-C.

A. Feature Extraction

For a set of person images I = {I1, I2, . . . , In} paired
with corresponding text queries T = {T1, T2, . . . , Tn}, text-
based person image retrieval is carried out by evaluating the
similarity between each text query and every image, and then
the target person image is returned with the highest similarity
score. The initial phase involves feature extraction for both
vision and language branches.
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Fig. 2. Overview of the proposed UP-Person framework. Left is the overall backbone of UP-Person, which consists of image encoder and text encoder
based on CLIP, two PETL modules for both encoders, and one parameter-free loss function constraint SDM as optimization objective. Only a few parameters
in PETL modules are fine-tuned in training phase, while the other original full backbone of CLIP is frozen. Right is the implementation details of one
transformer block for both image and text encoders. In addition to prefix tokens in the keys and values of MHA, S-Prefix proposes a Sp factor in attention
calculator to enhance gradient propagation of prefix tokens. L-Adapter is proposed in two normalization layers to adjust the overall distribution and avoid
submodule conflicts. LoRA is inserted to update the weights of keys and values. Overall, L-Adapter helps transfer global pedestrian features, while LoRA
and S-Prefix, working together in MHA, focus on attention to promote local knowledge transferring for TPR. All blocks with dashed borderlines represent
the fine-tuned modules. On the far right are the more specific implementation details of our L-Adapter and S-Prefix.

Image Encoder. We adopt the visual backbone of CLIP
(ViT-B/16) [60] as our image encoder. We first partition the
image I ∈ RH×W×C into a sequence of N = H×W/P 2 non-
overlapping patches, where P is the patch size. The patches are
then mapped to embeddings with a linear projection and added
with positional embeddings to enhance spatial information.
Subsequently, a [CLS] token is introduced at the beginning
of the embeddings to denote the overall global information
of the image. The sequence of P 2 + 1 tokens is then fed
into a series of transformer blocks to capture the correlations
within these patches. A transformer block typically consists
of a MHA and a MLP, where layer normalization [61] is
omitted for simplicity in the later formulation. The input image
features are represented as Xi,j,l ∈ R(P

2+1)×D, where l is the
layer index, D is the hidden dimension of a patch, and P 2+1
is the length of the sequence embeddings. The calculation of
l-th layer is formulated as:

X̂i,j,l = MHA(Xi,j,l−1) +Xi,j,l−1 (7)

Xi,j,l = MLP
(
X̂i,j,l

)
+ X̂i,j,l (8)

Text Encoder. The language backbone of CLIP is utilized
as text encoder, which is also a 12-layer transformer. The
computation within a single transformer block mirrors that
of the image encoder. For the input text T , we tokenize the
input description to embeddings f by a simple tokenizer with
a 49152 vocab size [62]. For data augmentation, we randomly
mask 15% of the tokens and replace them with the [MASK]

token following BERT. f then adds [BOS] as the start of the
sequence and [EOS] as the end flag. Thus, the overall sequence
can be denoted as {fbos, f1, . . . , feos} and then fed into the
transformer as above image encoder by masked MHA, where
the output of feos is the global representation in language
branch.

B. Unified PETL Architecture

Motivation. As described in Section III, we can conclude
that different PETL methods generally focus on different parts
in the transformer block. Specifically, Adapter [20] is inserted
through a residual connection to adapt the output informa-
tion of MLP and MHA. LoRA [21] incorporates low-rank
matrices to update weights, which typically represent inherent
characteristics of a model for a specific downstream task.
Prefix Tuning [22] operates at the forefront of the attention
module, which guides the model to focus on more relevant
parts of the person image or text description by learnable prefix
tokens, thereby extracting more useful information from the
input of each layer. Intuitively, the functions and processed
information of the three most representative PETL modules
should complement with each other if we carry on careful and
proper module design. Therefore, we infer that a unified PETL
framework can exhibit a more powerful expressive capability
in text-based person retrieval.

Unified PETL Framework. Inspired by the above obser-
vation and analysis, as shown in Figure 2, we propose UP-
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Person framework based on CLIP backbone, which designs
and optimizes multiple lightweight PETL methods: Prefix,
LoRA and Adapter within image and text encoders. (1)
Prefix is optimized to Salable Prefix (S-Prefix) to enhance
the adaptation ability of the prefix embeddings for text-based
person retrieval task. S-Prefix concatenates key and value in
attention of MHA sublayer, which complements the task-
specific information and steers model to focus on crucial TPR-
specific content. (2) Low-rank matrices are designed in weight
modules of key and value related to MHA to learn more in-
herently local information about TPR. (3) Layernorm Adapter
(L-Adapter) is proposed to adjust the overall distribution of
feature representations in parallel with Layer Normalization
(LN), which can adapt shift and bias in a nonlinear way.

Theoretical Analysis of UP-Person. We then provide a
more in-depth theoretical justification to explain the function
of each module and why the combination of Prefix, LoRA,
and L-Adapter works effectively together in TPR task.

First, we analyze LoRA component for TPR:

QK′TV ′ = Q
(
KT +∆KT

)(
V T +∆V T

)
= QKTV︸ ︷︷ ︸

vanilla attention

+QKT∆V +Q∆KTV T +Q∆KT∆V T︸ ︷︷ ︸
local information of TPR

,

(9)

where ∆K = X∆Wk = X(W k
downW

k
up), and ∆V =

X∆Wv = X(W v
downW

v
up). The second additional term that

modifies the attention mechanism enables the model to capture
more nuanced and local features, and relationships in TPR that
the original weight matrices of CLIP cannot fully represent.

