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Abstract

Stickers have become a ubiquitous part of modern-day
communication, conveying complex emotions through vi-
sual imagery. To facilitate the development of more pow-
erful algorithms for analyzing stickers, we propose a large-
scale Chinese sticker dataset, namely Sticker820K, which
consists of 820k image-text pairs. Each sticker has rich
and high-quality textual annotations, including descrip-
tions, optical characters, emotional labels, and style clas-
sifications. Although vision-language tasks in the domain
of natural images have been well studied, directly apply-
ing the those models, such as CLIP, to sticker data is not
an optimal solution due to the discrepant nature between
natural and emotive image data. Therefore, we propose
StickerCLIP as a benchmark model on the Sticker820K
dataset. For the text-to-image retrieval task, our Sticker-
CLIP demonstrates strong superiority over the CLIP, which
achieves an absolute gain of 66.0% in mean recall on the
Sticker820K test set. Additionally, we endeavor to extend
the recently popularized LLM by means of prompt tuning,
integrating its ability for sticker retrieval and allowing users
to retrieve stickers through instructions. We validate the
feasibility of this method, demonstrating the immense po-
tential of prompt tuning in expanding LLM abilities while
not affecting the quality of upstream tasks. Project page:
https://github.com/sijeh/Sticker820K.

1. Introduction

Stickers have become increasingly popular in today’s
digital world. They are an efficient and fun way of convey-
ing emotions and ideas in one’s messages or social media
posts. The increasing usage of stickers has led to a growing
need for better understanding and retrieval of these visual
elements.

A significant difference between stickers and natural im-
ages is that stickers often have abstract shapes and icons,
rich emotional expressions, and may also include optical
characters on them. This makes it challenging to directly
apply existing algorithms like CLIP [23, 31] to sticker un-

derstanding. Although the understanding of natural images
has been extensively studied, there has not been a deep ex-
ploration in the field of stickers. One reason for this is the
lack of relevant datasets and benchmarks. Therefore, in
this paper, we propose a high-quality Chinese multimodal
emoticon dataset, namely Sticker820K, which consists of
820k image-text pairs. Each sticker has rich and high-
quality textual annotations, including descriptions, optical
characters, emotional labels, and style classifications. This
study aims to promote not only the understanding of objec-
tive content in images, but also a better understanding of
emotions conveyed by images.

To comprehend the semantic and emotional cues of
stickers, we have introduced two algorithms based on this
dataset: 1) StickerCLIP. Due to its success in multimodal
feature alignment, CLIP has become a foundational model
for numerous vision language tasks. Building upon this
model, our StickerCLIP algorithm further explores the
alignment of visual and textual features with emotional
cues and artificial painting, enabling it to better accomplish
tasks such as sticker retrieval. 2) StickerLLM. Recently,
large language models (LLM), such as ChatGPT [20] and
LLaMA [29], have achieved enormous success in the field
of natural language processing, garnering widespread at-
tention and research. Additionally, VisualGPT [30] and
HuggingGPT [27] have further expanded the capabilities of
LLM in using other tools. Works such as BLIP2 [13] and
FROMAGe [11] have tried to extend frozen LLM to multi-
modal tasks. In this paper, we explored the possibility of
integrating other tools into LLM without compromising its
language processing abilities, taking sticker retrieval as our
starting point. Previous methods implemented tool integra-
tion through prompt engineering, where text context would
increase with the number of tools, resulting in additional
computational costs during inference. StickerLLM aims to
integrate tools through prompt tuning in the form of addi-
tional tokens without increasing text context length.

Our main contributions are as follows:

1. We collect Sticker820K, a large scale Chinese sticker
dataset which consists of 820k image-text pairs. Each
sticker has rich and high-quality textual annotations,
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including descriptions, optical characters, emotional
labels, and style classifications. To our knowledge, this
is the largest Chinese sticker dataset as so far.

2. We introduce StickerCLIP, a benchmark model trained
on Sticker820K dataset, which enables more effective
alignment between stickers and texts.

3. We propose StickerLLM, a model that enhances the
ability of LLM to perform sticker retrieval without af-
fecting upstream tasks. This is achieved by introducing
special tokens into the frozen LLM and updating only
the embeddings of these tokens.

