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Text Representzition Learning Based on Deep Hashing

Z0U Ao, HAO Wen-Ning, TIAN Yuan
(Command & Control Engineering College, Army Engineering University of PLA, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract: As a cornerstone of natural language processing, text representation learning has made a great breakthrough in
its semantic representation ability when it undergoes the development of the vector space model, word embedding model,
and contextual distributed representation. In addition, it directly promotes the continuous improvement of the performance
of models in downstream tasks such as machine reading and text retrieval. However, as the ?mdst advanced text
representation learning method, the pre-trained language model has high space-time compl-exity in the training and
prediction stages, which results in a high threshold of use. Therefore, this stlidy proposes a new text representation
learning method based on deep hashing and pre-training, which aims to achieve as high a text representation ability as
possible with less computation. The experimental results show that the proposed method can remarkably reduce the
computational complexity and to a great extent improve the efficiency of the model in the prediction stage.
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e BT SN T A B ) 5 A A0 SCAR B . X SO AR B
7 2 2 AT I W 2l # w9 (one-hot code) AR
1A £8 4 Y (bag-of-words, BoW), X Ff 3R 7~ 77 1L FR
YE R~ (local representation), X 1% SCASAE AR BE #5¢
i, BPASE P 51 N3] A0- 3 SCAHZE (term frequency-
inverse document frequency, TF-IDF) 554 & K -1 f5 173
SR ILREOR B AT BRI T8 SCRFAE. 2003 4F Bengio 55 A
FU R T AR I G NE SRR, X2
RPE 22 21 SR T SR 1 s, £ JLER R
Jeh, B TR L5 S K SCAR R BT VAN TR R, JFEAE E
SRTE 5 AL P (natural language processing, NLP) H ] £
AR 25 Th AR IUAT 1 3BT ROR . AE SR HUE )RR
S1J7 8, B TR FE 2 SRR TR & DT T AR 1) 43
#i &~ (distributed representation) 1|3 F- K AR il
YR8 =AY (pre-trained language model, PEM) 1] ¥
1A | R IR (contextual repr!esent“ati\on), 1 1S AR )
FoR % S B Y I T 5 ST, 4B TE SR R
FFEIELE— R N UHAT S5 AN BT S 1 B R
BLAS 2 2] R B VE REAE AR R B AR T 23 %
ININTT I, — AN R OR A S S Re 0 B R R A
L BIRIN, G RN T ) 5T A 5T L% 5 2]
o) N A FE R BRAZ AR D — N L AT 5T ).
PE LA 7R 2 21 AU, B A SR AT ) T R A
B2 808 B HOY K, T OB SRR FE
Y B YIRS FH Rl AR %] 57 0 B 50 3 R 1 bR e uf DA 7K
% —J7 1, PLM A & Bl 25 75 B & i B ATROR R
IR 5 ) BEURAE 3P 53— 7 T, RS mT DU i B R )

PLM 3RAS 8 & i & I SCAR R R, T PLM B L. |

BORHH K, S5t PLM 3R A0 i 32 i i o (0 4k
BT T10° HOSURLL, MRS B 15T 7 1 THE.

ESGUER MR EE TG IE SN S
SR R TR SR T () S A 3R 26 51 0, LIS
VT ST B 3% B Al 0 A R R 3 A
B, FLTE BEHER b R /> H A7 T DA % 2 R AT
S5 TR, S I T4 I SRR IRIE, AR S A
SR SCA R R IERL AR R 1 UL EE T AT B
SCARE AT S T U T T P RE RN, FEAR R
T DU 73R4 T 20 LRIt

1 HRATAT
ARSI (0 SCAS R 2 ST R TR v X

P20 IR P e 7 B AH ORAIE FE . AR 23 K 5 SCAAE A%
R B2 W A 1) PN A e A 2.