Next, the embeddings of Prefix Pk and Pv can be con-
catenated on K and V to injecting task-specific information
prompts for TPR, which helps the attention mechanism focus
on task-relevant information. The attention with Prefix can be
expressed as:

Q[Pk;K
′]
T
[Pv;V

′] = QK′TV ′ +QPk
TPv

= QKTV︸ ︷︷ ︸
vanilla attention

+QKT∇V +Q∇KTV T +Q∇KT∇V T︸ ︷︷ ︸
local information of TPR

+

QPk
TPv.︸ ︷︷ ︸

task-specific information of TPR

(10)
Finally, Adapter component can be utilized to adjust the

overall distribution in layernorm, fine-tuning intermediate fea-
tures from a global perspective:

y → y + f(y ·Wdown)Wup,︸ ︷︷ ︸
global information of TPR

(11)

where y = LN(Q[Pk;K
′]
T
[Pv;V

′]), and y represents the
normalized intermediate features.

The above PETL submodules do not conflict in terms of
functionality or spatial distribution. Theoretically, the different
components work synergistically to enhance performance.

Therefore, by introducing these additional components to
fine-tune the original features from coarse to fine, we can
cohesively enhance global distribution, local dependencies,
and TPR-specific prompt information.

we further introduce two our novel submodules: S-Prefix
and L-Adapter.

C. S-Prefix

Compared with the prompt-based submodule in CSKT [27],
Prefix is more flexible and efficient when attached to multiple
layers, since it does not change sequence length. According
to the study [58], [63], Prefix can be represented as a form
similar to adapter, which can be viewed as working on the
original head attention output h:

h← (1− λ(x))h+ λ(x)softmax
(
xWqP

T
k

)
Pv, (12)

where λ(x) is formulated as:

λ(x) =

∑
i

exp
(
xWqP

⊤
k

)
i∑

i

exp
(
xWqP⊤

k

)
i
+

∑
j

exp
(
xWqW⊤

k x⊤
)
j

. (13)

However, during the training phase, it was observed that
the convergence rate of the vanilla prefix was notably slow
in TPR task, resulting in a poor retrieval performance. Our
analysis indicates that this phenomenon is mainly caused by
relatively small gradient values of prefix tokens. Specifically,
the gradient of Pv [63] can be denoted as:

∂L
∂Pv

=

(
∂h

∂Pv

)⊤
∂L
∂h

= λ(x)
(
σ
(
xWqPk

⊤
))⊤ ∂L

∂h
, (14)

where σ is the softmax function. Since the length of Pk is
much less than input x, λ(x) is a small value tending to 0,
which dramatically reduces the convergence speed of training,
and further significantly impacts the retrieval performance of
TPR task. A similar conclusion can be drawn on Pk.

To solve this issue, we propose an improved module Salable
Prefix (S-Prefix) to enhance gradient propagation of prefix
tokens, which introduces a novel salable factor on prefix-
related attention to optimize original prefix. As shown in
Figure 3, we first convert the N input tokens X ∈ RN×D into
queries Q, keys K and values V . Then, the L prefix tokens are
inserted into K and V , and the transformed keys and values are
denoted as K

′
, V

′ ∈ R(N+L)×D. After applying the attention
mechanism, QK

′T ∈ RN×(N+L). S-Prefix separates attention
matrix into two parts: prefix matrix and original matrix. we
design a salable factor Sp to boost the attention related to
the prefix part and further speed up the convergence, which
is a lightweight multiplier for the attention module of prefix.
In order to demonstrate how and where Sp works effectively,
S-Prefix is equivalent to inserting Sp to Equation (12), finally
denoted as:

h← (1− λ(x))h+ Sp · λ(x) · softmax
(
xWqP

T
k

)
Pv. (15)

Subsequently, the improved gradient of prefix is as follows:

∂L
∂Pv

=

(
∂h

∂Pv

)⊤
∂L
∂h

= Sp · λ(x)
(
σ
(
xWqPk

⊤
))⊤ ∂L

∂h
, (16)

where Sp is a learnable factor designed to address the issue
of excessively small gradients for Pv caused by λ(x).
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Fig. 3. Illustration of S-Prefix. We utilize Sp to denote the salable
factor about attention of prefix to accelerate the convergence rate. S-Prefix
submodules are inserted in all transformer layers of two branches.

D. L-Adapter.

The vanilla adapters [37], [40] typically act on modules
containing MLP or MHA, either in a sequential or parallel
manner as Figure 4(a)(c). However, in the unified framework,
PETL submodules such as S-Prefix and LoRA are designed
within MHA or MLP for functional diversity on different
locations. The original parallel adapter and other PETL sub-
modules simultaneously do fine-tuning on input as Figure
4(c), and their structures overlap and interact, which is prone
to disrupting the intended optimization direction and causes
component conflicts. Unlike them, in this paper, we focus
on Layer Normalization to get rid of causing conflicts from
space and explore appropriate connection manner including
sequential and parallel.

Layer Normalization (LN) [61], also known as layernorm,
is used to standardize the distributions of intermediate lay-
ers. This normalization process enhances the smoothness of
gradients during training, accelerates the training process, and
improves generalization accuracy. The procedure unfolds in
two main steps: (1) Normalization of x by mean and variance.
This helps in centering and scaling the values, bringing x to a
standard form. (2) Scaling and shifting operations with gain g
and bias b. Following the normalization step, the standardized
values undergo a scaling and shifting process. The scaling
operation, governed by the gain term g, allows for adjusting the
spread of the values. The shifting operation, regulated by the
bias term b, enables the network to introduce necessary varia-
tions. In essence, layernorm not only ensures that intermediate
layers have consistent statistical properties but also introduces
adaptability through the scaling and shifting operations. we
can conclude that layernorm is important in fine-tuning to
downstream tasks, and unfreezing layernorm (LN-tuning) like
[64] has been explored. However, LN-tuning as Figure 4(e)
directly fine-tunes the shift and scale parapmeters, which
damages the inherent features of CLIP in a linear way.

