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Figure 1. HeFT. Our zero-shot point tracking framework exploits the visual priors of pretrained VDiT. A head- and frequency-aware
feature selection strategy further enhances tracking robustness and accuracy.

Abstract

In this work, we introduce HeFT (Head-Frequency
Tracker), a zero-shot point tracking framework that lever-
ages the visual priors of pretrained video diffusion mod-
els. To better understand how they encode spatiotempo-
ral information, we analyze the internal representations of
Video Diffusion Transformer (VDIiT). Our analysis reveals
that attention heads act as minimal functional units with
distinct specializations for matching, semantic understand-
ing, and positional encoding. Additionally, we find that the
low-frequency components in VDIT features are crucial for
establishing correspondences, whereas the high-frequency
components tend to introduce noise. Building on these in-
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sights, we propose a head- and frequency-aware feature
selection strategy that jointly selects the most informative
attention head and low-frequency components to enhance
tracking performance. Specifically, our method extracts
discriminative features through single-step denoising, ap-
plies feature selection, and employs soft-argmax localiza-
tion with forward-backward consistency checks for corre-
spondence estimation. Extensive experiments on TAP-Vid
benchmarks demonstrate that HeF' T achieves state-of-the-
art zero-shot tracking performance, approaching the accu-
racy of supervised methods while eliminating the need for
annotated training data. Our work further underscores the
promise of video diffusion models as powerful foundation
models for a wide range of downstream tasks, paving the
way toward unified visual foundation models.


https://yuantianyu177.github.io/heft_page/
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04619v1

1. Introduction

The Video Diffusion Transformer [29] (VDIiT) is a re-
cently proposed architecture that extends diffusion models
to video generation through spatiotemporal attention mech-
anisms. VDIiT exhibits a strong ability to produce tempo-
rally coherent videos, suggesting that it captures rich visual
priors of real-world. These characteristics make VDIiT not
only a powerful generative model but also a promising foun-
dation model for video perception tasks.

Motivated by these capabilities, we explore whether the
priors learned by VDIT can be leveraged for point track-
ing. Current point tracking methods [17, 47, 62] are pre-
dominantly supervised, relying on large-scale annotated
datasets which are costly and time-consuming. In contrast,
video diffusion models are pretrained on massive and di-
verse video corpora, endowing them with strong general-
ization capabilities and making them well-suited as foun-
dation models for perception tasks [20]. Despite this po-
tential, the discriminative use of VDiT remains underex-
plored. Recent studies [26, 36] have attempted to repurpose
VDiT for tracking, yet they typically treat its features as a
black box. Consequently, they fail to systematically analyze
how its spatiotemporal representations are encoded, particu-
larly at the level of individual attention heads and frequency
components. This limitation leads to lower performance in
downstream tasks. This gap underscores the need for robust
zero-shot point tracking approaches that explicitly leverage
VDiT’s rich visual priors.

In this work, we propose HeFT (Head-Frequency
Tracker), a zero-shot point tracking framework that lever-
ages the visual priors of pretrained video diffusion models.
Our key insight is to build upon VDiT’s head-wise func-
tional specification and RoPE-shaped frequency inductive
bias to maximize correspondence quality. We first extract
discriminative features from real videos via a single denois-
ing step. To maximize correspondence quality, we select
the most effective attention head, since heads are the min-
imal functional units that carry diverse visual priors. We
then apply frequency-aware feature selection to retain low-
frequency components that stabilize correspondence while
suppressing high-frequency noise. Our approach achieves
superior performance as demonstrated in Fig. 1.

In summary, our contributions are:

* We systematically analyze VDiT’s attention heads, un-
covering a cooperative specialization that supports robust
zero-shot point tracking and provides insights for future
video understanding tasks.

* We find that low-frequency components encode corre-
spondence while high-frequency components encode po-
sitional information, motivating our frequency-aware fea-
ture selection strategy.

e We propose HeFT, a novel zero-shot point tracking
framework that leverages pretrained VDiT. Our method

achieves state-of-the-art performance across multiple
benchmarks, providing a new paradigm for exploiting
generative models in downstream perception tasks.

