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Abstract—In the film industry, movie posters have been an
essential part of advertising and marketing for many decades,
and continue to play a vital role even today in the form of
digital posters through online, social media and OTT platforms.
Typically, movie posters can effectively promote and communi-
cate the essence of a film, such as its genre, visual style/ tone,
vibe and storyline cue/ theme, which are essential to attract
potential viewers. Identifying the genres of a movie often has
significant practical applications in recommending the film to
target audiences. Previous studies on movie genre identification
are limited to subtitles, plot synopses, and movie scenes that are
mostly accessible after the movie release. Posters usually contain
pre-release implicit information to generate mass interest. In this
paper, we work for automated multi-label genre identification
only from movie poster images, without any aid of additional
textual/meta-data information about movies, which is one of
the earliest attempts of its kind. Here, we present a deep
transformer network with a probabilistic module to identify
the movie genres exclusively from the poster. For experimental
analysis, we procured 13882 number of posters of 13 genres
from the Internet Movie Database (IMDb), where our model
performances were encouraging and even outperformed some
major contemporary architectures.

Index Terms—Movie genre identification, Multi-label classifi-
cation, Transformer network.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN the contemporary landscape of the film industry, where
digital platforms have revolutionized the way we consume

content, the role of movie posters has undergone a profound
transformation. These visual canvases, once primarily rele-
gated to theater exhibits, newspaper ads, and DVD covers,
have emerged as powerful tools for attracting audiences in the
era of online streaming [1]. A movie poster is no longer just
a piece of promotional artwork; it has become a gateway to a
cinematic experience, a glimpse into the world of a film, and a
crucial factor in a viewer’s decision-making process. Beyond
their aesthetic appeal, movie posters are rich repositories of
information. They convey not only the visual aesthetics of a
film but also subtle cues about its genre, style, and thematic
content. A well-crafted poster can encapsulate the essence
of a movie, enticing viewers with tantalizing glimpses of its
narrative and emotional landscape. As viewers increasingly
turn to online platforms to discover and enjoy films, movie
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(a) drama, (b) action, (c) crime, (d) action,
horror, mystery sci-fi, – mystery, thriller adventure, fantasy

Fig. 1: Example of movie posters with genres.

posters have assumed a pivotal role in the digital realm,
guiding users in their quest for cinematic satisfaction [2].

In this digital age, where the sheer volume of available
content can be overwhelming, accurate genre categorization
has become paramount. Audiences rely on genre labels to
navigate the expansive catalogs of online streaming platforms,
seeking films that resonate with their tastes and preferences
[3]. This reliance on genre categorization underscores the
critical role that automated genre identification plays in en-
hancing the discoverability of films and improving the overall
user experience. In the literature, automated movie genre
identification has been performed mostly using video trail-
ers [4], [5] and textual plot synopses [6], [7]. A very few
works have been reported using movie posters [8]. However,
movie posters play a crucial role in genre identification, and
subsequently attracting potential target audiences, since they
precede the release of the film itself, even before trailers
and synopses become available. Moreover, compared to the
video/textual modality, posters serve as prevalent thumbnails
on OTT platforms, and are extensively shared across social
media and various advertising/ promotional channels. This
motivates us to undertake the task of genre identification solely
from movie posters.

In Fig. 1, we present some movie poster samples with
corresponding genres. Analyzing only poster images brings
several challenges, since a single poster may have limited
information (Fig. 1.(a)), intricate backgrounds (Fig. 1.(b)),
incorporated multiple small images in a collage (Fig. 1.(c)),
or included solely the cast member photos (Fig. 1.(d)). Here,
we analyze only the poster image without any aid of other
modalities to identify its genre, which is a considerably more
challenging task compared to other computer vision tasks,
e.g., object detection, scene recognition and classification.
Unlike objects, genres are intangible implicit features that can
hardly be precisely determined in a poster [1]. Here, genre
identification depends on the individual human perception, i.e.,
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a poster can belong to one genre for a person, and the same
poster is of another genre to some other person. A movie
poster may be of multiple genres, introducing the challenge
of multi-label classification [9] and potentially exacerbating
data imbalance concerns [10]. In a poster, a genre may be
suppressed by other genres, e.g., in Fig. 1.(d), action and
adventure genres are more explicit than fantasy. Moreover,
the information present in posters itself brings additional
challenges in identifying the movie genre, which we briefly
mention in Appendix B. In this study, we obtained posters
from IMDb, where each poster can be multi-labeled [9] with
a maximum of three movie genres.

In this paper, we harness the power of a transformer-based
architecture for its ability to grasp the global context and de-
cipher intricate relationships spanning the entire poster image
[11]. We first introduce a residual dense transformer, and then
engage an ensemble mechanism and an asymmetric loss to
tackle multi-label genre identification [12]. Furthermore, we
propose a probabilistic module to accommodate a variable
number of genres in the classification process. We now briefly
mention our contributions to this paper.

(i) We work with genre identification only from poster
images without any aid from textual/ video/ audio modalities.
We introduce a residual dense transformer model, which
features densely connected transformer encoders. Here, the
model takes deep feature embeddings as input, instead of raw
image patches.

(ii) A poster can often be associated with multiple movie
genres, presenting a multi-label classification challenge. To ef-
fectively address this issue, we employ an ensemble technique.
Additionally, we adopt an asymmetric loss function to handle
the intricacies of multi-label classification, particularly when
positive labels are less prevalent than negative ones.

(iii) Movie posters may exhibit a variable number of multi-
genres. To adapt to this variability, we introduce a probabilistic
module designed to eliminate extraneous genres and accurately
discern the varying number of genres associated with each
poster. To the best of our knowledge, this is the earliest attempt
of its kind.

(iv) To assess the effectiveness of our model, we conducted
comprehensive experiments on the poster images procured
from IMDb, compared with contemporary architectures, and
performed an ablation study. Our findings offer valuable
insights into the interplay between poster visual elements and
movie genres, benefiting film recommendation systems and the
film industry’s digital evolution.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II pro-
vides a concise overview of related literature. The subsequent
section III discusses the proposed methodology, followed by
section IV, which delves into the analysis of experimental
results. Finally, section V concludes this paper.