Inspired by the above, we believe that further exploring the
powerful transferring ability of layernorm is promising. As
depicted in Figure 4(d), Layernorm Adapter (L-Adapter) is
finally designed in parallel with layernorm to adjust overall
distribution in a nonlinear way, which is more flexible and
capable of addressing more complex situations compared to
linear methods such as LN-tuning, and can effectively avoid
module conflicts compared with the vanilla parallel adapter. It
can be formulated as:

h← LayerNorm (x) + s ·Adapter (x) . (17)

E. Optimization Objective

A parameter-free loss function is adopted in training phase
termed as Similarity Distribution Matching (SDM) [13], which
integrates the cosine similarity distributions of the N × N
embeddings for image-text pairs into the KL divergence to
build up the connection of two modalities.

For a mini-batch containing N image-text pairs, we form a
set of image-text representation pairs as

{(
fv
i , f

t
j

)
, yi,j

}N

j=1
,

where yi,j = 1 represents a matched pair from the same
person, and yi,j = 0 indicates an unmatched pair. The
probability of a matching pair pi,j is calculated with a softmax
function as follows:

pi,j =
exp

(
sim

(
fv
i , f

t
j

)
/τ

)∑N
k=1 exp (sim (fv

i , f
t
k) /τ)

, (18)

where sim(fv, f t) denotes cosine similarity between text em-
bedding fv and image embedding f t, and τ is a temperature
hyper-parameter that controls the sharpness of the probability
distribution. We denote qi,j = yi,j/

∑N
k=1 yi,k as the true

matching probability. Finally, the SDM loss from image to text
is computed based on above probabilities and KL divergence:

Li2t = KL (pi∥qi) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

pi,j log

(
pi,j

qi,j + ϵ

)
, (19)

where ϵ is a small number to avoid potential issues with
numerical calculations. Then, the bidirectional SDM loss is
formulated as:

Lsdm = Li2t + Lt2i, (20)

where Li2t denotes image-to-text matching for the input text,
and Lt2i denotes text-to-image matching for the input image,
similar to Equation (19). Both weights of the bidirectional
loss functions are set to 1 equally to enhance cross-modal
alignment ability.

V. EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS

This section introduces the three official datasets, imple-
mentation details and evaluation metrics.

CUHK-PEDES as the most commonly used dataset, con-
tains 40,206 images and 80,412 textual descriptions for 13,003
identities. The training set consists of 11,003 identities with
34, 054 images and 68, 126 texts. Both the validation set and
test set have 1,000 identities, where the former contains 3,
078 images and 6, 158 texts, and the latter has 3, 074 images
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Fig. 4. Illustration of L-Adapter. (a) Sequential Adapter is connected behind MLP or MHA. (b) Sequential L-Adapter is connected behind layernorm. (c)
Parallel Adapter always spans layernorm and MLP or MHA which contains other PETL submodules. (d) Parallel L-Adapter is inserted into layernorm with
residual connection, which is separated from other PETL submodules and transfers knowledge independently. (e) LN-tuning unfreezes layernorm, making the
original features fine-tuned directly.

and 6, 156 texts. ICFG-PEDES contains 54,522 images for
4,102 identities. Each image corresponds to one description.
The training and test sets contain 3,102 identities with 34, 674
images, and 1,000 identities with 19, 848 identities, respec-
tively. RSTPReid as a newly released dataset contains 20,505
images of 4,101 identities. Each image has 2 descriptions.
The training, validation and test sets contain 3701 identities
with 18505 images, 200 identities with 1000 images, and 200
identities with 1000 images respectively.

Implementation Details. UP-Person consists of a pre-
trained image encoder, i.e., CLIP-ViT-B/16, a pre-trained text
encoder, i.e., CLIP text Transformer, and PETL modules
including S-Prefix, LoRA and L-Adapter. The image is resized
to 384 × 128, and the length of textual token sequence is 77.
UP-Person is trained using Adam optimizer for 60 epochs,
with a batch size of 128 and an initial learning rate 1× 10−3

in CUHK-PEDES and ICFG-PEDES. As the PETL methods
are sensitive to learning rate with the change of the data scale.
we separately set an initial learning rate 1×10−4 in RSTPReid
due to the small data scale. Each block of CLIP, spanning 12
layers, incorporates S-Prefix, L-Adapter, and LoRA compo-
nents as illustrated in our framework. Specifically, S-Prefix
and LoRA are integrated into MHA. Meanwhile, L-Adapter
spans in parallel within LayerNorm of both MHA and MLP.
The bottleneck dimension b of the L-Adapter is set to 8 across
all three datasets. For CUHK-PEDES and ICFG-PEDES, the
rank of LoRA r is set to 32, while for RSTPReid, due to its
smaller dataset size, rank is set to 16 for better performance.
Regarding the length of S-Prefix l, the values are set to 10 for
CUHK-PEDES, 14 for ICFG-PEDES, and 2 for RSTPReid.
The salable factor for Sp is initialized to 10. We set the
temperature parameter τ in SDM to 0.02. We perform our
experiments on a single NVIDIA 4090 24GB GPU.

Evaluation Metrics. Rank-k metrics (k=1,5,10) are adopted
as the primary evaluation metrics, which denote the probability
of finding at least one matching person image within the top-k
candidates when given a textual description. Additionally, we
adopt the mean Average Precision (mAP) as a comprehensive
retrieval criterion. The higher Rank-k, mAP indicates better

performance.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Performance Comparison

We compare our UP-Person with other methods on three
datasets: CUHK-PEDES, ICFG-PEDES and RSTPReid. The
experimental results are shown in Table I, II and III respec-
tively. UP-Person outperforms other fully fine-tuned CLIP-
based methods such as IRRA-CLIP, IRRA and CFine with
R@1 achieving 74.17%, 65.02% and 63.15% on three datasets
respectively while only fine-tuning a few parameters. More-
over, we demonstrate that full-tuning method IRRA has a
high risk of overfitting, which is particularly evident when
the training dataset is smaller, referring to Table I (larger
dataset CUHK-PEDES) and Table III (smaller dataset RST-
PReid). UP-Person on RSTPReid outperforms IRRA by a
larger margin i.e., +2.95% on R@1. Meanwhile, compared
with the current best-performing PETL-based method DM-
Adapter, UP-Person achieves a significant improvement in
terms of all metrics. It outperforms DM-Adapter by 2.00%,
2.38% and 3.15% on R@1 across three datasets with less fine-
tuned parameters. Furthermore, with the CLIP-Large model
(CLIP-ViT L/14), the performance has been boosted to 76.04%
on CUHK-PEDES. UP-Person (ViT-14/L) has shown compa-
rable performance to the SOTA method APTM (with large-
scale generated dataset MALS). In the following comparisons,
we adopt UP-Person with the ViT B/16 model, ensuring a
consistent evaluation with the other CLIP-based baselines.

