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Abstract

To build a cross-modal latent space between 3D hu-
man motion and language, acquiring large-scale and high-
quality human motion data is crucial. However, unlike the
abundance of image data, the scarcity of motion data has
limited the performance of existing motion-language mod-
els. To counter this, we introduce “motion patches”, a new
representation of motion sequences, and propose using Vi-
sion Transformers (ViT) as motion encoders via transfer
learning, aiming to extract useful knowledge from the im-
age domain and apply it to the motion domain. These mo-
tion patches, created by dividing and sorting skeleton joints
based on body parts in motion sequences, are robust to
varying skeleton structures, and can be regarded as color
image patches in ViT. We find that transfer learning with
pre-trained weights of ViT obtained through training with
2D image data can boost the performance of motion analy-
sis, presenting a promising direction for addressing the is-
sue of limited motion data. Our extensive experiments show
that the proposed motion patches, used jointly with ViT,
achieve state-of-the-art performance in the benchmarks of
text-to-motion retrieval, and other novel challenging tasks,
such as cross-skeleton recognition, zero-shot motion classi-
fication, and human interaction recognition, which are cur-
rently impeded by the lack of data.

1. Introduction

The cross-modal analysis of 3D human motion and natu-
ral language has opened up new avenues for tasks such as
motion recognition [10, 38, 46, 49, 50, 52, 54, 60] and text-
to-motion synthesis [3, 36, 37], which can benefit the appli-
cations like animating avatars or humans [18, 53]. The key
to these tasks is constructing a cross-modal latent space that
captures the intricate relationship between human motions
and language semantics, allowing systems to interpret and
generate human-like motions based on textual descriptions.

Despite the promising advancements in this area, one of
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Figure 1. Overview of the existing methods and the proposed
method. The existing methods train an original Transformer with
the joint information from the motion sequences directly, while
the proposed method converts them into motion patches and then
trains the ViT, which can be initialized with pre-trained weights.

the most challenging aspects is the scarcity of data, because
the process of collecting and annotating 3D human motion
data is labor-intensive and time-consuming. While recent
years have seen an increase of motion capture datasets [31],
some of which are categorized by classes [28] or even la-
beled with free text [39, 40], these resources are still not
sufficient for deep learning algorithms to fully understand
human motions. Moreover, because various motion cap-
ture systems and skeleton structures are used in different
datasets, it has been difficult to build a large-scale dataset
with a unified representation.

To build a motion-language model, existing methods [38,
50] attempt to incorporate text embeddings into motion au-
toencoders. Due to the lack of large-scale data, they train
the motion encoder from scratch on each dataset and try to
use motion synthesis in autoencoders to improve the mo-
tion features. Tevet et al. [50] attempt to apply pre-trained
image-language models [41] to motion data, but they only
render a single frame as the input image. Consequently,
these methods are not yet robust enough to handle the vari-
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ations and subtleties present in 3D human motions. They
also need to deal with different skeleton structures by train-
ing an individual model for each dataset separately, despite
all these data representing human motion. This leads to low
performance on the small-scale datasets.

To overcome these challenges, we introduce an approach
to building motion-language models by leveraging Vision
Transformers (ViT) [9] as the motion encoder. This ap-
proach extends the conventional use of ViTs, which were
originally designed for 2D image classification, to the more
complex domain of 3D human motion analysis. With the
transfer learning of ViT pretrained on ImageNet [43] to mo-
tion data, the training process of the motion encoder can be
accelerated, while at the same time, overcoming the issue
of limited data scale and achieving better correspondence
between the motion features and the language features.

To efficiently transfer knowledge of the image domain
to the motion domain, we also propose “motion patches”, a
novel unified representation for various skeleton structures
in motion sequences. We design the motion patches to be
likened to image patches in ViT, with joint positions in xyz
coordinates simply converted to image colors in rgb space.
We first partition the joints of the skeleton into five body
parts: torso, left arm, right arm, left leg, and right leg. Then,
motion patches are formed by sampling N points from each
body part through linear interpolation, and stacking these
points for each part across N frames by sliding window.
This results in a patch for each part with a size of N × N .
We then train a motion-language model with a contrastive
learning framework [41]. The comparison between existing
methods and the proposed method is shown in Fig. 1.

We evaluate the versatility and effectiveness of our pro-
posed method through comprehensive experiments and ap-
plications of motion-language tasks. This study makes the
following contributions:
• We propose a new framework for building motion-

language models using ViT, which extends the applica-
tion of ViT to obtain a cross-modal latent space between
motions and language.

• We introduce a novel method of representing 3D human
motion data as “motion patches”, which can be processed
by the ViT architecture with its pre-trained weights for
transfer learning, and are also resilient to variations in hu-
man skeleton structures.

• Our approach not only significantly improves the per-
formance of text-to-motion retrieval, but also illustrates
the potential for other novel applications, such as cross-
skeleton recognition, zero-shot motion classification, and
human interaction recognition.

2. Related Works
Motion-Language Datasets. While human motion mod-
eling has gained interest in linking language and 3D body

Method Input Type Motion encoder Unified Representation

MotionCLIP [50]
Motion
+ Image

Scratch Transformer
+ Pre-trained CLIP ✗

TMR [38] Motion Scratch Transformer ✗
Proposed Motion Patch Pre-trained ViT ✓

Table 1. Summary of recent related methods for motion-language
models. Only our proposed method utilizes pre-trained motion en-
coders and a unified representation for various skeleton structures.

motions, there is a scarcity of motion-language datasets. Al-
though datasets do exist for action recognition [45] and pose
estimation [20], they lack detailed textual descriptions for
each motion. Notably, the KIT dataset [39] offers 11 hours
of motion capture sequences, each paired with descriptive
sentences. The recently released HumanML3D dataset [15]
provides around 29 hours of motion data with natural lan-
guage labels for AMASS [31] and HumanAct12 [14] col-
lections. Compared to the scale of image-text pairs used for
training image-language models like CLIP (e.g., datasets
with 400 million images), motion-text pairs remain notably
limited in scale (e.g., 14,616 motions in HumanML3D).
Creating motion-language datasets presents challenges, in-
cluding the need for expensive motion capture and annota-
tion systems, as well as issues related to variations in skele-
ton structures across different datasets.

