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Abstract—With the widespread deployment of video surveil-
lance devices and the demand for intelligent system development,
video anomaly detection (VAD) has become an important part
of constructing intelligent surveillance systems. Expanding the
discriminative boundary between normal and abnormal events
to enhance performance is the common goal and challenge
of VAD. To address this problem, we propose a Bidirectional
Skip-frame Prediction (BiSP) network based on a dual-stream
autoencoder, from the perspective of learning the intra-domain
disparity between different features. The BiSP skips frames in
the training phase to achieve the forward and backward frame
prediction respectively, and in the testing phase, it utilizes bidi-
rectional consecutive frames to co-predict the same intermediate
frames, thus expanding the degree of disparity between normal
and abnormal events. The BiSP designs the variance channel
attention and context spatial attention from the perspectives of
movement patterns and object scales, respectively, thus ensuring
the maximization of the disparity between normal and abnormal
in the feature extraction and delivery with different dimensions.
Extensive experiments from four benchmark datasets demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed BiSP, which substantially
outperforms state-of-the-art competing methods.

Index Terms—Video anomaly detection, Bidirectional frame
prediction, Intra-domain disparity, Attention mechanism, Au-
toencoder.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the development of computer vision, anomaly detec-
tion has been widely researched in many fields and applica-
tions, such as medical image anomaly detection [1], industrial
quality inspection [2], [3], and traffic surveillance [4], [5]. In
particular, with the widespread popularization and application
of video surveillance equipment in different fields of society,
it plays an important role in guaranteeing social security and
stability. Simultaneously, the quantity of surveillance videos
has shown explosive growth, and manual detection methods
cannot meet the demand for timely and accurate detection of
massive video. Therefore, intelligent technology is gradually
replacing manual detection, among that, video anomaly detec-
tion (VAD) has been investigated and studied by researchers
with the development of computer vision.

VAD can be categorized into supervised learning [6],
weakly-supervised learning [7], and unsupervised learning [5].
Supervised VAD methods are not considered the major method

Fig. 1. Three types of video anomaly detection methods. (a) Reconstruction-
based method. (b) Prediction-based method. (c) The proposed Bidirectional
Skip-frame Prediction method.

because they need to utilize the fine-grained label or image-
level label data to complete the discrimination between normal
and anomaly. The anomaly events are usually discrete and
small probability events in the whole video sequence, which
is a very time-consuming and inefficient method. Similarly,
weakly-supervised VAD methods utilize image-level labels
to make anomaly detection, and the training dataset consists
of labeled normal and anomaly events, to identify between
normal and anomaly through multi-instance learning ranking
[8], [9] or classification models [10]. Compared to the above
two types of methods, unsupervised VAD methods do not
need to provide any labels and only need to complete the
classification preprocessing of normal and abnormal events
when constructing the dataset, i.e., only modeling and feature
learning of normal events in the training phase, and complet-
ing the anomaly detection by measuring the reconstruction
deviation of the abnormal events in the testing phase, which
can simply locate the specific temporal frames and spatial
locations of the abnormal events. Unsupervised VAD meth-
ods all follow the generalized assumption [11] for anomaly
detection tasks, i.e., all events that did not occur in the
training set are considered anomalies. Therefore, the boundary
of discrimination between normal and abnormal events is
particularly important, but there is a serious challenge with
this assumption, i.e., when the boundary is ambiguous [12],
the anomaly detection model will suffer tremendously, leading
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to performance degradation. To this end, previous works
have investigated from the perspectives of spatio-temporal
feature extraction [13], [14] and attention mechanisms [15],
among which, most of the methods implement reconstruction-
based or prediction-based methods with the Autoencoder (AE)
framework, where the encoder compresses the input features
into low-dimensional features, and the decoder reduces the
compressed features to the input features as much as possible,
through the reconstruction or prediction errors to complete
VAD. Compared to reconstruction-based methods, prediction-
based methods have been widely researched as they can model
both temporal and spatial features. As shown in Fig. 1(a)(b),
reconstruction-based methods input and output are the same
frames, i.e., input continuous frames I1:4, output reconstructed
frames Î1:4. Whereas the prediction-based methods input I1:3,
output the predicted frame Î4.

In the current reconstruction [5], [16] or prediction methods
[4], [17], the anomaly is determined by calculating the recon-
struction/prediction error between the original frame and the
reconstructed/predicted frame. For normal events, the recon-
struction/prediction error needs to be small, while for abnormal
events, the reconstruction/prediction error needs to be large.
Therefore, how to minimize the normal errors and maximize
the anomaly errors is the essential problem of VAD. However,
most of the methods only determine the detection accuracy by
a single type of error. To enhance the comprehensiveness of
the detection and reduce the false alarm rate, some works have
proposed hybrid anomaly detection [18]–[21] or bidirectional
prediction [22]–[24] methods, such as fusing the frame error
with the optical flow error, fusing the reconstruction error with
the prediction error, and fusing the forward prediction error
with the backward prediction error, etc., which can help to
improve the detection performance from different perspectives.
Therefore, some methods utilize preprocessing operations such
as the optical flow extraction [18] or the foreground mask [25]
as auxiliary information, but the additional time consumption
makes them unable for real-time tasks.