Figure 5 depicts the trade-off between fine-tuned parameters
and retrieval performance on CUHK-PEDES among CLIP-
based methods, where UP-Person achieves optimal perfor-
mance with the minimum number of parameters. Our approach
only stores 7.4M extra parameters in one scenario under the
condition of sharing a frozen CLIP model, which greatly
improves storage efficiency when having multiple scenarios
(multiple datasets).

Table IV provides a more holistic comparison of our UP-
Person with other CLIP-based methods in efficiency and
effectiveness. UP-Person utilizes only 3262 MB of memory
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Fig. 5. R@1 and parameters of different CLIP-based methods on CUHK-
PEDES.The horizontal coordinate denotes the number of fine-tuned parame-
ters. The gray numbers and the radius of the circles both represent the entire
model size.

during training, which is less than half of IRRA’s memory
usage. CSKT, DM-Adpater and UP-Person are based on PETL
and demonstrate greater advantages in memory efficiency. In
addition to the basic fully fine-tuned CLIP method (IRRA-
CLIP), UP-Person has the lowest FLOPs and the number of
model parameters, indicating lower computational complexity.
For the trade-off between performance and inference latency,
in UP-Person, LoRA modifies the inner weights directly and
inference without introducing any computational overhead.
While the inclusion of S-Prefix and L-Adapter components
introduce some additional computational load compared to
pure CLIP, this trade-off is minor and negligible relative to
the substantial performance gains. As shown in Table IV, UP-
Person demonstrates a clear advantage over all CLIP-based
methods in performance. Furthermore, in terms of inference
efficiency, UP-Person is comparable to the other PETL-based
methods, and it also far outperforms the multi-grained CFine.
UP-Person ranks among the top two in multiple metrics
and achieves a favorable trade-off between performance and
inference efficiency. Therefore, considering metrics such as
computational efficiency, storage efficiency, model complexity,
and memory usage, UP-Person exhibits a notable advantage
over other methods.

B. Ablation Study

Ablations on PETL components. We analyze the effective-
ness and contribution of each PETL module and synergetic
effects by conducting a series of ablation experiments on
CUHK-PEDES in Table V.

Individually, LoRA, L-Adapter, and S-Prefix outperform
zero-shot CLIP by a large margin. The TPR task requires
understanding both global and local relationships between
textual descriptions and person image features. Specifically,
S-Prefix (63.69% R@1) improves attention by adding context-
specific embeddings, surpassing the prompt-based submodule
of CSKT (62.82% R@1) by 0.86%, validating its effective-
ness. LoRA (72.56% R@1) adjusts attention weights to high-
light subtle person features. L-Adapter optimizes the global
feature distribution in LayerNorm, achieving superior perfor-

mance on the coarse evaluation criterion R@10 with 93.81%.
Hence, L-Adapter enhances global knowledge transferring,
LoRA refines attention to capture local dependencies and
features, and S-Prefix strengthens the prior relevant knowledge
representation for TPR tasks.

To thoroughly validate the synergistic effectiveness of dif-
ferent submodules, we first integrate LoRA and L-Adapter
(No.4), which yields superior performance compared to their
separate utilization (No.2 and No.3), gaining an improvement
by 0.92% and 1.16% on comprehensive retrieval criterion
mAP. Moreover, it is observed that the combination of S-
Prefix and L-Adapter (No.6) works better on critical metrics
R@1 and mAP where the combined result surpasses the
effectiveness of individual component. Integrating LoRA and
S-Prefix also achieves superior performance on all metrics
compared to individual component, demonstrating that these
two submodules can work together to optimize MHA layer,
enhancing the model’s task-specific information while focus-
ing on fine-grained features for attention.

Finally, the combination of the three submodules with L-
Adapter, S-Prefix and LoRA (No.7) surpasses other combina-
tions on the most important retrieval metrics including R@1
(74.17 %) and mAP (65.91 %), This integration adjusts global
features through L-Adapter, emphasizes fine-grained features
in attention via S-Prefix and LoRA, and achieves effective
synergistic functions within our three components.

In overall, ablations on the three modules further validate
the rationality of our architecture, as outlined in the theoretical
analysis of Section IV-B. The performance optimization of the
three submodules shows no significant conflicts. Thus, their
collaborative interaction results in better retrieval performance
rather than single component across multiple metrics.

Hyper-parameters. As shown in Figure 6, to optimize
performance across different datasets, we carefully select
hyper-parameters based on dataset characteristics, where a
grid search strategy is employed for each TPR dataset. The
bottleneck reduction b of L-Adapter is consistently set to 8
across all three TPR datasets to balance performance and effi-
ciency. For LoRA, its rank r is adjusted according to dataset
size: CUHK-PEDES and ICFG-PEDES, being relatively larger
datasets, use a rank of 32 to ensure sufficient representational
capacity, whereas RSTPReid, with its smaller dataset size,
benefits from a reduced rank of 16 to prevent overfitting while
maintaining effective adaptation. Similarly, the length of S-
Prefix l is tailored to dataset-specific needs: CUHK-PEDES
(10), ICFG-PEDES (14), and RSTPReid (2). This reflects
that for small datasets, choosing a smaller l helps control the
model’s parameter size and improves its performance on the
limited data.

