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Figure 1. Overview of the proposed Motion-R® method. Our method (bottom) 1) reduces the time cost to (re)train motion annotation models
by a factor of 500 to 700+, which allows for agile development; ii) achieves better micro-F1 scores with less manually annotated data,

reducing the labour and time cost for manual annotation. Please see

Abstract

In this paper, we follow a data-centric philosophy and
propose a novel motion annotation method based on the in-
herent representativeness of motion data in a given dataset.
Specifically, we propose a Representation-based Represen-
tativeness Ranking (R’) method that ranks all motion data
in a given dataset according to their representativeness in
a learned motion representation space. We further propose
a novel dual-level motion constrastive learning method to
learn the motion representation space in a more informa-
tive way. Thanks to its high efficiency, our method is partic-

the supplementary materials for the demo of the proposed method.

ularly responsive to frequent requirements change and en-
ables agile development of motion annotation models. Ex-
perimental results on the HDMOS5 dataset against state-of-
the-art methods demonstrate the superiority of our method.

1. Introduction

Along with the recent Al boom, data driven charac-
ter animation has been revolutionized and dominated by
deep learning [47,48]. Despite its success, deep learning
is known to be data-hungry, which poses challenges for



both academia and industry as high-quality annotated data
are usually expensive and difficult to obtain. This is even
more challenging for mocap (motion capture) data due to
the large amount of data frames obtained from dense cap-
tures and the complex annotation procedure where multiple
labels could be assigned to a single frame (i.e., an actor may
wave while walking).

To minimize labour costs in annotation tasks, the best-
performing methods resort to machine learning solutions.
For example, Miiller et al. [34] proposed to use motion tem-
plates and dynamic time warping (DTW) distance to seg-
ment and annotate motion data; Carrara et al. [8] proposed
to use long short-term memory (LSTM) network to predict
motion labels. Despite their differences, all these methods
are model-centric and trained with expert-picked training
data that are not suitable for machine use.

In this paper, we follow the data-centric Al philosophy
advocated by Andrew Ng [36] and argue that the perfor-
mance of motion annotation models can be significantly im-
proved by simply using more representative samples in the
training. Specifically, inspired by the classic farthest point
sampling strategy, we propose a Representation-based Rep-
resentativeness Ranking (R3) method that ranks all motion
data in a given dataset according to their “representative-
ness” in a learned motion representation space R. To learn
a more informative R, we propose a novel dual-level con-
trastive learning method applied on both motion sequence
and frame levels. In addition, the motion representation
space R learned by our method is independent to specific
motion annotation tasks. This suggests that it is born to
be adaptive to various motion annotation tasks, making it
more responsive to frequent requirement changes and en-
abling agile development of motion annotation models. Ex-
perimental results on the HDMOS dataset against state-of-
the-art methods demonstrate the superiority of our method.
In summary, our main contributions include:

* We propose a novel motion annotation method
(Motion-R?) which significantly reduces the manual
annotation workload without sacrificing the accuracy.
Our method can rank motion data according to their
“representativeness”’. Results show that automatic mo-
tion annotation benefits significantly from the use of
more representative training samples.

* We propose a novel dual-level motion contrastive
learning method that can learn a more informative rep-
resentation space for motion data.

* Our method only relies on the motion representations
learned in an unsupervised way, which is more respon-
sive to frequent requirement changes and enables agile
development of motion annotation models.

2. Related Work
2.1. Motion Annotation

Motion annotation aims to annotate raw and unseg-
mented motion data with action labels, which is a com-
plex and tedious task as multiple action labels can be as-
signed to the same piece of data [5, 65]. To address its
challenges, a straightforward idea is to first divide the raw
mocap data into action segments and then classify them
respectively. For example, the sliding window method
was employed to divide raw mocap data into overlap-
ping action segments [32, 34, 56, 59] or non-overlapping
semantic segments [0, 14, 38]. The classification of seg-
mented action segments is usually referred to as an action
recognition task, which aims to classify each action seg-
ment to the correct action category across different spatio-
temporal configurations (e.g., velocity, temporal or spatial
location) [4, 9, 16, 17, 25,31, 37,43, 46, 66]. Compared
to traditional model-based methods [25, 54, 58] and clas-
sifiers [42,52, 61], state-of-the-art action recognition meth-
ods resort to deep convolutional neural networks [26, 43]
and LSTM neural networks [37,45,66] to effectively model
spatial and temporal motion features, as deep learning has
demonstrated its power in identifying complex patterns in
multimedia data [2, 3]. On the other hand, frame-based mo-
tion annotation methods have recently gained popularity as
they are more fine-grained and can predict the probabili-
ties of each action per frame directly. The classification
tasks in these methods are usually implemented by vec-
tor machines [44], linear classifiers [64], structured stream-
ing skeletons [63], LSTM networks [8, 29, 46], etc. Fur-
thermore, flow-based methods can identify motion before
the motor behavior ends [28] and even predict future ac-
tion [24,55].

