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Abstract Product image search is an important application of mobile visual search in e-commerce.
The target of product image search is to retrieve the exact product in a query image. The development
of product image search not only facilitates people’s shopping, but also results in that e-commerce
moves forward to mobile users. As one of the most important performance factors in product image
search, image representation suffers from complicated image background, small variance within each
product category. and variant scale of the target object. To deal with complicated background and
variant object scale, we present a multi-scale deep model for extracting image representation.
Meanwhile, we learn image similarity from product category annotations. We also optimize the
computation cost by reducing the width and depth of our model to meet the speed requirements of
online search services. Experimental results on a million-scale product image dataset shows that our
method improves retrieval accuracy while keeps good computation efficiency, comparing with existing

methods.
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Fig. 1 The pipeline of our proposed method
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B2 W 2% (convolutional neural networks,

Table 1

CNND I 4F A 7E R 20 2 R U T B R A9
. LeCun 58 NV B B2 W 45 T i+ F 5
iR o E. Krizhevsky 28 A& H T — M 7F ImageNet
i A b R o> 26V el AL G2 07 125 1 4 AR 42 0
AT AlexNet™ , iZ #4822, Simonyan 25 A
PEH T 16 25 B S KRN | Szegedy 4
N T —A 22 BB B 4 W 4% GoogleNet™™
Hp s T Z REM B EE M E . & CNN KL
VR JIE RN 58 5 1R 15 A0, A Y 4324 R RN R AR KR RE
F1¥94 B B 4 T EEXT GoogleNet 2441 2k o
B e 2] 1 (8] L, Toffe 48 N4 1 T 5 GoogleNet
ZEFA AR B AT L (B8 FH B — 451 2% pR 8 Inception-6 [
#6120 1E GoogleNet fl Inception-6 [ %, 5 T i@
0 L A SE R AR B 5] A Inception k. 7E
Inception-6 W 2% 1) —> Inception A, | Z4FAE
23 1X1.3 X3 0 3 X3, M fb% — R FI AL 4 5, 8
FRAEHEAT HE4R4E 0T — )2 (% A 7E Inception-6 [
Z, B 3 X 3 & BAUE T GoogleNet 1y
Inception B AT A 5X5 H AL i — Lk T
BEA B B2 FeAT i Inception-6 [0 2% £ Sy Jk #E A
4. Inception-6 5 A fy i A RSFhy 224 X 224, 584
ZER IR 1 ¥ Output Size(Large) filf 7 :

Multi-Scale Inception-6 Model

# 1 % RE Inception-6 & &I

Double

. ) Output Size Output Size 3X3 Double Pooling &
Type Size/Stride 1X1 3X3 3X3 o
(Large) (SmalD) Reduce 3X3 Projection
Reduce
Input 224X 224X 3 160X 160X 3
Convolution 7TX7]2 112X 112X 96 80 X 80X 96
Max Pool 3X3/2 56 X 56X 96 40X 40X 96
Convolution TXT7]2 56 X 56 X288 40X 40X 288 128 288
Max Pool 3X3/2 28X 28X 288 20X 20X 288
Inception(3a) 28X 28X 384 20X 20X 384 96 96 96 96 144 Avg/48
Inception(3b) 28X 28X 480 20X 20X 480 96 96 144 96 144 Avg/96
. . Max/Pass
Inception(3c) Stride 2 14X 14 X864 10X 10X 864 192 240 96 144
Through
Inception(4a) 14X 14 X576 10X 10X 576 224 64 96 96 128 Avg[128
Inception(4b) 14 X 14 X576 10X10X576 192 96 128 96 128 Avg/128
Inception(4c) 14 X14X608 10X10X608 160 128 160 128 160 Avg[128
Inception(4d) 14X 14X 608 10X 10X 608 96 128 192 160 192 Avg/128
. . Max/Pass
Inception(4e) Stride 2 7X7X960 5X5X960 128 192 192 256
Through
Inception(5a) TX7TX1024 S5X5X1024 352 192 320 160 144 Avg[128
Inception(5b) TX7TX1024 5X5X1024 352 192 320 192 224 Max/128
Average Pool 1X1X1024 1X1X1024
Softmax 1X1X21841 1X1X21841
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g AR F 2/ J 5X5. 11K Inception(5h)
B A R 4R 080 5 X5, T AT AR I R B0 46 A
RAFRLA 160X 160. it A RSE 160 X160 #1574 2 %5
S RSFEE 1 9 Output Size(SmalD) i 78, 45 50
THA KNG AL, 5 E IR (B B 58 4 — 3K
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Arpa] 2 # AR B S 160 X160 XU Y

i DR AR B 0. BDTERRAE T3 0 1 F2 h AR %
JE L 160 X160 LSNP R 15 530 23 PRI A 9
TR T A T s 5 i HAR BT R o
FRAER R BE T /D 18 5o A X5 T EUMR FRAE (Y 52
W FE S5 L FR AT S 560 E 224 X224 5 160 X160
PR oA ] g A A RCST Y P .
1.2 HEEEH