2. Related work

Diffusion Models for Perception: The success of
diffusion-based generative models [14] has expanded be-
yond image and video generation to a wide range of vi-
sual perception tasks. Recent studies have shown that these
models can be effectively adapted for semantic segmen-
tation [51, 60], monocular depth estimation [8, 19, 28,
34, 59], and 3D reconstruction [40, 42, 48, 50, 64] by
leveraging their learned visual priors. Moreover, Marigold
[20] demonstrates that diffusion models can simultaneously
tackle multiple perception tasks, including depth, surface
normals, and material property estimation. Nevertheless,
most existing approaches focus primarily on the genera-
tive process and require task-specific training or fine-tuning,
while largely overlooking the internal features and struc-
tural properties of pretrained diffusion models.

Point Tracking: Point tracking aims to establish tempo-
ral correspondences by estimating the motion of physical
points across video frames, which is fundamental for un-
derstanding object dynamics and scene structure. TAP-Vid
[6] formulates temporal correspondence as point tracking in
video sequences, estimating the motion of physical points
across frames. PIPs [12] iteratively refine trajectories within
temporal windows, while TAPIR [7] enhances performance
using depthwise convolutions and improved initialization.
OmniMotion [47] innovatively predicts trajectories in a nor-
malized coordinate space. CoTracker [17] jointly tracks
near-dense trajectories by exploiting spatial correlations.
TAPNext [62] reformulates point tracking as a sequence-
to-sequence mask token prediction problem, drawing inspi-
ration from modern language models to simplify model ar-
chitecture and improve performance. Due to the difficulty
of annotating real-world videos, these methods often rely on
synthetic datasets [6, 9]. To address this limitation, recent
studies [35, 38] have explored self-supervised approaches.
However, their performance still falls short of fully super-
vised methods, as self-supervised approaches rely on cycle
consistency or other auxiliary signals that provide indirect
and weak supervision, leading to instability. In contrast, our
zero-shot approach benefits from the rich visual priors of
pretrained video diffusion models, achieving performance
comparable to supervised methods.

Diffusion Models for Correspondence: The remark-
able success of diffusion models in various visual percep-
tion tasks has motivated researchers to explore their po-
tential for correspondence estimation. DIFT [41] demon-
strated that diffusion models can capture correspondence
relationships in an unsupervised manner by analyzing inter-
nal representations during the denoising process. Building
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Figure 2. Layer vs Head Performance. Performance comparison
showing layer-level performance and the best, worst, and average
performance of all heads within each layer.

on this, [13] showed that the internal semantic knowledge
of diffusion models, can be leveraged to discover seman-
tic correspondences without additional training. SD-DINO
[57] further highlighted the complementary nature of dif-
ferent representations by combining Stable Diffusion [32]
features with DINOv2 [27] features for semantic correspon-
dence. However, these methods are limited to two-frame
matching, as image diffusion models lack temporal model-
ing capabilities necessary for multi-frame correspondence.
The emergence of video diffusion models has opened new
avenues for temporal correspondence tasks. For instance,
[21, 36] proposed optical flow extraction by perturbing in-
put videos with visual markers at query points and analyz-
ing the generated outputs. Yet, these approaches treat video
diffusion models as black boxes and cannot achieve dense
tracking across entire videos. DiffTrack [26] addresses this
by leveraging VDIiT to analyze query-key similarities in
specific layers, demonstrating that certain attention layers
are crucial for temporal matching. Despite these advances,
existing methods largely treat diffusion features as mono-
lithic representations, overlooking the fine-grained struc-
tures encoded within individual attention heads and the fre-
quency components that facilitate cross-frame perception.
Our work addresses this gap by conducting a detailed anal-
ysis of VDIT, revealing that attention heads exhibit distinct
functional specializations and that low-frequency compo-
nents contribute to establishing temporal correspondences.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Video Diffusion Models

Video diffusion models [15, 16, 29, 61, 63] generate videos
from various conditioning inputs (e.g., text, images, or
videos) through an iterative denoising process. Given con-
ditioning information, the model progressively removes
noise from an initially random tensor, guided by the con-
ditioning embeddings, to synthesize a video. In practice,
video diffusion models typically operate in a compressed
latent space using 3D Variational Autoencoders (VAEs)