TR, SUARE AZPRIBEFE A T 3 ANFr B i
LM ZEAE E A i A & (RN ) AR ZR0E 5 B
B SCHR (1] BT T R A — A B A R 48 0 28 4
AR BEAT 1B 5 BT 55 IR, I 18] ) & 0 B A
DRI R PR R s SR, 3 ] [ 2 8 7 AH T A% i dk
TG e A (R A A SRS, HLRE A 5 4E 7 (]
R B 22 B A R ] T B ARG K SR R
3 P B Y115 H B, Mikolov 28 A 4R )
Word2Vec MU B Foial T B RO 902 ., %4000
KH 32 443 5B (continuous bag-of-words, CBOW)
RV B U1 25 D 0 B U 26055, 2 J 1 E1 3
T2 A AT R R T, A R S T AR
]I 2 (1 7 ¥ O 7 SR B ) s 2 S, I 45
B S AR ) I SUAR R IR ) B BOHT R, (B
XOCHER T B A R ) T O NLP i) 5 =
020, 5 R B 2 o L A T A RN 1 7 A L
"B B 05 B 70 43 M2 SCAR LA (3 U R ST T
SVE T R IE S AT S5 I A TR 4 (i GLUE™,
SQuAD!"Y Al RACE!) H /3 T & 145 L, ify BLA7E
Tolk B HA V1 2 A 7 R .

AR AR S5 kg A0 2507 2, BN i 5 A 8 m] )
9.3 Fit: LA BERT™™ Al RoBERTal"l A% % 1 E1 4 %5
S (autoencoding language model), LA GPT!"! #I
XLNet!"! jjﬁi%ﬂ’] EEH 15 5 B (autoregressive
langtiage model), b 5% BL BART"® il UniLM™" Ayft2%
(I BB BLTE (sequence-to-sequence language model).

TN 5 B s KK TE URORAE ) T ERIE T
H 81 Transformer'™ 45 4. HAKT &, Transformer
Encoder 17 P9 #51E F 32 B2 2 Sid L™, LBk 2
EEBAEY, — RIIE R R, LR L BB &
W 2% 4l 3K B 28 UE B, IF BAHBC TR s & 25 2
ARV GRIEFE, I 58 08 BT b i e LA J7 00
AFEAS G R B RS 2 1) I @, 48 3 iy H AT NLP
At s P B2 B RFAE SR LS

TERE R L, WA O 28 ON R D KB %
2 3 Il R — FRCHS R VR T NS R o, X R
TiiE— ek N LRt BUR S H 35 2 1S A B0k
HHs M v 4E 1) 43 A 2R R LS B 75 (8] (Hamming
space) [ @bl R oR, HF ZHEHI AL R oR 5 A TE BLAR
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TIUEAE S5 BN SR o e 2 B AR AE i AR
HIEAS TT4H. B8 25 1 a3k 11 R e 0% K 2540 6 4 31 56 /)
(A it 2 (B v, FEAR SR BE 9% IR BE R 08 IR AEE B T
ERRURAESS . BB, A5 2] 1 B ARAE T2 215
PEREAS (R 73 (8] 2o, A5 15 e A B 8 8 ) W] A 1 Ok
FEEE A A AE SR AR 8 SO TR] v 1) B 4R 0% &, AT 4E
R HARAVE. B, A B AK th— > R ) ik
Hil i i, I HJE 468 4 AE 7 18] A ARL 0 P A SR BE 8
S 31300 B = ] R ARABL R A R

R A DA R EUE R RAE S 53] 7
S X AR TS A AR R VR A AR R
i — RN A7 bR AL, R YR IX — e A R B B A SR
Xof GRS 1) — A k) (R AREAE [ B ORE v 4 SEBURRAE
IFi) 8 2 i M I 44 5 B0 — A mT DA 2 pRESUAH
BLRE B TE B I BT 2 N AE TP I AR s ). A i T
W 75 (11779500 R SR: A KR (éata—independent)
F R T 408 (datasdependent) F. 55— iy V3
A5 FH AL FRD Bl S5 B 0K 7S B S BRI 2 1), SR 5 7
53] 3R, AR 7 iR R AU A (LSH)PY
T H 7 B R B U s 7y (B2LSH)™ 2% o5 —
Fh 5 122 B 3R 5 (data-driven) [, 5 G T2 > 7 i
o ST W A R, REAE AR L Dy Tk AR AR Tk
SIS Ay (spectral hash)™” 45