II. RELATED WORK

Our primary focus in this paper is identifying multi-label
movie genres exclusively from posters. Using only posters
as input for this task is relatively limited in the literature
[1]. However, some past works used trailer [13], clips [14],

and facial frames [5] as visual inputs. Additionally, numerous
studies have focused on textual inputs, such as movie plot
summary [6] / synopsis [15] and screenplay [16]. Furthermore,
past research endeavors engaged multimodal approaches, com-
bining visual, textual, and audio data as input [17], [18]. Now,
we provide a brief summary of significant prior studies, in
addition to Table I.

Visual Input: Visual data related to a movie, e.g., poster,
teaser, trailer, or clip, can convey cues about the genre of the
film. Many studies in the literature emphasized trailers [4],
[13], [14], [19], [20], while only a few works have explored the
use of movie posters [1], [8], [21], [22] for genre identification.

From a movie trailer, Zhou et al. [19] chose keyframes
and extracted GIST, CENTRIST, and W-CENTRIST features,
followed by a nearest neighbor (kNN)-based classifier to
identify the movie genre. Simões et al. [13] employed a CNN
(Convolutional Neural Network) model to detect 4 different
genres within a selection of trailers procured from LMTD
(Labeled Movie Trailer Dataset). Wehrmann et al. [20] also
used a CNN leveraging trailer frames across time to detect 9
genres from some trailers of LMTD. In [4], genres were iden-
tified from trailer clips using DIViTA (Dual Image and Video
Transformer Architecture). In [14], spatio-temporal features
were extracted from video clips, followed by using a hSVM
(hierarchical Support Vector Machine). Initially, the videos
were categorized into broader categories, e.g., movie, news,
sports, commercial, and music videos, after which the specific
genre was identified. Yadav et al. [5] predicted emotions of
facial frames of trailers followed by genre identification using
an Inception-LSTM-based architecture.

Pobar et al. [21] used Naïve Bayes (NB) classifier on GIST
and classeme features extracted from movie posters to predict
the genres. In [8], YOLO was used to detect objects on
posters and a CNN model was engaged for corresponding
genre identification. Turkish movie genres were identified in
[22] from posters using a basic CNN architecture. Wi et al. [1]
employed a Gram layer to extract style features and merged
with a CNN to classify genres from posters only.

Textual Input: Textual data in movies, including plots/ syn-
opses, subtitles, and user-generated reviews on social media,
offer valuable insights into genre identification.

Ertugrul et al. [23] employed BLSTM (Bidirectional Long
Short-Term Memory) to classify movie genres based on sen-
tences extracted from plot summaries. In [6], GRU (Gated
Recurrent Unit) was for a similar input/output.

Kar et al. [15] engaged plot synopses and proposed CNN-
FE (CNN with Flow of Emotions) encoded with emotion flow,
CNN, and BLSTM to predict movie tags, i.e., genres and
associated plot-related attributes (e.g., violence, suspenseful,
melodrama). Battu et al. [24] identified genres from synopses
of multi-language movies. They also attempted movie rating
prediction. Multiple models based on CNN, LSTM, and GRU
were used. In [7], CNN with a self-attention mechanism was
used for genre classification from textual synopses.

Movie screenplays were engaged by Gorinski et al. [16] to
predict various movie attributes, including genre, mood, plot,
and style. They used a multi-label encoder (MLE) and LSTM-
based decoder for this task.
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TABLE I: Summary of related works for movie genre identification

Method Input Architecture/ #Genre/ Dataset Multi-
Technique #Tags label?

V
is

ua
l

[19] Trailer GIST, CENTRIST, kNN 4 (℘) χ
[13] Trailer CNN 4 LMTD χ
[20] Trailer CNN 9 LMTD ✓
[4] Trailer Transformer 10 Trailers12k ✓

[14] Clip hSVM 4 (℘) χ
[5] Facial frame Inception-LSTM 6 EmoGDB (℘) ✓

[21] Poster NB 18 TMDb (℘) ✓
[8] Poster CNN, YOLO 23 IMDb (℘) ✓

[22] Poster CNN 4 (℘) χ
[1] Poster CNN, Gram layer 12 IMDb (℘) ✓

Ours Poster ERDT, PrERDT 13 IMDb ✓

Te
xt

ua
l

[23] Plot summary BLSTM 4 (℘) χ
[6] Plot summary GRU 20 IMDb (℘) ✓

[15] Synopsis CNN-FE 71 MPST ✓
[24] Synopsis CNN, LSTM 9 MLMRD χ
[7] Synopsis Self-Attention 9 LMTD ✓

[16] Screenplay MLE, LSTM 31 Jinni (℘) ✓

M
ul

tim
od

al

[17] Synopsis, Metadata, MulT-GMU 13 Moviescope
✓Poster, Trailer, Audio (℘)

[18] Synopsis, Metadata, fastText, fastVideo, 13 Moviescope
✓Poster, Trailer, Audio CRNN, VGG-16 (℘)

[25] Synopsis, Subtitle, Textural feature, LSTM 18 TMDb (℘) ✓Poster, Trailer, Audio kNN, SVM, MLP, DT
[26] Synopsis, Metadata, Poster Word2Vec, CNN, GMU 23 MM-IMDb ✓
[27] Trailer, Audio Rule-based classifier 4 (℘) χ
[28] Subtitle, Video DCT, BoW, SVM 18 (℘) χ

(℘): Publicly unavailable

Multimodal Input: In the past, often, two or more modali-
ties (e.g., text, image, video, audio) were combined and used
for the genre identification.

