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Abstract

Text-based Person Retrieval (TPR) aims to retrieve per-
son images that match the description given a text query.
The performance improvement of the TPR model relies
on high-quality data for supervised training. However,
it is difficult to construct a large-scale, high-quality TPR
dataset due to expensive annotation and privacy protec-
tion. Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) have ap-
proached or even surpassed human performance on many
NLP tasks, creating the possibility to expand high-quality
TPR datasets. This paper proposes an LLM-based Data
Augmentation (LLM-DA) method for TPR. LLM-DA uses
LLMs to rewrite the text in the current TPR dataset, achiev-
ing high-quality expansion of the dataset concisely and ef-
ficiently. These rewritten texts are able to increase the di-
versity of vocabulary and sentence structure while retaining
the original key concepts and semantic information. In or-
der to alleviate the hallucinations of LLMs, LLM-DA intro-
duces a Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF) to filter out unfaithful
rewritten text. To balance the contributions of original text
and augmented text, a Balanced Sampling Strategy (BSS) is
proposed to control the proportion of original text and aug-
mented text used for training. LLM-DA is a plug-and-play
method that can be easily integrated into various TPR mod-
els. Comprehensive experiments on three TPR benchmarks
show that LLM-DA can improve the retrieval performance
of current TPR models.

1. Introduction

Text-based Person Retrieval (TPR) [16] aims to retrieve
person images that match the description given a text query,
which is a sub-task of image-text retrieval [5] and person re-
identification (Re-ID) [36]. TPR can assist in identifying in-
dividuals captured in surveillance footage based on textual
descriptions. TPR has implications for surveillance and se-
curity applications, where identifying individuals based on
textual descriptions can aid in law enforcement and public

Original Text

The man is wearing green pants and a green and black striped tank top. He has a buzz cut

and is wearing hot pink headphones around his neck.

Traditional Text Augmentation

Back Translation: The man is dressed in green pants and a green and black striped tank

top. He sports a buzz cut and is wearing hot pink headphones around his neck.

Random Deletion: The is wearing pants and a green and black striped tank top. He has a

buzz cut and is wearing hot pink around his neck.

Random Swap: The man is green pants wearing and a green and black striped tank top.

has a buzz He cut and is wearing hot pink around his neck headphones.

LLM-DA

1. The individual is sporting green pants paired with a green and black striped tank top,

boasting a clean-shaven head adorned with hot pink headphones dangling around the neck.

2. The man is adorned in green pants and a tank top featuring green and black stripes,

with pink headphones draped around his neck, complementing his buzz cut.

3. The man wears green pants along with a tank top adorned with green and black stripes.

Additionally, he sports a buzz cut hairstyle and carries pink headphones around his neck.

Figure 1. Original person image, original text, and augmented text.

safety efforts.
Current studies [2, 16] on TPR mainly focus on extract-

ing discriminative feature representations and fine-grained
feature alignment to achieve competitive retrieval perfor-
mance. As a multi-modal learning task, the performance
improvement of the TPR model relies on high-quality data
for supervised training. However, it is difficult to construct a
large-scale, high-quality TPR dataset for TPR model train-
ing. There are two reasons: 1) Lack of data. Due to privacy
protection, it is difficult to obtain large-scale person images.
2) Lack of high-quality annotation. Text annotation is te-
dious and inevitably introduces annotator biases. Therefore,
the texts in the current TPR datasets are usually short and
cannot comprehensively describe the characteristics of the
target person. In order to solve this problem, Yang et al. [34]
construct a large-scale multi-attribute dataset, MALS, for
the pre-training of the TPR task. It takes a lot of man-
power and material resources to construct MALS, and we
are grateful for their contribution to the TPR field.

In addition to constructing large-scale datasets, data aug-
mentation is also an effective way to expand data scale
and facilitate model training. Compared with dataset con-
struction, data augmentation has lower labor and material
costs. Cao et al. [4] conduct a comprehensive empirical
study on data augmentation in the TPR task, including im-
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age augmentation and text augmentation. Image augmen-
tation methods include traditional removal and alteration.
Text augmentation methods include back translation, ran-
dom deletion, etc. Most of these traditional image aug-
mentation methods can improve the retrieval performance
of TPR models. However, we find that these traditional
text augmentation methods do not significantly improve
retrieval performance, and some methods even reduce re-
trieval performance. These simple text augmentation meth-
ods have limited improvement in text diversity. More seri-
ously, some crude text augmentation methods, such as ran-
dom deletion and random swap, can destroy the correct sen-
tence structure and even change the original semantic con-
cept of the text, as shown in Figure 1. These low-quality
augmented texts can have a negative impact on model train-
ing.

Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) have ap-
proached or even surpassed human performance on many
NLP tasks, creating the possibility to expand high-quality
TPR datasets. LLM can be used to rewrite the original text
to generate new text, thereby achieving text augmentation.
Thanks to the powerful semantic understanding and gen-
eration capabilities of LLMs, these rewritten texts are able
to increase the diversity of vocabulary and sentence struc-
ture while retaining the original key concepts and semantic
information. Figure 1 shows the augmented text we gen-
erated using the open-source LLM Vicuna [6]. The aug-
mented text generated by LLM can enhance the diversity
of the text while maintaining the correct sentence structure.
Although LLM has powerful generation capabilities, hal-
lucinations have always been a thorny problem that LLM
cannot solve. It is possible for LLM to generate augmenta-
tion text that does not meet expectations, which is an issue
that needs to be addressed.

In this paper, we propose an LLM-based Data Augmen-
tation (LLM-DA) method for TPR. LLM-DA uses LLMs to
rewrite the text in the current TPR dataset, achieving high-
quality expansion of the dataset concisely and efficiently.
These rewritten texts are able to increase the diversity of
vocabulary and sentence structure while retaining the orig-
inal key concepts and semantic information. In order to al-
leviate the hallucinations of LLMs, LLM-DA introduces a
Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF) to filter out unfaithful rewrit-
ten text. To balance the contributions of original text and
augmented text, a Balanced Sampling Strategy (BSS) is
proposed to control the proportion of original text and aug-
mented text used for training. LLM-DA neither changes the
original model architecture nor affects the form of the orig-
inal loss function. Therefore, LLM-DA is a plug-and-play
method that can be easily integrated into various TPR mod-
els. The major contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

• We propose an LLM-based Data Augmentation (LLM-

DA) method for TPR, using LLM to rewrite the text in
the current TPR dataset, achieving high-quality expan-
sion of the dataset concisely and efficiently. This is the
first exploration of using LLM for data augmentation
in the TPR task.

• We propose a Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF) to filter
out unfaithful rewritten text to alleviate the hallucina-
tions of LLMs.

• We propose a Balanced Sampling Strategy (BSS) to
control the proportion of original text and augmented
text used for training.

• LLM-DA can be plug-and-play integrated into vari-
ous TPR models. Comprehensive experiments on three
TPR benchmarks show that LLM-DA can improve the
retrieval performance of current TPR models.

2. Related work
2.1. Text-based Person Retrieval

Text-based Person Retrieval (TPR) [16] aims to retrieve
person images that match the description given a text query.
Li et al. [21] first propose TPR, which is a sub-task of
image-text retrieval [5] and person re-identification (Re-
ID) [36]. Feature extraction and feature alignment are the
core steps to TPR. Current studies on TPR mainly focus on
these two aspects.

Feature Extraction refers to extracting discrimina-
tive features from input person images and text descrip-
tions. Li et al. [20, 21] use Long Short-Term Mem-
ory (LSTM) to extract text features and Convolution Neural
Networks (CNN) to extract image features. Zhu et al. [39]
use the ResNet-50 [15] pretrained on the ImagNet dataset
to extract image features and the Bidirectional Gate Recur-
rent Unit (Bi-GRU) to extract text features. In recent years,
with the emergence of Transformer [31] and Bidirectional
Encoder Representations from Transformers (BERT) [7],
large-scale pre-trained models have been gradually used to
extract features. Han et al. [14] first introduce Contrastive
Language-Image Pre-Training (CLIP) [24] for feature ex-
traction in TPR. Jiang et al. [16] use CLIP image and text
encoders to extract image and text features, respectively.
Yang et al. [34] apply Swin Transformer [22] to extract im-
age features and BERT to extract text features. Bai et al. [2]
use the large-scale vision-language pre-trained model AL-
BEF [19] to extract image and text features.