H 2014 LK, 72 EHER R SIS T — R0
TR A 22 I 4% 5 0 A R BORA 485 6 (R 5 101, AR o
TRPEVS A VR IS Ay 2 > 1 77 15 R A 2 500 SR 3h 1), A+
BT AL G R 2 2 TV PR I AN BE N LI I8 A5 B

B, BITEAE I G RE h RE G 0 R B sl 22 4% E Bl

Sl >0 A O A BRI, O IEE T BRAG B A A A 1 P
I RIR. i

N
El

2 FETFIREWEAR I SRR IR

1EHRE S AT, SRR RS )RR H
— AR, N T IR LS 2] RGN RS I HE
B, H ST BRI AR WA RO RIE, B0 — i)
P FR N IR (representation). FBI SR 7R 2% > 2 AN
o ) — 2t AR — AR R IR”, 2w
BT R IR,

TEAL GEHLEE 25 ST I AR, SUAR I R 7R 2% 2 T 2 Hh
EAE SR — PR SR 20 R, B 3E i R 2 IR
TRETFBHRBFNMA AR LR, R 5%
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F A5 AR 2 T W AT 25 BT 1 N AR 3
SO R 5 5T SRR AR AT 55 _E I BB P
B4 HOMRI — B BV 2 5 (R ) AR, T 18
A [ B Word2Vec® ™. GloVe™ it & i 4] ja) & 8k &
SR B A 7 Y, R S MR S AR 45 1 1
5 44 5 S AR BT 0 40 A R, TS LRIR T
FARAT S B AL IR, BT e R R S 7E I 46
1SR TEHT, R BB FRE A3 2R (static representation).
SR K7 ST U R 1 4 G i M T i
56 SH M N A P 396 A 0 A, T4 A 160 2 S A
B 2 TR RE TR (925 53 43 FF AT (19, ) e B A2 ] )
F A R R e T 5 T D 7 B A M 1 o i
TEARSC R, SO R 51 5 F WAL 4 O AL B bt
S AR PRAE I SRR I AT, ST 9, B AT A
{iF 3277 T DAIR 240\ R A% 1O AR R 4540, 52 iR A S0 A
VB S ) ) e 4 1 24 6 PO WS, 3 ZE WS 1 1) B
1] b S W\ 2 I S B

TEASCH TR, AT AR 25 A ERATSR A 3 A
TFALSe: SO Z . STAC MM 3 4 R ST AR S5y
R Z I T VR WA T SO A R 5 51 W15 52 th 30
UE T YRR 757 VA SCAR R e AT M

T VRV A I SO AR F 2 ST (B AR S5 H ) 1
B, 3ot AR o PR TN 2000 25 BT 4 A B £
FT, HRIFH S BRI LR PR BB R, 4R
R T UEAT 55 (0% A, 10 B R VR I 54155 26
H 10 7 ST A SR A0 L 2, T 4 2 1
FENATS B LSk E, B 1 A T L b
PR 435 P B N\ 7 2K, 0T R — R A RN, A
B S — N HE S 11 Transformer Encoder 25 4 % JH 3
AL, X T BRI, WAL R IRAE T 3 Rt Ly
ULt “[CLST Ak Ji ot i A S 348 St A,
ET NN T EA], S — AN 2242 HE S Transformer
Encoder 25 #)5% BEANE A7) 40 dmtd F i ZEfb B2
J, BRI AN AR . — NS SRR — AN
LR R AT 45U 4 0 R LR, 40 10 B 1
R B KR [ 2R A I, W 2 5T R A Y
R K2, A PR S MA S 1 2 1 380 0 99 4 ) £
S . T 1) DA 25 FEO 0 SRR LA 9 464 55,
B SCAKZ LV SUMHBE DT I S5 AT S R 08k b K
O B (3977 22 B (58 SR, T 45 SR AL -
HH ) S50 .
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TEXT 4 8 T WEAT 55 HEAT T o 2 v, R 0 A Y
fiiy 4 R B S B 5 T S A4 H AR T AR 2 ) A
AR S, Wa A bR BB N (R IR BE RS A5 1.
FATHH B @ I X P 2 3] 5 VE SR — o g R SR R R
Ji i, CMENG FLSH T % B0 R AR 5%, I L B Blid%

