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Abstract

Motion Expression guided Video Segmentation is a chal-
lenging task that aims at segmenting objects in the video
based on natural language expressions with motion de-
scriptions. Unlike the previous referring video object seg-
mentation (RVOS), this task focuses more on the motion in
video content for language-guided video object segmenta-
tion, requiring an enhanced ability to model longer tem-
poral, motion-oriented vision-language data. In this re-
port, based on the RVOS methods, we successfully introduce
mask information obtained from the video instance segmen-
tation model as preliminary information for temporal en-
hancement and employ SAM for spatial refinement. Finally,
our method achieved a score of 49.92 J&F in the valida-
tion phase and 54.20 J&F in the test phase, securing the
final ranking of 2nd in the MeViS Track at the CVPR 2024
PVUW Challenge.

1. Introduction
Referring Video Object Segmentation (ROVS) aims to

segment and track the target object referred by the given
language description. This emerging task has attracted sig-
nificant attention due to its potential applications in video
editing and human-agent interaction.

Motion Expression-guided Video Segmentation is a
challenging task based on the RVOS task. Given videos and
motion-oriented language expressions obtained from the
dataset MeViS [3], an embodied agent is needed to segment
the corresponding described one target or multiple objects
in the video. Compared to the conventional RVOS datasets
like Ref-Youtube-VOS [13] and Ref-DAVIS17 [7], MeViS
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presents more complex expressions that include motion in-
formation rather than merely simple spatial location de-
scriptions. Consequently, MeViS necessitates that the agent
comprehends both temporal and spatial information within
video clips to effectively correlate with motion expressions.
Furthermore, MeViS extends the referring task to include
language expressions that match multiple targets, making
MeViS more challenging and reflective of real-world sce-
narios.

With the development of deep learning, there are stud-
ies dealing with the RVOS task. For example, some stud-
ies [1,13] try to deal with the task from a per-frame perspec-
tive, they transfer the referring image segmentation meth-
ods [4, 5, 10] into video domain, whether through a per-
frame mask propagation manner or based on history mem-
ory attention to predict the mask of the current frame. Most
recent methods, e.g. [2, 11, 12, 14, 16, 18], focus on a uni-
fied framework that employs language as queries to seg-
ment and track the referred object simultaneously. By effec-
tively building correlations between expressions and multi-
frame visual features, they achieve promising results across
multiple RVOS benchmarks. Some recent methods, e.g.
[9, 15, 17], unify various kinds of object-level tasks, such
as MOT, VIS, RVOS and RES, into a single framework to
present an object-centric foundation model. However, these
methods still encounter the issue of inconsistent predicted
results across multiple frames. While some recent studies
on Video Instance Segmentation (VIS) task [19], which em-
phasizes segmenting different instances in the given video,
have shown promising results in dealing with prediction in-
consistent problem. Furthermore, the emergence of SAM
[8] also provides strong segmentation tools for refinement.

Thanks to the superior performance of DVIS [20] from
the VIS task, MUTR [18] from the RVOS task, and HQ-
SAM [6], our method achieves a score of 49.92 J&F in the
validation phase and 54.20 J&F in the test phase, securing

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

13
93

9v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

0 
Ju

n 
20

24



“Parrot on left at 
beginning then 
moving right”

Visual 
Encoder

Text Encoder MTA Module

Transformer 
Encoder

Repeat

Transformer 
Decoder

Transformer 
Decoder

Transformer 
Decoder

MTI ModuleSegmentation
Head

1st frame 2nd frame 3rd frame
Initialize

Instance 
Query Pooling 

& Concat

T frames

Attention
Block

Random Init.