In this work, we investigate an important but under-
explored problem in motion annotation, i.e., the repre-
sentativeness of mocap data points. We demonstrate that
the performance of motion annotation can be significantly
improved by simply picking more representative samples
for training (i.e., Representation-based Representativeness
Ranking), which is orthogonal to all existing works.

2.2. Contrastive Learning

Contrastive learning is an unsupervised representation
learning method that can learn high-quality feature spaces

from unlabeled data [10, 12, 22, 50, 51, 57]. Contrastive
Learning has made great progress in the field of com-
puter vision [7, 10-13,20-22,50,53,57,62]. And Momen-

tum Contrastive Paradigm (MoCo) [12,22] facilitates con-
trastive unsupervised learning through a queue-based dic-
tionary lookup mechanism and momentum-based updates.
Contrastive learning has already been applied and
achieved promising results in motion-related tasks. MS2L
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Figure 2. Illustration of our Representation-based Representativeness Ranking (R*) method. Blue: motion sequences to be ranked.
ranked motion sequences. Red: the next motion sequence in the ranking. C',: a binary classifier.

[30] integrates contrastive learning into a multi-task learn-
ing framework; AS-CAL [41] uses different backbone se-
quence augmentations to generate positive and negative
pairs; Thoker et al. [49] perform representation learning in
a graph-based and sequence-based mode using two differ-
ent network architectures in a cross-contrasted manner. Re-
cently, SkeletonCLR [27] learns skeleton sequence repre-
sentations through a momentum contrast framework. In a
concurrent work, AimCLR [19] extends SkeletonCLR with
an energy-based attention-guided casting module and near-
est neighbor mining. BYOL [33] extends representation
learning for skeleton sequence data and proposes a new data
augmentation strategy, including two asymmetric transfor-
mation pipelines.

In this work, we propose a novel dual-level motion con-
trastive learning approach which extends MoCo [12,22] to
motion data and implements contrastive learning at both se-
quence and frame levels, which works as the basis of the
proposed Motion-R? method.

2.3. Motion Represent

For example,Aristidou [ | ] employs comparative learning
to generate high-dimensional motion features, which can be
used in many applications for indexing, temporal segmen-
tation, retrieval, and synthesis of motion clips. Bernard [5]
operates a combination of hierarchical algorithms to create
search groups and extract motion sequences. Zhou [65] ap-
plies alignment clustering analysis to action segmentation
and expands standard kernel kmeans clustering through dy-
namic time warping (DTW) kernel to achieve temporary
variance. Forbes [18] chooses weighted PCA to represent
the pose, combined with the calculation of pose-to-pose dis-
tance, which is flexible and efficient, searching for similar
motion sequences. Holden [23] utilizes an automatic con-
volutional encoder to learn a variety of human motion man-
ifolds as a motion priori to resolve ambiguity.

3. Our Motion-R> Method

Let D = (x1,x2,...,2y) be a motion dataset consist-
ing of N motion sequences, z; = (S; 1, 5i,2,..., 5, T) be a
motion sequence consisting of 7' consecutive skeleton pose
frames, s; ; € R7*3 (j = 1,2, ..., T) be the 3D coordinates

of the J body joints of a skeleton pose, we aim to assign a
binary label vector ¢; ;3 = {0, 1}"™ to each skeleton pose s;_;
where ¢; j . = 1(k =1,2,...,m)if s; ; belongs to the k-th
class of m pre-defined motion types. To minimize labour
costs, we assume only a small portion of D are manually
annotated as Dy;,i, and the rest can be automatically anno-
tated by a machine learning model trained with Dj;,i, as
the training set.