Ablations on LoRA and its variants. As shown in Tablse
VI, we further analyze the ablation experiment on LoRA
and its variants, i.e., DoRA [74], and WoRA [75] in our
architecture. We observe that the method incorporating the
LoRA component outperforms those with DoRA and WoRA in
overall metrics, both of which introduce additional parameters
compared to LoRA. Therefore, we ultimately choose LoRA
submodule in our UP-Person.
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON WITH OTHER METHODS ON CUHK-PEDES. THE LEFT COLUMN DENOTES WHETHER USING CLIP. “G” AND “L” IN

“TYPE” DENOTE GLOBAL AND LOCAL MATCHING. “P” STANDS FOR THE PETL-RELATED METHODS (SUCH AS CSKT AND OURS).

Method Type Ref Image Enc. Text Enc. R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP

w
/o

C
L

IP

CMPM/C [49] L ECCV18 RN50 LSTM 49.37 71.69 79.27 -
ViTAA [65] L ECCV20 RN50 LSTM 55.97 75.84 83.52 -
NAFS [47] L arXiv21 RN50 BERT 59.36 79.13 86.00 54.07
DSSL [66] L MM21 RN50 BERT 59.98 80.41 87.56 -
SSAN [50] L arXiv21 RN50 LSTM 61.37 80.15 86.73 -
SAF [67] L ICASSP22 ViT-Base BERT 64.13 82.62 88.40 58.61
TIPCB [16] L Neuro22 RN50 BERT 64.26 83.19 89.10 -
AXM-Net [17] L AAAI22 CNN Blocks BERT & CNN Blocks 64.44 80.52 86.77 58.73
TGDA [68] L TCSVT23 RN50 BERT 64.64 83.38 89.34 58.64
LGUR [69] L MM22 DeiT-Small BERT 65.25 83.12 89.00 -
IVT [15] G ECCV22 ViT-Base BERT 65.59 83.11 89.21 -
Wu et al. [70] G TCSVT23 ViT-Base BERT 69.47 87.13 92.13 60.56
APTM (w/o MALS) [71] L MM23 Swin Transformer BERT 66.44 84.92 90.76 59.19
APTM (w/ MALS) [71] L MM23 Swin Transformer BERT 76.53 90.04 94.15 66.91

w
/

C
L

IP

Han et al. [72] G BMVC21 CLIP-RN101 CLIP-Transformer 64.08 81.73 88.19 60.08
CFine [14] L TIP23 CLIP-ViT-Base BERT 69.57 85.93 91.15 -
IRRA-CLIP [13] G CVPR23 CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-Transformer 68.19 86.47 91.47 61.12
IRRA∗ [13] G CVPR23 CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-Transformer 71.15 87.66 92.58 64.84
IRRA [13] G CVPR23 CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-Transformer 73.38 89.93 93.71 66.13
CSKT [27] (Baseline) P+G ICASSP24 CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-Transformer 69.70 86.92 91.80 62.74
DM-Adapter [73] P+G AAAI2025 CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-TE 72.17 88.74 92.85 64.33
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-16/B) P+G - CLIP-ViT-Base CLIP-Transformer 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-14/L) P+G - CLIP-ViT-Large CLIP-Transformer 76.04 90.30 94.80 68.00

∗ indicates our replication results after a minor bug correction, also viewed as data augmentation in vanilla IRRA.

Fig. 6. The analysis of hyper-parameters at R@1 on CUHK-PEDES, ICFG-PEDES and RSTPReid.

C. Analysis of S-Prefix.

Table VII demonstrates the effectiveness of S-Prefix com-
pared to vanilla prefix based on the CLIP backbone and
UP-Person framework. First, we take CLIP (S-Prefix) as an

example to clarify the individual effect of Sp. Compared
to CLIP (Vanilla Prefix), CLIP (S-Prefix) gains a dramatic
improvement of 5.64% when Sp = 150, demonstrating that
integration Sp can significantly improve retrieval performance.
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TABLE II
COMPARISON ON ICFG-PEDES.

Method R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP
w

/o
C

L
IP

CMPM/C [49] 43.51 65.44 74.26 -
ViTAA [65] 50.98 68.79 75.78 -
SSAN [50] 54.23 72.63 79.53 -
SAF [67] 54.86 72.13 79.13 32.76
TIPCB [16] 54.96 74.72 81.89 -
IVT [15] 56.04 73.60 80.22 -
TGDA [68] 57.26 75.19 81.80 32.27
Wu et al. [70] 57.69 75.79 82.67 36.07
LGUR [69] 59.02 75.32 81.56 -
APTM (w/o MALS) [71] 57.49 75.84 82.60 32.41
APTM (w/ MALS) [71] 68.51 82.99 87.56 41.22

w
/

C
L

IP

CFine [14] 60.83 76.55 82.42 -
IRRA-CLIP [13] 56.74 75.72 82.26 31.84
IRRA∗ [13] 61.36 78.66 84.60 37.95
IRRA [13] 63.46 80.25 85.82 38.06
CSKT [27] 58.90 77.31 83.56 33.87
DM-Adapter [73] 62.64 79.53 85.32 36.50
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-16/B) 65.02 80.98 86.16 38.32
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-14/L) 65.98 81.94 87.05 40.12

TABLE III
COMPARISON ON RSTPREID.

Method R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP

w
/o

C
L

IP DSSL [66] 32.43 55.08 63.19 -
SSAN [50] 43.50 67.80 77.15 -
SAF [67] 44.05 67.30 76.25 36.81
IVT [15] 46.70 70.00 78.80 -
TGDA [68] 48.35 73.15 80.30 37.96
APTM (w/o MALS) [71] 47.20 70.85 80.00 36.36
APTM (w/ MALS) [71] 67.50 85.70 91.45 52.56

w
/

C
L

IP

CFine [14] 50.55 72.50 81.60 -
IRRA-CLIP [13] 54.05 80.70 88.00 43.41
IRRA∗ [13] 57.50 80.15 87.05 44.31
IRRA [13] 60.20 81.30 88.20 47.17
CSKT [27] 57.75 81.30 88.35 46.43
DM-Adapter [73] 60.00 82.10 87.90 47.37
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-16/B) 63.15 83.45 89.75 48.15
UP-Person (Ours, ViT-14/L) 64.45 84.75 90.95 51.17

With an increment of Sp, all metrics are enhanced, indicating
that extending the attention values corresponding to the prefix
part can effectively alleviate the problem of slow gradient
changes. However, excessively large Sp such as Sp = 500
leads to gradient exploding, and then the algorithm fails to
converge. In the unified framework which incorporates LoRA
and L-Adapter, UP-Person (S-Prefix) has a significant gain
than UP-Person (Vanilla Prefix) by +0.53% on R@1 when
Sp = 10. We finally choose the appropriate parameter Sp = 10
in our UP-Person.

