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Abstract
This paper proposes an audio fingerprinting model with holo-
graphic reduced representation (HRR). The proposed method
reduces the number of stored fingerprints, whereas conventional
neural audio fingerprinting requires many fingerprints for each
audio track to achieve high accuracy and time resolution. We
utilize HRR to aggregate multiple fingerprints into a composite
fingerprint via circular convolution and summation, resulting in
fewer fingerprints with the same dimensional space as the origi-
nal. Our search method efficiently finds a combined fingerprint
in which a query fingerprint exists. Using HRR’s inverse op-
eration, it can recover the relative position within a combined
fingerprint, retaining the original time resolution. Experiments
show that our method can reduce the number of fingerprints
with modest accuracy degradation while maintaining the time
resolution, outperforming simple decimation and summation-
based aggregation methods.
Index Terms: audio fingerprinting, contrastive learning, holo-
graphic reduced representation

1. Introduction
Audio fingerprinting identifies a song within a database using
a segment of an audio signal as a query. Applications of audio
fingerprinting include identifying a user’s unknown songs from
a microphone input, finding duplicated music in a database, and
checking copyrights. Peak-based matching [1], which detects
peaks in a spectrogram and encodes their relative positions us-
ing hash functions, has traditionally been widely used. Var-
ious approaches to extract more discriminative and robust fea-
tures than spectrogram peaks have been studied [2–6]. Most ap-
proaches use binary hashing functions for efficient search with
hamming distance. Although the hash-based fingerprint is effi-
cient, noise or distortions in the query audio affect the feature
extraction performance, leading to incorrect fingerprints.

Neural-network-based fingerprinting methods, which learn
to generate robust embeddings against noise, have advanced
the field. Now Playing [7] uses a neural network trained with
a semi-hard triplet loss function, which minimizes the dis-
tance between the reference audio segment and their noisy ver-
sion while maintaining their distances to other audio segments
larger. Neural audio fingerprinting (NAFP) [8] further exploits
an advanced contrastive learning framework and extracts finger-
prints with small window shifts (e.g., 0.5 sec), leading to better
search accuracy while precisely determining the matched posi-
tion within a song.

In exchange for better accuracy with high time resolution,
NAFP requires significantly larger storage than traditional hash-
based fingerprinting because the fingerprint is a real-valued vec-
tor of hundreds of dimensions. Hashing-based embedding map-

pings, such as Locality-Sensitive Hashing (LSH) [9], and vec-
tor quantization methods like Product Quantization (PQ) [10]
reduce storage and improve computational efficiency by aggre-
gating the similarity calculations of multiple, partially similar
embeddings with a query in a single computation. In particular,
PQ is widely used in general maximum inner-product search
(MIPS) systems.

However, current approaches to improve MIPS do not re-
duce the number of fingerprints that must be searched, which
could be considered another dimension of efficiency. If we
could represent a group of fingerprints, e.g., in the same audio
track, as another composite fingerprint, the number of finger-
prints can be reduced. Moreover, we could efficiently handle
a containment search query like “find a group of fingerprints
in which a query fingerprint exists.” Though any simple ag-
gregation operation, such as decimation or summation within a
group, could reduce the number of fingerprints, it leads to a loss
of accuracy and time resolution. Our motivation is to find an
appropriate aggregation operation that maintains both accuracy
and time resolution.

In this paper, we propose a method to reduce the number
of fingerprints by utilizing holographic reduced representations
(HRRs). HRR [11] is a representation of a compositional struc-
ture in distributed representations. With HRR, circular convolu-
tion (denoted by ⊛) binds two items, and summation integrates
the bounded items in the same vector space. An illustrative ex-
ample of HRR is shown in [12]. According to the example, one
can compose a sentence like s = red ⊛ cat + blue ⊛ dog to
represent the co-existence of a red cat and a blue dog, where
red, cat, blue, dog are item vectors in the same dimensional
space. Then, one can retrieve the cat’s color with the inverse
operation, s ⊛ cat† ≈ red under some assumptions in the as-
sociate vectors. Our proposed method uses this composition
scheme to group a sequence of fingerprints. Each fingerprint
is associated with its relative position in a sequence using cir-
cular convolution, and then the results are summed together to
obtain a composite fingerprint. It reduces the number of finger-
prints stored in the database, while we can retrieve the original
fingerprint location through the inverse operation.