3.1. Overview

Unlike previous methods [8] which select Dy iy by vi-
sual inspection, we argue that picking the more representa-
tive ones for manual annotation not only reduces the labour
and time costs but also increases the model’s accuracy. As
Fig. 2 shows, our method aims to learn a representative-
ness ranking of motion sequences x; € D in an unsuper-
vised manner using the inherent similarities and differences
among them by classifier C' which consists of three linear
layers. Alg. 1 shows the pseudo-code of our R* method.

Representation Learning We first train a feature encoder
FE which learns a representation space R for x; in an un-
supervised manner. For the learning of feature encoder E
and motion representation space R, we adopt one of the
latest contrastive learning approach: Momentum Contrast
(MoCo) [12,22], which has recently demonstrated superior
performance and generalization abilities in computer vision
tasks. Nevertheless, MoCo was designed for computer vi-
sion tasks and only works on the 2D grid-like image data.
Thus, it is non-trivial to acclimatize it to motion sequences.
Addressing this issue, we propose a dual-level motion con-
trastive learning approach which extends MoCo to motion
data and implements contrastive learning at both sequence
and frame levels, which is depicted in the next subsection.

Representativeness Ranking We next rank xz; € D ac-
cording to their representativeness in R. Inspired by the
classic farthest point sampling strategy, we implement our
R? method by progressively including z; € D to a sorted
motion dataset 15 where x; is the “farthest” (i.e., the most
representative) motion sequence to the ranked ones in D
in the representation space R. The ranking is then deter-



Algorithm 1: R?: Representation-based Represen-
tative Ranking

Data: Motion representation space X, motion
dataset D = [z, 2, ...,xp] and D = [],
binary classifier C.
Result: Sorted motion dataset D.
1 a < arandom number in {1,2,...,T};
D« ﬁ.append(wa), D + D.remove(x,);
while D # [] do
Train C' to distinguish between elements of D
and D in R;
5 x4 < the most representative x; € D according
to C;
6 D« ﬁ.append(xa), D + D.remove(x,);
7 end
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Figure 3. Dual-level Motion Contrastive Learning.

mined by the order in which z; is included into D. Note
that we search the “farthest* points via binary classification
to avoid the high computational costs of traditional farthest
point sampling methods that consumes O(n?) time with de-
creasing to O(n).

Motion Annotation with R® For motion annotation, we
first assign motion sequences to human annotators accord-
ing to the ranking D and get [)train- Then, we train a low-
cost and simple classifier Cgimple using the learned repre-
sentation R and ﬁtrain to annotate the remaining motion
sequences automatically.

3.2. Dual-level Motion Contrastive Learning

In a nutshell, contrastive learning assumes that a good
data representation has two properties: similar data points
should be close to each other in the feature space, while
different data points should be far from each other. Accord-
ingly, it proposes to fulfil the two properties by minimiz-

ing the distances among positively augmented samples and
maximizing those among negatively augmented samples.
Building on this idea, MoCo [12, 22] shows that the per-
formance of contrastive learning can be boosted by main-
taining a large and consistent dictionary of negatively aug-
mented samples, which is implemented by the incorporation
of a queue and a momentum encoder. Thus, the extension of
MoCo to motion data boils down to three questions: i) how
to select a proper backbone network for feature encoding?
ii) how to design the positive and negative data augmenta-
tion methods? iii) how to measure the distances between
samples in the feature spaces (i.e., the contrastive loss)?

3.2.1 Dilated (Momentum) Feature Encoder.

Since motion data are usually captured at a high sam-
pling rate (e.g., 120 FPS), the differences between adjacent
frames are tiny, which causes ambiguities that confuse the
model in identifying the action of a single frame. To clar-
ify such ambiguity, we borrow the idea of dilated convo-
Iution [60] and enhance each input frame with its context
information (i.e., dilated joint trajectory) in a time window
t centered at the current frame. Specifically, assuming the
sampling rate is 7 = 120 FPS, we employ a dilution factor
[ that enhances input frame s; ; with its context information
as

/

855 = (8i,j = Sijj—nls s Siyj — Sij—1s

(1

Sijs Sij+l = Siyjy - Sijnl — Sij)

where n = [t - r/l], |-] is a flooring function, +(s;; —
si,j+ki) denotes the dilated joint trajectory, k = {—n, —n+
1,..n}. We use ¥ = (8;1,8]2,-.-,8; ) as the input to
our (momentum) feature encoders. We replace the Vision
Transformer [15] with similar method as Spatial Temporal
Transformer [39] as our feature encoder, for its success in
modeling the dependencies among skeleton joints. Specifi-
cally, after being embedded in a two-layer MLP network, its
models the relationships among joints of a single skeleton
in each frame with the so-called Spatial Transformer (E's7)
module and those among the same joints across different
frames in 2 with its Temporal Self-Transformer (Err)
module.