Inception-6 W28 25 ¥ 52 2%, 1155 52 24 B A g
h T ER AR AE 35 AT A B2 AE Inception-6
P 28 1) BE Al b R AT TR A L A8 i — > B /) B PR A A
AU fh 25 X 2% B AU B R A8 A 2 AT AT R O R
5 A5 RY 1 UR BE FN R A A Y B U B R A B R R
SR Tk A B 2 R 2 I 2 1 2 AR D
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15 B — JZ Al BN R A AR D

FRAT R B P 4 55 T8 (%) % B R 46 A TR
TEREIX 2 Oy . XL 4 e 0 R BRI 4R 1Y
Inception-6 A, Fe A7 4> 5 £ 3 T Inception (4) Fll
Inception(5) A ff) — 4~ Inception B, [6] B} 4 — )2
(R 2o i 2 S B A BT . 28 TR 4 R AL IC AR
Inception-6-Small 4%, 523 L5 R U0 2 FiR .

Table 2 Multi-Scale Inception-6-Small Model
& 2 % RE Inception-6-Small 1& &

Double

. ) Output Size Output Size 3X3 Double Pooling &
Type Size/Stride 1X1 3X3 3X3 o
(Large) (Small) Reduce 3X3 Projection
Reduce
Input 224X 224X 3 160X160X3
Convolution 7TX7]2 112X112X48 80X 80X 48
Max Pool 3X3/2 56X 56X48 40X 40X 48
Convolution 7TX7[2 56 X56 X128 40X 40X128 48 128
Max Pool 3X3/2 28X 28X 128 20X20X128
Inception(3a) 28X 28X 164 20X 20X 164 40 40 40 40 64 Avg/20
Inception(3b) 28X 28X208 20X20X208 40 40 64 40 64 Avgl40
. . Max/Pass
Inception(3c¢) Stride 2 14 X14 X400 1010 X400 96 120 48 72
Through
Inception(4a) 14X 14 X576 10X 10X 576 224 64 96 96 128 Avg/128
Inception(4b) 14X 14 X608 10X 10X 608 160 128 160 128 160 Avg/128
Inception(4c) 14X14 X608 10X10X608 96 128 192 160 192 Avg[128
: : Max/Pass
Inception(4d) Stride 2 7X7X960 5X5X960 128 192 192 256
Through
Inception(5) TXT7X1024 5X5X1024 352 192 320 192 224 Max/128
Average Pool 1X1X1024 1X1X1024
Softmax 1X1X21841 1X1X21841

T AT — 25 X % 32 s 406 R 98 B2 T A4 o A 2
MU A 2 R HEAT T 4 20 A o % B T 46 A R 4
J5 B BRUZ SRR B 45 SRR T TR R T 48 19 i o Dk

T2 27 00 A FRUZ SR T TE TR 4 1 3o e ek
T2 60 ERZ S
H5E TR 2 MU 1 Dol 2 2 — o R T Ml 2 Wi A6 7
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F14 0 51 4
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B 0 Wa B 0 A5 A AR B Y b e A B T DR s
A B A W B RO R AT 2 20 L AR SR [12 )P L 1 3
i LDA AR AR (E 5 /NI 2 B 24 2] — K
A W REAE A B) (B ZEFR AT J7 v  LDA AN T I
Y AL R T SR LDA R EUE B w, B SRR AE
25 1) £ H bR 55 AF 25 18] 19 — A 05 S5 28 . 2853 LDA
AR J5 1 REAE 4 B R R RS R FRATT Y T AR S HoAlh
TAE B 57— A~ X 1.

WATE B @ LDA AHRUE 22 . A TE K
T EMGAEE A3 A A 25 8] W 2 B, BT CNN A
BOE PR B ReL U, #E CNN $2 5 (R AF % A 1
(EAETE A R AE 1) S A P 7RSS 1 MR &5
LDA ZJ5 ARMEA B NER 1 R IRY KRB T8 A=
IE1) o A5 )T FHRRAE A 40 31 e

=
=

Fig. 2 Tllustration of CNN and LDA feature spaces
K2 CNNRFEZ A5 LDA $3E %S 5] 7R &

PBARULRE 36 B33 07 108 L2 BR S 5 R %
FHALE (cosine similarity) 2. Ax 52 A DL (9 4 21L&
SO 2 ANRRAE [ 4 (8] 19 S A X T 2 5K B R B R Ak
o] B a F1 b2 5% AL E R

a*b

Slm(a,b) :m

O ALISC %4 4 [ by BL L 10 4 .