Instance Query

Visual 
Encoder

Pooling 

& Concat

Attention
Block

Visual 
Encoder

Pooling 

& Concat

Attention
Block

Visual 
Encoder

Figure 1. The overall architecture of our solution. We employ MUTR as our basic model (Left), which contains a visual/text back-
bone, transformer-based encoder and decoder, MTI module, and MTA module. We attempt to introduce instance masks to improve the
consistency of prediction results. We employ an attention block and a sequential mechanism to aggregate instance information into a query
(Right).

the final ranking of 2nd in the MeViS Track at the CVPR
2024 PVUW Challenge.

2. Method
2.1. Overview

The architecture of our model is shown in Figure 1. We
employ a DETR-based model as our basic architecture. To
improve the consistency of predicted results, we attempt to
introduce proposal instance masks into the model for query
initialization. After prediction, we employ HQ-SAM to re-
fine prediction masks by sampling key points as prompts.

2.2. Basic Model Architecture

MUTR (Multimodal Unified Temporal transformer
for Referring video object segmentation) was proposed
in [18] and has shown superior performance on Ref-
Youtube-VOS and Ref-DAVIS17. MUTR adopts a
DETR-like style model. Compared with other methods,
MUTR introduces two core modules, i.e. MTI (Multi-
object Temporal Interaction module), MTA (Multi-scale
Temporal Aggregation module).

To conduct multi-modal interaction and fusion, the MTA
module consists of sequential cross-attention blocks, which
takes text feature and multi-scale visual features as in-
put and progressively captures temporal visual information.
After that, the class token of output multi-modal tokens
is repeated to initialize object queries of transformer de-
coder. Considering that transformer encoder and decoder
process video in a frame-independent manner without tem-
poral modeling, MTI is designed to perform object-wise in-
teraction. MTI module contains an encoder and a decoder.
MTI encoder conducts temporal interaction of the same ob-
ject across frames and MTI decoder is designed to aggregate
information of object queries. MTI encoder takes the output
of transformer decoder as input and performs self-attention

for the same object across multiple frames to conduct tem-
poral interaction. MTI decoder consists of a cross-attention
layer, a self-attention layer, and a FFN layer. In MTI de-
coder, a set of video-wise query Q with random initializa-
tion is adopted to associate objects. MTI decoder takes the
output of MTI encoder as key and value and conducts cross-
attention with video-wise query.

2.3. Instance Masks for Query Initialization

While MUTR achieves superior performance on RVOS,
prediction results from MUTR still suffer from inconsis-
tency and incompleteness. Meantime, some recent studies
on VIS show promising results to solve this issue. There-
fore, we attempt to introduce instance mask information
into a DETR-based model to improve the consistency and
completeness of prediction results.

Specifically, we attempt to introduce instance masks to
initialize the video-wise query Q in MTI decoder. Thanks to
the superior performance of DVIS on VIS, we employ DVIS
for mask generation, which extracts all instance masks in a
video clip as follows:

mi = DVIS(I), mi ∈ R T×H×W (1)

where I ∈ R T×H×W×3 is the input video clip, m =
{mi}Ki=1 denotes the set of instance masks, K is the number
of instances in a video clip and T is the number of frames
of a video clip.

Next, we utilize a visual encoder to extract multi-scale
visual features of instance masks.

Fi,j = Visual Backbone(mi), Fi,j ∈ R T×hj×wj×cj (2)

where cj is the channel of j level visual feature. After fea-
ture extraction, we utilize a linear projection layer on multi-
scale visual features to align dimension with video features
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Table 1. Ablation Experiment Results on MeViS Validation Set We ablate multiple design choices, including sampling method, HQ-
SAM, and introducing instance masks for query initialization. In all experiments, we adopt the pre-trained weights of MUTR as initializa-
tion and fine-tune model on MeViS.