2. Related Works
2.1. Vision-Language Datasets

Natural image-text pair datasets. The progress in the
Vision-Language (VL) tasks owes much to the emergence
of various multimodal datasets in recent years. At present,
the available vision-language datasets mainly consist of
image-text pairs that are related to natural images. Some
of the smaller datasets in this category are Flickr30k [21],
COCO-Captions [15], Visual Genome [!2], and VQAv2
[6]. On the other hand, larger datasets, such as CC3M [26],
CCI12M [1], YFCC100M [28], Wukong [7], LAION-400M
[25], and LAION-5B [24], have millions of samples. These
datasets have significantly facilitated the pre-training of VL
models, making them highly effective in downstream tasks
through zero-shot learning. However, stickers, as a kind of
visual image, exhibit features vastly different than those of
natural photos. For instance, even if they portray similar
visual characteristics, stickers may express very contrasting
emotions, making them unfit for use in the same context.
Additionally, stickers contain hand-drawn abstract patterns
and non-negligible optical characters.

Emotional vision-language datasets. Stickers find
widespread usage in social media applications, as they
can significantly improve the communication experience.
Datasets relevant to stickers can be classified into two do-
mains: dialogue and sentiment analysis. Among these, the
first-class datasets such as DSTC10-MOD [4] and SRS [5]
are mainly employed in recommending emoticons based on
the context of the conversation. On the other hand, the
second-class datasets, such as SER30K [17], MELD [22],
and HatefulMemes [10], are used to analyze and classify
the emotions conveyed by emoticons. It is worth noting that
these datasets lack detailed descriptions of stickers. For ex-
ample, the emoticon dialogue dataset only includes context
related to emoticons, while the sentiment analysis dataset
contains only annotations of emotion categories. In con-
trast, our proposed dataset encompasses semantic descrip-
tions of emoticons, their emotional categories, style cate-
gories, and optical character information. The primary ob-

jective of this dataset is to facilitate further research in the
field of emoticon understanding.

2.2. Vision-Language Methods

In recent years, the realm of universal methodologies
has witnessed extensive research on vision-language tasks,
which can be broadly categorized into cross-modal com-
prehension and cross-modal generation. Within the do-
main of cross-modal understanding, a critical point lies in
aligning visual and textual features. Techniques such as
CLIP [23] and ALIGN [9] employ a dual-tower model to
separately extract these features, aligning them through a
global contrastive learning approach. UNITER [2], on the
other hand, utilizes a multimodal encoder to simultaneously
extract visual and textual characteristics. Building upon
the foundation of contrastive learning, ALBEF [14] intro-
duces image-text matching and the mask language model.
FILIP [33] harnesses the granular representational capabil-
ity of image patches and textual words to further refine fea-
ture alignment. We observed that CLIP exhibit subopti-
mal performance within the Sticker820K dataset, primar-
ily due to a substantial gap between pretraining data and
sticker data. Thus we propose StickerCLIP as a benchmark
model to deal with this problem. As for cross-modal gener-
ation tasks, BLIP2 [13], FROMAGe [ ! 1], Mini-GPT4 [35],
LLaVA [16] extend pretrained LLM to multi-modal tasks,
such as generating text based on visual information. Vi-
sualGPT [30], HuggingGPT [27], GPT4Tools [32] utilizes
prompt engineering to equip LLM with the ability to use
external tools, which greatly increases the context length,
leading to higher computational requirements and longer re-
sponse time for users. Our StickerLLM add special tokens
to LLM and optimize their embeddings through prompt tun-
ing, which expands the capability of tool without the need
for additional context.

3. Sticker820K Dataset
3.1. Data Construction

In this paper, we present a dataset composed of 820k
image-text pairs, initially collected and cleansed from
search engines such as Sogou and Baidu. This dataset en-
compasses static image formats like PNG and JPG, as well
as dynamic GIF images. We established annotation guide-
lines and released annotation tasks on a crowdsourcing plat-
form.