Feature Alignment refers to the process of effectively
matching image and text features. Li et al. [20] use Cross-
Modal Cross-Entropy (CMCE) loss for feature alignment.
Li et al. [21] propose a Recurrent Neural Network with
Gated Neural Attention (GNA-RNN) mechanism to cap-
ture the relationship between images and text. In addi-
tion to loss functions and attention mechanisms, recent
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studies [17, 23, 32, 39] use more complex models for fea-
ture alignment. Zhu et al. [39] use five different modules
and loss functions for feature alignment to make full use
of multi-modal and multi-granular information to improve
retrieval performance. Niu et al. [23] propose a Multi-
granularity Image-text Alignment (MIA) model to alleviate
the cross-modal fine-grained problem. The Visual-Textual
Attribute Alignment Model (ViTAA) module is proposed to
align person partial features and textual attribute features
with a k-reciprocal sampling alignment loss [32]. Jing et
al. [17] propose a Moment Alignment Network (MAN) to
solve the cross-domain and cross-modal alignment prob-
lems. Later studies focus more on the fine-grained align-
ment of multimodalities. By designing an implicit relation
reasoning module in the random mask language paradigm,
Jiang et al. [16] complete the fine-grained alignment of
modalities and achieve cross-modal text and visual inter-
action. Yang et al. [34] incorporate the tasks of Image-Text
Contrastive Learning (ITC), Image-Text Matching Learn-
ing (ITM), and Masked Language Modeling (MLM) to
impose the alignment constraints. Bai et al. [2] pro-
pose Relationship-Aware (RA) learning and Sensitivity-
Aware (SA) learning. RA focuses on the correlation be-
tween images and text,which is a coarse-grained optimiza-
tion. SA focuses more on the interaction between images
and text, which is fine-grained optimization.

Looking back at the development of TPR, most stud-
ies focus on improving retrieval performance through the
feature level, but high-quality data is crucial to improving
the performance of supervised learning models. Privacy
protection and annotation make building large-scale, high-
quality datasets challenging. In order to solve this prob-
lem, Yang et al. [34] construct a large-scale multi-attribute
dataset, MALS, for the pre-training of the TPR task, which
takes a lot of manpower and material resources. In order to
obtain large-scale, high-quality data at a low cost, this paper
considers introducing data augmentation into TPR.

2.2. Data Augmentation

Data augmentation increases the diversity of the data and
improves the robustness of the model by changing and ex-
panding the original data. TPR datasets are usually con-
structed in the form of image-text pairs. Therefore, the data
augmentation of TPR datasets requires considering both im-
age augmentation and text augmentation.

Image Augmentation. There are a lot of methods of
image augmentation. Commonly used traditional methods
include random cropping, flipping, scaling, color transfor-
mation, etc. In addition, some novel image augmentation
methods, such as Mixup [38] and CutMix [37], are also
widely used. Mixup randomly selects two images in each
batch and mixes them in a certain ratio to generate a new
image. CutMix generates a new image by randomly cutting

and pasting image fragments from different areas of the im-
age, thereby improving the ability of models to learn local
features. Previous studies [15,18,27–29] have demonstrated
that the data augmentation of images can effectively im-
prove the generalization and robustness of the model. Cao
et al. [4] point out that image augmentation has a certain
effect on improving the performance of TPR.

Text Augmentation. Compared with image augmenta-
tion, text augmentation faces more challenges because of
the complexity, abstraction, flexibility, scarcity, and diver-
sity of text. Easy Data Augmentation (EDA) [33] is a simple
text augmentation method, including synonym replacement,
random insertion, random swap, and random deletion. Back
translation [11] generates new sentences by translating text
into another language and then back. Although back trans-
lation is widely used and has achieved certain success, due
to cultural differences between different languages, it may
lead to semantic inconsistency and is not universal. Cut-
MixOut [13] combines Cutout [8] and CutMix [37] to ran-
domly replace and remove text subsequences through a bi-
nary mask. However, these methods may destroy the struc-
tural and semantic information of sentences, and the aug-
mented texts lack diversity. With the widespread applica-
tion of LLMs, text augmentation can be performed using
LLMs. While ensuring the semantic integrity of the sen-
tence, LLMs can also increase the diversity of sentence
structure and form, effectively enhancing the generalization
and robustness of the model. Such as Fan et al. [12] improve
CLIP performance by augmenting text with LLMs.

2.3. Large Language Models

The Transformer architecture provides the basis for the
subsequent generation of LLMs. Radford et al. [25] intro-
duce the Generative Pretrained Transformer (GPT) model,
which is based on the Transformer architecture and serves
as the foundation for the advancement of LLMs. Subse-
quently, the emergence of a series of GPT models [1, 3, 26]
further promotes the development of this field. More-
over, the release of open-sourced models like LLaMA [30]
and GLM [10], fine-tuned for various tasks, has served
as the backbone for numerous applications. Vicuna [6]
introduces a more economical option with its 7B and
13B versions while maintaining impressive performance,
contributing significantly to the progress in the field of
LLMs. These models collectively achieve comparable per-
formances across various benchmarks, creating the possi-
bility to expand high-quality TPR datasets.

Although LLMs can perform well on many different
tasks, there are still some problems that need to be solved
when applying LLMs for text augmentation. One of the
key issues is the hallucination of LLMs. The hallucination
refers to the situation where the grammatical correctness,
fluency, and authenticity of the generated text are inconsis-
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The man is wearing green pants and a green and black

striped tank top. He has a buzz cut and is wearing hot

pink headphones around his neck.