T4 RT B S HEKF (state-of-the-art, SOTA) [P fE, /R

B HAE MR S0 br B RIAT B8 A B i A K,
BB AE R IR 2 75 1A 225 1) A AT 0000 £y R[] ol AR 77
T2 A BRI L, 3t 2 e B R B e Ay B R 1) 32 22
JER A

Output layer and optimization target for downstream tasks |

Optimization target Mean squared error

N

Binary cross entropy

INGA

Tasks: | Semantic textual similarity Short text retrieval *’arap‘hras-e u
. 2 =
Hash code =——
Hash Layer
v Feed forward network

Pooling
layer

QCLE] Pooling max Poohng mean Pooling [CLS] Pooling max Poohng mean Pooling

4 Add&Normahzation N

Feed forward network

Add&Normalization

{Scaled Dot-Product '
attention L
,q Y

4 Add&Normahzatlon N

Feed forward network

Add&Normalization

Scaled Dot-Product

A 4

U at%model
parameters

A

attention

i

[I:j
Linean ) Linear
\

() [t
]
,\ v

Position embedding

E@E

Word embedding
Input: Sy So o Ssh
X L
»
. Sl
1

FEIX I TAE T, f#H] T Huggingface $2 4t ) 715 75
W1 5 8L % Transformers®™ . iZiE R} o (1 BT A 1

RUER 2 5 K E R ()1 2%, BAA 5 iE k5
SR, PAszE6 pAd ) — M5 RoBER Ta base 4,
AR 16 GB HISEE R E ST 10 J5 EARI
S ST A P A JH Atk 9 91 25 A 7R 45 FH 248U % S )
BRI GRiEAT TN 25,

B TR BEWG Ay I SCA RN 2 SRR i AR 25

SEF I ZRAR R R 90 A1 55 L] 7 93k R A AN
Tl R P R 7 9. 2 R AR AL i 5 I S TR 1 o ) 4
RAFRFAESEI, B4 5N NHEE I N AR S5 AE RN
DU A2 MR A R 5 10 T TP AE 5 1B SO R e 1 =, R0
D SRS MRKISH, IR IG AR H0 T BT %5 h E B
IR, £, BATE =l 2 T
AL A JTVE R+ TR B AE55, A s — %I [CLS] #x
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254t ) 2 RO AR N SCAR [ 1) B RN (FRATTIE
5 FH AR R FE 5 S 2 B B R AP 380 1 7 R 3R
AN R 7)), ARG, & B A, SEECE B 1) B
SNt 2 YS ClILEY

NURAE S 2 FhO% R RS N LR R U
Fy AR SUAHACLBE B S AIRE SUAT 45, i N BT L4y
RS SCARFNSCANE TP FhAS [|] BN, 43 ) %
B JOA) 23 R 24 PR RS R 5 ). i WO L G ] 1 s
DL — A NG, N SCARFEARAS = (sa1y, s@2ps -+
Sqs)> T S e N v PR 1] [ R AR S R B R A ) =
LB R RO FL A A BT U6 79 AT R TR X = (1, X2y -
X(len)) len MR IS HL, W B AFEAR 1T F K B,
A N P I BN T len, DU 38 i A T B 7 1 U7 3K
g HACRE BRE FElen. Ho A x; (1 < i < len) T S WPF

Xi = eword emb (S()) + position_emb (s4)) (1)

BE 5, i NAEARWIAE PSS 73 A1 R 1 i\ 2
HE B[] Transformer Z5#J 1. Transformer Encoder [{] 5
—HB I RN EZ R BIEEE, REEB R LT Nda,
TR B N nheaa. X BE— AN T khead; 1)1
B, T BN L — A B W € Rtmaxdk, WK e
Rémar<di L J WY € Rbmardv - oty = dy, = dyay/ Nnead. ¥
THRENMANFEAR X e Rlen<dmar, HEHE e 1AL 5 [ 7 45
0i=Xx W2, Ki=XxWKLL LV =XxWY. 885 7T 1§
head; T 5T

head; = Sof (QiKiT)V )
ead; = Softmax i
V.