For each image, Our Sticker820K provide the follow-
ing information: 1) A detailed content description, cap-
turing the essence of the stickers. 2) An emotional cate-
gory, based on studies like GoEmotions [3], combined with
unique emotional expressions in Chinese, resulting in a rich
selection of 30 categories - 15 positive, 11 negative, and 4
ambiguous emotions. The detailed emotional categories is



Positive Negative Ambiguous Style
Excited Envious Embarrassed Sad Shocked Real people
Smiling Intimate Perfunctory Painful Confused Cute pets & dolls
Anticipating Encouraging Angry Poor Funny Cute cartoons
Thankful Admiring Disgusted Afraid Shy Parody cartoons
Proud Naughty Dissatisfied Sorry Abstract icons
Comforting Relaxed Opposing Other Harmful stickers
Agreeing Crying Other types

Figure 1. Left: Predefined emotional categories for the stickers, which can be roughly divided into positive, negative, and ambiguous.

Right: Predefined style categories for the stickers.

shown in Fig. 1 (left). Since a sticker can sometimes convey
more than one emotion, annotators were asked to consider
potential social conversations when labeling emotions. 3)
Image style, classified into five categories based on obser-
vations, as shown in Fig. 1 (right). We categorized cute
pets and plush toys into same class, because of their similar
visual feature, and we separately distinguished harmful ex-
pressions to prevent toxic results in potential applications.
5) Optical characters within the image, as the text found in
memes carries significant meaning, with different texts on
the same image potentially conveying distinct implications.
Utilizing Optical Character Recognition (OCR) tools, we
extracted text from these images.

We partition Sticker820K into a training set and test set,
with the training set comprising 740,017 image-text pairs
and the test set containing 82,225 image-text pairs.

3.2. Dataset Characteristics

We have presented in the Fig. 2 (left) the frequency of
emotion labels for the sticker data, wherein it can be ob-
served that the positive category encompasses a majority of
the samples, whilst the negative category is comparatively
sparse. In the Fig. 2 (right), we have shown the style la-
bels for the sticker data, and it can be noted that Cute Car-
toons stands as the most predominant component, which
also aligns with our actual usage patterns during social com-
munication.

As shown in Fig. 4, The dataset we propose contains rich
textual information. It comprises not only manually anno-
tated escription, but also text extracted from images via op-
tical character recognition. In Fig. 3, we demonstrate the
word cloud distributions of both types of textual informa-
tion in this dataset. The left side displays the word cloud
distribution of content description, which shows that the
most common words include “cartoon”,“wearing”, “look-
ing”, “character”, and “front”. On the right side, the word
cloud distribution of optical characters detected is shown.
It differs a lot from the caption word cloud, with the most

common words being “me”, “you”, and so on.

4. Sticker CLIP
4.1. Methodology

Based on the Sticker820K, we propose StickerCLIP to
align the stickers and text. Our StickerCLIP is constructed
on ChineseCLIP [3 1] which comprises a visual encoder Ejy
and a text encoder . Given a caption 7" and its paired im-
age I, Ep(I) € R? and E,(T) € R represent the outputs
of the visual encoder and text encoder, respectively. In order
to align the text and visual features, CLIP employs InfoNCE
loss [19] for text-to-image(t2i) and image-to-text(i2t) re-
trieval over a batch of N image-text pairs (73, I;), which
can be formulated as follows:

1 & exp (sim (T3, I;) /7)
Ligi = —— I 1
"N (Og S exp Gim (T 1) 7))
1 & exp (sim (Z;, T;) /7)
Li - _ = 1 irLi 2
2 N ; o8 Z;V:1 exp (sim (1;, Tj) /7) @)

In the above formula, sim(/, T") represents the cosine simi-
larity between the feature vectors of the image and the cap-
tion. 7 is a learnable temperature parameter. The total loss
is:

Liotat = Li2i + Liot 3)

We concatenate different type of textual information and
use it as input for the text encoder. Since the stickers we
collected not only include static images, such as JPG and
PNG, but also animated images, such as GIF, while the
pre-trained CLIP model only takes static images as input.
Therefore, we extract multiple frames of an animated im-
age as input for the visual encoder and calculate the average
vector along different frames.

4.2. Implementation Details

In this experiment, We train StickerCLIP on
Sticker820K, the batch size equates to 2,048, the learning
rate to 2e-5, and the weight decay to le-2. We employ
the AdamW [18] optimizer in tandem with a Cosine
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Figure 3. Left: Word clound distribution of the content description in the Sticker820K. Right: Word cloud distribution of optical characters

in the Sticker820K.