2 HIEENSA

FAT Ay 52 5 7 ALISC ( Alibaba Large-scale
Image Search Challenge)® %§ #i2 & |+ 3£ f7. ALISC
AR 3 3o, IR 46 & 29 195 Jr sk il
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SZOR AR R AL R B R X SR T LAl 10 A4S
B RIS 676 AN T2, IR B SR 1417
sk FHLAERE AW R B A2 320 J7 5K 85 16 7 b 1A
R, R EE A 0 & 3 567 sk 1A & A RN 06 iE AR
LS A . RO S I FR 25 BN AT

AT MAP@n 1E R4 R MR AR . XT T
P RN B RGE RN AP@n. AP@n 1y
A

AP @n = Z”:P(/e)/min(m,n),

Horb RS B AR R EMNEIR. PO RIRA
TS5 RHE T B ke 5500 1k IE 5 45 A5 A )
P (k) =0.m 7R 1% A ) 16 505 7 b i BIr A7 15 7 45
REHMAP@n & XN F & ] AP @n 1)V
{EL. 76 7 A R BRI S B 1 FH b s d5e 32 B P SR TR 1 B L
R R 45 30 A & 20 44 I I . AR AR R
R 07 FF A i FRATT O MAP @ 20 1 0 K R 1 BE 10
bR .

F 000 3 5 A 4 ) B 2 AN XA S T S T SRR
BLRY (MR L FRATTHE — 25 BE B K 30 i K s 4 U 43
1000 BRI R 5 417 skl 8 F. 754 3 15
rh FRATT A B 43 S s 4 AR I E B 4R L R 417
Fk R B MAP@20 %%

FEFRATH LI BT 2 A% Bh Eds 4 L 4y
A ImageNet 5 ImageNet-21K?. ImageNet %k
PR T R B — B
100 ZTJ75k K H . 438 1000 4~25 51, ImageNet-21K
Bdls %4 ImageNet B4R £ MY 7. 65 1400 £
SRR 35 T 21000 2455 A0 40 5500 25 5.

3 ZBWE5HMH

3.1 EgEER

FATE A AL ImageNet-21K B 48 4 il 2k 19
Inception-6 5 #1220 4 3 B #55 #U , Hh B Inception-6
LAY B 7 Bt A 2 B A R BRRRAE. A %t T, 36
11387 AlexNet BRI | JEF7 505, 78 AlexNet 5
B AE R G — 2 A 2 0 AR R R R X T
BB R AR RS4R3 256 8%, 2 5 B
Jr ) 224 X 224 1EJ CNN (% A A TZE ALISC %
UERCHE A I 1 A [ A5 R 1Y) o At 232 R Az A7 I ]
Wit A5 8 52 47 B E) A B8 3% S Xeon E5 2650 v2
CPU, £4i K 2. 6 GHz. iz {70 0] F 7 B k% CPU I
HEAT — YRR R RRAE B2 T 2 %) B [ 700 ) 8] , fife

FHARBZARALEE TH 58 CNIN RFAE (4 A7 L L 35 36 LY fif
P L2 s A o 0 2 B g s DR 3R ATT A 22 A B S
0 AR SRR ARLEE . B 25 Y Inception-6 45 B Y
LR 3 P, R KW Inception-6 AL 1Y
FRAEAH L AlexNet #6570 {4 ¢ il HL A7 B 53 ) 3271 g
71 B2 Inception-6 BEARLIH AL T 5 2 Ay is 47 I [H].
Table 3  The Results of Our Baseline Model on Validation Set
®3 BAEEMERIIEFHIBER

Methods MAP@ 20 Runtime/s
Fine-tuned AlexNet 5.1 0.29
Pre-trained Inception-6 19.4 0. 83
Fine-tuned Inception-6 20.5 0.83

ATt — 24 ALISC 4 45 [ X} Inception-6
IR AT 00 (fine-tune) . FRATH Hi ALISC % 45
i 676 DR T2 Ik Inception-6 A5 B 7E 1Y i 1
2R 2K ERE. RATE 21K 1Y softmax & R
676 25 softmax JZ . ffi i Te-4 fil2# > 3R (JE A fiy
W tR2 2] F60 1e-3) YN 25 3 4 2% pR B 8 1k 2
J5  FRATT I A& 2 3 R 1e-5, 4k 22 > B AR I 65
T 25 1) Inception-6 &K1 5 28 358 fl 9 () Inception-
6 15 B 7R B ik K 2 B RO PEREXS LL AN SR 3 Fr i, &5
SR SO i 2o AR AT LA AR TR R TE B R R
[5) RE1- B )  ME R AE 2 S A SR e b FRATT SR F AR
Inception-6 #i Y ( 2 J5 ic /F Inception-6) 1 fy 3k #E
LR,