The man is adorned in green pants and a tank top

featuring green and black stripes, with pink headphones

draped around his neck, complementing his buzz cut.

Original Text

LLM TFF

Augmented Text

Image 

Encoder

Text 

Encoder

BSS

Original Text

Augmented Text

Regenerate

True

False

Loss Function

Image Embedding

Text Embeddings
Similarity Matrix

Figure 2. The framework for using LLM-based Data Augmentation (LLM-DA) in TPR model training.

tent with the original input text or even inconsistent with
the facts [35]. The hallucination problem not only reduces
the reliability of generated text but may also lead to an un-
even quality of output text and sometimes even abnormal
text. Therefore, it is necessary to slove the hallucination of
LLMs.

3. Methodology

3.1. Preliminary

Text-based person retrieval (TPR) is defined as retriev-
ing person images relevant to the description of a given text
query. We denote V = {Vi}Ii=1 as a collection of person
images and T = {Ti}Ii=1 as a collection of text descrip-
tions, where Vi is a person image and Ti is a text descrip-
tion. In TPR, given a text description Ti, the goal is to find
the most relevant person image Vi from the person image
collection V . Current TPR models generally follow a com-
mon framework, which contains an image encoder f img(·)
and a text encoder f text(·). The similarity s(Vi, Ti) be-
tween Vi and Ti is computed based on the encoded image
feature f img(Vi) and text feature f text(Ti). Finally, the
retrieval results are obtained by ranking the similarities.

3.2. LLM-based Data Augmentation

Figure 2 shows the framework for using LLM-based
Data Augmentation (LLM-DA) in TPR model training.
LLM-DA first utilizes an LLM to rewrite the original text
to generate augmented text. Then, in order to alleviate the
hallucinations of LLMs, LLM-DA introduces a Text Faith-
fulness Filter (TFF) to filter out unfaithful rewritten text.
On the one hand, the faithfully rewritten text is used as aug-
mented text for model training. On the other hand, LLM-
DA discards the unfaithful rewritten text and uses LLM
again to rewrite the original text to generate augmented text.

Original Text Augmented Text

Prompt: “Rewrite this image caption.”

Open-Source LLM
Vicuna

The man is wearing green pants

and a green and black striped

tank top. He has a buzz cut and

is wearing hot pink headphones

around his neck.

The man is adorned in green

pants and a tank top featuring

green and black stripes, with

pink headphones draped around

his neck, complementing his

buzz cut.

ori

iT
aug

iT

Figure 3. Using LLM for text augmentation.

Finally, in order to balance the contributions of original text
and augmented text, LLM-DA introduces a Balanced Sam-
pling Strategy (BSS) to control the proportion of original
text and augmented text used for training through sampling.
Through the BSS, the caculated similarity matrix between
person images and texts is a mixed similarity matrix, which
contains both the similarity between the image and the orig-
inal text and the similarity between the image and the aug-
mented text. This mixed similarity matrix is used to calcu-
late the loss function and implement model training.

Figure 3 shows how to use LLMs to generate augmented
text. In this paper, we choose the LLM Vicuna [6] for text
augmentation, which is an open-source chatbot trained by
fine-tuning LLaMA on user-shared conversations collected
from ShareGPT. Preliminary evaluation using GPT-4 as a
judge shows Vicuna achieves more than 90% of the quality
of OpenAI ChatGPT and Google Bard. We concatenate the
original text T ori

i and prompt “Rewrite this image caption.”
and enter them into Vicuna together. Vicuna rewrites the
original text T ori

i and returns the augmented text:

T aug
i = LLM(Concat(T ori

i ,Prompt)). (1)

Thanks to the powerful generalization of LLMs, most of the
text rewritten using LLMs can maintain the same key con-
cepts and semantic information as the original text. In ad-
dition, with the powerful generation capabilities of LLMs,
using LLMs to rewrite text can enrich the diversity of text
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Figure 4. Distribution of s(T ori
i , T aug

i ) on the CUHK-PEDES
dataset.

The man is wearing green

pants and a green and black

striped tank top. He has a buzz

cut and is wearing hot pink

headphones around his neck.

The man is adorned in green

pants and a tank top featuring

green and black stripes, with

pink headphones draped around

his neck, complementing his

buzz cut.

Sentence 

Transformers

Sentence 

Transformers

Cosine

Similarity

( ),ori aug

i is T T

Keep

Regenerate

( ),ori aug

i is T T 

( ),ori aug

i is T T 

ori

iTOriginal Text

aug

iTAugmented Text

( )ori

iTf

( )aug

iTf

Figure 5. Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF).

data.