Description Emotion Style OCR
—REAWEMNNEERAE MREZN HEIEB REERH
EntEk (A yellow and #x(smiling, (Pets & (praise
white puppy is proud, Dolls)  me)
sticking out its excited)
tongue with its mouth
wide open)
—MERENRBEKFONE K XE ERE IZRTFH
0548 2 B VETLEBETIL  (smiling, (cute (Let's
P— (A yellow cartoon cat excited) cartoon) eat
0? happily hugs a rice zongzi)
4 dumpling and sits in
.( ‘ front of a pile of
rice dumplings)
— MR L, FEEGRR i (poor) HSLAYM HT
< RN CBERNTFRE—E (real (hungry)
b, (A short-haired little person)
ey girl in a blue dress
lies on the bed and
holds her hands
together)
—FEHERBNTBRKEL X aERE
fats, NERBEKABERELE (excited) (cute
#F (A cartoon long- cartoon)
haired female character
in white with closed
eyes and wide mouth

smiling and waving)

Figure 4. Data examples of Sticker820K.

learning rate schedule, designate the content length of the
text encoder as 64, and due to the inclusion of animated
images, we extract features from the first, middle, and
last frames of a sticker as input for the visual encoder,
subsequently averaging these features to obtain the final
aligned embedding.

4.3. Performance

We conducted experiments on two distinct model sizes,
RN50 and ViT-B, comparing the following three methods:
1) Zero-shot, where we evaluated the pre-trained Chinese-
CLIP; 2) Frozen-vision, in which we froze the visual en-
coder within the CLIP and fine-tuned it on the Sticker§20K
training set; and 3) StickerCLIP, which involved fine-tuning
all parameters on the Sticker820K training set. We assessed
the performance on the Sticker820K test set and reported
Recall@K (recall of the top K candidates) with K values of
1, 5, 10, and the Mean Recall (MR) for both image-to-text
and text-to-image retrieval.

Tab. 1 displays the performance of various models and
methods on the test set. Generally speaking, StickerCLIP
outperforms the other two methods, achieving the best over-
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Figure 5. Overview of StickerCLIP (left) and StickerLLM (right). Left: we finetune CLIP on Sticker820K to align features between
stickers and texts. Right: we use Frozen LLM and image encoder to construct StickerLLM which extends image as input and retrieves

stickers by following user’s instruction.

Image-to-Text Retrieval

Text-to-Image Retrieval

Model Method Params  —p G T R@5 R@I0 MR R@I R@ R@I0 MR
Zero-shot OM 58 2.8 170 119 34 7.6 10.3 71
RN50  Freeze-vision  39M 433 61 66.5 569 330 523 593 482
StickerCLIP 7IM 590 760 803 718 579 754 798 710
Zero-shot oM 133 258 321 238 88 18.1 230 167
ViT-B  Freeze-vision  102M  58.8  77.1 819 726 524 729 785 679
StickerCLIP 188M 714 877 912 834 713 869 90 82.7

Table 1. Experimental results of various methods in text-to-image retrieval and image-to-text retrieval.

all performance. For instance, under the same model of ViT-
B, StickerCLIP exhibits a 59.6% and 66.0% improvement
respectively over Zero-shot in the Mean Recall (MR) met-
ric for Image-to-Text Retrieval and Text-to-Image Retrieval,
and a 10.8% and 14.8% increase respectively in compari-
son to Frozen-vision. The inferior zero-shot performance
of CLIP on StickerCLIP suggests that the sticker dataset
exhibits significant differences in data features compared to
the natural image-text pairs used for pre-training. Specifi-
cally, on the visual side, the Sticker820K dataset contains
numerous hand-drawn images, such as cartoons, while on
the textual side, Sticker820K encompasses a rich assort-
ment of emotive vocabulary. Consequently, a considerable
performance gap persists between StickerCLIP and models
that fine-tune the text encoder only.

4.4. Qualitative Results

Visualization of StickerCLIP. We visualized the re-
trieval results of StickerCLIP and compared them with zero-
shot retrieval results on the Sticker820K dataset, as shown
in Fig. 6. In this comparison, both our StickerCLIP and
the Zero-shot model use the ViT-B structure, and we have
shown the top 5 results of the same query retrieval. It can

be seen that StickerCLIP performs better. For example, in
the first example, the results of StickerCLIP can better ex-
press the state of confusion, in the second example, most of
the results returned by the zero-shot model do not match the
theme, in the third example, the Zero-shot model does not
understand the meaning of “Rena Belle”.