Due to the weak intra-domain gap between normal events
and the large intra-domain disparity between normal and
anomaly events, the VAD method allows normal events to form
clusters in the feature space, while most abnormal features
cannot belong to the same cluster with them, or even form
separate abnormal clusters. Inspired by this, and follow the
bidirectional prediction method [22], [23], this paper design a
bidirectional skip-frame prediction (BiSP) method, as shown
in Fig. 1(c). Unlike traditional single-frame [17] and dual-
frame [22] prediction methods, the proposed training strategy
uses skip frames to predict future frames at the end of the
bidirectional direction. For instance, using forward skip frames
I1,3,5 to predict Î6 and using backward skip frames I6,4,2 to
predict Î1. Compared with the traditional prediction method,
the proposed method can extract the motion features more
easily and focuses on the normal events with the weak intra-
domain gap by the proposed attention, and then change the
prediction mode in the testing phase, to increase the intra-
domain disparity between the normal and abnormal events fur-
ther. Ultimately, we realize intra-domain disparity-driven VAD
for surveillance videos. Specifically, based on the dual-stream

AE framework, we construct a variance channel attention with
parallel structure and a context spatial attention with serial
structure, which enhance the model’s ability to discriminate the
normality of features of different dimensions in the skip con-
nection and decoding processes, respectively. Specifically, on
the one hand, variance channel attention enhances the ability of
the model to discriminate movement patterns between different
events. On the other hand, context spatial attention enriches the
feature extraction and representation ability of the model for
objects with different scales. In the testing phase, consecutive
frames at both ends of the input are used to co-predict the
same intermediate frames, and the disparity between normal
and abnormal events is enlarged compared to the weak gap
between normal and normal events.

In brief, the proposed method considers how to use the at-
tention to expand the discrimination boundary between normal
and abnormal events in both forward and backward prediction,
and finally achieve efficient detection by maximum anomaly
error. In summary, the main contributions of this paper are as
follows.

• We propose a novel bidirectional skip-frame prediction
method that utilizes the dual-AE structure for both for-
ward and backward prediction. Compared to state-of-
the-art methods, it achieves competitive performance on
benchmark datasets.

• Due to the intra-domain disparity between normal and
anomaly events, the proposed method can further expand
the disparity by adopting different video frame input
strategies in the training and testing stages.

• To enhance feature representation, we propose variance
channel attention and context spatial attention respec-
tively. The purpose of the two attention is to better
discriminate different categories of anomaly from the
perspective of the anomaly’s movement pattern and ap-
pearance, respectively.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
discusses the related work for VAD, Section III introduces
the framework of the proposed BiSP, Section IV presents
the experimental and visualization results on the benchmark
dataset, and Section V concludes the paper.

II. RELATED WORK

The majority of video clips captured by surveillance equip-
ment depict normal events, rendering abnormal events even
rarer and harder to define. Therefore, it is more reliable
to use unsupervised learning for VAD. Most unsupervised
VADs are mainly categorized into reconstruction-based [5] and
prediction-based [17], both of which discriminate abnormal
events by measuring the error in the reconstructed or predicted
frames. The difference is that reconstruction-based methods
identify errors from multiple consecutive frames correspond-
ing to the input, while prediction-based methods focus more
on the errors of future frames. Most of these prediction
methods predict a single frame for the next moment, but a
few methods [22], [24], [26] still choose to accomplish a dual-
frame prediction.
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Reconstruction-based Methods. Reconstruction methods fo-
cus on reconstructing the spatial features of the normal sam-
ples due to the input and output of the frames at the same
time. For instance, Gong et al. [5] proposed a memory-
augmented AutoEncoder (memAE), which embeds an external
memory network between the encoder and decoder to record
the feature distributions of normal events for efficient recon-
struction. Lappas et al. [27] introduced Dynamic Distinction
Learning (DDL) to enhance the accuracy of VAD through the
fusion of pseudo anomaly and dynamic anomaly weighting.
Kommanduri et al. [28] introduce the DenserResNet AutoEn-
coder, which utilizes multiple dense and residual networks to
enhance contextual understanding of features across different
scales. Park et al. [29] proposed an attention-based memory
addressing mechanism, called MNAD, and the testing phase
to update the memory pool to ensure that the model can
identify normal events. In the same framework, MNAD based
on prediction performs much better than reconstruction, which
has been similarly found in the paper [30]. This is because
reconstruction cannot reason in the temporal feature dimension
and ignores the temporal relationship between frames.
Prediction-based Methods. In contrast, the input frames of
prediction methods are different from the output frames, which
allows better modeling and discovery of temporal relationships
in consecutive frames. Frame-Pred proposed by Liu et al. [17]
is the first prediction framework to accomplish the VAD task.
Huang et al. [31], in order to reduce the generalization ability
of the model to anomaly frames, propose a novel approach
to producing rotation-detectable for normal frames, which
improves the discriminative ability of the self-supervised dis-
criminator. Ning et al. [32] proposed the Memory-Augmented
Appearance-Motion Consistency framework and applied chan-
nel attention to multiple scale features to capture the interac-
tion between appearance and motion (optical flow) informa-
tion, which finally enhanced the robustness and effectiveness
of the model. Huang et al. [33] proposes a novel variational
normal inference (VNI) model to evaluate the distribution of
potential features of normal events, as well as a marginal learn-
ing embedding module to optimize VNI model for training.
It is shown to remain able to achieve good performance in
cross-validation datasets. Compared to 2D convolution, 3D
convolution enables joint extraction of temporal and spatial
features. Park et al. [14] designed a spatio-temporal patch
transformation model, where consecutive adjacent frames are
chopped up in the training phase and made into a frame rect-
angle as input and randomly generates patch anomalies within
the rectangle, which facilitates feature learning. Hao et al. [13]
proposed a spatio-temporal coherence enhancement network
that extracts and fuses motion and image appearance through
3D-2D convolutional network architecture, to extract spatio-
temporal high-level features through 3D convolution during
the encoding process, and then realizing feature downscaling
by utilizing resampling, and ultimately completing prediction
in the decoding process through 2D convolution to accomplish
prediction. Qiu et al. [30] enhanced the ability of the model to
learn spatio-temporal features by extracting I3D features, and
designed a dual-scale feature cluster module at latent space
to expand the discriminative boundary between normal and

abnormal events. However, the 3D convolution in the above
methods is computationally expensive and cannot guarantee
detection efficiency.

