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Abstract

A recent technical report[16] developed a provably sulglirtene algorithm for approximateax-
imum Inner Product SearcfMIPS), by observing that inner products, after indepeh@symmetric
transformations, can be converted into the problem of apprate near neighbor search in terms of the
L, distance. We name the particular ALSH schemeé in [161l2#\LSH In this study, we present an-
other asymmetric transformation scheme which convertptbblem of maximum inner products into
the problem of maximum correlation search. The latter casdieed efficiently by “sign random pro-
jections”. We name this new scheme&ign-ALSH Theoretical analysis shows thaign-ALSHcan be
noticeably more advantageous tHativALSH Our experimental study confirms the theoretical finding.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we revisit the problem dfaximum Inner Product Search (MIPSyhich was studied in a
recent technical report [16]. Finding hashing based algms for MIPS was considered haid [14] 10].
Given an input query poinf € R”, the task of MIPS is to fing € S, whereS is a giant collection of size
N, which maximizes (or approximately maximizes) thaer product ¢”p:

p = argmax q"x (1)

The MIPS problem is related to the problem éar neighbor search (NNSyor example, L2-NNS

. 2 . 2 T
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or, correlation-NNS
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These three problems are equivalent if the norm of everyahéme S is constant. Clearly, the value of
the norm||q||2 has no effect. In many scenarios, MIPS arises naturallyaaegsl where the norms of the ele-
ments inS have significant variations [10]. As reviewed in[16], exdespof applications of MIPS include
recommender systermn [11,/2,/10], large-scale object detewatith DPM [5,4]9[ 9], structural SVM 4], and
multi-class label prediction [14, 10,17].

Asymmetric LSH (ALSH) : Locality Sensitive Hashing (LSH) [8] is popular in praetifor efficiently solv-
ing NNS. In the prior work[[16], the concept of “asymmetric H'S(ALSH) was proposed that one can
transform the input quer§)(p) and data in the collectioR(z) independently, where the transformati@ps
and P are different. [[16] developed a particular set of transfations to convert MIPS into L2-NNS and
then solved the problem by standard L2-hash [3]. In this pape name the scheme in [|16] B&-ALSH .
The initial idea of ALSH was patrtially inspired by the work tmee-way similarity search [15], where they
applied different hashing functions for handling query dath in the repository.

Our contribution : In this study, we propose another scheme for ALSH, by dewetpa new set of asym-
metric transformations to convert MIPS into a problem ofelation-NNS, which is solved by “sign random
projections” [7[1]. We name this new schemeSign-ALSH. Our theoretical analysis and experimental
study show that Sign-LSH is more advantageous than L2-AL@lddlving the MIPS problem.

2 Review of Locality Sensitive Hashing (LSH)

The problem of efficiently finding nearest neighbors has lsenactive research since the very early days
of computer science [6]. Approximate versions of the neaghimr search problem [8] were proposed to
break the linear query time bottleneck. The following fotation is often adopted.

Definition: (c-Approximate Near Neighbor arNN) Given a set of points in #&-dimensional spac&”,
and parameters, > 0, § > 0, construct a data structure which, given any query pgirdoes the following
with probability 1 — §: if there exists arby-near neighbor of; in P, it reports someS,-near neighbor ofy
in P.

Locality Sensitive Hashin@.SH) [8] is a family of functions, with the property that neosimilar items
have a higher collision probability. LSH trades off quemnai with extra (one time) preprocessing cost
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and space. Existence of an LSH family translates into pigvsiiblinear query time algorithm for c-NN
problems.

Definition: (Locality Sensitive Hashing (LSH) family # is called (Sy, ¢So, p1, p2)-sensitive if, for any
two pointz, y € R?, h chosen uniformly frori satisfies the following:

o if Sim(z,y) > Sy thenPry(h(x) = h(y)) = p1
o if Sim(x,y) < ¢Sy thenPry(h(z) = h(y)) < p2
For efficient approximate nearest neighbor seaneh> ps andc < 1 is needed.
Fact 1: Given a family of(.Sy, ¢S, p1, p2) -sensitive hash functions, one can construct a data steuftiu
¢-NN with O(n” log n) query time and spaa@(n'**), wherep = 1282t 1,

log p2

LSH is a generic framework and an implementation of LSH nexgua concrete hash function.