Motion-Language Models. In recent years, vision-
language foundation models have garnered significant at-
tention, driven by the availability of vast collections of
image-text pairs gathered from the internet. These models
have adopted various pre-training schemes [6, 26, 30, 47].
A recent representative in this field is CLIP [41], which
aims to learn joint representations of vision and language by
training on a large-scale dataset of image-text pairs. How-
ever, the field of motion-language models is relatively less
explored. Petrovich et al. [38] use contrastive training dur-
ing motion generation to align text features with motion
features. Because of the limited scale of motion-text pairs,
these methods are trained from scratch and cannot capture
the differences between similar motions. Moreover, these
methods cannot be applied to cross-skeleton recognition,
as different motion encoders need to be trained for each
dataset. There are some attempts to utilize external knowl-
edge from different modalities to analyze human motion.
Tevet et al. [50] attempt to render a single frame as a static
image to be used as input to CLIP, in order to obtain vi-
sual features and align them with motion features, but the
performance is limited by the use of a single frame.

Motion Generation and Retrieval. Motion-language
models find valuable application in text-conditioned motion
generation. Unlike unconstrained motion generation [55,
59], action-conditioned [14, 36] or text-conditioned mod-
els [1, 3, 5, 11, 16, 22, 23, 37, 48, 51, 57] introduce se-
mantic controls to generate motion sequences correspond-
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Figure 2. Overview of the proposed framework, which consists of a motion encoder and a text encoder. We transform the raw motion
sequences into motion patches as the input of the ViT-based motion encoder. We calculate the similarity matrix between text-motion pairs
within a batch to train the model. To illustrate this concept, we provide an example batch containing three samples for clarity.

ing to input textual descriptions. Recent advancements in
text-to-image generation through diffusion generative mod-
els [8, 42] have led to methods such as [5, 51, 58], aiming
to apply diffusion models to text-to-motion generation us-
ing the HumanML3D dataset, along with other approaches
based on Large Language Models [22, 57]. Text-to-motion
retrieval [38] is an alternative and potentially complemen-
tary approach to generating motions corresponding to a
given textual description, as a retrieval model can always
return a realistic motion. Text-to-motion retrieval is also
used as a tool to evaluate the performance of text-to-motion
generation [7, 15, 22, 58]. We also use the task of text-to-
motion retrieval as an important evaluation of the proposed
method.

Transfer Learning. Transfer learning involves taking
models trained for a specific task using a large dataset, and
extending their capabilities to address new tasks by lever-
aging prior knowledge to extract relevant features. Some
examples of these attempts can be found in image segmen-
tation [19] and medical image analysis [13, 32]. Besides
the image domain, transfer learning using ImageNet [43]
pre-trained weights also performs well in video recogni-
tion [4] and even in audio classification [12, 34], where time
sequences are transformed into images as the input of the
model. Some methods [2, 25] attempt to use convolutional
neural networks for action recognition. However, our focus
is on leveraging the pre-trained knowledge from the image
domain to construct motion-language models.

To address the challenges of motion-language models,
we aim to transfer the ViT pre-trained in the image domain
to the motion domain with a unified representation of mo-
tion sequences, to overcome the data scale problem. We

summarize the differences between the proposed method
and related motion-language models in Table 1.

3. Method

3.1. Problem Statement

Given a set of motion sequences M and a set of captions
T , our target is to learn a function s(mi, tj) to calculate
the similarity between the motion mi ∈ M and the cap-
tion tj ∈ T . The objective of the s(mi, tj) is to calculate
a high similarity for relevant motion-text pairs and a low
similarity score for irrelevant ones. The motion sequence
mi ∈ M is represented as a sequence of skeleton joints
in this paper. Formally, the motion sequence is denoted by
mi ∈ RT×J×3, where T represents the length of the se-
quence, J × 3 represents the position of the skeleton joints
in Cartesian coordinates, (x, y, z).

To build a motion-language model, we adopt the CLIP
framework [41], which consists of a motion encoder FM

and a language model FT . Using these encoders, we encode
the motion sequence mi as FM (mi) and the caption tj , and
then calculate the similarity as follows:

s(mi, tj) =
FM (mi) · FT (ti)

∥FM (mi)∥∥FT (ti)∥
. (1)

The overall architecture of the proposed framework is
shown in Fig. 2.

3.2. Motion Patches

To extract spatial-temporal information in motion se-
quences as motion features, and to enable effective transfer
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Figure 3. Process of building the motion patches for each motion
sequence. Given a skeleton, we mark different body parts in dif-
ferent colors. We show the method to construct the motion patch
of the right leg. The same process is applied to other body parts.

of knowledge from the image domain via pre-trained mod-
els, motions need to be represented in a similar manner as
images. However, in contrast to image data usually having a
unified representation of size 224×224×3 for deep learning
models, the size of motion sequences is T ×J ×D as men-
tioned in Section 3.1. Because the number of the frames
T differs for each sequence and the number of the joints
J depends on the skeleton structure in the dataset, there is
no consensus on how to obtain a unified representation for
motion data in different skeleton structures.

