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ABSTRACT
Video captioning is a challenging task since it requires generating
sentences describing various diverse and complex videos. Existing
video captioning models lack adequate visual representation due
to the neglect of the existence of gaps between videos and texts. To
bridge this gap, in this paper, we propose a CLIP4Caption frame-
work that improves video captioning based on a CLIP-enhanced
video-text matching network (VTM). This framework is taking full
advantage of the information from both vision and language and en-
forcing themodel to learn strongly text-correlated video features for
text generation. Besides, unlike most existing models using LSTM
or GRU as the sentence decoder, we adopt a Transformer structured
decoder network to effectively learn the long-range visual and lan-
guage dependency. Additionally, we introduce a novel ensemble
strategy for captioning tasks. Experimental results demonstrate
the effectiveness of our method on two datasets: 1) on MSR-VTT
dataset, our method achieved a new state-of-the-art result with a
significant gain of up to 10% in CIDEr; 2) on the private test data,
our method ranking 2nd place in the ACM MM multimedia grand
challenge 2021: Pre-training for Video Understanding Challenge. It
is noted that our model is only trained on the MSR-VTT dataset.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Describing video content is a labor-intensive task for humans.
Therefore, computer scientists have put much effort into connect-
ing human language with visual information to develop a system
that automatically describes videos using natural language sen-
tences. The advancement of video captioning enhances various
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applications in reality, e.g., automatic video subtitling, aid to visu-
ally impaired person, human-computer interaction, and improving
online video search or retrieval [1].

Early research in video captioning used template-based meth-
ods [8, 27, 36], which aligns predicted words with the pre-defined
template. S2VT [31] proposed a LSTM [9] based sequence-to-sequence
model for video captioning. Since then, numerous sequence learn-
ing methods, which adopt encoder-decoder architecture to generate
caption flexibly, were introduced [13, 19, 20, 33, 37, 38]. [37] pro-
pose an attention-based approach that takes into account both the
local and global temporal structure of videos to product descrip-
tions. RecNet [33] proposed a reconstruction network that leverages
both the video-to-text and text-to-sentence flows for video caption-
ing. In recent years’ study, some researchers also successfully use
vision-language (VL) pretraining for VL understanding, which has
made significant progress in the downstream task of image caption-
ing [11, 12, 40].

All the methods mentioned above build their video encoder with
a CNN-based network, lacking adequate visual representation since
they only take advantage of the information from vision modality.
In this paper, we introduce a video-text matching network which
empowered by a well-pretrained CLIP [26] model to learn the video
embeddings taking fully advantage from both vision and language
modality.

Specially, we first pre-train a video-text matching model to ob-
tain a text-correlated video embeddings, and then we taken those
enhanced video embedding as input to fine-tune in a well pre-
trained transformer decoder network. It is noted that our trans-
former decoder is initialized by the part of weights of the pretrained
Uni-VL [15] model. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our
methodology outperforms state-of-the-art video captioning meth-
ods [28] on the MSR-VTT dataset [35]. Additionally, our methodol-
ogy ranks 2nd in the ACM MM grand challenge 2021: Pre-training
for Video Understanding Challenge, in the first track of pre-training
for video captioning.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as follows:
•We utilize a CLIP-enhanced video-text matching network to en-

force our model to learn strongly correlated video and text features
for text generation.

•We leverage the weights of well pre-trained video and language
model Uni-VL while greatly simplified its structure to better-fitting
video captioning tasks.

• We design a novel ensemble mechanism for video captioning.
• We extensively validate our model on the most widely used

MSR-VTT dataset. The results indicate that our framework out-
performs multiple state-of-the-art methods in video captioning,
exhibiting the great potential of our framework for this challenging
task.
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2 METHODOLOGY
Figure 1 illustrates the framework of our proposed CLIP4Caption
for video captioning. We train our system in two stage. First we
pre-train a video-text matching network on MSR-VTT dataset to
obtain better visual representation(2.1) (lower part in Fig. 1). Second,
we take our pre-trained matching network as the video feature
extractor in fine-tuning stage (upper part in FIg.1). A sequence
of frames embedding was inputted to video encoder, connected
with a decoder which generated the text (2.2). For ensemble, we
train multiple caption models with different layers of encoder and
decoder, and ensemble all the generated captioning text for a final
strong result (2.3). Details will be elaborated as follows.