2.1 LSH for L2 distance

[3] presented an LSH family fok., distances. Formally, given a fixed window sizeve sample a random
vectora with each component from i.i.d. normal, i.e;,~ N(0, 1), and a scalab generated uniformly at
random from[0, r]. The hash function is defined as:

alz+b
hay(x) = { . J ©)
where| | is the floor operation. The collision probability under teeheme can be shown to be
2 2
Pr(hE2(z) = hE2(y)) =1 = 20(—r/d) — ——— (1 — e~ /D2 5
(i () = hi3(v) (cr/d) = s (L= 10 ©)

where®(z) = [*_ ﬁe‘?dm andd = ||z — yl|2 is the Euclidean distance between the vecioasidy.

2.2 LSH for correlation

Another popular LSH family is the so-called “sign randomjpations” [7,[1]. Again, we choose a random
vectora with a; ~ N (0, 1). The hash function is defined as:

h59m () = sign(a’ x) (6)

And collision probability is

T
P hSz’gn _ hSz’gn —1— l —1 < Ty ) 7
r(h*" (x) () T (7

2.3 Connection between the two LSH schemes

Recently[12] studied “coding for random projections” i ttontext of building large-scale linear classifiers
as well as near neighbor search|[13]. They showed that therftascheme for.2 distance can be improved
when the data are normalized. By studying the influence oftimber of bits used for coding each hashed
value, they built the connection between the above two LStémmes. In particular, [13] showed that 1-bit
coding (i.e., sign random projections) or 2-bit coding &fterobetter compared to using more bits. In light
of the results in[[12, 13], it is not surprising that our prepd Sign-ALSH can outperform L2-ALSH. This
conclusion, of course, has to be established through aotuganalysis.
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3 Review of ALSH for MIPS and L2-ALSH

Definition [16]: (Asymmetrid_ocality Sensitive Hashing (ALSH)) A famil§{, along with the two vector
functions@ : R — RY’ (Query Transformation) andP : RP — R’ (Preprocessing Transformation),
is called(.Sy, ¢So, p1, p2)-sensitive if for a givera-NN instance with query, and the hash functioh chosen
uniformly from # satisfies the following:

o if Sim(q,x) > So thenPry(h(Q(q))) = h(P(x))) > p1
o if Sim(q,) < cSo thenPry(h(Q(q)) = h(P(x))) < ps
Herex is any point in the collectios.

Note that the query transformati@nis only applied on the query and the pre-processing tramsftion
P is applied tox € S while creating hash tables. By lettirig(xz) = P(x) = x, we can recover the vanilla
LSH. Using different transformations (i.&) # P) can counter the fact that self similarity is not highest
with inner products, as we just need the probability of ther ellision event{~(Q(q)) = h(P(y))} to
satisfy the conditions of Definition @NN for Sim(q,y) = ¢"y.

Theorem 1 [16] Given a family of hash functiof/ and the associated query and preprocessing transfor-
mations P and @, which is(Sy, ¢So, p1,p2) -sensitive, one can construct a data structure d&8dN with

O(n”logn) query time and spac®(n'*”), wherep = {ggg;.

[16] also provided an explicit construction of ALSH, whiclewall L2-ALSH . Without loss of gener-
ality, one can always assurfie||o = 1 and choose to lef < 1 be a number such that

lzills <U <1, Vo; €8 (8)

In L2-ALSH, two vector transformation® : R” — RP+™ and@ : RP — RP*™ are defined as follows:
P(x) = [ [|o]13; 2|35 s |25 ] 9)

Qx) = [x;1/2;1/2;...;1/2], (10)

where [;] is the concatenatior?(z) appendsn scalers of the forn11|:c||; at the end of the vectar, while
Q(x) simply appends: “1/2” to the end of the vectat. By observing that

1P @)l13 = Izl 3 + [lwll3 + .. + [l B + llzl3™ (11)
Q@I = llgll3 +m/a=1+m/4 (12)
Q)" P(wi) = ¢ i + %umn% + 13 + -+ il 37) (13)
one can obtain the following key equality:
1Q(q) — P} = (1 +m/4) — 2¢"w; + ||zl 3" (14)

Since||z;]|s < U < 1, we havel|z;||?™"" — 0 at the tower rate (exponential to exponential). Thus, ag lon

asm is not too small (e.gsn > 3 would suffice), we have
T .
m ~ m - P 15
argmax ¢z = argmin ||Q(q) — P(z)[]2 (15)

This scheme is the first connection between solving un-niizethMIPS and approximate near neigh-
bor search. Transformatior’d and @), when norms are less than 1, provide correction to the Lmlst
[|Q(q) — P(x;)||2 making it rank correlate with the (un-normalized) innergwot. The general idea of
ALSH was partially inspired by the work on three-way simitasearch([15], where they applied different
hashing functions for handling query and data in the repogsit



4 The New Proposal: Sign-ALSH

In the new proposal, the problem of MIPS is first transformeddrrelation-NNS, which is then solved by
sign random projections.