We propose “motion patches” as a new representation,
which can be further used as input to ViT [9] for motion
feature extraction. To build motion patches similar to image
patches with size N ×N in ViT, we divide the joints of 3D
motion skeletons into body parts, interpolate between joints
in each body part to obtain N sample points, and use the
N consecutive frames in the sequence as shown in Fig. 3.
First, the joints are partitioned into five body parts: the torso
(including the head), left arm, right arm, left leg, and right
leg. This type of partitioning is commonly used [21] and
can be implemented on any human skeleton. Each body
part comprises a subset of joints corresponding to that part
of the body according to the kinematic chain of the skeleton.

Next, within each body part, we arrange the joints based
on their distance from the torso. For example, in the case of
arms, we order the joints as the upper chest → the shoulder
→ upper arm → lower arm → hand. This sequence main-
tains the spatial structure of the skeleton. We standardize
the number of sample points in each body part to N us-
ing linear interpolation. To normalize these sample points
as image data, we calculate the mean and variance of each
point across the dataset and perform the z-score normaliza-
tion using these mean and variance values.

Finally, we form “motion patches” by stacking se-
quences of sample point positions across N frames. We
repeat this process for every sequence of N frames using a
sliding window, creating a series of motion patches. These
patches, which are robust to variations in skeleton struc-
tures, can be analogized to image patches in ViT, and allow
us to represent skeletons from various structures in a unified
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Figure 4. Visualization of motion patches by regarding the joint
coordinates as RGB pixels. We show the rendered motions and
their text label on the left and the processed motion patches on
the right. We can observe different motions reflected in different
motion patches.

format.
We provide a visualization of motion patches by depict-

ing them as RGB images in Fig. 4. We interpret joint co-
ordinates as RGB pixels to create a visual representation of
each motion patch. The figure displays the rendered mo-
tions and their corresponding text labels on the left, and the
processed motion patches on the right. We can observe dif-
ferent motions resulting in distinct motion patches, demon-
strating the capacity of our method to capture unique char-
acteristics of each motion in the form of motion patches.

3.3. Motion Encoder

For image data, many well-established architectures and
pre-trained models can be used for CLIP. Meanwhile, for
motion data, there is no standard architecture and no large-
scale pre-trained model. Existing methods [38, 50] use their
original motion encoders and train them from scratch to ex-
tract the motion representations. However, with the novel
motion patches proposed in Section 3.2, we are able to en-
code motions by extending ViT for 2D images to 3D motion
data to overcome the limited scale of motion data.

ViT first extracts non-overlapping image patches from
the image data. Then, a projection head is used to project
these patches onto 1D tokens. The transformer architecture
is used to model the interaction between each image patch
to obtain the final representation. To apply ViT to motion
sequences, we first transfer the motion sequences into mo-
tion patches and then regard these motion patches as image
patches. In this paper, we adopt the ViT-B/16 with 12 lay-



ers and the patch size 16 pre-trained on ImageNet-21k [43]
as our motion encoder. Hence, we set N = 16 to obtain
the motion patches with size 16× 16. We have additionally
included an investigation of the choices related to the ViT
backbone and patch sizes in the supplementary material.

Following ViT and CLIP, the [class] token is added to
the inputs and we resize the position embedding to match
the number of patches. The output from the [class] to-
ken is projected onto a multi-modal embedding space as the
motion representation.

3.4. Text Encoder

In the context of text encoding, it is crucial to extract fea-
tures related to motion. Following TMR [38], we adopt Dis-
tilBERT [44] for this purpose, utilizing a pre-trained model
with a projection head. The output from the [class] token
is used as the text representation. An alternative is utilizing
the text encoder of CLIP [41], commonly used in motion
generation methods [51, 58]. However, vision-language
models, including CLIP, face challenges in distinguishing
between entities and verbs [17, 35, 56]. Despite exploring
this option, our experiments showed that DistilBERT out-
performed CLIP, with detailed comparisons available in the
supplementary material.

3.5. Training Strategy

Given a batch of B (motion sequence, text) pairs, the model
needs to generate and optimize B × B similarities. We use
a symmetric cross-entropy loss over these similarity scores
to train the parameters of the model as follows:

Lm2t = − 1

B

B∑
i

log
exp(s(mi, ti)/τ)∑B
j=1 exp(s(mi, tj)/τ)

, (2)

Lt2m = − 1

B

B∑
i

log
exp(s(mi, ti)/τ)∑B
j=1 exp(s(mj , ti)/τ)

, (3)

L = Lm2t + Lt2m, (4)

where τ is the temperature parameter. The loss L is the sum
of motion-to-text loss Lm2t and text-to-motion loss Lt2m.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets

We utilize two standard datasets in our experiments: the
HumanML3D dataset [15] and the KIT Motion-Language
dataset [39].

HumanML3D Dataset: The HumanML3D dataset en-
riches the AMASS [31] and HumanAct12 [14] motion
capture collections with natural language labels describing
the motions. We follow the same motion pre-processing
method proposed in [15]. Furthermore, the dataset is aug-
mented through the mirroring of both left and right motions,

along with their corresponding textual descriptions. Sub-
sequently, following the official dataset split, we acquire a
total of 23,384, 1,460, and 4,380 motions for the training,
validation, and test sets, respectively. On average, each mo-
tion receives 3.0 distinct textual annotations. During the
training phase, we randomly choose one annotation as the
matching text, while for testing, we only use the first one.

KIT Motion-Language Dataset (KIT-ML): The KIT-
ML dataset, which primarily focuses on locomotion, is also
derived from motion capture data. To prepare the mo-
tion data for analysis, we apply the identical pre-processing
procedure as employed in the HumanML3D dataset. The
dataset is partitioned into training, validation, and test sets,
consisting of 4,888, 300, and 830 motions, respectively. On
average, each motion is annotated 2.1 times.