For the momentum feature encoder, we follow
MoCo [12,22] and update its parameters by:
0 + ab + (1 - (Jé)eq 2)

where 6}, §, denote the parameters of the momentum and
native encoders, a € [0,1) denotes a momentum coeffi-
cient.

Since our motion data is a motion sequence consisting of
consecutive frames of skeleton poses, we propose to imple-
ment contrastive learning at both levels as follows.
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Figure 4. Comparison of sample representativeness of our Motion-R* method against expert selection [8] in the feature space.

3.2.2 Sequence-Level Contrastive Learning

We show the data augmentation methods and loss design
of the proposed sequence-level contrastive learning method
below.

Sequence-level Data Augmentation. Similar to the ap-
plications of contrastive learning in computer vision
tasks [10, 12, 22], the key challenge of motion data aug-
mentation is to disentangle the inherent patterns of a skele-
ton from its different views, i.e., the different appearances
of the same pattern. Addressing this challenge, let 2’ =
(s}, s, ..., s’r) be the enhanced input (Eq. 1),

i) We propose a perturbation data augmentation strategy
with the rationale that motion semantics are robust against
small perturbations. Specifically, we apply two stochas-
tic perturbations, data missing and disorder, to each input
frame s} according to p; ~ U0, 1] as follows:

0 Di <tpb-lmd .
/, - ) = ’ v p m ~
pb(sz)pl) { 597 tpb . tm,d S Di < tpb )J U{I?T}
©)

where t,, = 0.15 € [0, 1] is the probability threshold that
s} is perturbed, t,,4 = 0.9 € [0, 1] is the probability thresh-
old that missing data perturbation is applied, ¢,y - ¢,,q means
that s/ is perturbed with missing data perturbation, the re-
placement of s} with 59 denotes the disorder perturbation,
U{1,T} denotes a discrete Uniform distribution from 1 to
T. Let p = p;, we have

pr(x/ap) = (pb(s/lapl)apb(slpr)v 7pb(s’/1’va)) (4)

ii) Inspired by the fact that human beings can successfully
recognize motions at different playback speeds (i.e., the
motion semantics are largely independent of the playback
speeds), we propose a novel downsampling data augmenta-
tion technique that creates novel views of motion data by
downsampling them at random rates and offsets:

’ r / /
Das (‘r ) @, 5) = (Sa’ Sa+61Sa+250 Sa-‘,—(nds—l)é) (5)

where a denotes the offset, § denotes the downsampling in-
terval, ngs = 512 denotes the number of resulting samples.
Note that a + (ngs — 1)6 < T.

iii) We also propose the reverse augmentation that works as
a negative augmentation method:

Dre(x/) = (S/TvslT—la"'asll) (6)

With the aforementioned data augmentation methods, we
generate two positively augmented views vf, v;' and a neg-
atively augmented view v, as follows:

U? = pr(DdS(x/7 G;l, (51),]71)
'U;r - pr(Dds(xlv a27 52)7272) (7)
’U; = D’re(Dmk(Dds(x/a Cl3, 53),]93))

where a', 5%, p* denote different parameters generated ran-
domly.
We encode these augmented views and get their normal-
ized features:
E(vy) E(vy) E(v,)

+:77 +:77 7‘_:72 8
=12 = Teehr ™ = 1Ee ©

where F is the dilated (momentum) feature encoder.

Sequence-level Contrastive Loss. We design our loss
function based on an InfoNCE loss:

exp(fi - f5/7)
K -
exp(fi - fo /1) + i exp(fif - f; /T)9
©)
where - denotes the measurement of cosine similarity, 7 is
a temperature softening hyper-parameter and ¢ denotes the

indices of the negative samples f;” maintained in the queue
Q of size K that

Q=1/f {fi. fa} (10)

where ~ denotes the enqueue operation, { f; , f5 } denotes
the positive samples generated previously but are used as
negative samples for f," as they are generated from different

z'.