2.1 Video-text matching pre-training
As the CLIP4Clip model transferred from CLIP [26] has demon-
strated outstanding performance in the video-text retrieval task, we
pre-train our video-text matching network (VTM) upon CLIP4Clip.
CLIP4Clip extracts frames of images from the video at 1 FPS, the
input video frames for each epoch come from the video’s fixed
position. We improve the frames sampling method to the TSN
sampling[34], which divides the video into K splits and randomly
samples one frame in each split, thus increasing the sample random-
ness on the limited data set. After the TSN sampling, input frames
are encoded by the pre-trained CLIP (ViT-B/32) video encoder [7]
with 12 layers and the patch size 32, since CLIP is adequate for the
image-text retrieval task. Take the input video frames of video as
𝑣𝑖 = {𝑣1

𝑖
, 𝑣2
𝑖
, . . . , 𝑣

|𝑣𝑖 |
𝑖

}, the video frames embedding can denote as
𝑓𝑖 = {𝑓 1

𝑖
, 𝑓 2
𝑖
, . . . , 𝑓

|𝑣𝑖 |
𝑖

}.
A 12-layer 512-wide model with eight attention heads Trans-

former [29] encoder is used as text encoder, whose weights origi-
nated from the pre-trained CLIP text encoder. Following CLIP and
CLIP4Clip, the [EOS] token’s activations of the highest layer of the
transformer are used as the feature representation of the input text.
For the input text 𝑠 𝑗 , corresponding text embedding is denoted as
𝑡 𝑗 .

After video encoding, we use a mean pooling layer to aggregate
the embedding of all frames and obtain a average frame embedding.
Then, the similarity function can be defined for video-text matching.
Similar to CLIP4Clip, we adopt cosine similarity to measure similar-
ity between joint video frames embedding 𝑓𝑖 and text embedding
𝑡 𝑗 , as formulated by:

𝑠 (𝑓𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ) =
𝑡 𝑗
⊤ 𝑓𝑖

∥𝑡 𝑗 ∥∥ 𝑓𝑖 ∥
. (1)

Video-text matching is trained in a self-supervised way. Given a
batch of N video-text pairs, VTM generates a N × N similarities and
the optimization goal is to maximize the similarity between paired
video-text and maximize the similarity of unpaired text. Therefore,
the loss function is defined as follows:

L𝑣2𝑡 = − 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑖

log
exp(𝑠 (𝑓𝑖 , 𝑡𝑖 ))∑𝑁
𝑗 exp(𝑠 (𝑓𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ))

, (2)

L𝑡2𝑣 = − 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑖

log
exp(𝑠 (𝑓𝑖 , 𝑡𝑖 ))∑𝑁
𝑗 exp(𝑠 (𝑓𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖 ))

, (3)

L = L𝑣2𝑡 + L𝑡2𝑣, (4)

where L𝑣2𝑡 and L𝑡2𝑣 denotes the loss function of video-to-text and
text-to-video respectively.

We use the output of ViT video encoder, a sequence of frames em-
bedding, as our video visual representation. Each frame is mapped
to 512d visual feature, resulting 𝑛 × 512 dynamic features 𝐹𝑣𝑖 =

𝑉𝑖𝑇 (𝑣𝑖 ) for each video, where n is the number of frames.

2.2 Fine-tune on video captioning
In fine-tuning stage, we leverage the well pre-trained model Uni-VL
and fine-tune the encoder-decoder architecture of Uni-VL on video
captioning with MSR-VTT dataset. Uni-VL is a two-stream video
and language pre-trainingmodel. During Uni-VL’s pre-training, text
and video are input to text encoder and video encoder, respectively,
and a cross encoder aligns the text embedding and video embed-
ding. In our fine-tuning stage, we discard the text encoder and cross
encoder since the input video of our dataset without related tran-
scripts. The fine-tuning stage on total pre-trained Uni-VL layers is
difficult since the MSR-VTT dataset (for fine-tuning stage) is rela-
tively tiny to the Uni-VL’s pre-training dataset HowTo100M [17].
CLIP4Caption, therefore, train effortless and prevent over-fitting
through reducing the number of Transformer layers.