5. StickerLLM

Recently, LLM has garnered widespread attention and
undergone intensive research due to its powerful text pro-
cessing capabilities. Researchers have aligned LLM with
human intent via instruction tuning and equipped it with the
ability to utilize tools through prompt engineering. Further-
more, through expanding frozen LLM, researchers have en-
abled it to process multimodal information.

5.1. Methodology

In this paper, we further explore the potential to ex-
pand the capabilities of LLM with the goal of enabling it
to retrieve stickers without disrupting upstream tasks. To
achieve this objective, we add special tokens to LLM as
representations of the tools. During the training process, we
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Figure 6. Visualization results of StickerCLIP on Sticker820K.

freeze the majority of the parameters in LLM and only fine-
tune parital weights of embedding layer and logistic head
corresponding to the position of the new tokens.

As illustrated in Fig. 5 (right), StickerLLM comprises an
LLM and a visual encoder. To effectively extract visual em-
bedding from stickers, we obtain the visual encoder from
finetuned StickerCLIP and freeze all its parameters. The
LLM not only generates textual responses through auto-
regressive modeling, but is also utilized for extracting re-
trieval embedding. We introduce the (ret) token for this
purpose.

To enable StickerLLM to retrieve stickers by following
human instructions, the framework need to learn two ob-
jectives: 1) generating the text responese which incoporates
(ret) token at an appropriate position based on contextual
clues, and 2) empowering the (ret) token with the ability to
retrieve stickers.

The first objective can be achieved by maximizing the
log likelihood of the token sequence, the loss can be fac-
tored as a sum of conditional log probabilities:

t
Lom Y ogmo (s v
t=1

where py is the autoregressive LLM and (sq, ..., s7) is the

sequence of input tokens.

To achieve the second objective, we align the LLM’s
retrieval embedding with visual embedding by contrastive
learning. We use a learnable linear layer W, € RP*? to
map the last hidden state of (ret) to hg(s;)T W; € R4,
where hy is the LLM without logistic head. The contrastive
loss is the same with Eq. 1 and Eq. 2. The total loss can be
written as:

L= L+ ML + Liat) &)

where ) is the scale of contrative loss.

To achieve the collaborative search using image and text,
we endeavored to extract unified retrieval embeddings of
visual and textual data through (ret). If image is inputted,
we initially extract the visual features through the frozen
visual encoder of StickerCLIP. Subsequently, we map the
aforementioned visual features onto the input of LLM by
utilizing a learnable linear layer W, € R4¥P.

Since the visual encoder and LLM is frozen, only the
linear layer W, W_, and the embeddings corresponding
to the position of the new special tokens receive gradient
updates.

5.2. Implementation Details

In StickerLLM, the batch size is setting to 288 due to
the limited memory, the learning rate and weight decay are
setting to 2e-5 and 0. A in Eq. 5 is setting to 1.0. We
employ the AdamW [ 18] optimizer in tandem with a cosine
learning rate schedule. we construct a single-round retrieval
dialogue comprising instruction and answer templates, with
queries entailing user retrieval instructions and correspond-
ing responses incorporating special tokens for retrieval. The
examples of data template is shown in Tab. 3. We imple-
ment ChatGLM-6B [34] as the language model, introducing
new special tokens such as (ret), (/ret), (img), (/img),
and (pret), the meaning of which are outlined in the Tab.
2. With a 50% probability, we add (pret) to the beginning
of the training data as prefix tuning to modulate generated
probability distributions. Our StickerLLM is configured to
accept both text and image inputs, facilitating text-to-image
retrieval, image-to-image retrieval, and unified image-text-
to-image retrieval. During data construction, we generate
text-to-image retrieval data with a 50% likelihood, image-
to-image retrieval data with a 25% probability, and since
precise joint retrieval data pairing cannot be directly gen-
erated, we randomly extract images from the dataset with
a 25% probability to create image-text-to-image retrieval
data, ensuring that LLM pays attention to user input text
when images are provided.

5.3. Performance

The performance of StickerLLM can be divided into two
aspects: (1) the ability to use retrieval tools in the correct



Token Meaning
(ret) Used for sticker retrieval.
(/ret) End of retrieval token.

(tmg) Start of image embedding.
(/img) End of image embedding.
(pret)  Prefix to modulate generation.