3.2 HEES

AT, FATTXS 2 0 Y s 4 1Y Inception-6-
Small #3571 52 565, X} Inception-6-Small 5 %Y 7
ImageNet-21K ¥4 4 #7125, 58 AR i 2o
PR FRATME ] 1e-3. led, Te-5 =M B 2p 5 %
2 BB S 1. TR G R b FRATTEE ] T
Batch Normalization"* %} #6589 gk 17 9 — 4k, . 42 F}
YW S B I 25 ad B fE — 5 AU GTX Titan X
MM 55 g LdE AT, FEBT 29 2 JA. I 25 J5 Y A AL FE
ImageNet-21K Yl 254 19 Top-1 HE#f 3 h 37. 8.
T b FI 25 5 Inception-6 L R 7E ImageNet-21K l|
Y4k L Top-1 MERIF R 37. 1% UEB AT 1 Y
Inception-6-Small 8 & B4 5 Inception-6 & %I H
I RIE R SRR

AT AE I B PR & L X T Inception-6 5
Inception-6-Small 5 Y 1) 5 & Pk & 55 18 17 B 8], 40
# 4 B 7~ Inception-6-Small £ B Y 1 BE 2 i
Inception-6 5 AU , {H 2 45 AU I FE (14 1z 58 16 ] 9 /b 1
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U2 FRATHED R BE 15 8 2 th Tk T B — R

AR 2o 9 A% X0 . 5 2L Inception-6-Small 5 7

FARTEEMZ 53 26 E P E S Inception-6 AR AR,

{2 7 PRI AG 2 IR) 8 ) PR AT — S A 45 %

Table 4 The Results of Compressed Model on Validation Set
R4 ERRHERERIEEFHIBER

Methods MAP@ 20 Runtime/s
Inception-6 20.5 0. 83
Inception-6-Small 19.1 0.43

3.3 ZRERBMK

FRATTNS B2t A 22 RUBEASE R0 3 0y vk A7 5 46 46
JIE . f#i Jf] Inception-6 5 Inception-6-Small P4~ 5l
PEAT Z2 ROBEM G, FRATTXF e 1 224 X224 /9 J5U06 iy A
R 160 X160 iy i A RSE R A8 1 6 5 5 4
. T X5 2 Bl AR ] 160160 i A
ROFRIZE R DL — 160745 B, SER 45 R ANk 5 fr 7.
SEE AR R W] AR 160X 160 i AR T T A 353
W] R 298 T — 2 E R Aok T —SepkRE S K.
WL — S 18 R 22 05 FeATT K B, U R b o Y
160X 160 #B 73> 2 J5 » 8 R R HC I 8 A v s XS ] L
BT T — 00 5 AT A PR A R L (B
A SR WA SR A B A 7R TR b R 7 R T DE T e B
WA SR A Rl I R T RS b DB DU R
A — AR 2> WO ARG X = T 160X 160
AR 7N ROST Hi A7 A P B 2K 1) 32 2 LA
Table 5 The Results of Multi-scale Model on Validation Set

®5 ZRERMERIFEEFHIRER

Methods MAP@ 20 Runtime/s
Inception-6 20.5 0.83
Inception-6-Small 19.1 0.43
Inception-6-160 18. 6 0. 46
Inception-6-Small-160 17.3 0.22
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Table 6 The Results of LDA Features on Validation Set
F6 LDABMHERIEEFMIRER

Methods MAP®@ 20 Runtime/s
Inception-6 28.6 0. 86
Inception-6-Small 27.8 0.47
Inception-6-160 26.2 0.49
Inception-6-Small-160 25.5 0. 26
. . 1.32
Inception-6 + Inception-6-Small 29.2 .
(Timeout)
Inception-6-Small + Inception-6-160 32.6 0.96
2.06
All 4 models 36.2 .
(Timeout)
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Table 7 The Results of Different Methods on Testing Set
x7T AEAAFEMNIHFEELNIBRER

Methods MAP@ 20
SIFT (VLAD) [¢] 11.1
Inception-6 25.3
Inception-6 (LDA) 32.0
NIN + CaffeNet (VLAD)$! 32.0
NIN + CaffeNet 4+ SIFT (VLAD) [8] 35.2
Inception-6-Small + Inception-6-160 (LDA) 37.4
All 4 Models (LDA) (Timeout) 40.5
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Fig. 3 Some query images and results
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