Furthermore, hybrid detection and dual-frame prediction
methods have been shown to provide better anomaly de-
tection performance. MAAM-Net [19] is based on memory
augmented module for single frame reconstruction and optical
flow prediction, which realizes the fusion error detection in
two types of tasks. Fang et al. [22] proposed SIamese genera-
tive network (SIGnet), which transforms anomaly detection
into a mutually supervised problem, using the two same
generators to complete the prediction of the same video frame
between two video frames, and based on the prediction consis-
tency loss function, thus improving the model generalization
ability. Li et al. [24] proposed a multi-branch generative adver-
sarial network with context learning (MGAN-CL) method and
then learned the video frame context information to determine
whether abnormal events occur. Zhang et al. [26] utilizes
mutual learning and inspiration between different results by
using two generators with the same structure and different
initialization to predict the same future frames so that they
learn from each other, indirectly increasing the diversity of the
training samples. This avoids the model overfitting to normal
events and enhances the accuracy of anomaly detection. Zhong
et al. [23] based on bidirectional prediction with the CBAM
[34] model, which enables the forward and backward pre-
diction models to achieve high-quality bidirectional detection
by adaptively fusing bidirectional spatio-temporal features,
respectively.

Compared to reconstruction-based methods, prediction-
based methods achieve better detection performance by well-
modeling temporal features in the samples. Such methods can
better capture the dynamic changes of the samples by consider-
ing the temporal and spatial relationships of different events. In
contrast, reconstruction-based methods, which cannot consider
the temporal relationships among the samples, may fail to rec-
ognize normal and abnormal events in small probability cases,
thus reconstructing both events at the same time. Therefore,
inspired by the intra-domain disparity between normal and
abnormal events, this paper proposes a new prediction method
with two attention mechanisms.

III. METHOD

In this section, we propose a new unsupervised anomaly
detection prediction method and analyze the objective of the
proposed BiSP. Meanwhile, the variance channel attention and
context spatial attention mechanisms are designed to enhance
the model’s ability to determine the disparity between normal
and anomaly events during different feature delivery processes,
respectively. The framework of our proposed BiSP is shown
in Fig. 2(a).

A. Bidirectional Skip-frame Prediction Framework

From the perspective of expanding the intra-domain dis-
parity between normal and abnormal events, we propose
the BiSP, which consists of three modules: dual-stream AE,
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Fig. 2. Overview of the proposed Bidirectional Skip-frame Prediction Framework. (a) We design two independent AEs to extract forward and backward skip
frame features and predict the next frame respectively. (b) The dual AE have the same structure, so the forward prediction network is used as an example.
(c) The parallel structure for variance channel attention. (d) The serial structure for context spatial attention.

variance channel attention (VarCA), and context spatial at-
tention (ConSA). Fig. 2(b) shows the forward frame predic-
tion network in BiSP, which first selects a continuous video
frame and then divides it into two separate skip frames, i.e.,
forward skip frames Ifwd and backward skip frames Ibwd,
and then inputs the two skip frames into the corresponding
forward Pf = {Ef , Df} and backward Pb = {Eb, Db} AE
to construct the bidirectional skip-frame prediction network,
where E and D denote the encoder and decoder, respectively.
The dual AE are identical in structure and differ only in
extracting forward or backward temporal features. Forward
prediction network Pf (Ifwd) → Îf : input forward skip frames
Ifwd, output forward predicted frame Îf . Correspondingly, the
backward prediction network Pb(Ibwd) → Îb: input backward
skip frames Ibwd, output backward predicted frame Îb. Table I
shows the detailed composition and specific parameters of the
encoders and decoders in the single AE network structure,
VarCA and ConSA will be presented in the subsequent section.

BiSP aims to complete the bidirectional prediction of frame
segments based on bidirectional skip features. To this end,
the BiSP uses the L2 distance to compute the corresponding
ground truth errors as forward prediction loss Lfp and back-
ward prediction loss Lbp:

Lfp =
∥∥∥Îf − If

∥∥∥2
2
, (1)

TABLE I
THE DETAIL OF SINGLE AE NETWORK STRUCTURE.

Stage Layers Kernel size Stride

Encoder

[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 32 1
[Maxpool] 2× 2× 32 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 64 1
[Maxpool] 2× 2× 64 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 128 1
[Maxpool] 2× 2× 128 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] 3× 3× 256 1
[Conv] 3× 3× 256 1

Decoder

[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 256 1
[DeConv+BN+ReLU] 3× 3× 128 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 128 1
[DeConv+BN+ReLU] 3× 3× 64 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 64 1
[DeConv+BN+ReLU] 3× 3× 32 2
[Conv+BN+ReLU] ×2 3× 3× 32 1
[Conv+Tanh] 3× 3× 3 1

Lbp =
∥∥∥Îb − Ib

∥∥∥2
2
. (2)

Due to the different prediction goals in the training and
testing phases, to ensure the structural consistency of the two
final prediction frames in the testing phase, we introduce the
Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) to construct the
consistency loss Lcon of the two prediction frames:
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Lcon = 1− SSIM(Îf , Îb). (3)