BRAZ Sk AER R K R 2 e s Sk

PHERSE — MR RN R 7
M tention = Concat (l’leadl Jheads, - - - ’head"head) wo 3)

Forht, WO € RvestthSdot £ 31 1 1 B 7 J2H400 VRO 8
PEAR I TR
IR HAFEARS = (s(1), S@2)s++ »Sqs))»> WG —
Transformer Encoder 2% AZ = (2(1),22),*+ +Z(ten))-
A AN NSRBI R IR, ARSCRAT 3 il 5
W&, B [CLS] ik . & KAE Ak AP35 (E Ak,
[CLS] B4k ) S0 Sy T 5 326 B A\ 3 T 45 N ) [CLS]
Ji it 24 H ) ) B zeus VA SCAR W5 R
CLS _Pooling (z(1),22),"* " »Z(en)) = zqcLspy — (4)
Foe K AE AR RIS HH 9 SCAR SRR F B Z € Rlen<dmar
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ARV B fme K AR, BT Y B0 38 0 2 [ ) s — 4
HRAE S Hh R 2 H e KA

Max_Pooling (z(1y,2(2),* ** +Z(len)) = Zmax (5)
HF, zmax € ROnar (1] 55 — 45 4B 3 2 zmax; = max(z(y,,
Z2)is* " 2 Z(len)i) -

7] ], ~F 35 48 v Ak B At 0 S AR 3608 BE [
Z € Rlem<dma % 5K 12 BT A :
Mean_Pooling (z(1),z(), " ’Z(le,”)) = Zmean (6)

2, FATT LABRAFGE NN IR SEA A S 722
WU 5 8 5 BUARUR ML FORE. 7608 75 2, 249 5 R i
T 465 2 W 200 Rk oI i e iz 90 A S i 2 i 56
LB ] (TR, LR AN R R — R A ME S
AT 43 B S BRLS  .

3 SR S8R

SIS IEH T NLP SUs ) i UK R 18 AU
FEVCRD CA B SCARE X3 ASFAR S AT 258, JRERT A
(IR LT 55 L3053 Sl BEAT T v ST BRI S R0 5 ST
R BE 0 S 08, W UE B AR SCRT 32 HE 16 7 vk LA 4
R ) 5
3.1 EXAKER

FEAAESS K ) MRPCP® #4811 GLUE™ 11y
STS-B H4E S 11 2y S 56 (1 9 SCAHE VA, 3% 75 A Hic o 42
B T 1 SRE S TR AT, B TeA MU AE 5, AR E
BT AR, DRI, i) 75 B0 Hdm SRk A7 T b B L
B/ Sk, MRPC 4 A 5 & — ) TG
AL DE FC 1] AL, L r i NS — AN )70, B 2 — MR
25, FHRBRAC P AN N B 72 T AR Wiz s S itk AT
BRI 7R R : FE I SREE RIS E SE Y, 43 1 4 R 1
g1 (BIARARL) B4 X6 RIS IRT g0 (ANHRARL) B4 7
Xif. i, 7E STS-B i & o il Al A5~ (FHALL) Al
“O” (ASHRAEL) ()X ] Ly i S . 23 IR Tk
i, FEIRAE 5173 K50, i, AT 80%.
10% F1 10% LG APRE £ s B2 7 NI 2R . Bl S A
ML, TESRIG, PR AR AR T’ 1 ik
ZOHE), MR AE S SO BAT 55 25 A a0 B 2 TR, 1E
BT R, X AR R SCAR N, 1520 B 08 4 3L
Xof N {14 M — I 75 3R 7R 2 W SCAR [ G A 1D 5 A s
R B8 SCAS I e A R 3R AT 0 A R B 1 L, d S LI
BA PR S BT 1) K AN ALY, top-K A 2 SUAREE I .

© TEREBIK R

http:/fwww.c-s-a.org.cn


http://www.c-s-a.org.cn

20224F #5314 5 63

http://www.c-s-a.org.cn

i H AR SN A

Input: text

Output: hash code
000000800800

[[XJYeX YoX X X YoloX JoX!