3.3. Text Faithfulness Filter

Although LLMs have demonstrated powerful capabili-
ties in various tasks, hallucination is still a problem that
LLMs have not completely solved. In the process of using
LLMs for text augmentation, we find that the rewritten text
output by LLMs may not be semantically consistent with
the original text, and LLMs may even output text in other
languages or garbled characters. We calculated the semantic
similarity between the original text and the augmented text,
as shown in Figure 4. More than 90% of the augmented text
has a semantic similarity greater than 0.6 with the original
text. But there are still a small number of augmented texts
that are semantically inconsistent with the original texts. In
order to alleviate the hallucinations of LLMs, LLM-DA in-
troduces a Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF) to filter out un-
faithful rewritten text.

The architecture of TFF is shown in Figure 5. The pur-
pose of TTF is to filter out augmented text that does not
match the semantics of the original text. Therefore, there
is a need to measure the semantic similarity between the
original text and the augmented text. To this end, we intro-
duce the Sentence Transformers framework to implement
semantic similarity calculation. Sentence Transformers is
a Python framework for state-of-the-art sentence, text and

image embeddings. First, we use Sentence Transformers
fst(·) to encode the original text T ori

i and augmented text
T aug
i to obtain original text embedding fst(T

ori
i ) and aug-

mented text embedding fst(T
aug
i ). Then, the semantic sim-

ilarity between the original text and the augmented text can
be calculated using simple cosine similarity:

s(T ori
i , T aug

i ) =
fst(T

ori
i )⊤ · fst(T

aug
i )∥∥fst(T

ori
i )

∥∥ ∥fst(T
aug
i )∥

. (2)

We set a similarity threshold α. When s(T ori
i , T aug

i ) < α,
the augmented text is considered to be semantically incon-
sistent with the original text. LLM-DA discards the unfaith-
ful rewritten text and uses LLM again to rewrite the original
text to generate augmented text. When s(T ori

i , T aug
i ) ≥ α,

the augmented text is considered to be semantically con-
sistent with the original text. The faithfully rewritten text is
used as an augmented text for model training. Through TFF
filtering, noise data in augmented text can be effectively re-
moved, and the quality of training data can be improved.

3.4. Balanced Sampling Strategy

After obtaining the augmented text, the simplest way to
use the augmented text for training is to directly add the
augmented text to the original dataset. However, there may
still be a small amount of noise data in the augmented text,
which can have a negative impact on model training. In
addition, the distribution of augmented text may be different
from that of original text. Introducing too much augmented
text for training may be detrimental to the generalization of
the model. Therefore, in order to balance the contributions
of original text and augmented text, LLM-DA introduces a
Balanced Sampling Strategy (BSS) to control the proportion
of original text and augmented text used for training through
sampling.

We define T ∗
i as the text ultimately used for training. The

process of BSS can be expressed as:

T ∗
i =

{
T ori
i , ri > β,

T aug
i , ri ≤ β,

(3)

where ri is a random number following a uniform distribu-
tion with a value range of [0, 1]. β is a predefined sampling
threshold hyperparameter used to control the proportion of
original text and augmented text for training. Balancing the
contributions of original text and augmented text can reduce
the interference of noisy data on model training while in-
creasing the diversity of training data.

Through the BSS, the caculated similarity matrix be-
tween person images and texts is a mixed similarity matrix:

S =

s(V1, T
∗
1 ) . . . s(VN , T ∗

1 )
...

. . .
...

s(V1, T
∗
N ) . . . s(VN , T ∗

N )

 , (4)
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where N is the batch size. S contains both the similar-
ity s(Vi, T

ori
i ) between the image and the original text and

the similarity s(Vi, T
aug
i ) between the image and the aug-

mented text. This mixed similarity matrix is used to calcu-
late the loss function and implement model training. In this
paper, we use CLIP as a baseline model to implement TPR.
The contrastive learning loss used by CLIP after applying
LLM-DA can be written as:

Lv→t
Contrastive = −

N∑
i=1

log
exp(s(Vi, T

∗
i )/τ)∑N

j=1 exp(s(Vi, T ∗
j )/τ)

, (5)

where τ is a temperature coefficient. Lv→t
Contrastive is the loss

of image-to-text retrieval, and the loss Lt→v
Contrastive of text-

to-image retrieval is symmetrical to Lv→t
Contrastive. LLM-DA

neither changes the original model architecture nor affects
the form of the original loss function. Therefore, LLM-DA
is a plug-and-play method that can be easily integrated into
various TPR models.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We conduct comprehensive experiments
on three TPR datasets: CUHK-PEDES [21], ICFG-
PEDES [9], and RSTPReid [39].