Method Backbone Sampling Method Instance Masks HQ-SAM J&F J F

MUTR Swin-L

Local Sampling ✗ ✗ 48.40 44.87 51.94
✗ ✓ 48.66 45.86 51.46

Global Sampling ✗ ✗ 49.11 45.89 52.33
✗ ✓ 49.50 46.91 52.09

Global Sampling ✓ ✗ 49.62 46.38 52.85
✓ ✓ 49.92 47.30 52.54

and perform average pooling along spatial dimension to ob-
tain instance features as follows:

F
′

i,j = Pooling(Proj(Fi,j)), Fi,j ∈ R T×C (3)

where C is the channel of video feature.
For simplicity, we only explain our solution utilizing the

single-level visual feature. To aggregate all instance infor-
mation into an instance query, we design an attention block
and adapt sequential mechanisms as follows:

Qi = Block(Qi−1,F
′

i ), 1 ≤ i ≤ K (4)

where Qi ∈ R N×C is the instance query and N is the
number of queries. Q0 is randomly initialized. The de-
signed attention block consists of a cross-attention layer, a
set of self-attention layers, and FFN layers. After that, we
utilize this query with instance information to replace the
randomly initialized video-wise query fed to MTI decoder.

2.4. HQ-SAM for Spatial Refinement

Since SAM has shown its great ability in segmenting ob-
jects, it could serve as a spatial refiner for better results.
Specifically, in this report, we adopt HQ-SAM [6] with
ViT-L as our mask refiner. Given the predicted result from
MUTR of each clip, we first determine the coordinates of
the bounding box by selecting the maximum and minimum
horizontal and vertical coordinates of the points along the
boundary of the mask. Next, we uniformly sample 10 co-
ordinates within the predicted mask as positive points and
5 coordinates out of the mask but within the bounding box
as negative points. The sampled points are then fed into
the mask decoder of HQ-SAM as prompts to generate the
refined masks.

3. Experiments
3.1. Dataset and Metrics

Datasets. We fine-tune and evaluate our solution on MeViS,
a large-scale dataset for motion guided video segmentation.

It contains 2,006 videos with 28,570 language expressions
in total. These videos are divided into 1,662 videos for
training, 50 videos for offline evaluation, 140 videos for on-
line evaluation, and other videos for competition.
Metrics. We adopt standard evaluation metrics for MeViS:
region similarity (J ), contour accuracy (F), and their aver-
age value (J&F).

3.2. Sampling Method

In the training phase, previous work in RVOS sample
frames around a center point, we named this method local
sampling. This method only allows model to access part
of the video. However, motion expression guided video
segmentation requires a video-level representation. There-
fore, we attempt to divide the entire video into a set of seg-
ments and sample one frame randomly in each segment, and
aggregate sampling frames to obtain a video clip fed into
model. We refer this approach as global sampling, which
enables model to access frames across the entire video.

3.3. Implement Details

We adopt the pre-trained weights of MUTR as initializa-
tion and fine-tune model on MeViS. The number of sam-
pling frames is 5. The model is optimized by AdamW opti-
mizer. The batch size is 1 and the accumulation step is 2. In
post-process, we employ HQ-SAM with VIT-L backbone
utilizing default parameters in [6].

3.4. Ablation Experiments

To validate the effectiveness of introducing instance
mask for query initialization, sampling method and HQ-
SAM, we conduct simple ablation experiments. We adopt
the pre-trained weight of MUTR for weight initialization
and fine-tuning model on MeViS. Experiment results are
shown in Tab. 1. It is noted that utilizing HQ-SAM for re-
finement brings an improvement on J while a drop about
F . However, utilizing HQ-SAM for refinement still brings
an improvement on J&F . Compared with the previous
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sampling method, the proposed sampling method brings a
significant improvement about 0.69 J&F . After introduc-
ing instance masks for query initialization, the performance
improved from 49.11 J&F to 49.62 J&F . Finally, when
we combine all of the above methods, model achieves the
best performance 49.92 J&F .

3.5. Competition Results

Finally, we submit our best solution and achieve 54.20
J&F ( 50.97 J and 57.43 F ) on test phase, which ranks
the 2nd place for MeViS Track in CVPR 2024 PVUW.
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