4.1 From MIPS to Correlation-NNS

Without loss of generality, we again assumg|o = 1 and||z;|ls < U < 1, Vz; € S. We define two
vector transformation® : R? — RP+t™ and@ : RP — RP*™ as follows:

P(z) = [w;1/2 — |[2][3;1/2 — ||2]|3; ....; 1/2 — [|=[3"] (16)
Q(z) = [2;0;0;....; 0], (17)
By observing that|Q(q)|[3 = |l4/l3 = 1, Q(¢)" P(x;) = ¢" =;, and
m—+1 m
1P (@15 =llzill3 + 1/4 + [lzila — ll@il3 + 1/4 + ||zill5 — [lzilla + . + 1A+ |zl — a3
27n+1
=m/4 + ||zi]|3

we obtain the following key equality:
Q(q)" P(xs) q"x;

_ (18)
P Z m
Q@RI fina + o g
The term||z;|[2""" — 0, again vanishing at the tower rate. This means we have appatedy
. Q(q)" P(x;)
argmaxq- r =~ argmax (19)
z€S zes [|Q(q) 2| P(zs)ll2

This provides another solution for solving MIPS using knawethods for approximate correlation-NNS.

4.2 Fast Algorithms for MIPS Using Sign Random Projections

Eq. (I9) shows that MIPS reduces to the standard approxinegteneighbor search problem which can be
efficiently solved by sign random projections, i.2>9" (defined by Eq.[{6)). Formally, we can state the
following theorem.

Theorem 2 Given ac-approximate instance of MIPS, i.6Sim(q,z) = ¢ «, and a queryg such that
llg|l2 = 1 along with a collectionS having||z||s < U < 1Vz € S. Let P and @ be the vector transforma-
tions defined in Eq[(16) and Eq._{17), respectively. We haeddllowing two conditions for hash function
hSi9m (defined by EqL{6))

o if ¢"z > S, then

Pr(h®™(Q(q)) = B> (P(x))] > 1 - %cos_l (W) (20)
o if ¢"z < ¢Sy then
Pr{hS9"(Q(q)) = 59" (P(2))] <1~ ~ cos™ ( S )
T \/m/4 + (min{cS, z*})2m+1

—m—1
wherez* = <7m/2 )2
mTT 2



Proof: Wheng”'z > Sy, we have, according to Ed.](7)

PT[hSign(Q(Q)) _ hSign(P(x))] —1_ l cos™ ! qTSL' >1— l cos™ ! ( qTﬂj m+1>
A W ST 7\ Vs

Wheng”'z < ¢S, by noting thaty”z < ||z||2, we have

PrinSen(Q(q)) = h9" (P(@))] = 1 - = cos™ vz <1-Loost ( = mﬂ>
T \/m/4+ ||| |3 ™ Vm/4+ (qTx)?

For this one-dimensional functiofi(z) = \/% wherez = ¢"'z,a = m/4 andb = 2™+ > 2, we know
b
poy a—2"(b/2—-1)
f (Z) - (G+Zb)3/2

One can also check thet’(z) < 0for0 < z < 1, i.e., f(z) is a concave function. The maximum/f@dt) is

_ 0y \ 1/ m2 \2"
attained atz* = (ﬁ) = (m) If 2* > ¢S, then we need to us&(cSy) as the bound.

O
Therefore, we have obtained, in LSH terminology,
1 _ So

=1— Zcos™! 21
P1 . (\/W) (21)

1 _ min{cSy, z* N m/2 27
p2 - 1 B % o8 ' { - } m—+1 ’ - (ﬁ) (22)

\/m/4 + (min{cSy, 2*})?