• CUHK-PEDES [21] is the first dataset dedicated to
TPR, which contains 40,206 images and 80,412 tex-
tual descriptions for 13,003 identities. Following the
official data split, the training set consists of 11,003
identities, 34,054 images, and 68,108 textual descrip-
tions. The validation set and test set contain 3,078 and
3,074 images, 6158 and 6156 textual descriptions, re-
spectively, and both of them have 1,000 identities.

• ICFG-PEDES [9] contains a total of 54,522 images
for 4,102 identities. Each image has only one corre-
sponding textual description. The dataset is divided
into a training set and a test set; the former comprises
34,674 image-text pairs of 3,102 identities, while the
latter contains 19,848 image-text pairs for the remain-
ing 1,000 identities.

• RSTPReid [39] contains 20,505 images of 4,101 iden-
tities from 15 cameras. Each identity has five corre-
sponding images taken by different cameras, and each
image is annotated with two textual descriptions. Fol-
lowing the official data split, the training, validation,
and test sets contain 3,701, 200, and 200 identities, re-
spectively.

Evaluation Metrics. We adopt the popular Rank-K met-
rics (K = 1, 5, and 10) as the primary evaluation metrics.

Method Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP
CLIP (ViT-B/32) 60.82 81.47 88.50 54.51
+ LLM-DA 61.45 82.41 88.68 54.77
CLIP (ViT-B/16) 64.59 83.59 89.51 58.02
+ LLM-DA 66.47 85.32 91.03 59.93

Table 1. Experimental results on the CUHK-PEDES dataset.

Rank-K reports the probability of finding at least one match-
ing person image within the top-K candidate list when given
a textual description as a query. In addition, for a compre-
hensive evaluation, we also adopt the mean Average Preci-
sion (mAP) as another retrieval criterion. The higher Rank-
K and mAP indicate better performance.

Implementation Details. Our all experiments are con-
ducted on an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU using Py-
Torch. We use CLIP as a baseline model to implement TPR.
CLIP is a neural network trained on a variety of image-text
pairs. Many TPR methods use CLIP as the backbone of the
model. Since this paper mainly focuses on data augmenta-
tion, in order to reflect the gains of data augmentation, we
do not use the various tricks proposed for TPR and only
use the original CLIP for experiments. CLIP-ViT-B/16 and
CLIP-ViT-B/32 are used as the image encoders, and CLIP
Text Transformer is used as the text encoder. All person
images are resized to 224 × 224. The maximum length of
the textual token sequence is set to 77. The model is trained
with the AdamW optimizer with a learning rate initialized
to 1× 10−5. The training batch size is 80. We use an early
stopping strategy to select the optimal model. When the
mAP of five consecutive epochs after an epoch no longer
grows, the model saved in this epoch is selected as the final
model for subsequent testing.

4.2. Improvements to TPR Models

In this section, we present the performance improve-
ments of three TPR datasets on two baseline models. We
use two CLIP models used in the latest TPR research [4] as
baseline models.

Improvements on the CUHK-PEDES Dataset. Ta-
ble 1 shows the experimental results on the CUHK-PEDES
dataset. The performance after applying LLM-DA is bet-
ter than the original baseline on both models. The perfor-
mance improvement on the more powerful CLIP (ViT-B/16)
model is more significant than that of the CLIP (ViT-B/32)
model. Specifically, after applying LLM-DA, the retrieval
performance metrics Rank-1 and mAP can be improved by
2.91% and 3.29%, respectively, compared with the original
CLIP (ViT-B/32).

Improvements on the RSTPReid Dataset. Table 2
shows the experimental results on the RSTPReid dataset.
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Method Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP
CLIP (ViT-B/32) 51.40 77.05 84.95 41.21
+ LLM-DA 52.15 77.65 85.00 41.57
CLIP (ViT-B/16) 55.75 80.20 88.20 44.73
+ LLM-DA 58.70 81.20 88.35 45.93

Table 2. Experimental results on the RSTPReid dataset.

Method Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP
CLIP (ViT-B/32) 52.75 72.27 79.52 31.29
+ LLM-DA 53.04 72.58 79.84 32.00
CLIP (ViT-B/16) 56.70 75.25 81.55 35.20
+ LLM-DA 58.05 75.43 81.74 37.33

Table 3. Experimental results on the ICFG-PEDES dataset.