Hamming distance

7

000000000000
L]

sacs =

calculation

Text to be retrieved | Deep Hash Model

Top-K retrieved text

G [ JeX YeX YoYoI X X YoX J

Query text
- J

;'_/

Semantic space

;'_/

Hamming space

N

.
Semantic space

e

B2 BEFRE A R AR R iR

B AE 5 SC K B B HEAT SIR Ab, AR 23 3 A A

CLUEP" sy 5 &£ 1) AFQMC B &£ 10E4T T 4878

sz MR ESRE, AFQMC HI%#E 5 MRPC %1
AN, LR ATRA 5 MRPC AH[F fRFTRE 2 7 X
AT A B i R A% RO B A 11 R 44 364 A I 5
B (5 34334 NEER). IRIREE (L5 4316 MREA)
AL (L7 3861 MEA).

TEYIN it F v, SR i RORT B A AL BL 25 1) 77 5K
HBEAT A B 2k, MRS — N UINZRRE A5 A ST S
NGY NS RIS o, 283t TN 535 & B 2 BT 3R 15 /4]
B R8Nz Mzy, b2 Nlabel € {0, 1}, WALk B b5 o] %
R

1
L= E(Zl _22)2 x (_1)label+1 (7)

N A5 J2= (A P A R 7m0 2 [ S 2800 W
2 IR, FEA SR v AR Ay AUEEAT A A, ik

WA ARz = (21,72, 12 ) T HH A0 75 8

h=(hy ko, g, ), FerR R —AE 507 0
dmd
1
1, hi> m Zhj
=1
dmdi (8)

0, hj<— hi
l dmdl; !

hi(1<i<dpg)=

AL B brik B HUME, BUAT DL R AL A2
HH PR Ay s LR AT M SO RAT S5 BRI, X
THEEEH AR LAED =(di.dy,- .dp)),
SR A BE T IR FEVS Ay AR HEAT SR OR 27 2] T RAG H e Ay
FIRH € {1,0)PXmat {5 A5 1) AR I W A5 8 Mh €
{1,0)%mar, U383 LG Ben 5 HAS— 47 1] 85 2 1) (¥ 93 1A P
BRI A5 A TR F) 0 45 2R

3.2 §E SCARMUR IR

T SCAAE SCHIALPE DSBS AE 45+, 341148 GLUE
WK STS-B #0448, 228 48 2 MR [l bRl . AR ARAR
B UG RRREAN 5 ARE F R EOE HR ER E R ) X

G B RS N AR, HAHALEERS 5 0-5.

AR5 1) H bR A2 P00 5 N ) X B AHALL BEAS 7. B AR EL
BT JPHIEE 5749, BAESE 1379, MALE 1377.

WIEE 2 FTRTIR, SCARFHAUEAE 55 ) N =18 AR,
FI )77 5% Z 4K (mean square error loss, MSELoss)
H 5 R B AR 2 5, AT AT D[R] B 25 27 b 2 A
BSOS G A SR, I3 T AR A B R ie A bR
%&I‘ﬂ%i@%’j‘%%ﬁ’l\iﬁﬁ)\ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁ 55— Fh
R BT T e 495 ) R FEAOREE IO 2 50 i 8 0 %
DNSCAR DA S5 B e 6 B, LA L3
INEERPRESTSE TH-VARE Sk g StV IR el
(149, B AT LR N N rey 4 SIC ] 5 25 1] e ST 380 70 B 2 1]
PRI FRATAT ARG — A 3 ST W A B SORI N B2 T4
AN N TR HE— 5 A5 ARED R . i FH LG A5 AR 0D, FRATTAT
LS 250 58 s SCAAR A AT 55

FEVE SCHALEE AR5, INgarb ik B bR 26
AT 3.1 WA 7 EBUR, WA E AL 2 L (7)
Sap W IRA =N
33 XABEX

TESCARE LRSS, ARS8 8 H 7 GLUE ) MRPC
b, MIRHH, FEATEL TR JFAI4 3668, il
£ 408, MHALE 1725, KA ZEIE 1 B 12 S fE
5B SURNR) - [R) SCTR] B 41 BEAH O 1 4038t A7 B 95, 9F
s BT — AN R T IE B A BRI SR APl R SO )R
e,

R4, PR O SCE SR A, Ao R T S8
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