As described above, our captioning model is composed of the
Transformer based Video Encoder and Decoder, the strongly text-
correlated video feature 𝐹𝑣 is input to one-layer Transformer Video
Encoder(TE) to obtain the enhanced feature 𝑓𝑣𝑒 = 𝑇𝐸 (𝐹𝑣), and
then fed into a three-layer Transformer Decoder (TD) to produce
caption 𝑡 = 𝑇𝐷 (𝐹𝑣𝑒 ) for each video. We initialize TE and TD with
the weights pre-trained in Uni-VL and train the model with only
cross-entropy loss:

L𝑐𝑒 = −
𝐿∑︁

𝑡=1

log 𝑝𝑡 (𝑆𝑡 ), (5)

where L is themax length of caption sentence, 𝑝𝑡 is the probability of
predicted word at time t, and 𝑆𝑡 is the sentence which has generated
at time t.

2.3 Ensemble strategy
The single model is not strong enough for a great predicted result.
In order to obtain a more powerful caption result, we design a novel
metric-based voting strategy for captioning task. We utilise the
captioning evaluation metrics, such as BLEU4, CIDEr, SPICE, etc.,
as the “importance score” of a generated sentences and select the
sentence with highest score to compose the final result.

Mathematically, Considering the predicted captions of one video
from 𝑛 different models as 𝑇𝑖 , the importance score for 𝑖𝑡ℎ caption
𝑆𝑖 using single metric can be calculated by assuming the rest of
predicted captions [𝑇𝑗 ] 𝑗≠𝑖 as "ground-truth" captions:

𝑆𝑖 =𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐 (𝑟𝑒 𝑓 = [𝑇1, . . . ,𝑇𝑖−1,𝑇𝑖+1, . . . ,𝑇𝑛] , ℎ𝑝𝑦 = 𝑇𝑖 ), (6)

where 𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝑛] and𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐 (·) is the captioning metric. The pre-
dicted caption with biggest score 𝑆 is selected as the final output.
Since captioning task often uses multiple metrics, and the value
range of each metric is inconsistent, we use the maximum value of
each metric to normalize it [5]. Considering multiple metrics, the



Figure 1: An Overview of our proposed CLIP4Caption framework comprises two training stages: a video-text matching pre-
training stage and a video caption fine-tuning stage. In the pre-training stage, we build our video-text matching network upon
a CLIP-based Video Encoder and a BERT-based Text Encoder, and it compares the similarity of video and text features for the
match. In the fine-tuning stage, we take the strongly text-correlated video feature as input and fine-tuning our transformer
decoder network for captioning task.

overall metric can be calculated as:

𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑙 = ( 𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐1

𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐1𝑏
+ 𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐2

𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐2𝑏
+ · · · + 𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑀

𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑀𝑏

)/𝑀, (7)

whereMdenotes the number ofmetrics used for calculating𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑙 ,
𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑖𝑏 denotes the best numeric value of the specific metric
𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑖 . And the importance score of multiple metrics is:

𝑆𝑖 =𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑐𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑙 (𝑟𝑒 𝑓 = [𝑇1, . . . ,𝑇𝑖−1,𝑇𝑖+1, . . . ,𝑇𝑛 ] , ℎ𝑝𝑦 = 𝑇𝑖 ), (8)

3 RESULTS
3.1 Dataset split
On account of the significant difference between Video Understand-
ing Challenge pre-training dataset Auto-captions on GIF (ACTION)
[18] and the MSR-VTT data set, we only use MSR-VTT as our train-
ing dataset. The MSR-VTT dataset covers a broad range of video
content categories, with a total video time of about 50 hours, 10000
videos, and 20 descriptions per video. For pre-training results in
Table 1 and Table 2, we report our results on the split of MSR-VTT
Training-9K[16], which was used in CLIP4Clip. For fine-tuning re-
sults in Table 3 , we used the MSR-VTT’s standard split (MSR-VTT
Training-6K), i.e., 6,512, 498, and 2,990 clips for training, validation,
and testing for comparision with state-of-the-art methods. We also
used total MSRVTT (MSR-VTT Training-10K) to train more mod-
els for our ensemble results in Table 4, and evalute our ensemble
mechanism on Video Understanding Challenge test set.