Ultimately, the combination of loss function including two
prediction losses and consistency loss is shown in Eq. (4):

L = Lfp + Lbp + Lcon. (4)

VADs usually use anomaly scores to determine whether
each video frame is abnormal or not, and most of the methods
use peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) to measure the anomaly
scores S(It), and PSNR is calculated by the mean-square error
e(It, Ît) between the ground truth It and the predicted frame
Ît. Meanwhile, considering that in this work, two identical
frames are predicted in the testing phase, we thus fused
the forward ef (If , Îf ) and backward ef (Ib, Îb) errors by the
weighted sum strategy in Eq. (5):

e(It, Ît) = wf · ef + wb · eb (5)

where wf and wb are the weights of the ef and eb scores
respectively. Because the two predictions of BiSP are essen-
tially identical frames, we regard them as complementary to
each other, and thus wf and wb sum to one (wf + wb = 1).

Based on the fusion error, we use the multi-scale anomaly
evaluation method [23] for anomaly score calculation, which
can be summarized as achieving a more comprehensive de-
tection of anomalies at three different scales (N = 3) through
the error pyramid as shown in Eq. (6):

PSNR(It, Ît) = 10 log10(
1∑N

i=0 vi
), (6)

where vi is the maximum prediction mean-square error based
on the patch block in scale i obtained by mean pooling. Finally,
the PSNR is normalized to [0, 1] by Eq. (7), and smoothed by
a Gaussian filter to produce the final anomaly score.

S(It) =
PSNR(It, Ît)−min(PSNR(It, Ît))

max(PSNR(It, Ît))−min(PSNR(It, Ît))
. (7)

B. Variance Channel Attention

The appearance disparity between most anomaly events
and normal events is relatively significant, so most methods
can easily cope with the above situations and achieve great
anomaly scores, however, for a few ambiguous boundaries,
most methods are unable to effectively deal with them again.
For this reason, we propose a parallel structure for the variance
channel attention (VarCA) mechanism, as shown in Fig. 2(c).
Because part of the anomalies are related to movement pat-
terns, VarCA increases the feature variance between differ-
ent events. During the testing phase, variance attention and
channel attention focus on motion gaps and motion features
of normal events, which increases the prediction errors for
abnormal events. First, the variance of the spatial dimensions
Ds = H × W on the different channels C is computed
after modeling the global feature Fa ∈ RB×Ds×1 by 2D
convolution with 1 × 1 filter sizes and a softmax activation

function. Then, the input feature F ∈ RB×C×H×W are multi-
plied element-by-element with the results of variance attention
map Mvar to get the variance feature Fvar ∈ RB×C×H×W .
Meanwhile, the input features F are also multiplied element-
by-element with the results of channel attention map Mc

to get the channel feature Fc ∈ RB×C×H×W , and finally,
the two attention features are added element-by-element with
the input features F to obtain the variance channel feature
Fvc ∈ RB×C×H×W . The overview of VarCA is summarized
as shown in Eq. (8):

Fvc = F + Fvar + Fc, (8)

Fvar = F ⊗Mvar(F )

= F̄ ⊗ softmax

∥∥∥∥∥Fa −
1

Ds

Ds∑
d=1

F d
a

∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

 ,
(9)

Fa = softmax(W 1(F )), (10)

Fc = F ⊗Mc(F )

= F ⊗ (δWC
1 (σW

C/2
1 (Pavg(F )))),

(11)

where δ and σ denote the Sigmoid and ReLU activation
functions, respectively. F̄ ∈ RB×C×Ds denotes a tensor with
the same data as F but of a different shape. Pavg denotes the
global average-pooling operation, W 1

1 , WC
1 and W

C/2
1 denote

the 2D convolution that are all 1×1 filter sizes and 1 channel,
C channel and C/2 channel, respectively.

C. Context Spatial Attention

Extracting spatio-temporal features is very important for
anomaly detection, and prediction methods have better de-
tection performance compared to reconstruction because they
predict uninput video frames with certain temporal feature
modeling capabilities. At the same time, for different event
targets, their scale and location features have large differ-
ences, and the above features cannot be effectively extracted
using basic convolution and pooling operations. Therefore, for
the spatial features of different targets, we propose a serial
structure for context spatial attention (ConSA) mechanism,
as shown in Fig. 2(d). First, we design a context feature
extraction module con(·), which uses four 2D dilation con-
volutions with different kernel sizes k and expansion rates r
to extract the features and splice them into context feature
Ft ∈ RB×Ct×H×W , and Ct = 32 × 4 denotes the sum
of the channels of the four dilation convolutions. Then, the
context feature Ft is multiplied element-by-element with the
results of spatial attention map Ms to get the spatial feature
Fs ∈ RB×Ct×H×W , and input to the 2D convolution with the
same channels as the input feature F ∈ RB×C×H×W to get
the final feature Fts ∈ RB×C×H×W . The overview of ConSA
is summarized as shown in Eq. (12):

Fts = WC
1 (Fs)

= WC
1 (Ft ⊗Ms(Ft)),

(12)
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Ft = con(F ), (13)

Ms = δ(W 1
3 (Pavg(Ft))), (14)

where WC
1 denotes the 2D convolution with 1× 1 filter sizes

and the same channel as the F channel, W 1
3 denotes the 2D

convolution with 3× 3 kernel sizes and 1 channel.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets and Implementation details