Theorent1l allows us to construct data structures with wase© (n” log n) query time guarantees for
approximate MIPS, where = %. For any givert < 1, there always exidl/ < 1 andm such thap < 1.
This way, we obtain a sublinear query time algorithm for MIB8cause is a function of 2 parameters, we
can find the best query time choodésandm, which minimizes the value gf. For convenience, we define

log (1 — Leog™! <¢>>
e om+1
p* _ I[?in vV m/4+U
)T 3 *
log | 1— %cos_1 min{cSo.2*} -
\/m/4+(min{cSo,z"})Qm7L

See Figurd 1l for the plots gf*, which also compares the optimalvalues for L2-ALSH in the prior
work [16]. The results show that Sign-ALSH is noticeablyteet

(23)

4.3 Parameter Selection

Figure[2 presents the values for two sets of selected parametefsi, U) = (2,0.75) and (m,U) =
(3,0.85). We can see that even if we use fixed parameters, the perfoenveould not degrade much. This
essentially frees practitioners from the burden of chapgpierameters.
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Figure 1. Optimal values op* (lower is better) with respect to approximation ratidor different Sy,
obtained by a grid search over paramet€randm, given Sy andc. The curves show that Sign-ALSH
(solid curves) is noticeably better than L2-ALSH (dashed/es) in terms of their optimad* values. The
results for L2-ALSH were from the prior work [16]. For clayitwe present the results in two figures.
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Figure 2: The solid curves are the optimalalues of Sign-ALSH from Figurel1. The dashed curves
represent the values for fixed parameters: = 2 andU = 0.75 (left panel), andn = 3 andU = 0.85
(right panel). This shows that even with fixed parameteesprformance of Sign-ALSH does not degrade

much.

5 Ranking Evaluations

In [16], the L2-ALSH scheme was shown to outperform the LSHL2 distance in retrieving maximum
inner products. Since our proposal is an improvement oveAL3H, we focus on comparisons with L2-
ALSH. In this section, we compare L2-ALSH with Sign-ALSH ledson ranking experiments.

5.1 Datasets

We use the same two popular collaborative filtering datdgietgeLens 10M and Netflix, for the task of
item recommendations. These were also the same datasdts[$6]. Each dataset is a spansser-item



matrix R, whereR(i,j) indicates the rating of usérfor movie j. For getting the latent feature vectors
from user item matrix, we follow the methodology of [16]. Hhase PureSVD procedure describedLin [2]
to generate user and item latent vectors, which involvespeimg the SVD ofR

R=wxvT

whereW is nysers X f matrix andV is ny.,, x f matrix for some appropriately chosen rafiklso known
as latent dimension.

After the SVD step, the rows of matriX = WX are treated as the user characteristic vectors while
rows of matrixV” correspond to the item characteristic vectors. This simppbeedure has been shown to
outperform other popular recommendation algorithms ferttsk of top item recommendations in [2], on
these two datasets. We use the same choices for the lateenglon f, i.e., f = 150 for Movielens and
f =300 for Netflix as [16].

5.2 Evaluations

In this section, we show how the rankings of the two ALSH schgni2-ALSH and Sign-ALSH, correlates
with the top4” inner products. Given a useand its corresponding user vector, we compute the tofi:
gold standard items based on the actual inner products, Vj. We then generat& different hash codes
of the vectoru; and all the item vectors;s and then compute

K

Matches; = 1(hy(us) = hu(v;)), (24)
t=1

wherel is the indicator function and the subscripis used to distinguish independent drawshofBased
on Matches; we rank all the items. Ideally, for a better hashing scheidefches; should be higher for
items having higher inner products with the given userThis procedure generates a sorted list of all the
items for a given user vectar; corresponding to the each hash function under considaratio
For L2-ALSH, we used the same parameters used and recomchanfé]. For Sign-ALSH, we used
the two recommended choices shown in Sedtioh 4.3, whicVage0.75, m = 2 andU = 0.85, m = 3. It
should be noted that Sign-ALSH does not have the parameter
We compute the precision and recall of the Bjtems for7" € {1, 5,10}, obtained from the sorted list
based onV/atches. To compute this precision and recall, we start at the top@ftanked item list and walk
down in order. Suppose we are at tkfé ranked item, we check if this item belongs to the gold stashdar
top-T" list. If it is one of the top?’ gold standard item, then we increment the countetévant seery 1,
else we move t& + 1. By k*" step, we have already sekiitems, so theotal items seeis k. The precision
and recall at that point is then computed as:
Precision = reantsee{] Recall = Wn
k T
WevaryK € {64,128,256,512}. Note that it is important to balance both precision andltetTae method
which obtains higher precision at a given recall is supetitigher precision indicates higher ranking of the
relevant items. We report averaged precisions and reoais2900 randomly chosen users.