Table 2. The meaning of added special tokens in StickerLLM.

Examples of Instuction Template
Retrieve emoticons based on the following text: {text}.
Find stickers: {text}.
{image} retrieve stickers based on the image.
{image} retrieve similar stickers.
{image} combines image and text to find emoticons: {text}.
{image} Find stickers: {text}.
Examples of Answer Template
The retrieval results are as follows: (ret) (/ret).

(ret) {/ret).

Table 3. Examples of instruction and answer template.

context, that is, LLM should only produce responses con-
taining the (ret) token when the user presents instructions
related to retrieving stickers. (2) The retrieval performance
of the (ret) token in the retrieval task. We designed the
following experiments to evaluate StickerLLM.

Accuracy of tool selection. To assess the accuracy of
the retrieval tool, we conducted experiments in four scenar-
ios: (a) instructions not related to retrieving stickers. We
randomly selected 1000 instruction data from validation set
of BELLE [8], which can be considered unrelated to retriev-
ing stickers. We calculate the percentage of instructions that
do not contain the (ret) token as the accuracy rate. (b)-
(e) Using retrieval instructions in both in-domain and out-
of-domain training sets, with and without prefixes, i.e., the
(pret) token. We consider the instructions involving in the
training set as in-domain data. In (b)-(e), We random sam-
ple 1000 instruction in the test set of Sticker§20K and cal-
culate the percentage of replies containing the (ret) token
as the accuracy rate.

(a) (b) (©) (@ (e

Dataset BELLE Sticker Sticker Sticker Sticker
In-domain X v X v X
Prefix X X X v v
Accuracy 96.7 68.1 53.6 100.0  100.0

Table 4. Accuracy of tool selection in different settings. We take
(ret) token as a retrieval tool and (pret) as prefix.

As shown in Tab. 1, StickerLLM achieves an accuracy
rate of 96.7% on the BELLE test set. This indicates that

for most instructions that are not related to sticker retrieval,
StickerLLM doesn’t executes the retrieval. Furthermore,
since we completely freeze the model parameters (except
for the embeddings in the positions of added special to-
kens), the StickerLLM model will yield similar responses
as the original model when the special tokens are not gen-
erated. In (b)-(c), it is shown that the absence of prefixes
does not alter the model’s generation distribution, while the
original language model is incapable of generating the (ret)
token. Therefore, StickerLLM only uses the (ret) token for
retrieval in sticker search instructions with a frequency of
68.1% and 53.6%, respectively. In (d)-(e), since we added
the (pret) token as a prefix with a 50% probability in the
training data, the (pret) token has a stronger modulating
ability for the subsequent retrieval tools. Therefore, Stick-
erLLM can correctly invoke the retrieval tool, whether the
sticker retrieval instructions are involved in the training data
or not.

Accuracy of Retrieval. We also evaluated the accuracy
of StickerLLM in retrieving stickers. During training, we
constructed templates that unify text and image as input
for retrieval instructions. Therefore, we report Recall@K
(recall of the top K candidates) with K values of 1, 5, 10,
and the Mean Recall (MR) for both image-to-image (I2I)
and text-to-image (T2I) retrieval. In this experiment, we
evaluated the retrieval performance of StickerLLM on the
Sticker820K test set.

Method  Params Modality R@1 R@5 R@10 MR

. I 969 999 999 99.0
StickerLLM = 3M 101 615 824 875 77.1

Table 5. Experimental results of StickerLLM in image-to-image
(I21) retrieval and text-to-image (T2I) retrieval.

As shown in Tab. 5, the performance of StickerLLM
to retrieve stickers based on images is much higher than
its ability to retrieve stickers based on text (96.9% R@1
image-to-image retrieval vs. 61.5% text-to-image retrieval).
This is mainly because image features have richer and more
detailed semantic information compared to text features.
Combining Tab. 1, when using ViT-B/16 as the image
encoder, StickerLLM’s performance on text-to-image re-
trieval exceeds the freeze-vision version based on ViT-B
CLIP (77.1% MR vs. 67.9% MR), and is only surpassed
by StickerCLIP ViT-B (77.1% MR vs. 82.7% MR). At the
same time, StickerLLLM’s amount of trainable parameters
is much lower than these two models, which demonstrates
the potential for expanding the capabilities of LLM through
prompt tuning.