4.2. Evaluation Protocol

To evaluate the performance of the motion-language model,
we adopt the retrieval task between the motion sequence and
the text description. Following [38], our evaluation of re-
trieval performance employs standard metrics, specifically
Recall at various ranks (R@1, R@2, etc.), for both text-to-
motion and motion-to-text tasks. Recall at rank k indicates
the percentage of instances where the correct label appears
within the top k results 1, with higher values indicating bet-
ter performance. Additionally, we calculate the median rank
(MedR), where a lower value shows better performance. It
is important to note that the evaluation of retrieval perfor-
mance is conducted using an unseen gallery of real motions,
specifically the test set.

We used several evaluation protocols to calculate Recall,
primarily altering the composition of the gallery set:

All: In this protocol, the entire test set is used without
any modifications. However, repetitive texts across motions
or minor textual differences (e.g., “person” vs. “human”,
“walk” vs. “walking”) will affect the results. We use this
protocol as the default protocol in this paper.

Small Batches: This protocol is designed by Guo et
al. [15]. It involves randomly selecting batches of 32
motion-text pairs and then reporting the average perfor-
mance. While this approach introduces randomness, it
serves as a benchmark for comparison. It is worth noting
that a gallery size of 32 is relatively manageable compared
to the other protocols, making it a less challenging scenario.

4.3. Implementation Details

In our experiments, we employ the Adam optimizer [24]
with a learning rate of 10−5 for the text encoder, 10−4 for
the motion encoder, and 10−3 for the projection head. A

1Due to the existence of mirroring augmented samples in the test data,
some samples have two correct answers in the gallery, i.e., the original
motion and its mirrored counterpart may share the same text description.
We accounted for this factor, whereas TMR [38] metrics overlooked it.



Protocol Methods Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@2 ↑ R@3 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@2 ↑ R@3 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

All

TEMOS† [37] 2.12 4.09 5.87 8.26 13.52 173.0 3.86 4.54 6.94 9.38 14.00 183.25
T2M† [15] 1.80 3.42 4.79 7.12 12.47 81.00 2.92 3.74 6.00 8.36 12.95 81.50
TMR [38] 8.92 12.04 16.33 22.06 33.37 25.00 9.44 11.84 16.90 22.92 32.21 26.00
Ours (scratch) 8.46 12.76 16.22 23.56 35.27 23.00 9.63 11.78 16.58 22.87 33.57 25.00
Ours 10.80 14.98 20.00 26.72 38.02 19.00 11.25 13.86 19.98 26.86 37.40 20.50

Small batches

TEMOS† [37] 40.49 53.52 61.14 70.96 84.15 2.33 39.96 53.49 61.79 72.40 85.89 2.33
T2M† [15] 52.48 71.05 80.65 89.66 96.58 1.39 52.00 71.21 81.11 89.87 96.78 1.38
TMR [38] 67.45 80.98 86.22 91.56 95.46 1.03 68.59 81.73 86.75 91.10 95.39 1.02
Ours (scratch) 67.61 82.40 86.79 91.75 95.97 1.01 67.11 80.04 85.86 91.86 95.98 1.00
Ours 71.61 85.81 90.02 94.35 97.69 1.00 72.11 85.26 90.21 94.44 97.76 1.00

Table 2. Results of text-to-motion and motion-to-text retrieval benchmark on HumanML3D. The results of methods marked with † are
sourced from TMR [38]. Ours (scratch) denotes the proposed method trained from scratch without using pre-trained ViT weights.

Protocol Methods Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@2 ↑ R@3 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@2 ↑ R@3 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

All

TEMOS† [37] 7.11 13.25 17.59 24.10 35.66 24.00 11.69 15.30 20.12 26.63 36.39 26.50
T2M† [15] 3.37 6.99 10.84 16.87 27.71 28.00 4.94 6.51 10.72 16.14 25.30 28.50
TMR [38] 10.05 13.87 20.74 30.03 44.66 14.00 11.83 13.74 22.14 29.39 38.55 16.00
Ours (scratch) 10.41 17.01 24.43 31.55 46.50 13.00 12.13 14.83 22.54 30.83 40.12 15.00
Ours 14.02 21.08 28.91 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 17.26 27.54 33.33 44.77 13.00

Small batches

TEMOS† [37] 43.88 58.25 67.00 74.00 84.75 2.06 41.88 55.88 65.62 75.25 85.75 2.25
T2M† [15] 42.25 62.62 75.12 87.50 96.12 1.88 39.75 62.75 73.62 86.88 95.88 1.95
TMR [38] 50.00 69.14 78.02 87.97 94.87 1.50 51.21 69.53 78.64 89.00 95.31 1.50
Ours (scratch) 51.13 70.15 78.96 88.06 95.74 1.43 53.12 70.31 79.40 89.34 95.59 1.33
Ours 53.55 71.30 79.82 88.92 96.29 1.36 54.54 72.15 79.68 89.35 96.11 1.31

Table 3. Results of text-to-motion and motion-to-text retrieval benchmark on KIT-ML.

batch size of 256 is used during the training. The latent di-
mension of the embeddings after the projection is set to 256.
We set the temperature parameter to 0.07 following CLIP.
The number of frames in each motion sequence is limited to
224, following the existing methods [38, 50], which means
14× 5 = 70 motion patches are used as the input of ViT.

4.4. Results

In our evaluation of text-to-motion and motion-to-text re-
trieval benchmark across HumanML3D (Table 2) and KIT-
ML (Table 3) datasets, encompassing all evaluation proto-
cols, we provide comparisons against prior works, specifi-
cally TEMOS [37], T2M [15], TMR [38] and the proposed
method trained from scratch without using pre-trained ViT
weights. The experimental results of TEMOS [37] and
T2M [15] are sourced from the TMR [38] paper. Mean-
while, we re-evaluate the official models of TMR [38] using
our evaluation code to ensure a fair comparison.