D. Analysis of L-Adapter.

Table VIII shows the effectiveness of LN-tuning [64],
vanilla adapter and our L-Adapter in UP-Person, and further
explores the sequential and parallel connection. As depicted
in Figure 4(a), Sequential Adapter is inserted behind MLP
and MHA, which is the original adapter structure as in [37].
Sequential L-Adapter is connected behind layernorm in series.
Similarly, parallel adapters span specific network components
which belong to vanilla CLIP, which are demonstrated in
Figure 4(c) and (d). LN-tuning in Figure 4(e) fine-tunes
the gain (for scale operation) and bias (for shift operation)
parameters while keeping other parameters frozen.

We observe that the performance of parallel vanilla adapter
is far lower than that of parallel L-Adapter (-1.17% on R@1).

Meanwhile, it is obvious that both sequential and parallel
L-Adapter significantly surpass two other vanilla adapters,
which denotes that layernorm is extremely important in fine-
tuning to TPR due to scale and shift parameters. Compared
to LN-tuning, parallel L-Adapter gains an overwhelming im-
provement by +1.64% on R@1. We speculate that unfreezing
layernorm will directly destroy the knowledge of the pre-
trained CLIP.

Analysis on conflict mitigation. As shown in Table IX, we
compare our UP-Person (No.1) and other three combinations
of adapter including the mixed adapter with two types of
adapters (No.2 and No.4) and vanilla adapter (No.3).

The experimental results reveal that UP-Person with both
MHA L-Adapter and MLP L-Adapter (No.1) outperforms all
other combinations in terms of all evaluation metrics: R@1,
R@5, R@10, and mAP, showcasing superior retrieval per-
formance. The vanilla adapter configuration (No.3) performs
slightly worse than the L-Adapter configurations, with lower
values for R@1, R@5, R@10, and mAP compared to No.1.
This indicates that the presence of an L-Adapter, particularly
in both the MHA and MLP layers, is crucial for boosting
performance. Other mixed configurations (No.2 and No.4)
also underperform to our full L-Adapter configuration, further
suggesting that L-Adapter is better suited for the unified struc-
ture. We speculate that the vanilla adapter, spanning multiple
network layers (MHA or MLP), introduces conflicts with other
PETL components in the optimization space, whereas the L-
Adapter, which focuses solely on adjusting the global distribu-
tion through LayerNorm, avoids these spatial conflicts without
entangling, and optimizes the structure more effectively.

E. Analysis of loss functions.

Table X provides ablation studies on various loss functions,
including the ITC (Image-Text Contrastive) loss, ID loss (for
person identity classification) and MLM loss (for masked
implicit reasoning) based on IRRA [13]. It shows that SDM
achieves superior results in all metrics compared to ITC loss
by +2.13%, +1.33%, +0.51%, and +1.20%, respectively. The
overall Rank metrics with ID loss are lower than those of SDM
alone, where ID loss primarily focuses on classification and
plays a supplementary role in TPR task. The combination of
SDM+ID+MLM improves R@5, R@10 and mAP metric due
to its integration with the cross-attention module for implicit
reasoning. However, this slight gain from MLM comes at the
cost of an dramatic increase in model size and trainable param-
eters. Therefore, UP-Person with SDM offers an optimal trade-
off between complexity and performance without bells and
whistles, and its simplicity provides a scalable foundational
framework, making it easy to combine with different types of
losses based on objectives.

F. Domain Generalization Performance Comparison

In Table XI, we conduct domain generalization experi-
ments between different datasets derived from CUHK-PEDES,
ICFG-PEDES and RSTPReid. We train models on the dataset
of source domain and then transfer them to the target domain
to verify the generalization performance of our method. As
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TABLE IV
ANALYSIS OF EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS. TO ENSURE A FAIR COMPARISON OF MEMORY COSTS, BATCH SIZE FOR ALL METHODS IN THE TRAINING

PHASE IS SET TO 32. THE INFERENCE TIME IS TESTED ON CUHK-PEDES.

Method R@1 CUHK↑ R@1 ICFG ↑ R@1 RSTP ↑ Memory Cost (M) ↓ Trainable #Param (M) ↓ Model #Param (M) ↓ FLOPs ↓ Inference Time (s) ↓
CFine 69.57 60.83 50.55 13570 (55.24%) 205M 205M 20159.03M 28.38
IRRA-CLIP 68.19 56.74 54.05 4474 (18.21%) 150M 150M 12979.27M 16.21
IRRA 73.38 63.46 60.20 7034 (28.64%) 195M 195M 17542.28M 16.21
CSKT 69.70 58.90 57.75 2338 (9.52%) 12M 161M 13886.23M 18.10
DM-Adapter 72.17 62.64 60.00 2952 (12.02%) 16M 165M 13796.91M 18.79
UP-Person (Ours) 74.17 65.02 63.15 3262 (13.28%) 7.4M 157M 13783.40M 18.17

TABLE V
ABLATION STUDY ON EACH COMPONENT OF UP-PERSON.