To evaluate the qualitative and quantitative results of the
proposed BiSP and to compare it with state-of-the-art algo-
rithms, we conduct experiments on four benchmark unsuper-
vised video anomaly detection datasets:
UCSD Ped1 & Ped2: The Ped1 & Ped2 [35] are the earliest
proposed datasets. The Ped1 dataset contains a total of 70
video clips divided into 34 training clips and 36 testing clips,
but due to the low pixel count of the video frames in Ped1,
most VAD methods do not consider it as a benchmark dataset
for the experiments. The Ped2 dataset contains 16 training
clips and 12 testing clips, and its scenes are simple, and
clear and have more distinct boundaries between normal and
abnormal events, and the abnormal events are mostly biking,
skateboarding, and driving, which are objects that are more
distinct from humans.
CUHK Avenue: The Avenue [36] is a large-scale single-scene
VAD dataset containing 16 training clips and 21 testing clips,
with a total of 30,000 video frames and a large number of
abnormal events related to human behavior, such as running,
throwing a bag, and wrong direction.
ShanghaiTech Campus: The ShanghaiTech [37] (Sh-Tech)
dataset contains 13 scenes, more than 150 abnormal events
such as running, loitering, jumping forward, etc., and up to
300,000 frames of surveillance video, making it the most
challenging unsupervised VAD dataset.

We conduct a large number of experiments using area under
the curve (AUC) as the main evaluation metric. The proposed
BiSP is trained using an Adam optimizer with a learning
rate of 0.0002 and a cosine annealing scheduler to adjust the
learning rate. The number of input frames t is empirically
set to 6 in the training phase and 7 in the testing phase. The
resolution of all input images is rescaled to 256×256, and the
pixel values are normalized to the range of [−1, 1]. Following
the assumptions of the unsupervised VAD [11], all training
sets are composed of video clips consisting of normal events
collected from real scenes, whereas video clips containing
anomaly events are defined as testing sets. The error weights
wf and wb for Ped1, Ped2, Avenue, and Sh-Tech are set to
(0.3, 0.7), (0.5, 0.5), (0.1, 0.9) and (0.7, 0.3), respectively.

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

We compare the proposed BiSP with different AE-based
reconstruction (Recon.) [5], [16], [27]–[30], [38] and predic-
tion (Pred.) [4], [13], [15], [17], [22]–[24], [26], [29]–[31],
[33], [39]–[41] methods on four benchmark datasets. The AUC

TABLE II
COMPARATIVE RESULTS OF FRAME-LEVEL AUC (%) FOR THE

BENCHMARK DATASETS. BEST AND SECOND BEST PERFORMANCE ARE
HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD AND UNDERLINED, RESPECTIVELY.

Method Ped1 Ped2 Avenue Sh-Tech

R
ec

on
.

MemAE [5] – 94.1 83.3 71.2
MNAD [29] – 90.2 82.8 69.8
Cluster-AE [16] – 96.5 86.0 73.3
MESDnet [38] – 95.6 86.3 73.2
MAAM-Net [19] – 97.7 90.9 71.3
Qiu et al. [30] – 90.8 83.1 73.3
C3DSU with DDL [27] – 98.5 90.4 74.3
DAST-Net [28] 85.4 97.9 89.8 73.7

Si
ng

le
-P

re
d.

Frame-Pred [17] 83.1 95.4 85.1 72.8
MNAD [29] 81.1 97.0 88.5 70.5
STCEN [13] 82.5 96.9 86.6 73.8
SSAGAN [31] 84.2 96.9 88.8 74.3
DLAN-AC [39] – 97.6 89.9 74.7
Zhang et al. [15] 85.2 95.8 84.9 71.4
STGCN-FFP [4] – 96.9 88.4 73.7
ASTNet [42] – 97.4 86.7 73.6
MSN-net [40] – 97.6 89.4 73.4
VADNet [33] – 96.8 87.3 75.2
Qiu et al. [30] – 92.2 86.2 73.8
Trinity [41] – 97.9 88.5 74.1

D
ua

l-
Pr

ed
. MLIPN [26] 83.9 96.0 85.9 73.1

SIGnet [22] 86.0 96.2 86.8 –
DEDDnet (Fusion) [23] – 98.1 89.0 74.5
DEDDnet (Parallel) [23] – 97.4 88.6 –
MGAN-CL [24] – 96.5 87.1 73.6
BiSP (Ours) 86.3 98.6 89.5 76.4

performances of the different methods are shown in Table II.
It can be seen that BiSP outperforms the other methods on
both Ped2 and Sh-Tech datasets. Fig. 3 shows the frame-
level ROC curves comparing BiSP with the baseline method,
where a larger area under the curve indicates a higher detection
accuracy.

Reconstruction methods have outputs that are consistent
with the inputs, thus making it difficult to learn temporal
features, causing the performance of such methods to fall
behind most prediction methods. However, we find that a
few reconstruction methods [19], [27], [28] perform well
in Avenue. This is because there are phenomena such as
uneven background illumination in Avenue, which leads to the
prediction methods not being able to focus on generating high-
quality prediction frames, while the reconstruction methods
can cope with this problem well. This paper focuses on
comparing prediction methods, which are further categorized
into single-frame prediction (Single-Pred.) and dual-frame
prediction (Dual-Pred.).