Arevalo et al. [26] proposed GMU (Gated Multimodal
Unit) to fuse features extracted from text (synopsis, metadata)
and image (poster) using Word2Vecc and CNN, respectively.
Bribiesca et al. [17] engaged text (synopsis, metadata), image
(poster), video (trailer), audio, and fed to MulT-GMU, which
is a transformer architecture with GMU, to identify movie
genres. Bonilla et al. [18] proposed a multi-modal fusion
using fastText, fastVideo, VGG-16, CRNN to fuse text (plot,
metadata), video (trailer), image (poster), audio, respectively,
for movie genre identification. In [25], various textural fea-
tures were extracted from the text (synopsis, subtitle), video
(trailer), image (poster), audio, and fed to various classifiers,
e.g., LSTM, kNN, SVM, MLP (Multi-Layer Perceptron), DT
(Decision Tree) followed by a fusion step to classify genres.
Rasheed [27] et al. computed average shot length, visual
disturbance, audio energy from trailer video/ audio and used
a rule-based classifier to classify into four genres. In [28],
DCT (Discrete Cosine Transform) and BoW (Bag-of-Word)
were used to extract features from trailer videos and subtitles,
respectively, followed by SVM for detecting movie genres.

Positioning of our work: In the literature, there is a scarcity
of research that focuses on genre identification exclusively
from poster images. Furthermore, prior studies heavily leaned
towards utilizing CNN-based features and did not effectively
tackle the intricacies of multi-label genres. Our study is one
of the earliest attempts to perform genre identification solely
through poster images using a transformer-based architecture
proficient in handling multi-label genres and eliminating ex-
traneous genre labels.

III. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first formulate the problem and subse-
quently present the solution architecture.

Fig. 2: Multi-hot encoding of a movie poster genre.

A. Problem Formulation

We are given:
(i) A set of δ genres G = {G1,G2, . . . ,Gδ}

(ii) A set of n movie poster images I = {I1, I2, . . . , In}
(iii) Each movie poster image Ii ∈ I is associ-

ated with a set of κi number of genres G<i> =
{G<i>

1 ,G<i>
2 , . . . ,G<i>

κi
} ⊆ G, 1 ≤ κi ≤ δ

In this paper, we represent the ground-truth genre in terms of
a multi-hot encoding vector (an example is shown in Fig. 2).
The encoding of Ii is represented by Λ<i> of length δ, as
defined below:

Λ<i>
j =

{
1 , if Ii is associated with Gj

0 , otherwise
(1)

Given an unknown movie poster Iu, the objective here is to
identify the genres associated with Iu. Since a sample can
have more than one positive class, we formulate this problem
as a multi-label classification task [9], and predict multiple
genre labels for each movie poster image.

B. Solution Architecture

We employ a transformer network for our task due to its
capacity for reducing inductive bias and its effectiveness in
capturing global dependencies and contextual understanding
compared to CNNs. However, it is important to note that in
our approach, we do not directly utilize the ViT (Vision Trans-
former) paradigm, which involves feeding raw image patches
directly into the transformer encoder [11]; instead, we feed
deep feature embeddings and perform dense connection among
the transformer encoders. We now begin with presenting our
architecture, Residual Dense Transformer.

1) Residual Dense Transformer (RDT): RDT comprises
three main modules: deep feature embedding, densely con-
nected transformer encoders comprising multi-head self-
attention and multi-layer perceptron, and a feed-forward neural
network [29]. The pictorial representation of the workflow of
RDT is shown in Fig. 3, and the modules are discussed below.

(i) Deep feature embedding: The transformer network takes
input into a sequence of token embedding [29]. Here, the
input image Io is first resized into I ∈ Rwz×wz×cp that
is converted into a sequence of patches xi

p ∈ Rwp×wp×cp ,
for i = 1, 2, . . . , np. From each patch xi

p, we extract deep
features aip using a convolutional architecture fa. For our
task, up to the average_pool layer of ResNet50V2 [30] as
fa works better among some contemporary architectures [31].
The employed fa’s share weights among patches. Empirically,
we set wz = 1024, wp = 256, np = (wz/wp)

2 = 16, and
cp = 3 that denotes the RGB channel count of I.
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Fig. 3: Workflow of Residual Dense Transformer (RDT)

Further, each aip is flattened and mapped into a D-
dimensional vector, i.e., embedding z0 through transformer
layers by the below linear projection.

z0 =
[
aclass ; a1p E ; a2p E ; . . . ; anp

p E
]
+ Epos (2)

where, E ∈ Rwp×wp×cp×D is the patch embedding projection,
Epos ∈ R(np+1)×D is the positional encoding that holds the
patches’ position information [32], and aclass = z00 is a
learnable embedding [11].

(ii) Dense transformer encoders: After mapping the image
patches to the deep feature embedding space with positional
encoding, we employ densely connected transformer encoders
sequentially [32]. Here, the ℓth transformer encoder (TEℓ)
inputs concatenated feature encodings (X ) of all preceding
encoders:

X (TEℓ) = [X (TE1);X (TE2); . . . ;X (TEℓ−1)] (3)

The building blocks of a TE are shown in Fig. 3, which in-
cludes alternating layers of MSA (Multi-head Self-Attention)
and MLP (Multi-Layer Perceptron) blocks [11], [33].

a) Multi-head Self-Attention (MSA): The core of the TE
is its MSA mechanism consisting of h parallel attention lay-
ers, i.e., attention heads, where each head utilizes SA (Scaled
dot-product Attention) [32]. The SA takes input comprising
DK dimensional queries and keys, and DV dimensional values
[32], and computed as follows.

SA(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
QKT⧸

√
DK

)
V (4)

where, a set of queries, keys, and values are packed to form
Q, K, V matrices, respectively.
MSA empowers the capability to focus on information

across diverse representations at various positions. Here, con-
current self-attention computations for each head collectively
output as below.

MSA(Q,K, V ) = [head1, head2, . . . , headh]WO;

headi = SA(QWQ
i ,KWK

i , V WV
i )

(5)

where, WQ
i ∈ RD×DK , WK

i ∈ RD×DK , WV
i ∈ RD×DV ,

WO ∈ RhDV ×D are parameter matrices; DK = DV = ⌊D/h⌋.
b) Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP ): The MLP block

consists of two fully connected layers with 2D and D nodes,

respectively, and employs the GELU (Gaussian Error Linear
Unit) non-linear activation function, similar to [11].