[22, 23, 44]. A raw video tensor X € RFXHXWX3 jg ep.
coded into a latent representation z;ge, Of size f X h X w,
where f,h,w denote the compressed temporal and spa-
tial dimensions. Conditioning information is encoded into
Zcond and integrated into the denoising network through con-
catenation or cross-attention mechanisms. More specifi-
cally, the network €g(Zyideo,t, Zeond, t) predicts the velocity
in flow-matching formulations at each timestep ¢, gradu-
ally refining the noisy latent zy;gco ¢ toward the clean latent
Zyideo,0- After T' denoising steps, the latent is decoded by
the VAE decoder to produce the final video.

Early video diffusion models [2—4, 10, 24, 32, 37, 53]
primarily adopted U-Net-based architectures [33]. These
methods extended pretrained image diffusion models [14,
30, 32] into the temporal domain by introducing separate
spatial and temporal modules. While this design efficiently
leveraged existing image priors, the decoupled structure
limited direct spatiotemporal interaction, often leading to
temporal inconsistency and reduced motion diversity.

To overcome these limitations, recent works introduce
Video Diffusion Transformers (VDiTs) [11, 25, 31, 55, 61],
which replace the convolutional backbone with a fully
transformer-based architecture [45]. VDiTs employ 3D
spatiotemporal attention to jointly model spatial and tem-
poral dependencies. At each timestep ¢, layer [, video la-
tents and conditioning embeddings are augmented with 3D
positional embeddings [39] and processed through stacked
transformer layers. The attention mechanism is defined as:

Qt,lKZ:l
Attn(Qq 1, Ky 1, Vi) = Softmax 7 V. (1)

By unifying spatial and temporal reasoning within attention,
VDiTs achieve improved motion realism and temporal sta-
bility compared to U-Net-based models.

3.2. 3D Rotary Positional Embedding

Transformers are permutation-invariant over input tokens.
Without positional embedding, attention cannot distinguish
which tokens are adjacent in time or space. For video dif-
fusion models, positions are inherently three-dimensional
(time, height, width), so a 3D positional embedding is re-
quired to jointly model spatiotemporal relationships.

Most contemporary VDiTs adopt Rotary Positional Em-
beddings (RoPE) [39], which efficiently capture positional
relationships through rotations while preserving relative po-
sitional information. Formally, let d be the per-head chan-
nel dimension. Channels are grouped into pairs, and a
2D rotation is applied to the i-th pair (z2;, 22;11), where
1=0,1,...,d/2 — 1. For any angle 0, the rotation is

2

sin 6 cos

R(6) = {COSQ —sin@]
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Figure 3. Head Specialization. (a) Similarity heatmaps of three different attention heads across two frames. The blue hollow boxes indicate
the query patches, while deeper red regions represent higher similarity scores. Different heads exhibit distinct cross-frame correspondence
patterns, highlighting the diversity of attention heads. (b) Attention patterns for matching-head, semantic-head, and position-head.

In the 3D case, RoPE splits per-head channels into three
groups corresponding to the temporal, vertical, and hori-
zontal axes, denoted by d;, dy,, d,, with d; + dy, + d,, = d.
Each group is further paired and assigned distinct frequen-
cies. Rotations are applied independently per axis based on
its discrete position. Concretely, let the temporal index be
my, vertical index my,, and horizontal index m,,. For the
i-th pair within each axis group, use frequency

w; = 10000, o€ {t,h,w}, 3)

and define the rotation angles as
Olm = w; My, 01@) = w; mp, 01(“)) =W My. @)

The rotations R(th)), R(th)), and R(Ggw)) are then ap-
plied to the corresponding channel pairs to obtain rotated
queries and keys. Overall, 3D-RoPE offers an efficient
mechanism for encoding spatiotemporal positions, allow-
ing transformers to capture coherent temporal and spatial
structure.