It is important to note that TEMOS [37] is not explic-
itly designed for retrieval tasks. The cross-modal embed-
ding space of TEMOS [37] is primarily trained with pos-
itive pairs. In contrast, T2M [15] applied their method to
retrieval by employing contrastive learning, which includes
negative pairs as well. TMR [38] is the state-of-the-art

method for text-to-motion retrieval, which extends TEMOS
by incorporating a contrastive loss [33] between the motion
features and the text features in the latent space.

Remarkably, our model consistently outperforms prior
work across all evaluation sets in various degrees of diffi-
culty. This indicates that our model can capture the nuanced
nature of motion descriptions. The substantial performance
enhancements we achieve over the state-of-the-art can be at-
tributed to several factors: (1) the design of motion patches
to capture the temporal-spatial motion representation and
(2) the utilization of ViT and transferring its pre-trained
weights to the motion domain. In the subsequent sections,
we conduct controlled experiments to analyze the impact of
these components on our results.

4.5. Ablation Studies

In this section, we explore various settings to better under-
stand the factors influencing the performance of our model.

Pre-trained ViT: We conduct experiments to compare
the performance of our model when utilizing pre-trained
ViT representations against a setting where ViT pre-training
is not employed.

Motion Representation: Another aspect we investigate
is the use of motion representations. We investigate differ-



Dataset: HumanML3D

Pre-trained Motion Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
ViT Patches R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓
✓ ✓ 10.80 26.72 38.02 19.00 11.25 26.86 37.40 20.50
✗ ✓ 8.46 23.56 35.37 23.00 9.63 22.87 33.57 25.00
✓ ✗ 8.36 22.84 33.62 24.00 8.81 21.67 31.35 29.00
✗ ✗ 8.58 21.54 32.87 25.00 8.46 21.96 30.79 30.00

Dataset: KIT-ML

Pre-trained Motion Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
ViT Patches R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓
✓ ✓ 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00
✗ ✓ 10.41 31.55 46.50 13.00 12.13 30.83 40.12 15.00
✓ ✗ 9.54 31.72 45.86 14.00 11.01 27.31 37.41 18.00
✗ ✗ 9.87 30.37 44.21 16.00 10.14 26.86 36.43 21.00

Table 4. Results of ablation studies. We experiment with different
settings (1) with/without the pre-trained ViT and (2) whether to
use motion patches as the representation of the motion.

ent scenarios where we either employ the proposed motion
patches as the input for ViT or directly feed the raw mo-
tion sequences into the Transformer component, along with
positional encodings.

The results of HumanML3D and KIT-ML are shown
in Table 4. It is noticeable that when the motion patches
are used, training the model from pre-trained weights leads
to much better results than training from scratch. Compared
with using motion patches as input, using motion sequences
without preprocessing leads to worse performance. This
analysis shows the impact of ViT pre-training on the ca-
pabilities of our model and the advantages that our motion
patches bring to retrieval tasks.

4.6. Qualitative results

In Fig. 5, we present the qualitative results of text-to-motion
retrieval on the entire test set of HumanML3D. Each query
text is displayed on the left, and on the right, we showcase
the top-3 retrieved motions along with their corresponding
ground-truth text labels. The gallery of motions for retrieval
remains unseen during training.

In the first two examples, we successfully retrieve the
ground-truth motion in the top-2 results. Note that in the
second example, the differences between the motions are
very small and they all present motions similar to the text
query. For the free-form prompt in the last example, where
the exact text is not present in the gallery, our method also
succeeds in retrieving correct motions.

5. Applications
5.1. Cross-skeleton Recognition

One advantage of the proposed motion patches is that the
motion sequences from different skeleton structures can be
transferred into a unified representation. For example, mo-
tion in HumanML3D [15] follows the skeleton structure of
SMPL [29] with 22 joints as shown in Fig. 3, while poses
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Figure 5. Qualitative results of text-to-motion retrieval. For each
query, we show the retrieved motions ranked by text-motion sim-
ilarity and their accompanying ground-truth text labels. Note that
these descriptions are not used in the retrieval process. All motions
in the gallery are from the test set and were unseen during training.
For the first two examples, the text queries are sampled from the
data. For the last example, we query with a free-form text.

have 21 joints in KIT-ML, and the skeleton structure of KIT-
ML is different from SMPL (detailed in the supplementary).
Existing methods cannot deal with these two datasets simul-
taneously because the dimension of the input vector varies
according to the dimension of the pose vector. However, our
method is able to convert the motion sequence to 16×16
motion patches according to the kinematic chain of each
body part, which means the motion features learned on a
dataset can be transferred to another dataset even when the
skeleton structure is different.

To evaluate the performance of the proposed method for
cross-skeleton recognition, we prepare two scenarios. The
first one is a zero-shot setting, where we directly apply
the motion-language model trained on the HumanML3D
dataset to the text-to-motion retrieval task of the KIT-ML
dataset. The other one is a transfer learning setting, where
we further fine-tune the HumanML3D model with the KIT-
ML dataset, because the scale of the KIT-ML dataset is
smaller than that of the HumanML3D dataset.

The results are shown in Table 5, which compares the
zero-shot setting and the transfer learning setting with other
existing methods and the proposed method trained on KIT-
ML. The performance of zero-shot prediction with the Hu-
manML3D model is lower than the models trained on KIT-
ML, because the language domains (i.e., KIT-ML is more
focused on locomotion descriptions) and the skeleton struc-



Dataset: KIT-ML

Method Training Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
Dataset R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

TEMOS† [37] KIT-ML 7.11 24.10 35.66 24.00 11.69 26.63 36.39 26.50
T2M† [15] KIT-ML 3.37 16.87 27.71 28.00 4.94 16.14 25.30 28.50
TMR [38] KIT-ML 10.05 30.03 44.66 14.00 11.83 29.39 38.55 16.00

Ours KIT-ML 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00

Ours HumanML3D 7.35 20.98 34.33 23.50 7.90 17.71 25.88 31.00
Ours Transferred 15.28 38.71 52.65 9.00 16.51 35.78 47.47 11.00

Table 5. Results of cross-skeleton recognition. We evaluate the
text-to-motion and motion-to-text retrieval on the KIT-ML dataset
with the HumanML3D model and the transferred model. The
transfer learning method achieves better performance than the
method of training only on KIT-ML.

tures of these two datasets are different. However, it still
achieves acceptable performance compared to TEMOS [37]
and T2M [15], especially on the task of text-motion re-
trieval. It is noticeable that the transfer learning method ob-
tained the best results, which shows that training the model
with HumanML3D is helpful in recognizing the motion se-
quences of KIT-ML. This highlights the potential of our ap-
proach to improve the performance on small-scale datasets
by pre-training the model on large-scale datasets.