No. Methods Components CUHK-PEDES
S-Prefix LoRA L-Adapter R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP

0 Zero-shot CLIP 12.61 27.08 35.48 11.14
1 +S-Prefix ✓ 63.68 83.74 89.54 57.21
2 +LoRA ✓ 72.56 89.26 93.18 64.96
3 +L-Adapter ✓ 72.09 89.07 93.81 64.73
4 +LoRA +L-Adapter ✓ ✓ 73.54 89.52 93.41 65.89
5 +S-Prefix +LoRA ✓ ✓ 72.95 89.31 93.70 64.96
6 +S-Prefix +L-Adapter ✓ ✓ 72.79 89.46 93.57 65.05
7 UP-Person (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY ON LORA AND ITS VARIANTS ON CUHK-PEDES. THE
PARAMETER CONFIGURATIONS OF OTHER MODULES REMAIN CONSISTENT

ACROSS ALL THREE METHODS.

Method R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP Trainable #Param (M)
UP-Person (LoRA [21]) 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91 7.42
UP-Person (DoRA [74]) 73.94 89.31 93.47 65.63 7.45
UP-Person (WoRA [75]) 73.67 89.21 93.62 65.54 7.45

TABLE VII
ANALYSIS OF S-PREFIX

Prefix Type Sp R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP
CLIP (Vanilla Prefix) - 58.04 79.08 86.65 52.35
CLIP (S-Prefix) 10 61.91 82.46 88.61 55.75
CLIP (S-Prefix) 50 63.13 82.67 89.33 56.98
CLIP (S-Prefix) 100 63.63 83.84 89.86 57.37
CLIP (S-Prefix) 150 63.68 83.74 89.54 57.21
CLIP (S-Prefix) 300 63.08 82.81 89.23 56.73
CLIP (S-Prefix) 500 - - - -
UP-Person (Vanilla Prefix) - 73.64 89.13 93.50 65.70
UP-Person (S-Prefix) 10 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91
UP-Person (S-Prefix) 30 73.28 89.64 93.71 65.74
UP-Person (S-Prefix) 50 73.80 89.69 93.86 65.65
Sp is a salable factor to boost the attention related to the prefix part.

TABLE VIII
ANALYSIS OF L-ADAPTER

Adapter Type R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP
UP-Person (LN-tuning) 72.53 88.87 93.29 64.72
UP-Person (Sequential Adapter) 72.90 88.65 93.26 65.15
UP-Person (Sequential L-Adapter) 73.59 89.26 93.32 65.78
UP-Person (Parallel Adapter) 73.00 88.55 92.95 65.07
UP-Person (Parallel L-Adapter) 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91

TABLE IX
ANALYSIS OF CONFLICT PHENOMENON.

No. Adapter Type R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP
1 UP-Person (MHA L-Adapter, MLP L-Adapter) 74.17 89.70 93.88 65.91
2 UP-Person (MHA L-Adapter, MLP Adapter) 71.77 88.89 92.92 64.68
3 UP-Person (MHA Adapter, MLP Adapter) 73.00 88.55 92.95 65.07
4 UP-Person (MHA Adapter, MLP L-Adapter) 73.67 89.08 93.49 65.72

we can see, UP-Person achieves comparable generalization
performance with IRRA when source domain is CUHK-
PEDES or ICFG-PEDES. It further has an overwhelming

TABLE X
ANALYSIS OF LOSS FUNCTIONS.

Loss R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP Trainable #Param (M) ↓
SDM 74.17 89.70 93.87 65.91 7.4M
ITC 72.04 88.37 93.36 64.71 7.4M
SDM + ITC 73.59 89.70 93.70 65.90 7.4M
SDM + ID 73.59 89.62 93.65 66.57 13.1M
SDM + ID + MLM 73.44 89.86 93.93 66.64 52.3M

advantage compared with IRRA when source domain is RST-
PReid, which gains a significant improvement on R@1 by
+4.21% and +6.2% when target domain is CUHK-PEDES
and RSTPReid, respectively. Moreover, it is obvious that UP-
Person is superior than IRRA-CLIP (full-tuning) in all metrics
by a large margin.

We conjecture that our method effectively alleviate over-
fitting compared to full-tuning-based methods since it merely
fine-tunes a few parameters of simple PETL components. This
advantage is more pronounced when the training dataset is
scarce. We observe that the size of RSTPReid is much less
than other datasets as elaborated in the beginning of Section
V. Thus, full-tuning-based methods such as IRRA and IRRA-
CLIP can cause the more severe overfitting when lacking of
training data and further largely reduce generalization per-
formance. All results demonstrate the powerful generalization
ability of our UP-Person.

G. Visualization
Figure 7 compares the top-10 retrieval results from the

IRRA (the first row) and our proposed UP-Person (the second
row). The matched and unmatched images are marked in
green and red, respectively. The yellow box denotes the
key differentiated retrieval objects between correct and false
retrieval. It can be seen that UP-Person can retrieve the corre-
sponding pedestrian images for a query text more accurately.
For example, IRRA cannot correctly recognize the phrase bob
style in Query 1, white collared dark shirt and bag over his
right shoulder in Query 2, which represent fine-grained or
unusual objects or words compared to common instances. We
infer that the full-tuning method IRRA, which only utilizes
pre-trained parameters at initialization process, may lose part
of the original abundant knowledge of vanilla CLIP during
training. If the model of IRRA does not fully “see” the relevant
knowledge in training phase, inference when encountering the
“unseen” objects may fail. Overall, the visualization vividly
demonstrates the effectiveness of UP-Person.

H. Coarse-grained Text-to-Image Retrieval
We utilize two datasets for the coarse-grained retrieval task:

Flickr30K [76] and MSCOCO [77]. Unlike TPR datasets
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TABLE XI
DOMAIN GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

Domains IRRA IRRA-CLIP UP-Person
Source Domain Target Domain R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP

CUHK ICFG 42.41 62.10 69.60 21.77 37.46 57.59 66.13 19.44 44.65 64.10 71.88 23.24
CUHK RSTP 53.20 77.15 85.35 39.63 48.20 73.70 82.65 36.80 52.40 77.30 84.45 39.70
ICFG CUHK 33.46 56.34 66.33 31.57 32.51 53.79 64.18 29.84 33.63 56.99 67.09 31.21
ICFG RSTP 45.30 69.30 78.80 36.82 40.25 64.30 74.45 31.41 45.80 71.00 79.40 36.43
RSTP CUHK 32.75 55.26 65.81 30.29 31.53 53.66 63.40 29.68 36.96 58.22 68.21 33.84
RSTP ICFG 32.30 49.68 57.78 20.54 29.03 46.87 55.54 18.26 38.05 55.68 63.67 22.89

TABLE XII
COMPARISON ON COARSE-GRAINED DATASETS.