4. Method

In this section, we present HeF T, our VDiT-guided frame-
work for zero-shot point tracking. The method is designed
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Figure 4. Temporal rotation angles across frequency bands.
High-frequency components (top 25%) exhibit significant rota-
tions across frames, capturing fine-grained positional information,
while low-frequency components (bottom 50%) remain nearly in-
variant, encoding stable semantic content.

to exploit the visual priors encoded in VDiT. In Sec. 4.1, we
analyze feature granularity and discover head-level special-
ization. In Sec. 4.2, we study the frequency composition of
attention heads and propose a frequency-aware feature se-
lection strategy. In Sec. 4.3, we integrate these findings into
a complete tracking framework, enabling robust and accu-
rate tracking on real-world videos.

4.1. Head-Level Specialization

We begin our analysis by comparing the effectiveness of in-
dividual heads versus entire layers for tracking. Intuitively,



layers should be more effective since they operate over a
larger feature dimensionality than individual heads, allow-
ing for richer representations. However, our experiment
reveal the opposite: as shown in Fig. 2, features from the
best-performing head within a layer almost always outper-
form the aggregated features of the entire layer. Further-
more, the figure reveals substantial performance variation
across different heads within each layer, highlighting sig-
nificant differences between the best and the worst perfor-
mances. This indicates that the heads exhibit heterogeneous
behaviors rather than encoding redundant information, sim-
ilar phenomenon also observed in many previous studies
[1,49, 52, 54, 56, 58]. Such a finding suggests that layers,
despite being mixtures of different heads with more com-
prehensive representations, are not the optimal granularity
for extracting correspondence.

To further investigate this phenomenon, we visualize
the similarity heatmaps of different heads along with their
corresponding attention maps. As shown in Fig. 3a, the
heads exhibit highly diverse behaviors. We categorize them
into three types: (1) matching-oriented heads, which cap-
ture precise correspondences across frames; (2) semantic-
oriented heads, which attend to patches sharing similar se-
mantic content; and (3) position-oriented heads, which fo-
cus on spatially adjacent patches.

Examining the attention maps more closely further val-
idates this categorization. As illustrated in Fig. 3b, the
matching-oriented heads display clear diagonal and off-
diagonal stripes, indicating that they capture correspon-
dences between the query patch and multiple temporally
or spatially related patches across frames. The semantic-
oriented heads exhibit similar but more diffuse stripe pat-
terns, suggesting that they integrate semantically coher-
ent regions rather than attending to specific corresponding
patches. In contrast, the position-oriented heads show a
single prominent main diagonal, reflecting that each patch
primarily attends to spatially nearby patches. Importantly,
these functional characteristics are task-agnostic, meaning
that the roles and attention patterns of individual heads re-
main consistent across different videos, regardless of the
specific content or motion dynamics.

Based on our analysis, we conclude that the attention
head, rather than the entire layer, acts as the minimal func-
tional unit of VDIT. This finding motivates us to select the
most effective head for tracking, instead of aggregating fea-
tures across all heads in a layer.

4.2. Frequency-Aware Feature Selection

Beyond head-level specialization, we further investigate the
role of frequency components in VDiT features. As dis-
cussed in Sec. 3.2, VDiTs encode spatiotemporal positions
using 3D-RoPE.

We observe that different frequencies exhibit distinct
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Figure 5. Norms of query and key across frequency bands.
matching-oriented head (L18HS) exhibits substantially larger
norms in low-frequency components than in high-frequency ones,
whereas the position-oriented head (L20HS8) shows the opposite
trend, with high-frequency components dominating
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Figure 6. Selective frequency filtering. Low-frequency com-
ponents demonstrate superior performance, achieving excellent
results with only a minimal set of features compared to high-
frequency ones.

behaviors. As shown in Fig. 4, High-frequency curves
rise sharply with increasing positional differences, whereas
low-frequency curves stay nearly flat. This frequency-
dependent rotation pattern suggests a natural division of
labor within RoPE representations. High-frequency fea-
tures are position-sensitive, while low-frequency features
are position-insensitive.