Before and after the MSA / MLP blocks, LN (Layer Nor-
malization) [34] and residual connections [30] are engaged,
respectively (Fig. 3). It can be represented as below.

zℓ = MLP (LN(z′ℓ)) + z′ℓ;

z′ℓ = MSA(LN(zℓ−1)) + zℓ−1; ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , L
(6)

where, L is the total count of engaged TEs. After multiple TEs,
the <class> token is imbued with contextual information. The
learnable embedding state at the outcome of the TEL, i.e., z0L,
serves as the image representation y′ [11]; y′ = LN(z0L).

(iii) Feed-forward neural network (FNN): The final stage
of our model comprises an FNN consisting of one hidden
layer with D/2 nodes having ReLU activation function [33],
followed by an output layer. The output layer contains δ
number of nodes with sigmoid as output function [33]. To
mitigate the challenge in multi-label classification, where
positive labels are lesser than negative ones, we leverage the
asymmetric loss function (ASL) to train our model [12]. We
use Adam optimizer here due to its adaptive learning rates and
efficient memory usage [35].

Finally, for a poster image Ii, RDT generates a confidence
score vector ρ<i> = (ρ<i>

1 , ρ<i>
2 , . . . , ρ<i>

δ ). The top-3
genres based on the confidence scores are selected as the
associated genres of Ii.

2) Ensmebled Residual Dense Transformer (ERDT):
Given that data imbalances are a common issue in multi-
label classification problems [9], here, we propose an ensemble
strategy to mitigate this challenge. In our proposed ensemble
method, we consider three fundamental models: (a) R: the
residual network with sigmoid as the output function and ASL
as the loss function, (b) RT: the residual transformer network,
a simplified version of the RDT that does not include dense
connections, (c) RDT: the proposed model.

For a poster Ii, we first obtain three confidence
score vectors ρi,1 = (ρ<i,1>

1 , ρ<i,1>
2 , . . . , ρ<i,1>

δ ),
ρi,2 = (ρ<i,2>

1 , ρ<i,2>
2 , . . . , ρ<i,2>

δ ), and ρi,3 =
(ρ<i,3>

1 , ρ<i,3>
2 , . . . , ρ<i,3>

δ ) from R, RT, and RDT models,
respectively, which are then combined using weighted mean
ensemble scheme [36], as shown in Eq. 7, to produce the
confidence score vector ρi = (ρ<i>

1 , ρ<i>
2 , . . . , ρ<i>

δ ) for the
ERDT model.

ρ<i>
j =

3∑
k=1

αk ρ<i,k>
j ; ∀j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , δ} (7)

where, 0 ≤ αk ≤ 1;
3∑

k=1

αk = 1; for k = 1, 2, 3 represents the

weights that were tuned by a grid-search technique [37].
3) Probabilistic Module: As discussed earlier, a movie

poster can encompass multiple genres. Given an input poster
Ii, the multi-label classifier generates a confidence score
vector ρi = (ρ<i>

1 , ρ<i>
2 , . . . , ρ<i>

δ ) of Ii comprising the
confidence score for each genre to be associated with Ii.
The top three genres with the highest confidence score are
predicted as the associated genres with Ii. However, the poster
can be associated with fewer than three genres. To address this
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issue, here, we propose a probabilistic module. The objective
of this module is to determine whether the poster is associated
with more than one genre and, if so, select the 2nd and 3rd

genres accordingly.
The crux of this module is to compute the association be-

tween genres, which are captured by the following equations.

P (gk|gj) = |Zj ∩ Zk| / |Zj | (8)

P (gl|gj , gk) = |Zj ∩ Zk ∩ Zl| / |Zj ∩ Zk| (9)

where, Zj is the set of posters that are associated with genre
Gj . Eqn. 8 expresses the likelihood of a poster being associated
with Gk, considering that the poster is already associated with
Gj . Eqn. 9 denotes the probability of a poster being associated
with Gl, given that the poster is already associated with both Gj

and Gk. We calculate the conditional probabilities in advance
for all possible combinations of genres.

Once the multi-label classifier generates the confidence
score vector ρi for the input poster Ii, the genre with the
highest confidence score is chosen to be the first genre of Ii.
We refer to this first genre as the dominant genre.

The 2nd genre of Ii is determined based on the dominant
genre. Let us assume that Gj is the dominant genre for Ii (i.e.,
G<i>
1 = Gj). The 2nd genre for Ii is selected by Eqn. 10.

G<i>
2 = argmax

k ̸=j, 1≤k≤δ

(
ρ<i>
k × P̃ (gk|gj)

)
;

if max
k ̸=j, 1≤k≤δ

(
ρ<i>
k × P̃ (gk|gj)

)
> τ

(10)

where, P̃ (gk|gj) is the normalized probability value computed
over (P (g1|gj), P (g2|gj), . . . , P (gδ|gj)), and τ is a tunable
threshold determined empirically.

Here, for each genre other than Gj , an association score is
computed. The association score for genre Gk is determined
by multiplying its confidence score ρ<i>

k with its normalized
conditional probability value P̃ (gk|gj), provided that Ii is
linked to Gj . If the maximum association score across all
genres except Gj exceeds a predefined threshold τ , the corre-
sponding genre is assigned in G<i>

2 .
If the 2nd genre of Ii (assuming G<i>

2 = Gk) is chosen,
we then proceed to determine whether to select the 3rd genre.
The selection of the 3rd genre of Ii is captured by Eqn. 11.

G<i>
3 = argmax

l ̸=j, l ̸=k, 1≤l≤δ

(
ρ<i>
l × P̃ (gl|gj)× P̃ (gl|gj , gk)

)
;

if max
l ̸=j, l ̸=k, 1≤l≤δ

(
ρ<i>
l × P̃ (gl|gj)× P̃ (gl|gj , gk)

)
> τ ′

(11)

where, P̃ (gl|gj , gk) represents normalized probability calcu-
lated from (P (g1|gj , gk), P (g2|gj , gk), . . . , P (gδ|gj , gk)), and
τ ′ is a tunable threshold, set empirically.