On both models, the performance after applying LLM-DA
is superior to the initial baseline. Similar to the performance
on the CUHK-PEDES dataset, the performance improve-
ment on the more powerful CLIP (ViT-B/16) model is more
significant than the CLIP (ViT-B/32) model. In particular,
compared to the original CLIP (ViT-B/32), the retrieval per-
formance metrics Rank-1 and mAP are improved by 3.50%
and 2.68%, respectively, after applying LLM-DA.

Improvements on the ICFG-PEDES Dataset. Ta-
ble 3 shows the experimental results on the CUHK-PEDES
dataset. Applying LLM-DA improves performance on both
models over the baseline. In particular, Rank-1 and mAP
retrieval performance metrics are improved by 2.38% and
6.05%, respectively, following the application of LLM-DA
in comparison to the initial CLIP (ViT-B/32). In summary,
LLM-DA can improve the performance of all metrics on
all three datasets. This demonstrates the generalization of
LLM-DA.

4.3. Comparisons with Text Data Augmentation
Methods

LLM-DA is a text augmentation method. There are
many traditional text augmentation methods used in TPR:

• Random Deletion randomly removes words from text.

• Random Swap randomly selects two words from the
text and swaps their positions.

• Back Translation translates the original text into a
specific language and back again.

We compare LLM-DA with the above traditional text aug-
mented methods. For back translation, we use French as
the intermediate language. It has a relatively closer form to

Method Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP
CLIP (ViT-B/16) 55.75 80.20 88.20 44.73
+ Random Deletion 56.50 80.05 88.00 44.13
+ Random Swap 56.95 80.05 88.25 45.13
+ Back Translation 55.95 80.85 88.50 45.17
+ LLM-DA 58.85 81.10 88.35 46.13

Table 4. Comparisons with traditional text augmentation methods
on the RSTPReid dataset.

DA TFF BSS Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP
- - - 64.59 83.59 89.51 58.02
✓ - - 64.78 84.06 89.93 58.95
✓ ✓ - 65.66 85.14 90.98 59.17
✓ - ✓ 64.94 84.29 90.59 58.12
✓ ✓ ✓ 66.33 85.41 91.03 59.92

Table 5. Ablation studies on the CUHK-PEDES dataset.

English and introduces fewer changes to the translated back
text in semantics than other languages.

Table 4 shows the performance comparisons with tradi-
tional text augmentation methods on the RSTPReid dataset.
LLM-DA shows significant performance gains compared
with other text augmentation methods. LLM-DA signifi-
cantly outperforms the baseline on all evaluation metrics.
However, several other traditional text augmentation meth-
ods may fall below the baseline on some evaluation metrics.
Random deletion may remove keywords from the text. Ran-
dom swap may change the original grammatical structure
of the text. Both methods may destroy the correct sentence
structure and even change the original semantic concept of
the text, which may have a negative impact on model train-
ing. Back translation can maintain the semantic concepts
and grammatical structure of the original text, but the text
diversity it can increase is relatively limited. LLM-DA uti-
lizes the powerful generalization and generation capabilities
of LLMs, which can not only maintain the semantic con-
cepts and grammatical structure of the original text but also
significantly improve the text diversity, thus achieving the
most significant performance gain.

4.4. Ablation Study

Impact of Different Modules. LLM-DA mainly con-
sists of three components: LLM-based Data Augmenta-
tion (DA), Text Faithfulness Filter (TFF) and Balanced
Sampling Strategy (BSS). DA first utilizes an LLM to
rewrite the original text to generate augmented text. Then,
in order to alleviate the hallucinations of LLMs, TFF filters
out unfaithful rewritten text. Finally, in order to balance the
contributions of original text and augmented text, BSS con-
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Figure 6. The impact of hyperparameter α on retrieval perfor-
mance on the ICFG-PEDES dataset.
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Figure 7. The impact of hyperparameter β on retrieval perfor-
mance on the ICFG-PEDES dataset.

trols the proportion of original text and augmented text used
for training through sampling.

Table 5 shows the impact of different modules in LLM-
DA. The experiment is conducted on the CUHK-PEDES
dataset. We adopt the CLIP (ViT-B/16) model as the base-
line for the experiment. Compared with the baseline, only
data augmentation of text can improve retrieval perfor-
mance, but the performance improvement is not signifi-
cant. After TFF filtering, the retrieval performance is sig-
nificantly improved. This is because TFF filters out aug-
mented text that is inconsistent with the semantic concepts
of the original text, reduces the noise in the training data,
and alleviates the negative impact of noisy data on model
training. There is a little improvement in retrieval perfor-
mance following BSS sampling. This is because balancing
the proportion of original text and augmented text can also
alleviate the negative impact of noisy data to a certain ex-
tent and improve the generalization of the model. Combin-
ing the three modules can achieve optimal retrieval perfor-
mance. This shows that the three modules introduced by
LLM-DA can not only improve performance individually
but also complement each other.