Compared with the prediction methods, in Ped2, the bound-
ary between normal and anomalies is sufficiently obvious,
and the proposed BiSP can further expand the boundary of
different events on this basis, thus improving the detection per-
formance. Among the dual-frame prediction methods, MLIPN
[26] achieves two results for unidirectional frame prediction
through two independent generators, and the remaining four
methods are bidirectional frame prediction, whose testing
phases are to co-predict the same intermediate frames through
the video frames at both ends, which is considered to be a
simple and efficient detection way. SIGnet [22] and MGAN-
CL [24] both use the AE as the generator, which is a much
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Fig. 3. ROC curves of different methods on four benchmark datasets.

easier and more efficient detection mode than using only the
AE as the primary network. GAN with better feature represen-
tation than DEDDnet [23] and BiSP which only use AE as the
primary network. However, this is because DEDDnet and BiSP
enhance the model’s attention to normal events by designing
different attention mechanisms, thus guaranteeing that some of
the ambiguous abnormal events are detected. Here we compare
the Fusion and Parallel versions of DEDDnet [23], the Parallel
version is similar to the proposed BiSP, i.e., it does not fuse
the bidirectional prediction information and implements two
independent frame prediction methods. Since the detection
results at Sh-Tech are not provided for the parallel version, this
paper compared to the fusion version, the BiSPincreases by
1.9 %. Although these two results are approximate, the ability
of our method to learn features independently of forward and
backward predictions indicates that our proposed method is
more robust.

C. Ablation Study

1) Error weights hyperparameter analysis: We discuss the
effect of different error weights hyperparameters for the AUC
and perform several experiments on four datasets. As shown
in Fig. 4, we use five sets of hyperparameters to measure the
performance of different error weights, where the horizontal
axis represents the relationship between wf and wb in terms
of proportions, i.e., 3 : 7 means that wf is 0.3 and wb

is 0.7. It can be intuitively seen that the AUC changes
obtained from different error weights do not fluctuate much,
and in particular, there is only a 0.78% fluctuation in Avenue.
Although such fluctuations are acceptable in other datasets,
how to choose appropriate error weight ratios for different
datasets to optimize the AUC, is also a problem that needs to
be considered by all hybrid methods.

2) Component and training strategy analysis: We conduct
ablation studies to measure the effectiveness of skip-frame
(SkipF) and the performance gained by each attention. The
ablation study takes the Ped2 and Avenue datasets as an ex-
ample and verifies the effectiveness by combining the proposed
attentions one by one, and lastly the Model 1 and Model 5
validate SkipF. The results of the ablation studies are shown in
Table III. To safeguard the consistency of the ablation studies,
the error weight hyperparameters wf and wb in this subsection
were both set to 0.5.

It can be seen from Table III, that the variant Models
2, 3, and 4 reduce the detection accuracy. The attention

Fig. 4. Comparison of AUC for different error weight hyperparameters,
bolded for optimal performance.

TABLE III
ABLATION STUDIES OF THE PROPOSED BISP ON PED2 AND AVENUE

DATASETS.

Model SkipF VarCA ConSA Ped2 Avenue
1 97.0 85.0
2 97.5 85.8
3 98.2 87.0
4 98.0 87.1
5 98.0 87.3
6 98.6 89.0

mechanism has less effect on ped2 due to its clear object and
large boundary disparity, meanwhile, skip frames enhance the
motion features of the objects. In contrast, in the more complex
Avenue dataset, the effect of attention is more significant.
As Model 6 shows, when adding two attentions in Model
2, the AUC performance significantly improved by 1.1% and
3.2%, respectively, and combining the results of Models 3 and
4 revealed that employing only single attention may cause
abnormal generalization and reduce performance. Compared
to Models 2 and 6, Models 1 and 5 use consecutive frames as
model inputs instead of SkipF, resulting in a slight decrease
in performance. This is because skip frames enhance the
extraction efficiency of motion features. Anomaly events in the
existing dataset are heavily associated with fast motion, and
thus the model trained using the skip frame works best. Mean-
while, as shown in Model 1, using bidirectional prediction
without any components still achieves better performance. This
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is due to the ability of the forward and backward prediction
frames to catch the anomaly error simultaneously, which
maximizes the detection efficiency.

Furthermore, to explore the effectiveness of the proposed
method under different training strategies, this paper also de-
signs three additional ablation models, i.e., ”Forward”, ”Back-
ward” and ”Fusion”. Table IV shows the AUC performance
of different training strategies in different datasets. ”Forward”
or ”Backward” denotes the use of forward skip frames or
backward skip frames for training and testing only in the
framework of single AE, respectively. ”Fusion” denotes that
based on the proposed BiSP framework, the input features of
the decoder are transformed from only the separate output
features of the forward/backward encoder to the fusion of
the low-dimensional hidden features of the dual-AE. Here,
we use simple element-wise addition to represent the feature
fusion process. To target the evaluation of the model and
the calculation of the AUC, the single AE model only needs
to calculate the error from the corresponding forward or
backward frames. In contrast, the testing results of the dual-
AE model are represented as the same frames predicted from
the forward and backward directions, so the average of the
two predicted frames is used to calculate the error.

TABLE IV
FRAME-LEVEL AUC COMPARISON OF ANOMALY SCORES UNDER

DIFFERENT FEATURE LEARNING METHODS.

Ped1 Ped2 Avenue SH-Tech
Forward 82.9 96.3 86.4 73.6
Backward 83.4 96.6 86.8 73.4
Fusion 83.9 98.0 88.5 74.6
BiSP 84.8 98.6 89.0 76.0

From Table IV, we can note that the AUC of the ”Forward”
and ”Backward” variant models for a single AE is lower
than that of the model with dual-AE, which indicates that
the bidirectional training strategy outperforms the unidirec-
tional. Furthermore, the ”Fusion” model is yet lower than the
proposed method, which is different from the conclusion of
DEDDnet [23]. This is because DEDDnet uses an identical
video frame for bidirectional training, while the prediction
frame does not overlap with the training video frame. In
contrast, the bidirectional training video frames of BiSP do
not overlap and the forward training video frames contain the
prediction frame information of the backward AE, as does
the backward training. This cross-fusion disrupts the feature
extraction process of the prediction network and leads to a
slight decrease in performance.