This naturally leads to the question of whether the func-
tional roles of different heads are linked to their use of dis-
tinct frequency components. To examine this hypothesis,
we analyze the matching-oriented head and the position-
oriented head on the TAP-Vid, computing the average
norms of queries and keys across different frequency bands
along the temporal dimension. As shown in Fig. 5, an
intriguing pattern emerges: the matching-oriented head is
dominated by low-frequency components, and the position-
oriented head by high-frequency ones. This finding is
particularly insightful when considering that the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality bounds attention scores by a factor pro-
portional to |g| - | k|, the product of the query and key norms.
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argmax for robust localization. To mitigate appearance drift, query features are refined over time. Finally, a forward-backward consistency

check is employed to estimate point visibility.

Consequently, larger norms in certain frequency bands in-
dicate that a head relies more heavily on those frequencies
when computing attention. Taken together, these results
suggest that matching-oriented head primarily exploits low-
frequency components to capture correspondence.
Furthermore, we perform selective frequency filtering
experiments to investigate whether high-frequency informa-
tion impacts tracking performance. Specifically, we design
two complementary setups: one progressively adds higher
frequencies starting from the lowest, while the other pro-
gressively adds lower frequencies starting from the high-
est. As shown in Fig. 6, retaining only the lowest 45% of
frequencies yields performance comparable to that of the
full feature set, while further removing the highest 15% fre-
quencies even improves accuracy. In contrast, features be-
ginning with high-frequency components consistently un-
derperform. Notably, we conducted these experiments on
other VDIiT models and observed similar results. These
findings indicate that VDIT features encode complementary
information across frequency bands, with low-frequency
components crucial for matching, and that carefully select-
ing the frequency range can enhance tracking performance.

4.3. VDiT-Guided Tracking Framework

Having identified both the optimal attention head and the
most informative frequency components, we incorporate
these insights into a practical tracking framework, HeF'T, as
illustrated in Fig. 7. To determine which denoising step pro-
vides the strongest perceptual cues, we first evaluate VDiT
on synthetic videos. During generation, latent features are
extracted at each diffusion step, and pseudo-labels are pro-
duced using CoTracker3 [18]. Our experiment shows that
the final denoising step consistently yields the most reliable

features. Based on this observation, we perturb real-world
videos with noise corresponding to the final diffusion step
and perform a single-step denoising to extract features.

From the denoised latent features, we extract the rep-
resentation from the best-performing head, which provides
the most reliable correspondence priors. To minimize inter-
ference from positional information, we selectively remove
high-frequency components. Notably, in current VDiTs,
videos are compressed into a latent space via a VAE. To
alleviate temporal information loss during this process, we
set the VAE temporal scale to 1.

Trajectories are generated by applying a soft-argmax op-
eration to the correlation maps, enhancing localization ro-
bustness across frames. To estimate point visibility, we em-
ploy a forward-backward consistency check: after comput-
ing a new point, a backward trajectory is traced from this
point, and the deviation between the two trajectories is mea-
sured. Points whose deviations exceed a predefined thresh-
old are considered occluded. To further improve track-
ing stability, we introduce a feature refinement mechanism.
The query feature is refined using features from the newly
tracked position so that the tracker remains robust to appear-
ance variations and drift over long sequences.

By systematically leveraging VDiT’s visual priors, the
proposed framework demonstrates strong and reliable per-
formance across diverse real-world videos.

5. Experiment

We evaluate HeFT on two TAP-Vid benchmark splits:
DAVIS and Kinetics. For efficiency, we sample 30 videos
from the Kinetics dataset. We conduct quantitative ex-
periments by comparing our method with a wide range of
tracking approaches. We also provide qualitative results to



TAP-Vid DAVIS

TAP-Vid Kinetics

Method Supervision

ATt <6781 OAT ATt <621 OAT
RAFT [43] 25.06 43.64 74.69 21.52 4401 59.78
TAP-Net [6] 32.05 4842 7735 3459 4842  80.88
TAPIR [7] Supervised 57.01 69.34  86.33 4558 61.43 82.16
CoTracker3 [18] 6445  77.13 9090 5435 6599 8943
TAPNext [62] 64.48 77.29 9171 5494 6523  90.06
GMRW [35] Self-Supervised 3647 54.659 7636 2570 41.63  71.33
Opt-CWM [38] ) 4753 6483 80.87 44.85 57.74 84.12
DINOV2+NN [27] 1519  31.19 61.81 12.69 2422 6245
DIFT [41] 21.51 39.55 69.71 15.10 2556  63.17
SD-DINO [57] 29.68  50.54 69.71 1647 2837  62.79
DiffTrack [26] Zero-Shot - 46.21 - - 46.13 -
Point-Prompting [36] 4221 5729 8290 2736 41.51 71.39
Ours(CogvideoX-2B) 2472 31.18 71.87 1729 31.86 66.22
Ours(Wan2.1-1.3B) 41.2 54.9 80.0  30.0 47.6 73.6
Ours(Cosmos-Predict2-2B) 48.61 63.50 82.47 36.64 5447  78.60