Ls=—log



3.2.3 Frame-level Contrastive Learning

Frame-level Data Augmentation. Leveraging the local
consistency among consecutive frames in a motion se-
quence (i.e., the actions in a small neighbourhood share
similar motion semantics), for the feature fff ; of each frame
s}, we define f;r ; are its positive samples if j € €2, and
Qp = {Jltns > |i — j|}, where t,;, = 12 is the size of the
neighbourhood, and vice versa (f; ; is negative if j € 2_
and Q_ = {j‘tnb < ‘Z - j‘})

Frame-level Contrastive Loss. Accordingly, we design
our frame-level local consistency loss as:

Lo=—1gY Y e (i fiy0) (D

i jeQy

3.2.4 Overall Loss Function

Combining the sequence-level loss £ and the frame-level
loss L¢, we have:
L=Ls+wls (12)

where w = 1 is a weighting parameter.

4. Experiments & Results
4.1. Implementation Details

We conduct experiments on a PC with an Intel 17-7700
CPU and a Nvidea TESLA P40 GPU. We implement our
method with PyTorch. We follow the method of Sedmidub-
sky J [43] to process motion data, and normalize the po-
sition, orientation and Skeleton size. Following [8], we
evaluate our method on the three variants of the HDMOS
dataset [35]:

* HDMO05-15: 102 motion sequences in 15 classes, con-
suming 68 minutes and 491,847 frames;

« HDMO05-65: 2,345 motion sequences in 65 classes,
consuming 156 minutes and 1,125,652 frames;

« HDMO05-122: 2,238 motion sequences in 122 classes,
consuming 156 minutes and 1,125,652 frames.

Note that HDMO05-65 and HDMO05-122 contain the same
data but have different labels.

BABEL [40] is a large-scale human motion dataset with
rich motion semantics labeling, annotating motion capture
data from AMASS for about 43.5 hours. We used the 22-
joint skeleton position from SMPL-H in AMASS and com-
bined BABEL to annotate actions in the motion sequence.
BABEL has two versions, consisting of 60 and 120 action
category tags. We performed experiments in both cases.
And we use micro-F1 as our main evaluation metric.

4.2. Motion Representativeness

As Fig. 4 shows, the samples selected by our Motion-R?
method is more evenly distributed according to the entire
data distribution and are more representative than those se-
lected by the expert [8], which justifies the effectiveness of
our Motion-R? method.

The top right corner of expert sampling (in the middle
part of Fig. 4) shows the four pairs of samples are close to
overlapping. A visual inspection shows that they are highly
similar, i.e., one pair shows the same move-grab-turn activ-
ity. In contrast, there are vast unlabeled samples, which are
highlighted as two bounded regions. The samples in these
two regions largely fall into the categories of exercise and
move-turn, which are significantly different from other la-
beled ones. The quantitative results show that the prediction
accuracy of these neglected categories are below average.

It is also worth pointing out that the evaluation and rank-
ing of motion representativeness are fully automatic. How-
ever, the expert needs to investigate all data before anno-
tation, in order to select suitable samples for the training
set. The selection is highly dependent on the skill and ex-
perience of the expert. Suitable samples require appropriate
data distribution covering all action classes.

4.3. Comparison with State-of-the-Art
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Figure 5. Annotation result of comparison with [8] against anno-
tated data on HDMO5-15 dataset.

To demonstrate the superiority of our Motion-R?
method, we quantitatively compare it with two state-of-the-



Table 1. Comparison with state-of-the-art motion annotation methods: Miiller [34] and Carrara [8] on the HDMO05-15, HDM05-65 and
HDMO05-122 datasets. “Train” and “Test” show the data split percentages of the dataset. Ours': the minimum amount of data required by
our method to achieve higher accuracy than “Expert + Carrara”, i.e., [8]. Ours®: the accuracy of our method when using the same amount
of training data as “Expert + Carrara”, i.e., [8]. R+MLP: train a simple Multi-layer perceptron using the learned motion representation
space R. Miiller*: we did not test“Ours'»? + Miiller” as the source code of [34] was not publicly released.