5.2. Zero-shot Motion Classification

Furthermore, we demonstrate the effectiveness of the
semantically structured latent spaces generated by our
motion-language model via action recognition. We follow
the BABEL 60-classes benchmark [40], containing 10,892
sequences, and 20% of them are used as test sets. We pre-
processed the motion sequences with the same procedure as
HumanML3D [15]. Because this is a zero-shot classifica-
tion setting, we did not train the model with BABEL and
only applied the model trained on HumanML3D to the test
data. For the text prompts, the action names in BABEL are
used as “A person {action}”. We calculate the cosine dis-
tance between a given motion and all 60 text prompts.

In Table 6, we show a comparison of the Top-1 and Top-
5 accuracy achieved by our zero-shot classifier with that of
the 2s-AGCN classifier [40] and MotionCLIP [50]. As evi-
dent from the results, our framework performs comparably
to the state-of-the-art supervised methods, despite the fact
that our method was not initially designed for action recog-
nition tasks nor trained on the action label set of BABEL.
This highlights the versatility and adaptability of our ap-
proach across various applications.

5.3. Human Interaction Recognition

Besides the recognition of single-person motion, the pro-
posed method can also be applied to multi-person motion
recognition. We conduct the experiments using InterHu-
man [27], a motion-language dataset that comprises a di-
verse set of 3D motions involving interactions between two
individuals. The dataset is split into 6,222 sequences for

Method Training
Dataset Zero-shot Modality Top-1 Acc. Top-5 Acc.

2s-AGCN [46] BABEL ✗ M 41.14 73.18
MotionCLIP [50] BABEL ✗ M+L 40.90 57.71

TMR [38] HumanML3D ✓ M+L 30.13 41.52
Ours HumanML3D ✓ M+L 41.33 68.97

Table 6. Results of zero-shot motion classification. Modality
with motion only and motion language are denoted as M and
M+L, respectively. When applying our proposed method for zero-
shot classification, we achieve performance results that are closely
aligned with those of the 2s-AGCN classifier trained with supervi-
sion on the BABEL-60 benchmark.

Method Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

TMR [38] 5.38 15.64 24.40 34.00 5.13 15.26 25.65 33.00
Ours 9.51 21.27 32.41 27.00 8.26 22.65 32.66 24.00

Table 7. Results of human interaction recognition. For TMR [38]
and our method, we concatenate the motion features of each per-
son and get the multi-person motion feature through a projection
head of the concatenated feature.

training and 1,557 sequences for testing. We processed the
motion sequences of each individual with the same proce-
dure as HumanML3D [15]. To obtain the features of the
interactions, we apply a shared motion encoder to each per-
son and simply concatenate the motion features before the
projection head. We evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed method via text-to-motion retrieval. The results are
shown in Table 7 and our method outperforms TMR [38].

6. Limitations
In this paper, we primarily evaluate our method on mo-
tion recognition, focusing on text-to-motion retrieval. Fu-
ture work includes applying our method to text-to-motion
generation. Despite leveraging pre-trained vision models to
handle small-scale motion datasets, the generalization per-
formance of our method may be limited due to the com-
paratively smaller size of motion-text data versus image-
text data. However, our proposed motion patch, a skeleton-
robust representation, aids in constructing large-scale mo-
tion datasets from diverse motion capture systems.

7. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced a novel unified motion rep-
resentation called “motion patches” and applied the ViT
architecture with its pre-trained weights to build motion-
language models. Our approach effectively addresses chal-
lenges related to limited data scales in 3D human motion
data and diverse skeleton structures, characterized by com-
plex spatial-temporal dependencies. As a result, we have
made significant advancements in motion recognition, in-
cluding text-to-motion retrieval and other applications.
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Exploring Vision Transformers for 3D Human Motion-Language Models
with Motion Patches

Supplementary Material

A. Motion Patches
In Fig. 3, we show the process of constructing motion
patches for SMPL skeletons in the HumanML3D dataset.
For the KIT-ML dataset, the skeleton structure is different
but the process is the same as shown in Fig. 6. Because
the motion patches use the kinematic chain of the skele-
ton to extract the spatial-temporal information in motion
sequences, our model can be used in cross-skeleton recog-
nition as detailed in Section 5.1 of the main paper.

B. Additional Experimental Results
B.1. Visualization of Attention Maps

In this paper, we find that pre-trained image ViT can help
the learning of motion data with the proposed motion
patches. As shown in Fig. 4, the motion patches can be
regarded as a kind of spectrogram, where certain patterns
related to motions can be observed. Pre-trained ViT helps
detect these patterns, which makes transfer learning work.
We additionally visualize the attention maps extracted from
the ViT trained by our method in Fig. 7, where the impor-
tant patterns are activated in the attentions. An analogous
approach is audio recognition by rendering the spectrogram
of audio as the input into pre-trained image models [12].