Table 1. TAP-Vid Benchmarks. HeFT clearly surpasses all zero-shot and self-supervised tracking baselines and achieves performance
comparable to supervised methods. We validate the generalization of our method across three different backbones.

demonstrate the visual quality of our method. Additionally,
we perform comprehensive ablation studies to analyze the
core tracking framework components and the impact of dif-
ferent attention-based feature descriptors.

5.1. Quantitative Comparison

Metrics: We evaluate tracking performance using three
standard metrics. First, Occlusion Accuracy (OA) is the
accuracy of classifying whether the point is visible or not.
Second, coordinate accuracy (denoted dy,,) is a fraction of
points within a threshold of 1, 2, 4, 8, 16 pixels, averaged
over all thresholds. Third, Average Jaccard (AJ) measures
occlusion accuracy and coordinate accuracy together.
Quantitative Results: Tab. | presents a comprehensive
comparison of HeFT against state-of-the-art point track-
ing methods across three paradigms: supervised, self-
supervised, and zero-shot approaches. Our method demon-
strates significant advantages over existing zero-shot base-
lines. The significant performance gains confirm the ef-
fectiveness of both the video diffusion priors and our fea-
ture selection strategy in enhancing zero-shot point track-
ing. While supervised methods still lead in absolute perfor-
mance, our method eliminates the need for expensive anno-
tated training data, making it highly practical for real-world
applications.

5.2. Qualitative Comparison

Fig. 8 provides a qualitative comparison between our
method and the most relevant baseline. Our method demon-
strates superior tracking stability and accuracy, benefiting
from the head-level and frequency-aware feature selection
that extracts the most reliable correspondence priors from
VDIiT. The forward-backward consistency check enables
accurate occlusion detection, preventing chaotic trajectories

TAP-Vid DAVIS

Method

AlT  <dg,T OA?
full 48.61 63.50 8247
w/o feature refinement 4570  58.73 76.70
w/o frequency filtering 47.21 62.43 82.01
w/o soft-argmax 48.53  63.27  82.10
w/o forward-backward consistency check  39.53 59.56 78.02
w/o feature upsampling 40.25 54.42 80.07

Table 2. Tracking Framework Ablations. Evaluation of each
stage’s impact in our framework. full: complete method with
all components. w/o feature refinement: removes feature refine-
ment module. w/o frequency filtering: removes frequency filter-
ing. w/o soft-argmax: replaces soft-argmax with hard argmax.
w/o forward-backward consistency check: removes bidirec-
tional consistency validation. w/o feature upsampling: removes
feature upsampling.

. TAP-Vid DAVIS
Feature Descriptor

AlT <oy, T OA?
query-query 47.07 61.72  81.02
key-key 48.61 63.50 82.47
query-key 48.10  62.67 82.28
key-query 47.13 61.45 82.12
hidden state-hidden state  47.59  61.75 81.57

Table 3. Feature Descriptor Ablations. Comparison of attention-
based feature descriptors on the TAP-Vid DAVIS. The notation
”A-B” indicates using feature A for query and feature B for tar-
get, where features include query, key, and hidden state from self-
attention.

when points become occluded. Please refer to the supple-
mentary for more results.