Methods Ref Trainable
#Param

Flickr30k (1k test) MSCOCO (5k test)
R@1 R@5 R@10 R@1 R@5 R@10

IMEB TCSVT2024 - 64.00 88.0 92.80 44.90 74.60 84.00
DSMD Arxiv2024 197M 68.40 90.80 94.40 48.00 75.60 84.50
BEIT-3 CVPR2023 1.9B 81.50 95.60 97.80 67.20 87.70 92.80
BLIP-2 ICML2023 1.2B 89.70 98.10 98.90 68.30 87.70 92.60
UP-Person (Ours) - 7.4M 83.92 96.72 98.58 56.51 81.74 89.18

Query 1: A girl with brown hair in a bob style is wearing jeans and a 

black and grey tee-shirt and is walking away from the camera.

Query 2: This person is wearing glasses and has a white collared dark 

shirt and dark pants with his bag over his right shoulder.

Fig. 7. Comparison of top-10 retrieval results on CUHK-PDES by IRRA
(the first row) and UP-Person (the second raw). The matched images are
marked in green, and the unmatched ones are marked in red. The yellow box
represents the subtle difference between correct and false retrieval results.

with single person object and fine-grained descriptions, these
datasets contain various general objects and coarse-grained
sentences. We follow the Karpathy split [78], allocating
29K/1K/1K images for training, validation, and testing in
Flickr30K, and 113K/5K/5K in MSCOCO. Each image is
annotated with five sentences.

As shown in Table XII, UP-Person on MSCOCO and
Flicker exceeds other methods of similar scale with millions of
parameters by a large margin, such as IMEB [3] and DSMD
[79]. Furthermore, BEIT-3 [80] and BLIP-2 [29] are larger
multi-modal foundation models with more complex network
and loss design for multiple vision-language tasks compared
to CLIP. Although this is an unfair comparison due to model

scale, UP-Person with only 7.4M parameters outperforms
BEIT-3 which has 1.9B trainable parameters on all metrics
of Flicker30k.

We conducted cross-domain generalization experiments, as
shown in Table XIII, where the source domain (coarse retrieval
datasets) and the target domain (TPR dataset) exhibit signif-
icant differences. We can observe that in the cross-domain
generalization, our method also outperforms other approaches
in all metrics, including all Rank metrics and mAP.

In overall, UP-Person demonstrates considerable perfor-
mance even on coarse-grained datasets, indicating that the
unified framework has strong generalization capabilities.

VII. DEPLOYMENT AND APPLICATION

The FLOPs of UP-Person is 13.78 GFLOPS, which indi-
cates that its computational complexity is far below that of
the current popular edge devices or mobile platforms, which
typically range from 0.4 to 16 TOPs. This low computational
complexity allows for efficient execution on these devices,
making UP-Person suitable for real-time applications with
limited computational resources.

In terms of storage, the vanilla CLIP model can be shared
across multiple pedestrian retrieval scenarios. Instead of stor-
ing a separate large foundation model for each specific sce-
nario, UP-Person only occupies a few parameters tailored for
each individual task. This approach significantly reduces the
storage space requirements on edge or mobile devices within
a multi-scenario text-based person retrieval (TPR) system,
optimizing resource usage without sacrificing performance.

VIII. FUTURE WORK

UP-Person offers a simple yet effective foundational frame-
work for cross-modal person retrieval, with significant po-
tential for further development and broader applications. One
direction is advancing multimodal fusion by exploring finer-
grained and more efficient interaction modules between dif-
ferent modalities besides foundational models. Additionally,
incorporating diverse data sources, such as audio and visual
modalities, could further broaden the range of information the
model can utilize. Audio data, such as sound cues, can provide
context or details that text alone might not fully capture. Visual
modalities, like witness sketches, introduce a unique form
of representation that can complement textual descriptions,
particularly in scenarios where specific visual characteristics
are challenging to describe precisely with words. Another
avenue is expanding the framework to support cross-lingual
retrieval, enabling retrieval across multiple languages. Finally,
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TABLE XIII
CROSS-DOMAIN GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

Domains IRRA IRRA-CLIP UP-Person
Source Domain Target Domain R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP R@1 R@5 R@10 mAP

Flickr30k CUHK 19.40 37.39 46.44 17.22 22.29 40.29 49.27 19.43 23.36 42.35 52.57 20.45
Flickr30k ICFG 8.18 19.20 26.35 2.90 9.63 21.68 29.06 3.51 9.90 22.36 29.75 3.77
Flickr30k RSTP 20.50 44.45 57.15 14.70 21.45 45.20 56.15 15.70 24.55 47.75 59.90 17.57

investigating the scalability of UP-Person for larger datasets
and real-time applications (e.g., through model compression
and pruning) could offer valuable insights into its practical
utility.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel unified parameter-efficient
transfer learning framework for text-based person retrieval
based on CLIP and to fully transfer and explore knowledge
within CLIP without bells and whistles. This unified frame-
work adjusts global features with our L-Adapter while cap-
turing fine-grained features in attention with out optimized S-
Prefix and LoRA. The significant performance improvements
across three widely-used person benchmark datasets and two
general text-to-image retrieval datasets validate effectiveness,
parameter-efficiency, and generalization of our method. We
hope our work can inspire future research on how to fully
mine knowledge of the VLP models in a more effective and
efficient PETL framework for TPR.
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