Method HDMO5-15 HDMO05-65 HDMO05-122
Sampling Annotation | Train (%) micro-F1 (%) | Train (%) micro-F1 (%) | Train (%) micro-F1 (%)
Expert Miiller* 28.57 75.00 - - -

Expert Carrara 19.61 78.78 44.12 64.82 44.12 57.66
Ours! Carrara 15.69 79.20 40.76 65.00 42.02 58.42
Ours? Carrara 19.61 80.50 44.12 67.00 44.12 60.70
Ours! R+MLP 15.69 79.05 25.21 65.56 22.68 59.94
Ours? R+MLP 19.61 83.66 44.12 71.13 4412 68.69

art motion annotation methods [8, 34] on the HDMO05-15,
HDMO05-65 and HDMO05-122 datasets. The resulting anno-
tations are shown in Fig.5. Ours can be closer to Ground
Truth than Carrara [8].

0.7 4
% 0.6
3 = ——  Ours+(R+MLP)
505 Ours+Carrara
041 — Expert+Carrara
—— w/o RHR+MLP)
03 T T v T T
1 5 10 15 20

percentage of manually annotated data

Figure 6. Comparison with [8] against percentage of manually
annotated data on HDMO05-15 dataset. Ours+Carrara significantly
outperforms the vanilla Expert+Carrara (e.g., by 9.40%) when us-
ing 3%-12% manually annotated data.

As Fig. 6 shows, training [8] with the representative sam-
ples provided by our Motion-R? method (Ours+Carrara)
helps the model to reach its performance saturation point
much faster than its vanilla version trained with expert-
selected training data (Expert+Carrara), which indicates
a better trade-off between accuracy and speed/amount of
manual annotation for our method. To further demonstrate
the power of our data-centric method, we show that the per-
formance of our method using a simple MLP (Multi-layer
Perceptron) predictor trained on the learned motion repre-
sentation space R (Ours+R+MLP) can achieve slightly bet-
ter performance than [8] (Expert+Carrara). Note that it only
takes about 5 seconds to train our MLP predictor, which
allows for agile development of motion annotation models
(Sec. 5).

Table 1 shows the experimental results of the minimum
amount of data required by our methods (Ours+Carrara and
Ours+R+MLP) to achieve higher accuracy than [8] (Ex-
pert+Carrara) and the accuracy of our method when us-
ing the same amount of training data as [8]. Surprisingly,
we observed that Ours+R+MLP outperforms Ours+Carrara
for HDMO05-65 and HDMO05-122 datasets, which further
demonstrates the power of our data-centric method and the
learned motion representation. Note that the “illusion” of
less improvement stems from the fact that the amount of
data used by [8] is far more than is required to reach perfor-
mance saturation and our method still significantly outper-
forms it when using less data.

4.4. Experiment on BABEL

We also tested our Motion-R? in BABEL [40]. We di-
vide train, test and val dataset according to BABEL. We pre-
trained our model on the train dataset and tested our method
on the val dataset.

Table 2. Results on BABEL [40]: We report our Motion-R* on
both BABEL60 and BABEL120.

Train (%) BABELG60 (%) BABEL120 (%)
5 19.59 16.91
10 20.00 17.16
20 21.45 21.77
30 22.83 24.09
40 25.74 24.42
50 25.93 24.74

4.5. Robustness Against Initial Selection

Since the performance of our method selects the initial
element (i.e., the element with the highest “representative-



Table 3. Robustness of our method against random choices of the
initial element.

Training (%) 1 5 10 20
micro-F1(%) 33.7#19.9 61.0+£6.5 72.3+2.8 81.8+1.8

ness”’) randomly, we examine the robustness of our method
with its statistics over multiple runs with different initial el-
ements.

Table 3 shows our experimental results. The perfor-
mance variance is large (18.9%) when the training data is
only 1%. In this case, the selection of the initial element
is critical. It can be observed that the performance devia-
tions quickly converge to a small number, i.e., the variance
reduces to 1.7% when the training data comes to 20%. This
indicates that the selection of initial element does not affect
the performance of our method. This justifies the robustness
of our method.

4.6. Ablation Study
4.6.1 Design of Dual-level contrastive Learning

As Table 4 shows, the experimental results justify the effec-
tiveness of the algorithmic designs of our dual-level con-
trastive learning method.