5.3. Ablation Studies

Tracking Framework Ablations: Tab. 2 shows ablations
of key components in our tracking framework. The first row



Query Points

shows our full pipeline with all components enabled. Re-
moving feature refinement causes query features to remain
fixed across frames, leading to tracking failure when target
appearance changes significantly over time. Disabling fre-
quency filtering introduces high-frequency noise that inter-
feres with robust feature matching between query and target
points. Disabling soft-argmax operation results in a purely
correlation-based approach, which is less robust to occlu-
sion and noise. Removing forward-backward consistency
check eliminates the ability to predict point visibility, caus-
ing incorrect occlusion detection and persistent tracking of
invisible points. Disabling feature upsampling results in
low-resolution predictions that lack sufficient spatial preci-
sion for accurate point localization.

Feature Descriptor Ablations: Tab. 3 presents ablations
on different attention-based feature descriptors for point

Query Points

I o ~ : > i = : l
Figure 8. Qualitative Results. The top image shows the query points in the first frame, while the bottom images present their trajectories
over time. Red circles mark regions with notable differences between methods. HeFT achieves higher accuracy and more stable tracking.

In contrast, DiffTrack easily loses track of some points and, since it does not predict visibility, its trajectories become chaotic once points
are occluded.

tracking. Interestingly, all feature combinations achieve
comparable performance across all metrics. This indicates
that the video diffusion model provides robust representa-
tions for point correspondence, regardless of the specific
feature descriptors.

6. Conclusion

We introduced HeFT, a zero-shot point tracking frame-
work that repurposes VDiT. We show that attention heads
are the minimal units for correspondence and that low-
frequency components are key. On TAP-Vid, HeFT sets a
new zero-shot state-of-the-art and underscores the promise
of video diffusion models as powerful foundation models.
Future work will move from offline to online tracking with
real-time, streaming features and incremental head and fre-
quency selection.
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Figure 9. Attention patterns across all heads. Visualization of attention maps from all attention heads in the Wan2.1-1.3B, revealing
the diverse attention patterns exhibited by different heads. Each head displays distinct spatial and temporal attention characteristics,

demonstrating that different heads serve specialized functions.

A. Head Specialization

As discussed in Fig. 3 of the main paper, we identified that
the attention head, rather than the entire layer, serves as the
minimal functional unit of VDiT. Here, we provide addi-
tional empirical evidence to support this finding.

This diversity in head behavior arises from the funda-
mental design of multi-head attention: each head applies
an independent linear projection to queries and keys, effec-
tively operating in a distinct subspace of the feature repre-
sentation. Similarity is measured differently within these
subspaces, naturally encouraging functional specialization
across heads. Consequently, different heads capture com-
plementary semantic, positional, and correspondence infor-
mation, each contributing unique aspects to the overall rep-
resentation.

To further illustrate this specialization, we visualize the
attention patterns of all heads from Wan2.1-1.3B in Fig. 9.
The figure clearly demonstrates the remarkable diversity in
attention behaviors across different heads. This comprehen-
sive visualization reinforces our conclusion that heads are
highly specialized functional units, and aggregating them at
the layer level dilutes the specialized information critical for
correspondence matching. Taken together, both the empiri-
cal evidence and theoretical intuition suggest that the atten-
tion head, rather than the entire layer, serves as the minimal
functional unit of VDiT, motivating our head-level feature

selection strategy.

B. More Qualitative Results

To demonstrate the robustness and generalization of HeF'T
across diverse scenarios, we provide additional qualitative
results in Fig. 10. The figure showcases tracking perfor-
mance on various challenging videos featuring different
types of objects, motions, and environmental conditions. As
illustrated, HeF'T maintains accurate and stable trajectories
across frames, even in the presence of significant appear-
ance changes, partial occlusions, motion blur, and cluttered
backgrounds. These results highlight the effectiveness of
leveraging VDiT’s visual priors for robust correspondence
tracking in real-world videos. The consistent performance
across different scenarios further validates that the visual
priors encoded in VDiTs are general and transferable, mak-
ing our approach applicable to a wide range of practical
tracking tasks.