It is important to emphasize that selecting the 2nd and 3rd

genres is greatly influenced by the correct prediction of the
dominant genre. Therefore, an incorrect prediction for the
dominant genre may lead to the inaccurate selection of the
2nd and 3rd genres.

In our experimental analysis, we show the performance of
this probabilistic module with respect to the correct prediction
of the dominant genre, which is denoted by hit ratio (Hit)

as defined below: Hit = |TDc| ⧸ |TD| where, TDc is the
set of test samples for which the dominant genre is correctly
identified, and |TD| is the total number of employed test
samples.

Finally, we integrate this probabilistic module with ERDT
to obtain our final proposed model, PrERDT.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSION

This section describes the employed dataset and experimental
results with discussions.

A. Employed Dataset

The primary objective of this study is to analyze the poster
images to identify their multi-labeled movie genres. Con-
sequently, obtaining a dataset featuring posters with mul-
tiple genres proved challenging, as there were scarce off-
the-shelf options available. Therefore, we procured authentic
movie poster images with corresponding genres from Inter-
net Movie Database (IMDb: https://developer.imdb.com/non-
commercial-datasets). A movie may be of multiple genres;
however, on IMDb, a maximum of 3 genres are labeled for an
individual movie. Currently, our dataset considers 13 distinct
genres (i.e., δ = 13), as mentioned in Table II. The ground-
truth genre of a movie poster is available in terms of multi-
hot encoding (refer to section III-A). We gathered posters
of 4464 individual movies, each with 1 to 5 posters; the
distribution of movie count with respect to the individual
poster count is presented in Fig. 4.(a). Overall, our dataset
comprises 13882 distinct posters, each having 1 to 3 genre
labels. The movie and poster counts with respect to genre
label count are shown in Fig. 4.(b). Here, we can see that
about 3

4

th posters/movies of our dataset have 3 genre labels.
For individual genre label/ class id, the corresponding poster
and movie counts are shown in Table II. As a matter of fact, in
this table, some poster/movie counts overlap across genres due
to having multi-label genres. Here, genre drama is included in
the highest number of posters, i.e., 6609; whereas biography
has 1076 posters, which is the lowest in our dataset. Table II
comprehends the data imbalance issue [10]. In Fig. C.1 (refer
to Appendix B), we present some poster images from our
employed dataset along with the genre class numbers. Fig. A.1
of Appendix A illustrates a co-occurrence matrix for movie
genre labels associated with the posters.

TABLE II: Poster and movie counts across genre labels

Class Id Genre label Poster count Movie count
1 Action 4985 1426
2 Adventure 3702 1024
3 Animation 1196 325
4 Biography 1076 348
5 Comedy 4380 1517
6 Crime 3052 1003
7 Drama 6609 2217
8 Fantasy 1379 423
9 Horror 2646 860
10 Mystery 2285 750
11 Romance 2406 913
12 Sci-Fi 1542 458
13 Thriller 3455 1092

https://developer.imdb.com/non-commercial-datasets
https://developer.imdb.com/non-commercial-datasets
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(a) (b)

Fig. 4: (a) Distribution of movie count w.r.t. individual poster count,
(b) Distribution of movie & poster count w.r.t. genre-label count.

From IMDb, while selecting the movies/poster, we followed
the following strategies:
— sorted out movies based on release year since 2000.
— picked movies having more than 10000 user votes and

more than 60 minutes of runtime.
— crawled and filtered movies based on the 13 genres em-

ployed here (refer to Table II).
The dataset was split up into training (DBtr), validation

(DBv), and testing (DBt) disjoint sets with an approx ratio
of 8 : 1 : 1 considering the presence of all 13 genres in each
set equivalently. DBtr, DBv , and DBt contain 10942, 1470,
and 1470 posters, respectively.

B. Experimental Details

We executed the experimentation using the TensorFlow-2.5
framework having Python 3.9.13 on an Ubuntu 20.04.2 LTS-
based machine with specifications including AMD EPYC 7552
Processor running at 2.20 GHz with 48 CPU cores and 256 GB
RAM, NVIDIA A100-PCIE GPU with 40 GB of memory. In
this paper, all the presented results were obtained from DBt.

The hyper-parameters of our model were tuned and set dur-
ing the model training with a focus on optimizing performance
over DBv . For the transformer networks, we fixed the fol-
lowing hyper-parameters empirically: transformer_layers (L)
= 4, embedding_dimension (D) = 256, num_heads (h) = 6.
In ASL, we set focusing parameters γ+ = 0, γ− = 1, and
probability margin m = 0.2. For Adam optimizer, we chose
initial_learning_rate = 10−3; exponential decay rates for 1st

and 2nd moment estimates, i.e., β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999;
zero-denominator removal parameter (ε) = 10−8. For the
early stopping strategy, we set the patience parameter to 10
epochs, and we maintained a fixed mini-batch size of 32. We
empirically chose τ = 0.3 and τ ′ = 0.03 for our probabilistic
module (refer to Eqn.s 10, 11).

We evaluated the model performance based on the macro-
level analysis, considering standard metrics in multi-label clas-
sification, such as precision (P) %, recall (R) %, specificity
(Sp) %, balanced accuracy (BA) %, F-measure (FM) %, and
Hamming loss (HL) [38].