3.2 Pre-training result
Video-text matching pre-training is done on 8 NVIDIA Tesla P40
GPU graphics, with batch size set to 512 and max epochs set to 5.

Table 1: Pre-training results of video-text matching onMSR-
VTT Training-9K. In the column 𝑅𝑇2𝑉@K denotes text-to-
video recall at rank K. For VTM, max frames K means K
splits for TSN sampling.

Methods max frames 𝑅𝑇2𝑉@1 𝑅𝑇2𝑉@5 𝑅𝑇2𝑉@10
CLIP4Clip 12 42.6 70.1 80.2
VTM 12 42.7 70.1 81.2
VTM 6 44 70.6 80
VTM 3 44.5 71.1 79.7

Table 2: Pre-training results of video-text matching onMSR-
VTT Training-9K. In the column 𝑅𝑉 2𝑇@K denote video-to-
text recall at rank K. For VTM,max frames Kmeans K splits
for TSN sampling.

Methods max frames 𝑅𝑉 2𝑇@1 𝑅𝑉 2𝑇@5 𝑅𝑉 2𝑇@10
CLIP4Clip 12 43.4 70.2 81.7
VTM 12 43.4 70.5 82.2
VTM 6 43.5 71.1 81.4
VTM 3 44.3 71.7 81.7

We use standard retrieval metrics: recall at rank K, denoted as R@K,
to evaluate the performance of our pre-trained network. We report
the metrics of R@1, R@5, R@10 for both text-to-video retrieval
and video-to-text retrieval. The VTM result with different TSN split
is shown in Table 1 and Table 2. Our VTM outperformed origin
CLIP4Clip, and TSN sampling with 3 splits perform better in R@1
and R@5. Given this, we used VTM with 3 splits TSN as our feature



Table 3: Comparison on MSR-VTT dataset. “B@”, “R”, “M”,
“C”, “S” denotes “BLEU-4”, “ROUGE-L”, “METEOR”, “CIDEr”,
“SPICE” respectively. † indicates the results are quoted from
the published literature [22]. For other methods in compari-
son, their results are obtained by re-running the publicly re-
leased codes or models on MSR-VTT dataset using the same
training-test partition as our method.

Methods B@4 R M C S
𝑅𝐸𝑉𝑛𝑒𝑡𝑣3 − 𝑅𝐿† [10] 42.4 62.3 28.1 53.2 -
𝑂𝑅𝐺 −𝑇𝑅𝐿† [39] 43.6 62.1 28.8 50.9 -
𝐶𝑆𝑇_𝐺𝑇_𝑁𝑜𝑛𝑒† [25] 44.1 62.4 29.1 49.7 -
𝑆𝐶𝑁 − 𝐿𝑆𝑇𝑀 + 𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑔† [5] 43.8 62.4 28.9 51.4
𝑡𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑐 − 𝑔𝑢𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑑† [6] 44.9 62.8 29.6 51.8 -
𝐺𝐹𝑁 − 𝑃𝑂𝑆_𝑅𝐿(𝐼𝑅 +𝑀)† [32] 41.3 62.1 28.7 53.4 -
𝑉𝑁𝑆 −𝐺𝑅𝑈 † [4] 46.0 63.3 29.5 52.0 -
𝑀𝑆𝐴𝑁

†
𝑓 +𝑜+𝑐 [28] 46.8 - 29.5 52.4 -

𝐴𝑉𝑆𝑆𝑁 [23] 42.8 61.7 28.8 46.9 -
𝑆𝑒𝑚𝑆𝑦𝑛𝐴𝑁 [24] 44.3 62.5 28.8 50.1 6.3
𝑈𝑛𝑖 −𝑉𝐿 [15] 42.2 61.21 28.8 49.9 6.5
𝐶𝐿𝐼𝑃4𝐶𝑎𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 46.1 63.7 30.7 57.7 7.6
𝐶𝐿𝐼𝑃4𝐶𝑎𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑙𝑒) 47.2 64.8 31.2 60.0 7.9

extractor, and retrained the VTM in MSR-VTT Training-6K in the
fine-tuning stage for better visual representation.