C. Model Ablation

In Tab. 4, we present a model ablation study comparing
the tracking performance of HeFT when applied to dif-
ferent VDIiT architectures: CogVideoX-2B [55], Wan2.1-
1.3B [46], and Cosmos-Predict2-2B [5]. The results re-
veal performance variations across models, which can be
attributed to three key factors.
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Figure 10. More Qualitative Results. Additional qualitative results across diverse video sequences. Each row represents a video, with the
first image showing query points and subsequent images displaying their tracking trajectories over time. HeF T consistently demonstrates
robust tracking performance with accurate correspondence and stable trajectories even under challenging conditions such as occlusions,
fast motion, and appearance changes.
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CogvideoX-2B 480 x 720 24.72  31.18  71.87
Wan2.1-1.3B 480 x 832  41.2 54.9 80.0
osmos-Predict2-2B 704 x 1280 48.61 63.50  82.47

Model Resolution

Table 4. Model ablation. Performance comparison across dif-
ferent models demonstrates that performance differences are pri-
marily influenced by both input resolution and model capability.
Higher resolution inputs and superior model performance lead to
improved tracking accuracy.

Resolution: Input resolution plays a crucial role in track-
ing accuracy. Since our method performs tracking at the
VDiT’s native resolution, models operating at higher res-
olutions naturally preserve finer spatial details, leading to
more accurate correspondence matching.

Training Objective: Different models are trained with
distinct objectives, which fundamentally affects the visual
priors they encode. CogVideoX-2B and Wan2.1-1.3B are
trained for text-to-video generation, focusing on creating
visually plausible content from textual descriptions. In
contrast, Cosmos-Predict2-2B is specifically designed for
video prediction and continuation, requiring the model to
faithfully preserve details from input frames while gen-
erating future content. This objective inherently encour-
ages stronger correspondence modeling and temporal con-
sistency, making Cosmos-Predict2-2B particularly well-
suited for tracking tasks that rely on precise frame-to-frame
matching.

Model Capacity: The intrinsic capabilities of different
model architectures also contribute to performance differ-
ences. Different VDiTs vary in their ability to extract and
encode visual priors, influenced by factors such as model
size, architecture design, training data quality, and opti-
mization strategies. These differences manifest in the qual-
ity of learned representations, with more capable models
producing features that better capture correspondence in-
formation.

D. Long Video Inference

To enable HeFT to handle long videos, we implement a
chunk-based processing strategy that maintains temporal
consistency across segments.

Specifically, we partition a long video into N non-
overlapping chunks, each containing a manageable number
of frames that fits within the VDiT’s processing capacity.
For each chunk i, we perform tracking independently us-
ing the framework described in Sec. 4.3 of the main pa-
per. To ensure trajectory continuity across chunk bound-
aries, we use the tracked position in the final frame of chunk
1 as the initial query point for chunk ¢ + 1. This temporal
handoff mechanism allows trajectories to propagate seam-

lessly across chunk boundaries without introducing discon-
tinuities.

After processing all chunks, we concatenate the per-
chunk tracking results to form complete trajectories span-
ning the entire video duration. This approach effectively
extends our method to arbitrarily long videos while main-
taining tracking accuracy and temporal coherence.

E. Limitations and Future Works

While HeFT demonstrates strong performance on various
tracking benchmarks, several limitations warrant discussion
and point toward promising directions for future research.

A primary limitation is that our method currently relies
on VDiT’s internal features, which necessitates process-
ing the entire video (or video chunk) through the diffusion
model before tracking can begin. This constraint makes our
approach inherently offline, preventing real-time tracking
applications where frames arrive sequentially. Future work
could explore distillation techniques to transfer the corre-
spondence priors learned by VDiTs into lightweight on-
line tracking models, or investigate incremental processing
strategies that enable frame-by-frame tracking with man-
ageable latency.

Another limitation concerns computational resources.
Since our method operates at the VDiT’s native resolu-
tion to preserve spatial details, processing high-resolution
videos requires substantial GPU memory, particularly when
handling dense query points. This memory footprint may
limit accessibility on resource-constrained devices. Po-
tential solutions include developing more memory-efficient
feature extraction strategies, such as spatially-adaptive sam-
pling, progressive resolution refinement, or compressed fea-
ture representations that retain correspondence information
while reducing memory consumption.

Addressing these limitations would significantly broaden
the applicability of VDiT-based tracking methods, enabling
deployment in real-time systems and resource-limited envi-
ronments while maintaining the strong correspondence pri-
ors that make diffusion models effective for tracking tasks.
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