C. Comparison with State-of-the-Art (SOTA) Models

Table III presents the performance of the three models: RDT,
ERDT and PrERDT, proposed in this paper. Here, we compare
the performance of our proposed models with some major
contemporary deep architectures, called baseline, and some
related SOTA models. It may be noted the baseline models are
designed for multi-class classification problems [31], and are

TABLE III: Comparison with baseline and SOTA models

Method P R Sp BA FM HL

Baseline

ResNet50V2 [30] 52.04 50.44 85.36 67.90 48.97 0.18524
DenseNet121 [39] 26.10 27.18 78.62 52.90 22.63 0.30120
EfficientNetB2 [40] 51.37 52.53 85.95 69.24 51.40 0.18503
ViT [11] 29.11 27.40 78.61 53.01 22.58 0.25243
InceptionV3 [41] 21.03 28.80 79.12 53.96 22.43 0.25599
MobileNetV2 37.34 33.22 80.57 56.90 30.37 0.23799

Improvement of RDT 2.97 4.72 1.13 2.93 4.29 7.75%
Improvement of ERDT 3.91 5.35 1.40 3.38 5.00 10.58%
Improvement of PrERDT 5.73 2.12 2.76 2.44 3.86 12.36%

SOTA

Chu et al. [8] 19.73 27.32 - - 20.89 -
Gozuacik et al. [22] 36.76 35.12 80.91 58.02 33.49 0.24290
Pobar et al. [21] 28.76 47.76 68.18 57.97 34.72 0.34688
Wi et al. [1] 52.89 51.18 - - 49.61 -

Improvement of RDT 2.12 6.07 6.17 14.15 6.08 29.73%
Improvement of ERDT 3.06 6.70 6.44 14.60 6.79 31.88%
Improvement of PrERDT 4.88 3.47 7.80 13.66 5.65 33.24%

Proposed
RDT 55.01 57.25 87.08 72.16 55.69 0.17069
ERDT 55.95 57.88 87.35 72.61 56.40 0.16546
PrERDT 57.77 54.65 88.71 71.68 55.26 0.16216

TABLE IV: Performance by various models for ensemble analysis

Model P R Sp BA FM HL
R 52.04 50.44 85.36 67.90 48.97 0.18524
RT 52.54 55.53 86.67 71.10 53.57 0.17833
RDT 55.01 57.25 87.08 72.16 55.69 0.17069
R + RT 54.76 56.28 87.04 71.66 54.69 0.16902
R + RDT 55.35 56.46 86.97 71.72 55.20 0.16954
RT + RDT 54.96 57.44 87.28 72.36 55.70 0.16755
ERDT 55.95 57.88 87.35 72.61 56.40 0.16546

typically not well-suited for handling multi-label classification
challenges. Therefore, we improvised the baseline models by
incorporating sigmoid as the output function and ASL as the
loss function (refer to section III-B) to enable them to address
multi-label classification. As evident from Table III, all three
models, RDT, ERDT and PrERDT, outperformed the baseline
models and SOTA in terms of all the performance evaluation
metrics employed in this paper.

D. Ensemble Study

Table IV presents the performance of various models partici-
pating in the ensemble. From this table, we have the following
observations:

(i) Overall performance of ERDT: ERDT outperformed all
other models listed in the first column of Table IV.

(ii) Comparison between RDT and R+RT: It is worth noting
that the overall performance of the RDT was better than the
R+RT model in terms of balanced accuracy and F-measure.

(iii) Comparison between RDT and R+RDT: As evident
from Table IV, the performance of R+RDT is degraded
compared to that of RDT in terms of balanced accuracy
and F-measure. From Table VIII.(b), the reason for this can
be explained. Table VIII.(b) shows the rank of each model
based on the balanced accuracy for all 13 genres separately.
According to these ranks, RDT performed better than R in all
13 genres. The negative influence of R caused the degradation
of the performance of the R+RDT model in 8 out of 13 cases,
which was reflected further in the overall performance of the
R+RDT model across all genres.

(iv) Significance of the participating models in the ensem-
ble: As per the ranking shown in Table VIII.(b), RT performed
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Fig. 5: Genre-wise data imbalance ratio

better than RDT for two genres (i.e., mystery, and sci-fi).
Hence, we first choose to combine RT and RDT to improve the
overall performance of RDT. Our experimental results show
that in 6 of 13 genres, RT+RDT, indeed, performed better than
RT and RDT individually. RT+RDT also outperformed RT and
RDT independently in terms of overall performance across
all genres. Furthermore, as per our observation from Table
VIII.(b), for a few genres (e.g., adventure, animation, thriller),
the overall performances of R, RT, and RDT are comparable.
Hence, we select R, RT, and RDT as the fundamental models
for our ensemble. It may be noted from Table VIII.(b) that
in 6 out of 13 genres, ERDT performed better than RT+RDT.
Moreover, in 5 out of the 8 cases for which R+RDT performed
worse than RDT, the ERDT model performed better than RDT
due to the influence of RT. In terms of the overall performance,
ERDT also turned out to be the best, comparing all the
fundamental models used for our ensemble and their other
possible combinations. This justifies our choice of fundamental
models for the ensemble. In Fig. C.2 of Appendix C, we
show the qualitative performance of ERDT using heat map
encoding.

E. Genre-wise Analysis

According to Table IV, we have evaluated the models based
on their balanced accuracy (and F-measure), resulting in the
following ranking: ERDT ≻ RT+RDT ≻ RDT ≻ R+RDT ≻
R+RT ≻ RT ≻ R. Here, the notation Model-A ≻ Model-B
indicates that the balanced accuracy of Model-A surpasses
that of Model-B. Here, we perform a detailed analysis of
the models’ performance across different genres, focusing on
balanced accuracy. Table VIII.(a) provides a breakdown of the
genre-wise performance analysis for all the models. From this
table, we have yielded the following noteworthy findings:

(i) Comparison among fundamental models: RT demon-
strated superior performance when compared to R in 12 out
of 13 genres, highlighting its improvement over the latter.
Similarly, RDT, being an enhancement over RT, outperformed
RT in 11 out of 13 genres.

(ii) Comparison between the proposed fundamental model
with other ensemble models: RDT outperformed R+RT in 7
out of 13 genres. We observed performance improvements for
the R+RDT and RT+RDT models over the RDT model in 5

(a) (b)

Fig. 6: Comparative performance of R, RDT, and ERDT for
imbalanced genres: (a) Biography, (b) Fantasy.