To specifically analyze the discrimination ability of the
different models for anomaly and normal, Fig. 5 shows its
anomaly curves and scores in the testing video clips. Anomaly
scores are obtained based on different thresholds, which
depend on the false and true positive rates. We categorized
each testing video frame by normalized anomaly scores and
thresholds, i.e., a score close to 0 indicates normal, and
close to 1 indicates an anomaly. The anomaly in the testing
video frames in Fig. 5 is more obvious, so the curves trend
similarly for the different methods, but there is still a slight
difference. For instance, the dual-AE model in Fig. 5(a)

Fig. 5. Anomaly score curves and scores for several testing video clips of
different methods on four benchmark datasets. The different color curves and
numbers represent the score curves and scores of different models. The area
marked by the red border contains abnormal events.

has lower scores in the normal interval than the single AE
model, while performing higher in the anomaly interval, which
further demonstrates the advantage of bidirectional prediction.
In Fig. 5(d), the plunge of the fusion model’s score in the
anomaly interval is caused by the cross information interfering
with the prediction model, which results in a much lower
performance than the proposed method.
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Fig. 6. Visualization results for four datasets: Ground Truth (top), Predicted frames (middle), and Error maps (bottom), where brighter colors represent larger
errors. The area marked by the red border contains abnormal events.

D. Visualization Results

Fig. 6 shows the visualization results of the proposed BiSP
in different datasets and marks the exact location of the anoma-
lies. It can be noticed that due to the bidirectional prediction,
the abnormal events demonstrate overlapping blurred states,
especially for abnormal events with significant boundaries,
the brightness of the prediction error maps is very obvious,
meanwhile, the errors of the normal events are negligible.
In the Avenue dataset, in addition to the obvious predictions
that can be observed, some of the backgrounds are found to
have slight errors than the surrounding information. Although
Avenue belongs to a single scene, it can find the phenomenon
of background bias by observing the training set, which shows
different degrees of light intensities in various video clips.

In contrast to the clear boundary shown in Fig. 6, Fig. 7
illustrates the ambiguous boundary in the Sh-Tech dataset,
including four anomaly events, i.e., jumping, throwing a bag,
running, and loitering. It can be seen that ambiguous abnormal
events are distinguished only by human behavior. In the error
maps, the proposed BiSP achieves efficient discrimination of
the ambiguous anomalies in Fig. 7(a)-(c), with a significant
gap between normal and anomaly. For the loitering behavior in
Fig. 7(d), the white-dressed human is much less morphological
differences from the others, such anomalies in this behavior
are more difficult to detect. Still, BiSP achieves the desired
discriminative ability by widening the intra-domain disparity
between different events.

Fig. 7. Examples of ambiguous boundary in the Sh-Tech dataset: Ground Truth (top) and Error maps (bottom). The area marked by the yellow border contains
normal and abnormal events.



10

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a bidirectional skip-frame predic-
tion network for unsupervised VAD, called BiSP. Based on a
dual-stream autoencoder, the variance channel attention with
the parallel structure and the context spatial attention with
the serial structure are constructed to enlarge the intra-domain
disparity between normal and anomaly events and improve
the model’s detection performance, especially in ambiguous
boundaries. Experimental results on benchmark datasets and
the ablation study validate the performance of our method as
superior or equivalent to state-of-the-art methods. In future
work, we aim to focus on semantic information for different
scenes, which guarantees, at least in principle, that the diverse
anomalies are better defined.
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“Oe-ctst: Outlier-embedded cross temporal scale transformer for weakly-
supervised video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision, 2024, pp. 8574–
8583.

[11] G. Pang, C. Shen, L. Cao, and A. V. D. Hengel, “Deep learning for
anomaly detection: A review,” ACM computing surveys (CSUR), vol. 54,
no. 2, pp. 1–38, 2021.

[12] C. Huang, C. Liu, Z. Zhang, Z. Wu, J. Wen, Q. Jiang, and Y. Xu,
“Pixel-level anomaly detection via uncertainty-aware prototypical trans-
former,” in Proceedings of the 30th ACM International Conference on
Multimedia, 2022, pp. 521–530.

[13] Y. Hao, J. Li, N. Wang, X. Wang, and X. Gao, “Spatiotemporal
consistency-enhanced network for video anomaly detection,” Pattern
Recognition, vol. 121, p. 108232, 2022.

[14] C. Park, M. Cho, M. Lee, and S. Lee, “Fastano: Fast anomaly de-
tection via spatio-temporal patch transformation,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision,
2022, pp. 2249–2259.

[15] X. Zhang, J. Fang, B. Yang, S. Chen, and B. Li, “Hybrid attention
and motion constraint for anomaly detection in crowded scenes,” IEEE
Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2022.

[16] Y. Chang, Z. Tu, W. Xie, and J. Yuan, “Clustering driven deep au-
toencoder for video anomaly detection,” in Computer Vision–ECCV
2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23–28, 2020,
Proceedings, Part XV 16. Springer, 2020, pp. 329–345.

[17] W. Liu, W. Luo, D. Lian, and S. Gao, “Future frame prediction
for anomaly detection–a new baseline,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2018, pp. 6536–
6545.

[18] Z. Liu, Y. Nie, C. Long, Q. Zhang, and G. Li, “A hybrid video anomaly
detection framework via memory-augmented flow reconstruction and
flow-guided frame prediction,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF inter-
national conference on computer vision, 2021, pp. 13 588–13 597.