B.2. ViT Backbones

We evaluated our method with different ViT backbones.
In the main paper, we used ViT-B/16 as the motion en-
coder. We additionally tried ViT with tiny, small, and large
sizes provided in TIMM 2, and the results are shown in Ta-
ble 8. We can find that ViT-Tiny and ViT-Small perform a
little worse when compared to ViT-base in both datasets.
The largest model, ViT-Large, performs well in the Hu-
manML3D dataset, but not well in the KIT-ML Dataset,
which may be due to the limited scale of the data. Overall,
our proposed method works well on all the ViT backbones.

B.3. Motion and Text Encoders

In the paper, we employed the ViT pre-trained on ImageNet
as the motion encoder and the pre-trained DistilBERT [44]
as the text encoder. Additionally, we explored an alternative
approach by utilizing the image encoder and text encoder
of CLIP [41] as the motion and text encoders in our method
for comparison. The results are shown in Table 9. We can

2https://github.com/rwightman/pytorch- image-
models
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find that the pre-trained weights affect the performance of
the model and the combination of ViT with ImageNet and
DistilBERT achieved the best results. When the model of
CLIP is used as the motion encoder or the text encoder, we
find that the performance drops a little, which shows that
CLIP is not effective for capturing motion representations.
This might be because CLIP is pre-trained to focus on the
semantic features of real-world images, while the motion
patches resemble a type of spectrogram with color patterns.

B.4. Sizes of Motion Patches

Our investigation explores various motion patch sizes as de-
tailed in Table 10. In addition to the 16×16 motion patches
described in the paper, we have implemented our approach

https://github.com/rwightman/pytorch-image-models
https://github.com/rwightman/pytorch-image-models


Dataset: HumanML3D

ViT Size Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

Tiny 9.54 23.77 36.10 20.00 10.52 24.00 33.09 24.00
Small 9.63 24.64 36.85 19.00 10.30 24.04 33.77 23.00
Base 10.80 26.72 38.02 18.00 11.25 26.86 37.40 19.50
Large 10.47 27.29 38.84 19.00 11.33 26.82 37.42 19.00

Dataset: KIT-ML

ViT Size Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

Tiny 11.84 33.38 48.48 11.50 12.53 28.89 40.83 16.00
Small 12.06 33.45 49.00 11.00 13.94 28.80 39.51 17.00
Base 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00
Large 14.46 32.53 42.77 15.00 13.49 28.80 38.31 18.00

Table 8. Results of retrieval with different ViT backbones.

Dataset: HumanML3D

Motion Text Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
Encoder Encoder R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

ViT (ImageNet) DistilBERT 10.80 26.72 38.02 18.00 11.25 26.86 37.40 19.50
ViT (ImageNet) CLIP 9.66 24.12 35.47 21.00 10.37 24.50 34.35 24.00

ViT (CLIP) DistilBERT 9.85 24.93 36.16 21.00 10.23 24.31 34.03 23.00
ViT (CLIP) CLIP 6.84 18.57 29.45 32.00 7.82 19.12 27.41 35.00

Dataset: KIT-ML

Motion Text Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
Encoder Encoder R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

ViT (ImageNet) DistilBERT 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00
ViT (ImageNet) CLIP 13.01 33.29 49.76 11.00 12.66 31.45 41.45 16.00

ViT (CLIP) DistilBERT 10.60 32.77 45.54 13.00 12.89 26.63 37.83 18.00
ViT (CLIP) CLIP 10.48 26.51 36.75 24.00 11.69 23.61 30.48 36.00

Table 9. Results of retrieval with different motion and text en-
coders.

Dataset: HumanML3D

Patch Size Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

8×8 9.80 26.60 38.15 18.00 11.74 26.05 36.76 19.00
16×16 10.80 26.72 38.02 18.00 11.25 26.86 37.40 19.50
32×32 10.13 26.22 38.00 20.00 10.90 24.88 34.82 22.00

Dataset: KIT-ML

Patch Size Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

8×8 11.57 33.91 50.84 10.00 12.20 31.83 42.88 15.00
16×16 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00
32×32 14.34 33.46 48.31 11.00 12.94 32.48 42.91 14.00

Table 10. Results of retrieval with different patch sizes.

using 8×8 and 32×32 motion patches. Interestingly, both
8×8 and 32×32 patches yielded favorable results. Never-
theless, it is s worth noting that the 16×16 patches consis-
tently delivered the best overall performance.

B.5. Training Datasets

In Section 5.1, we demonstrated the effectiveness of our
method in cross-skeleton recognition via zero-shot predic-
tion and transfer learning. We further present the results
of training our method using a combination of the Hu-
manML3D and KIT-ML datasets in Table 11. These re-
sults indicate that our method can effectively learn from

Dataset: HumanML3D

Training Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
Dataset R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓

HumanML3D 10.80 26.72 38.02 18.00 11.25 26.86 37.40 19.50
Both 9.99 27.22 38.64 18.00 11.37 25.64 36.16 21.00

Both + FT 10.40 27.70 38.91 18.00 11.11 25.86 36.73 20.00

Dataset: KIT-ML

Training Text-motion retrieval Motion-text retrieval
Dataset R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓ R@1 ↑ R@5 ↑ R@10 ↑ MedR ↓
KIT-ML 14.02 34.10 50.00 10.50 13.61 33.33 44.77 13.00

Both 12.53 35.30 50.96 10.00 13.13 32.28 43.71 14.00
Both + FT 17.17 40.46 54.50 8.00 16.76 35.69 46.05 13.00

Table 11. Results of retrieval with different training datasets.
“Both” represent the combined datasets of the HumanML3D and
KIT-ML datasets. “Both + FT” represents the model further fine-
tuned on each dataset.

combined datasets and achieve competitive results on both
datasets using a single model. This performance is compa-
rable to the results obtained from separate models trained
individually on each dataset. If we further fine-tune the
model on each dataset, the proposed method can achieve
state-of-the-art performance on the KIT-ML dataset.