(25)

The plots for MovieLens and Netflix datasets are shown in feéiguand Figuré€l4 respectively. We can
clearly see, that our proposed Sign-ALSH scheme givesfagignily higher precision recall curves than the
L2-ALSH scheme, indicating better correlation of the tofghbors under inner products with Sign-ALSH
compared to L2-ALSH. In addition, there is not much differenn the two different combinations of the
parameteré/ andm in Sign-ALSH. The results are very consistent across botisess.
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Figure 3:Movielens Precision-Recall curves (higher is better), of retrigviop-I" items, for7 = 1, 5, 10.

We vary the number of hashés from 64 to 512. We compare L2-ALSH (using parameters recona®ee
in [16]) with our proposed Sign-ALSH using two sets of paréeng (m = 2,U = 0.75) and(m = 3,U =

0.85). We can see that Sign-ALSH noticeably outperform L2-ALSH.
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Figure 4: Netflix. Precision-Recall curves (higher is better), of retrigviop-I" items, forT = 1,5, 10.

We vary the number of hashés from 64 to 512. We compare L2-ALSH (using parameters reconaee
in [16]) with our proposed Sign-ALSH using two sets of paréeng (m = 2,U = 0.75) and(m = 3,U =

0.85). We can see that Sign-ALSH noticeably outperform L2-ALSH.
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6 LSH Bucketing Experiments

In this section, we evaluate the actual savings in the numiiener product evaluations for recommending
top-T" items for the MovieLens dataset. For this, we implementedstandard K, L) algorithms in [8],
where K is number of hashes in each hash table &ng the total number of tables. For each query point,
the returned results are the union of matches irLathbles. In order to find the top-items, we need to
compute the actual inner products only on the candidatesitetnieved by the bucketing procedure.

In this experiment, we choosE € {1,5,10} and compute the recall value for each combination of
(T, K, L) for every query. For example, given quenand a(K, L)-LSH scheme, ifl" = 10 and only 5 of
the true top-10 data points are retrieved, the recall wib®g for this (T, K, L). At the same time, we can
also compute the&IP (fraction of inner products):

(K x L) + Total Retrieved
Total Items

FIP = Fraction of Inner Products (26)
which is basically the total number of inner products eviidua(where K’ x L represents the cost of hash-
ing), normalized by the total number of items in the repagitorhus, for eachy and (7', K, L), we can
compute two values: recall and FIP. We also need to figure wuatyeto aggregate the results for all queries.

We choose the following scheme. For edZh K, L), we compute the averaged recall and averaged FIP,
over all queries. Then for each “target” recall level (&g we can find thé K, L) which produces the best
(lowest) averaged FIP. This way, for edEhwe can compute a “FIP-recall” curve, which can be used to-com
pare Sign-ALSH with L2-ALSH. In this experiment, we uBec {4,5,..,20} andL € {1, 2,3, ...,200}.

The results are summarized in Figlte 5. We can clearly see the plots that for achieving the same
recall for topd’, Sign-ALSH scheme needs to do less computations compaitettAd. SH.

1 1 1
al ---L2-LSH S| o2 ---L2-LSH Sl ---L2-LSH ;
S 0.8/ |—sign-ALSH 21 £0.8r |—sign-ALSH 71 808 | —Sign-ALSH /
8 A 8 ‘ 8
506/ i 506 506
3 Top 1 3 Top 5 E Top 10
s . s =
- 0.4r =04 = 0.4
S S S
g 0.2 ~ : g 0.2 e { §02
i MovielLens [ MovielLens [ MovielLens
0 ‘ : : : 0 : : : : 0 : : : :
02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
recall recall recall

Figure 5: MovieLens. Recall-FIP (Fractions of Inner Products) curves (lowebester) for top-1, top-
5, and top-10, for comparing Sign-ALSH with L2-ALSH. We usbé recommended parameters for L2-
ALSH [16]. For Sign-ALSH, we usedh = 2 andU = 0.75.

7 Conclusion

The MIPS (maximum inner product search) problem has nunsaéroportant applications in machine learn-
ing, databases, and information retrieval.|[16] develafpedramework of Asymmetric LSH and provided

an explicit scheme (L2-ALSH) for approximate MIPS in sublin time. In this study, we present another
asymmetric transformation scheme (Sign-ALSH) which caisviihne problem of maximum inner products
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into the problem of maximum correlation search, which issegjuently solved by sign random projections.
Theoretical analysis and experimental study demonsthaieStgn-ALSHcan be noticeably more advanta-
geous tha.2-ALSH
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