3.3 Fine-tuning result
In the fine-tuning stage, we used the pre-trained VTM onMSR-VTT
Training-6K as our feature extractor. To be consistent with Uni-VL,
we set the maximum frame length to 20. Caption fine-tuning is
done on 4 GPUs, making the batch size 1024 and the total epochs
30.

In Table 3, we report the standard captioning metrics, BLEU-
4 [21], ROUGE-L [14], METEOR [3], CIDEr [30], SPICE [2] of our
proposed CLIP4Caption, and other state-of-the-art methods for
video captioning on MSR-VTT dataset. As shown in Table 3, our
pre-training stage learns the powerful text-correlated visual repre-
sentation for text generation, significantly improving all the metrics
upon Uni-VL. CLIP4Caption achieved a new state-of-the-art result
with a significant gains of up to 10% in the CIDEr score.

3.4 Ensemble result
We vary dataset split and the layers of the Transformer to train
more models. We used two splits for the pre-training stage, the
standard dataset split MSR-VTT Training-6K, and the other dataset
split MSR-VTT Training-9K, with 9000 videos for training and 1000
videos for validation. As a result, two VTM features are obtained:
VTM-6K-feature and VTM-9K-feature.

We adopted three splits for the fine-tuning stage, MSR-VTT
Training-6K and MSR-VTT Training-9K as used in the pre-training
stage, and MSR-VTT Training-10k, which used the total MSR-VTT
dataset. At the same time, we also combined the different layers of
Transformer layers. For the visual encoder, we tried 1-layer, 3-layer,
and 6-layer Transformer encoders. As for the decoder, we tried the
number of Transformer layers from 1 to 6. These combinations

Table 4: Ensemble results of video captioning on the Video
Understanding Challenge test set. "single model" means the
best result using a single model, while "k models" indicate
the ensemble strategy uses results fromkmodels for a better
result.

Methods B@4 M C S
CLIP4Caption(single model) 22.76 17.89 26.93 5.93
CLIP4Caption(9 models) 23.61 18.69 29.35 6.67
CLIP4Caption(17 models) 23.78 19.18 30.39 7.14
CLIP4Caption(47 models) 23.42 19.40 30.56 7.47
CLIP4Caption(59 models) 23.67 19.63 31.19 7.53

produced a lot of captioning results. We eliminated some of the
results that were not effective on the MSR-VTT validation dataset
and applied ensemble strategy in other results.

We Validate our proposed strategy in Video Understanding Chal-
lenging test dataset. The metric used for the ensemble is SPICE and
BLEU-4, because of the poor performance using other metrics. The
experimental results are shown in Table 3. Compared with the best
result of a single model, our ensemble strategy has significantly
improved the metrics on the test dataset, and ranks 2nd in the Video
Understanding Challenge. Furthermore, the result is positively cor-
related with the number of results we use, which means we can
use this ensemble strategy to improve our results by continuously
training enough models.

4 CONCLUSION
In this work, we focus on learning better visual representation for
text generation and improving video captioning with video and
language pre-training models. We propose the CLIP4Caption, a two-
stage language and video pre-training-based video caption solution.
For better visual representation, we adopt the pre-training stage to
learn strongly text-correlated video features. Also, to improve video
captioning, we make use of Uni-VL pre-trained weights to initialize
our encoder-decoder-based captioning architecture and fine-tune
the model in MSR-VTT dataset. Besides, we introduce a novel en-
semble strategy to ensemble multiple models’ captioning results
by using captioning metrics. Extensive experiments indicate that
our proposed CLIP4Caption significantly outperforms the current
state-of-the-art method and ranks 2nd in the Video Understanding
Challenge test dataset.
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