Table 4. Ablation Study on the Algorithmic Designs of our Dual-
level Contrastive Learning. MoCo baseline™: naive adaptation of
MoCo [22] to our task.

Method micro-F1(%) macro-F1(%)
MoCo baseline* 59.31 39.54
Sequence Level

+perturbation 59.75 56.98
+dilated encoder 63.44 56.28
+downsampling 81.21 76.49
+reverse 82.07 77.09
Frame Level

+local consistency 83.66 77.55

The results show that the contrastive learning on both the
sequence and frame levels contributes to the final perfor-
mance. The four designs on the sequence level play a more
important role in boosting the performance of our method,
compared with the one on the frame level. The results with
the native Moco method show that it is not directly applica-
ble to the task of motion annotation.

4.6.2 Performance without Motion Representation

We justify the effectiveness of the motion representation
learned by our Dual-level Contrastive Learning by compar-

ing it with a variant of our representativeness ranking algo-
rithm applied directly to the raw motion data.

As Fig. 6 shows, it can be observed that our method con-
sistently outperforms its raw data variant. With the increas-
ing number of annotated data, the gap between the condi-
tions of using and without using motion representation en-
larges. When the number of annotated data is 5%, the accu-
racy difference is 2.6%; while the number of annotated data
is 20%, this metric increases to 6.7%.

S. Application in Agile Development

Due to the subjective nature of annotation and the inher-
ent ambiguity in motion labels, a motion annotation model
should be responsive to frequent requirement change to be
applied in industry. Unlike previous methods [&] that train
prediction models in an end-to-end manner, our method
splits the learning into two stages: i) a motion representa-
tion learning stage that is independent to annotation and ii) a
light-weight MLP predictor training stage, and is thus born
to be adaptive to frequent requirement changes. Specif-
ically, the motion representations learned by our method
are reusable and the MLP predictor that requires retraining
takes only about 5 seconds to train for a single run.

To demonstrate the superiority of our method against fre-
quent requirement changes, we design a prototype toolkit
of motion annotation using Unity3D, as visualized at the
beginning of this paper. The toolkit can insert keyframes
at the beginning and end of the action to label, train the
classifier and predict annotation for the rest samples in the
dataset. To verify the effectiveness of our toolkit, a set of
dummy test cases assumes that the required numbers and
types of classes and manual annotation frequently changes
from HDMO5-15 to HDMO05-65, and finally to the HDMO5-
122 dataset. The subscript of ¢15, tg5, t122 denotes the cor-
responding dataset.

As Table 5 shows, our algorithm runs approximately 500
to 700+ times faster than [8] while achieving better micro-
F1 scores (Table 1), under the condition of frequent require-
ment changes. This effectively shows the advantage of our
method. This efficiency and flexibility guarantees its advan-
tage in practical applications in real world.

Table 5. Comparison with Carrara [8] on agile development. Z.:
time cost of pre-training; ¢, (h): time cost of retraining a model to
satisfy the requirement of the HDMO05-n dataset. We use hour (h)
as the time unit.

method tpre t15 tes t122
Carrara - 3.5 7.3 10.1
Our 1.3 0.007 0.012 0.013




6. Limitation

We found that in HDMO05-15 dataset, it is often difficult
to accurately identify the action types with ambiguous se-
mantics, such as “neutral”’, whose separate F1 score is only
57%, while the F1 score of other actions is about 70 -90%.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel motion annotation
method, namely Motion-R3, which shows that the perfor-
mance of motion annotation can be significantly improved
by using the more representative training samples extracted
by our Representation-based Representativeness Ranking
(R?) method. Our R3 method relies on an informative rep-
resentation space learned by the proposed novel dual-level
motion contrastive learning method. Thanks to its high ef-
ficiency, our Motion-R3? method is particularly responsive
to frequent requirement changes and enables agile develop-
ment of motion annotation models, which sheds light on a
new working paradigm for both the academia and the indus-
try.

Our future work aims to: 1) explore the full potential
of our method in larger dataset, by using other sources of
motion data, such as 3D pose estimation of computer vision;
2) further improve the accuracy of the model and reduce the
requirement of annotated data size, e.g., by improving the
contrastive learning model.
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