TABLE V: Ablation Study

Model P R Sp BA FM HL
R 52.04 50.44 85.36 67.90 48.97 0.18524
T 29.11 27.40 78.61 53.01 22.58 0.25243
RT 52.54 55.53 86.67 71.10 53.57 0.17833
DT 33.78 29.81 79.14 54.48 25.42 0.26509
RDT 55.01 57.25 87.08 72.16 55.69 0.17069
R + RDT 55.35 56.46 86.97 71.72 55.20 0.16954
RT + RDT 54.96 57.44 87.28 72.36 55.70 0.16755
ERDT 55.95 57.88 87.35 72.61 56.40 0.16546
PrERDT 57.77 54.65 88.71 71.68 55.26 0.16216

and 8 of the 13 genres, respectively. The ERDT model per-
formed better than the RT+RDT model in 6 of 13 genres. In-
terestingly, despite the RT+RDT model outperforming ERDT
in more genres when considering the count, the quantitative
measure of improvement for ERDT was significantly higher
than the degradation observed for ERDT in all the genres
where RT+RDT surpassed the ERDT model.

(iii) Performance of R, RDT, and ERDT on imbalanced
genres: Fig. 5 represents the ratio between positive and neg-
ative samples for each genre. This figure clearly illustrates
that certain genres, such as biography, animation, and fan-
tasy, suffer from significant data imbalance issues. Here, our
analysis focuses on evaluating the performance of R, RDT,
and ERDT specifically for these imbalanced genres. Fig. 6
visually depicts the comparative performance of these models
in terms of specificity and recall for the biography and fantasy
genres, both of which exhibit high levels of data imbalance. As
observed in Fig.s 6 (a) and (b), the specificity performance of
R is notably high, while its recall performance is considerably
low in these imbalanced genres. This indicates that R struggles
to address the challenge posed by imbalanced data effectively
since R is unable to identify the posters belonging to these
genres. In contrast, the RDT model performed better by iden-
tifying more posters from the imbalanced genres compared to
the R model, resulting in improved recall. However, this gain
in recall came at the cost of reduced specificity. The trade-off
between recall and specificity is observed for the ERDT model.
In other words, ERDT exhibits higher specificity compared
to RDT but lower than R. Additionally, ERDT demonstrates
higher recall compared to R but lower than RDT. As a result,
the balanced accuracy of the ERDT model surpasses that of
both the R and RDT models.

F. Ablation Study

Table V shows the ablation study of our proposed architecture.
The observation from this table is listed below:
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Fig. 7: Performance analysis on hit ratio (Hit).

(i) Ablation study for RDT: As discussed earlier, RDT is
the composition of a residual network and dense transformer.
Therefore, here, we first compare the performance of RDT
with other component models, such as the Residual network
(R), Transformer network (T), Dense Transformer (DT), and
Residual Transformer network (RT). As evident from Table V,
RDT outperformed R, T, RT, and DT. This comprehends the
impact of our proposed fundamental model RDT.

(ii) Incremental performance improvement due to improvisa-
tion of the models: It is worth noting from Table V that as RT
is an improvisation over R and T individually, the performance
of RT is better than each of R and T. Similarly, as DT is an
improvisation over T, the performance of DT is better than
T. Finally, RDT is an improvisation over RT and DT models;
therefore, the performance of RDT is better than them.

(iii) Ablation study for ERDT: Table V shows that our
ensemble model ERDT performed better than any other com-
bination of the fundamental models (i.e., R, RT, and RDT)
used in the proposed ensemble.

The analysis for PrERDT is presented next.

G. Analysis of Probabilistic Module

The last row of Table V shows the performance of PrERDT.
It may be noted when we used the probabilistic module on
ERDT, i.e., for the PrERDT model, the recall decreased more
than the improvement in the precision and specificity (refer to
the last two rows of Table V). Consequently, the balanced
accuracy and the F-measure were decreased for PrERDT.
However, the motivation for introducing the probabilistic
module is to enhance precision while making only minimal
concessions in recall, ultimately leading to improved balanced
accuracy and the F-measure. The reason behind obtaining the
counterintuitive outcome can be elucidated by referring to
Fig. 7. The performance of our probabilistic module highly
relies on accurately identifying the first genre through ERDT.
However, according to Fig. 7, the hit ratio of the ERDT model
for identifying the first genre is 0.7701. Consequently, the
PrERDT model sometimes discarded the correctly predicted
second and third genres due to its dependency on the erro-
neously predicted first genre, thus causing a decline in recall.

To validate the correctness of our hypothesis, we conducted
an additional experiment on different subsets of test data where
the hit ratio is notably high. Table VI shows the performance of

TABLE VI: Significance of the probabilistic module

Model Hit P R Sp BA FM HL
ERDT 0.8889 79.48 91.78 95.60 93.69 84.27 0.04102

PrERDT 80.17 91.78 95.70 93.74 84.64 0.04017
ERDT 0.9000 87.25 96.44 95.84 96.14 91.08 0.03760

PrERDT 87.74 96.44 95.94 96.19 91.38 0.03675
ERDT 0.9111 87.81 87.28 95.86 91.57 85.72 0.03760

PrERDT 87.94 87.28 96.05 91.66 85.79 0.03675
ERDT 0.9133 84.70 92.51 95.73 94.12 88.10 0.03880

PrERDT 84.94 92.51 95.77 94.14 88.23 0.03846
ERDT 0.9444 83.49 92.82 94.46 93.64 86.21 0.04444

PrERDT 84.78 92.82 94.54 93.68 87.24 0.04358

TABLE VII: Performance study (BA %) on genre label count

TD<1> TD<2> TD<3>

Model w/o Pr Pr w/o Pr Pr w/o Pr Pr
R 50.68 50.70 63.88 62.70 67.87 66.79
RT 48.67 49.09 68.08 68.29 70.93 70.13
RDT 50.73 51.31 69.57 66.61 72.07 70.86
R + RT 49.45 49.08 67.90 66.95 71.60 70.46
R + RDT 50.70 51.62 68.24 65.05 71.28 70.14
RT + RDT 49.87 49.73 69.20 68.61 72.20 71.37
ERDT 51.58 49.36 70.26 69.69 72.34 71.41
TD<k>: Test data with posters associated with k number of genres

our probabilistic module for five different subsets of test data
characterized by a high hit ratio. As observed from Table VI,
the precision for the PrERDT model exhibited improvement
when compared to the ERDT model without compromising the
recall value. Consequently, this enhancement translated into
improved balanced accuracy and F-measure metrics for the
PrERDT model. These findings underscore the effectiveness
of our probabilistic module.