Hyperparameter Analysis. There are two hyperparam-
eters (α and β) in LLM-DA that can be tuned. α is the pre-
defined similarity threshold hyperparameter in TFF, which
is used to decide whether the augmented text should be re-
tained for training. β is a predefined sampling threshold
hyperparameter in BSS, which is used to control the propor-
tion of original text and augmented text for training. We ex-

periment with several hyperparameter settings on the ICFG-
PEDES dataset using the CLIP (ViT-B/16) model.

As shown in Figure 6, as α increases, the retrieval per-
formance first increases and then decreases. At α < 0.4,
LLM-DA does not significantly improve retrieval perfor-
mance since more noisy data is used for training, which has
a negative impact on model performance. When α = 0.6,
the retrieval performance reaches the optimal level. How-
ever, a bigger α is not always better. When α > 0.8, since
the augmented text is similar to the original text, the diver-
sity of the text data is insufficient and the retrieval perfor-
mance is reduced, which is not conducive to the general-
ization of the model. Therefore, the choice of α requires
a trade-off between reducing noise data and increasing the
diversity of text data.

As shown in Figure 7, as β increases, the retrieval perfor-
mance first increases and then decreases. When the value of
β is small, only less augmented text participates in training,
and the contribution to model performance improvement is
not significant. When β = 0.2, the retrieval performance
reaches the optimal level. When β > 0.3, the retrieval per-
formance drops significantly. There are two reasons why
the performance decreases when the value of β is large. On
the one hand, there may still be a small amount of noise
data in the augmented text, which has a negative impact on
model training. On the other hand, the distribution of aug-
mented text may be different from the distribution of the
original text. To sum up, the value of β needs to balance the
proportion of original text and augmented text participating
in training.

4.5. Qualitative Results

Figure 8 presents the qualitative results of different text
data augmentation methods on the CUHK-PEDES dataset.
We compare the proposed LLM-DA method with three tra-
ditional text augmention methods. Text augmented using
traditional methods may destroy the semantic concepts of
the original text. In addition, these texts are similar to the
sentence structure of the original text and lack diversity. On
the other hand, the text augmented by LLM-DA has more
complete semantics and richer sentence structure than the
traditional method. This shows that the LLM-DA method
has significant advantages in text augmentation, can better
retain the semantic information of the original text, and can
generate more natural and fluent sentences.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an LLM-based Data Aug-

mentation (LLM-DA) method for Text-based Person Re-
trieval (TPR). Specifically, we use LLMs to rewrite the text
in the current TPR dataset, achieving high-quality expan-
sion of the dataset concisely and efficiently. In order to alle-
viate the hallucinations of LLMs, we introduce a Text Faith-
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Original Text

A woman wearing a purple shirt, a pair of purple shorts and a gray head

scarf.

Traditional Text Augmentation

Back Translation: A woman dressed in a purple shirt, purple shorts, and a

gray headscarf.

Random Deletion: A woman wearing a purple shirt, a pair of purple

shorts and a gray head scarf.

Random Swap: A shirt wearing a purple woman, a head of purple shorts

and a gray pair scarf.

LLM-DA

A lady dressed in a purple shirt, matching shorts, and adorned with a gray

headscarf.

Original Text

The man is wearing a light t-shirt with dark pants and light sneakers,

accessorized with a large black backpack and glasses.

Traditional Text Augmentation

Back Translation: A man wears a light T-shirt with dark pants and light

sneakers, accessorized with a large black backpack and glasses.

Random Deletion: The man is wearing a light t-shirt with dark pants and

light sneakers, accessorized with a large backpack and glasses.

Random Swap: The glasses is wearing a light backpack with dark pants

and light sneakers, accessorized with a large black t-shirt and man.

LLM-DA

The gentleman is clad in a light-colored t-shirt, paired with dark trousers

and light sneakers, complemented by a sizable black backpack and glasses.

(a) (b)

Figure 8. Qualitative results of different text data augmentation methods on the CUHK-PEDES dataset.

fulness Filter (TFF) to filter out unfaithful rewritten text.
To balance the contributions of original text and augmented
text, a Balanced Sampling Strategy (BSS) is proposed to
control the proportion of original text and augmented text
used for training. LLM-DA is a plug-and-play method that
can be easily integrated into various TPR models and im-
prove their retrieval performance. In future work, we plan
to expand LLM-DA to more cross-modal retrieval tasks.
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