C. Additional Qualitative Results
In this section, we present qualitative results of the text-to-
motion retrieval and motion-to-text retrieval tasks with the
comparisons between TMR [38] and the proposed method
on the challenging HumanML3D dataset. The results of the
text-to-motion retrieval are shown in Fig. 8. We can find
that our method succeeded in finding the motion match-
ing the text descriptions including the details, e.g., “ducks”
in the first sample and “with right arm up” in the second
sample. Regarding the motion-to-text retrieval tasks shown
in Fig. 9, each query motion is displayed on the left, and on
the right, we showcase the top-5 retrieved text descriptions
along with the ground-truth text labels of query motions.
We successfully retrieved the ground-truth descriptions in
the top-5 results, and the descriptions in the top-5 results
seem to be reasonable to describe the motion sequences ex-
cept for some mirror-augmented ones. When compared to
the results of TMR [38], our method is better at catching
the details of the motion such as “jumps twice” in the first
sample and “moves backward then forwards” in the third
sample.

D. Code
The code will be released at https://github.com/
YU1ut/MotionPatches. We provide the training codes
for building the proposed motion-language model and the
test codes for text-to-motion retrieval and motion-to-text re-
trieval with the HumanML3D and KIT-ML datasets. Please
refer to the README in the code repository for details.

https://github.com/YU1ut/MotionPatches
https://github.com/YU1ut/MotionPatches


Rank #1 Rank #2 Rank #1

Person runs in a 
zigzag motion and 

ducks under an 
invisible object 

halfway through 
then returns to full 

height.

Person walks six 
steps to side with 

right arm up.

A person walks slowly 
towards the right 

while slowly raising a 
hand and then 

walking backwards.

The man moves to 
his right.

Person walks six steps 
to side with right arm 

up.

Rank #2

TMR Ours

A person who seems to 
evade something from 

their left side and run at 
a insane pace.

A person strafes to 
the right.

Person runs in a zigzag 
motion and ducks under 

an invisible object 
halfway through then 
returns to full height.

A man crouches 
down while quickly 

walking forward and 
then stands up 

straight.

A person walking and 
helping maintain their 
balance and support,  
from holding onto a 

side rail or wall.

A person runs 
diagonally across 
a room with their 

arms swinging 
hands down.

A person who seems to 
evade something from 

their left side and run at 
a insane pace.

A person running then 
quickly taking a step to 

their right.

A person runs forward with 
one leg crossing in front of 

the other repetitively 
before coming to a stop.

A person runs 
diagonally across a 

room with their arms 
swinging hands down.

Figure 8. Comparisons of text-to-motion retrieval between TMR [38] and the proposed method. For each query, we show the retrieved
motions ranked by text-motion similarity and their accompanying ground-truth text labels. Note that these descriptions are not used in the
retrieval process. All motions in the gallery are from the test set and were unseen during training.



GT Text: A person moves backwards then forwards then 
jumps.

Rank 1:  A person jumping over a puddle.
Rank 2: A person hops forward with both legs and after a 

few hops they hop on top of something then back 
down left after.

Rank 3: A person hops forward with both legs and after a 
few hops they hop on top of something then back 
down right after.

Rank 4: Figure does a quick small jump and then walks 
forward and then stops.

Rank 5: Person walks forward several paces, stops and then  
does a little jump.

GT Text: A person stands in a defensive stance with right
arm and leg forward, then uses the right forearm for a 
block across the body.

Rank 1: A person shields themselves with their right arm.
Rank 2: A person shields themselves with their left arm.
Rank 3: A person stands in a defensive stance with right        

arm and leg forward, then uses the right forearm for      
a block across the body.

Rank 4: A person leans to their left as they punch with their
right arm.

Rank 5: In a fighting stance, person punches downward 
with their right hand.

GT Text: A man jumps twice with his arms relaxed at his 
sides.

Rank 1: A person jumps up and down. 
Rank 2: A person jumps up and down once.
Rank 3: Jumping up in place.
Rank 4: A person who is standing with his arms by his 

sides jumps in place twice and then shifts his body 
right and left while remaining in place.

Rank 5: A person jumps straight up with both arms down.

GT Text: A person stands in a defensive stance with right
arm and leg forward, then uses the right forearm for a 
block across the body.

Rank 1: A person stands in a defensive stance with right
arm and leg forward, then uses the right forearm for           
a block across the body.

Rank 2: A person stands in a defensive stance with left        
arm and leg forward, then uses the left forearm for      
a block across the body.

Rank 3: A person in a defensive pose leans right then left.
Rank 4: A person in a defensive pose leans left then right.
Rank 5: In a fighting stance, person punches downward 

with their left hand.

GT Text: A man jumps twice with his arms relaxed at his 
sides.

Rank 1: A man bends his legs, lifts his arms slightly, and 
then jumps twice on the spot.

Rank 2: A person who is standing with his arms by his 
sides jumps in place twice and then shifts his body 
left and right while remaining in place.

Rank 3: A man jumps twice with his arms relaxed at his   
sides.

Rank 4: Man jumps twice in place.
Rank 5: The man jumps twice into the air.

GT Text: A person moves backwards then forwards then 
jumps.

Rank 1:  A person moves backwards then forwards then 
jumps.

Rank 2: A person slowly jumped forward.
Rank 3: A person walks forward, hops backwards, then 

defends themselves by putting their hands up in 
defense.

Rank 4: A person a little jumped forward.
Rank 5: A person propels himself and takes a long jump.

TMR Ours

Figure 9. Comparisons of motion-to-text retrieval between TMR [38] and the proposed method. For each query motion, we show the
retrieved descriptions ranked by motion-text similarity and their accompanying ground-truth text labels. Note that these ground-truth texts
are not used in the retrieval process. All motions in the gallery are from the test set and were unseen during training. For all the samples,
our proposed method retrieved reasonable descriptions.
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