[19] L. Wang, J. Tian, S. Zhou, H. Shi, and G. Hua, “Memory-augmented
appearance-motion network for video anomaly detection,” Pattern
Recognition, vol. 138, p. 109335, 2023.

[20] J. Liang, Y. Xiao, J. T. Zhou, F. Yang, T. Li, and Z. Fang, “C 2 net:
content-dependent and-independent cross-attention network for anomaly
detection in videos,” Applied Intelligence, vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 1980–1996,
2024.

[21] R. Singh, A. Sethi, K. Saini, S. Saurav, A. Tiwari, and S. Singh,
“Attention-guided generator with dual discriminator gan for real-time
video anomaly detection,” Engineering Applications of Artificial Intel-
ligence, vol. 131, p. 107830, 2024.

[22] Z. Fang, J. Liang, J. T. Zhou, Y. Xiao, and F. Yang, “Anomaly detection
with bidirectional consistency in videos,” IEEE transactions on neural
networks and learning systems, vol. 33, no. 3, pp. 1079–1092, 2020.

[23] Y. Zhong, X. Chen, Y. Hu, P. Tang, and F. Ren, “Bidirectional spatio-
temporal feature learning with multiscale evaluation for video anomaly
detection,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Tech-
nology, vol. 32, no. 12, pp. 8285–8296, 2022.

[24] D. Li, X. Nie, R. Gong, X. Lin, and H. Yu, “Multi-branch gan-based
abnormal events detection via context learning in surveillance videos,”
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2023.

[25] W. Luo, W. Liu, D. Lian, and S. Gao, “Future frame prediction network
for video anomaly detection,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and
machine intelligence, vol. 44, no. 11, pp. 7505–7520, 2021.

[26] Y. Zhang, X. Fang, F. Li, and L. Yu, “Mutual learning inspired prediction
network for video anomaly detection,” in Chinese Conference on Pattern
Recognition and Computer Vision (PRCV). Springer, 2022, pp. 578–
593.

[27] D. Lappas, V. Argyriou, and D. Makris, “Dynamic distinction learning:
adaptive pseudo anomalies for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion, 2024, pp. 3961–3970.

[28] R. Kommanduri and M. Ghorai, “Dast-net: Dense visual attention
augmented spatio-temporal network for unsupervised video anomaly
detection,” Neurocomputing, p. 127444, 2024.

[29] H. Park, J. Noh, and B. Ham, “Learning memory-guided normality for
anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition, 2020, pp. 14 372–14 381.

[30] S. Qiu, J. Ye, J. Zhao, L. He, L. Liu, E. Bicong, and X. Huang, “Video
anomaly detection guided by clustering learning,” Pattern Recognition,
vol. 153, p. 110550, 2024.

[31] C. Huang, J. Wen, Y. Xu, Q. Jiang, J. Yang, Y. Wang, and D. Zhang,
“Self-supervised attentive generative adversarial networks for video
anomaly detection,” IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning
systems, vol. 34, no. 11, pp. 9389–9403, 2022.

[32] Z. Ning, Z. Wang, Y. Liu, J. Liu, and L. Song, “Memory-enhanced
appearance-motion consistency framework for video anomaly detection,”
Computer Communications, vol. 216, pp. 159–167, 2024.



11

[33] X. Huang, Y. Hu, X. Luo, J. Han, B. Zhang, and X. Cao, “Boosting
variational inference with margin learning for few-shot scene-adaptive
anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for
Video Technology, vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 2813–2825, 2022.

[34] S. Woo, J. Park, J.-Y. Lee, and I. S. Kweon, “Cbam: Convolutional
block attention module,” in Proceedings of the European conference on
computer vision (ECCV), 2018, pp. 3–19.

[35] S. Wang and Z. Miao, “Anomaly detection in crowd scene,” in IEEE
10th International Conference on Signal Processing Proceedings. IEEE,
2010, pp. 1220–1223.

[36] C. Lu, J. Shi, and J. Jia, “Abnormal event detection at 150 fps in matlab,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision,
2013, pp. 2720–2727.

[37] W. Luo, W. Liu, and S. Gao, “A revisit of sparse coding based anomaly
detection in stacked rnn framework,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
international conference on computer vision, 2017, pp. 341–349.

[38] Z. Fang, J. T. Zhou, Y. Xiao, Y. Li, and F. Yang, “Multi-encoder
towards effective anomaly detection in videos,” IEEE Transactions on
Multimedia, vol. 23, pp. 4106–4116, 2020.

[39] Z. Yang, P. Wu, J. Liu, and X. Liu, “Dynamic local aggregation network
with adaptive clusterer for anomaly detection,” in European Conference
on Computer Vision. Springer, 2022, pp. 404–421.

[40] Y. Liu, D. Li, W. Zhu, D. Yang, J. Liu, and L. Song, “Msn-net: Multi-
scale normality network for video anomaly detection,” in ICASSP 2023-
2023 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP). IEEE, 2023, pp. 1–5.

[41] Z. Yang and R. J. Radke, “Context-aware video anomaly detection in
long-term datasets,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024, pp. 4002–4011.

[42] V.-T. Le and Y.-G. Kim, “Attention-based residual autoencoder for video
anomaly detection,” Applied Intelligence, vol. 53, no. 3, pp. 3240–3254,
2023.


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Method
	Bidirectional Skip-frame Prediction Framework
	Variance Channel Attention
	Context Spatial Attention

	Experiments
	Datasets and Implementation details
	Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods
	Ablation Study
	Error weights hyperparameter analysis
	Component and training strategy analysis

	Visualization Results

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References