H. Performance Analysis based on Genre Label Count

As mentioned earlier in section IV-A and shown in Fig. 4.(b),
each poster in our dataset is associated with either 1, 2, or 3
genre labels. In this experiment, we partitioned the test data
into three subsets with posters associated with 1, 2, and 3
genres, and present the results in Table VII. From Table VII,
it can be comprehended that posters having 3 genres yielded
the best performance. Here also, in most of the cases, ERDT
demonstrated the best performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we worked on multi-label genre identification
solely from movie poster images. We did not take any aid
from any other visual/ textual/audio modalities. We initially
proposed a Residual Dense Transformer (RDT) with asymmet-
ric loss to handle imbalanced data; then improvised the model
using an ensembled variation of RDT, i.e., ERDT to tackle
multi-label genre identification. We also added a probabilistic
module to our models (e.g., PrERDT) to eliminate unneces-
sary genres. For experiments, we procured 13882 number of
poster images from IMDb. Our models exhibited encouraging
performances and bit some major SOTA architectures. In the
future, we will focus on enhancing the performance for some
specific genres, e.g., biography, fantasy, mystery, where our
current models have shown subpar results. Currently, PrERDT
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TABLE VIII: Genre-wise performance analysis and ranking of the models
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lags behind ERDT due to a lower hit ratio. We will also
endeavor to improve the performance of ERDT in multi-label
classification, so that the hit ratio improves, and eventually
boosts the efficacy of PrERDT.

APPENDIX A
GENRE LABEL CO-OCCURRENCE MATRIX

Fig. A.1 provides a visual representation of the relationships
and occurrences among various movie poster genres as noted
in section IV-A.
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Fig. A.1: Co-occurrence matrix for movie poster genres.

APPENDIX B
DATASET CHALLENGES

As mentioned in section I, the information contained within
the posters introduces additional complexities when it comes
to identifying the movie genre, and we briefly outline these
challenges as follows.

(a) Background: The background of movie posters serves
a significant purpose in establishing a sense of atmosphere
or setting, piques curiosity, and helps individuals to make
informed decisions about whether the movie aligns with their
interests and preferences. For example, horror movie posters
(Fig. C.1.v, xviii) often utilize specific background elements
with dark shadows and eerie lighting to entice the viewers
with a chilling, suspenseful, and frightening mood. Based on
the information available on the poster background, we can
further categorize it as below:
— Less information: Sometimes, a poster background may

contain little to no information, which brings challenges
to automated genre identification (Fig.s C.1.i-iv).

— Moderate & adequate information: Often, the background
has sufficient visual characteristics to convey its genre
(Fig.s C.1.v-vi).

— Complex background: In some cases, the background of a
poster becomes complex due to having enormous and/or
composite visual effects/elements (Fig.s C.1.vii-viiii).

(b) Foreground: The foreground in a poster plays a crucial
role in capturing the viewer’s attention and creating visual in-
terest. By strategically placing dynamic foreground elements,
such as the main characters or key plot elements, the poster

can effectively convey the theme or atmosphere of the movie.
In the case of a romantic, comedy, featuring the two leads in
a playful stance in the foreground may help in establishing
the genre and the central focus of the film, which is the
relationship between those characters (Fig. C.1.xii).
— Cast image: Often, the lead casts’ portrait, full/half body

images cover the entire poster (Fig.s C.1.ix-xii), which
makes our task challenging due to relying only upon visual
elements without taking any aid from face recognition and
object detection modules.

— Scene image: The scene images present in the entire
poster sometimes brings challenges due to complex visual
elements, visual clutter and lack of cohesive composition
(Fig.s C.1.xiii-xiv).

— Cast in Scene: The hybridization of cast and scene images
can also be observed, where the cast image may be fused
with scene images (Fig.s C.1.xv-xvi).

(c) Inter variance: Often, different movie posters may have
visual similarities while belonging to diverse genres. This can
be done to challenge audience expectations, create intrigue,
or highlight genre mashups. Such instances make the genre
identification task quite difficult. For example, movie genre
of Fig.s C.1.xviii poster is horror, but Fig. C.1.xvii does not,
although visually quite similar; similarly, Fig.s C.1.xix and
xx show non-identical genres, while sharing similar visual
elements.

(d) Intra variance: Generally, a movie has multiple posters
of various designs, where different designs may emphasize
multiple aspects of the same movie to effectively market it to
a diverse range of viewers, which brings additional challenges
in identifying the genre. For example, Fig.s C.1.xxi and xxii are
the posters from the same movie; however, they show variation
in visual elements. Similarly, Fig.s C.1.xxiii and xxiv show
intra-variation.

(e) Collage: Sometimes, a movie poster combines various
instances of the abovementioned background and foreground
information, and creates a collage made from tiny images.
Such collage posters make genre identification challenging due
to amalgamating a pool of information (Fig.s C.1.xxv-xxviii).

(f) Text ↔ Image: In certain movie posters, some texts or
titles are sometimes displayed as images rather than traditional
typography (Fig.s C.1.xxix-xxxii). This artistic approach is
often used to convey a specific theme or style associated with
the movie. This brings additional challenges to our task, since
we are not taking any aid from the text recognition module.

APPENDIX C
QUALITATIVE RESULT: HEAT MAP ENCODING

In Fig. C.2, we showcase the qualitative outcomes of ERDT
through heat map encoding as mentioned in section IV-D. We
have selected 20 sample posters, and present the corresponding
ground-truth and ERDT-predicted heat map encodings using a
gray color code.
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