5.4. Qualitative Results

Visualization on sticker retrieval. StickerLLM accepts
text queries and images as input, utilizes (ret) token to ex-
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Figure 7. Visualization results of StickerLLM on Sticker§20K.

tract a unified retrieval embedding, which is aligned with
the output features of visual encoder in StickerCLIP during
the training process. In Fig. 7, we present the visualiza-
tion results of StickerLLLM on the Sticker820K dataset. We
show StickerLL.M can not only search stickers based on text
queries alone, but also combine text and images for more
refined retrieval. By randomly adding images as noise with
a certain probability in the image-text instruction training
data, StickerLLLM can focus on text information rather than
relying entirely on image information during joint image-
text retrieval. The visual results of joint text and image
retrieval by StickerLLLM are shown in the third and fourth
rows of Fig. 7, where it can be observed that the search
results of StickerLLM also meet the requirements of text
queries when they are similar to the input images.

Visualization on common tasks. We utilize ChatGLM-
6B as the pretrained model of StickerLLM, freeze the model
parameters and update only the embeddings corresponding
to the positions of the added special tokens and linear layers
W, W_. Thus it will not impact the performance of LLM
on common tasks. In Fig. 8, we showcase the responses
of StickerLLM and ChatGLM-6b on common instructions.
It can be seen that the two models provide almost identical
answers for the same instruction.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we have introduced a vision-language
dataset concerning stickers, namely Sticker§20K. To the

Instruction: BUT=NMaAFEIH—NMEF, EEHERER. 1
NEFHIEE., 2. EmBREN. 3 ENEAMEHMEKE. (Combine
the following three sentences into one sentence so
that their meanings are coherent. 1. The puppy jumps
over the fence. 2. It has a lot of fun. 3. Its owner
smiled at it.)

ChatGLM-6B: /NaRkEEE, mBREN, ENEANERKE.
(The puppy jumps the fence and has fun, and its
owner smiles at it.)

StickerLLM: /JARkidEE, HEREX, ENEANERKE.
(The puppy jumps the fence and has fun, and its
owner smiles at it.)

Instruction: &M—AMEEMNRIZERE, BEATAKBRIEIL.
(Generate a short scientific explanation of why the
sun shines.)

ChatGLM-6B: AFXNAXRZEAAECLHF—IMERERNMNERY, KBS
RYREHERFRHRLES, XEEEDOEMH MR NB IR
TR BELEK, TR TRNAEZMAMY. (The sun shines
because it is in the process of a nuclear fusion
reaction that fuses hydrogen atoms into helium atoms
releasing energy that travels out as light and other
forms of electromagnetic radiation to create the
sunlight we see .)

StickerLLM: KPAXXZFEATCHERRAZRERY, BERTFR
THREEFRREAENEE. INIRS&ERINESN, BFITL
FMEMERNES, XEERNFLRAASEHFIEMR, LRNE
3|7 APHELR . (The sun shines because its energy
comes from nuclear fusion reactions, which release a
large amount of energy by fusing hydrogen atoms into
helium atoms. This process produces intense
radiation, including visible light and other forms
of radiation, that travels through the sun's
atmosphere and reaches Earth, allowing us to see the
sun glow.)

Figure 8. Qualitative comparison between StickerLLM and
ChatGLM-6B. We only fine-tuned the embedding of the added
special tokens in LLM, hence the answers are similar for the same
question.

best of our knowledge, this is the first Chinese large-scale
image-text pair dataset for stickers. Our dataset has been
enriched through manual text annotations of stickers that
encompass content descriptions, emotional labels, style la-
bels and OCR transcripts. Based on the Sticker820K, we
have released two benchmark models, namely StickerCLIP
and StickerLLM. In the experiments of StickerCLIP, we
have demonstrated the necessity of finetuning CLIP through
comparison with zero-shot models, in the task of aligning
image-text pairs of stickers. As for StickerLLM, we focus
on the latest widely studied LLM, and have endeavored to
stretch its multimodal capabilities on the task of sticker re-
trieval. We have incorporated novel tokens as tools, and
exclusively fine-tuned the embedding and mapping of these
new tokens. Hence, there is a hardware friendly way for
fine-tuning LLM, and its performance under other instruc-
tions will remain unscathed.
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