We conducted fingerprint search experiments using the
FMA dataset [13]. We followed a similar setup used in the
NAFP paper [8]. The experimental results show that the pro-
posed method can aggregate fingerprints with a slight accuracy
degradation compared with non-reduced fingerprints. It outper-
forms simple decimation-based and summation-based aggrega-
tion methods, which make it hard to recover the original finger-
print location within a sequence. Though our proposed method
can work with any pretrained fingerprinter such as NAFP, we
further explored the possibility of using HRR-aware training for
a neural fingerprinter. A similar training strategy with HRR has
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been proposed for extreme multi-label classification in [14]. We
are believed to be among the first to apply HRR-based training
to contrastive learning. These additional experiments exhibit
that considering the HRR’s noise in the training does not offer
a significant improvement. Finally, we discuss the limitations
and future work based on the results of HRR-aware training.

2. Background
2.1. Neural Audio fingerprinting

NAFP [8] has introduced the contrastive learning framework
to extract a fingerprint for short audio segments. A neural-
network-based function f transforms T -length audio feature se-
quence A ∈ RF×T into an fingerprint x ∈ RD:

x = f(A). (1)

A replica audio is prepared for each audio segment A in a train-
ing set with various augmentations, and the fingerprint r for the
replica is produced:

r = f(Aug(A)). (2)

We train the fingerprint function f with contrastive learning.
Given a training batch of B fingerprints X = [x(1), . . . ,x(B)]

and their replicas R = [r(1), . . . , r(B)], a contrastive loss is
calculated as follows:

L(R,X) = −
B∑

i=0

log
exp(sim(x(i), r(i))/τ)∑B
j=1 exp(sim(x(j), r(i))/τ)

, (3)

where τ is a temperature hyperparameter, cosine-similarity is
used as a similarity measure sim. Since this contrastive loss
only considers mapping from R to X , we also calculate the loss
in the reverse direction to encourage one-to-one correspondence
between R and X:

LNAFP = (L(R,X) + L(R,X))/2. (4)

2.2. Holographic reduced representations

HRR [11] uses circular convolution to bind two vectors.

a⊛ b = F−1(F(a)F(b)), (5)

where F is the discrete Fourier transform. Then, summation
can bundle multiple vectors into a single composite vector with
the same dimension:

s = a⊛ b+ c⊛ d ∈ RD. (6)

Assuming that the elements of vectors are i.i.d. with zero mean
and variance 1/D, which is a reasonable assumption given that
contrastive learning ensures uniformity in the learned represen-
tations [15], a can be recovered using the following inverse op-
eration:

â = s⊛ b† = F−1(F(s)F(
1

b
)), (7)

where b† = F−1(F( 1
b
)). The recovered vector has noise due

to other bundled vectors (c and d). The capacity, the number
of acceptable vectors to be bundled, increases linearly as the
vector dimension D increases.

Note that we do not need to use the inverse operation to
check if the vector is in a composite vector. We can ask if two
vectors a and b) are bounded and bundled in s by checking that
(a ⊛ b)⊤s ≈ 1. We use this property for efficient fingerprint
search.
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Figure 1: Composition of fingerprints

3. Proposed method
In general fingerprinting methods, such as NAFP, many finger-
prints are handled independently. Contrary to such a trend, we
attempt to aggregate a sequence of audio fingerprints utilizing
the compositional structure of HRR. As described in the intro-
duction, HRR can represent a composite sentence “a red cat and
blue dog” as a vector s = red ⊛ cat + blue ⊛ dog. Similarly,
the proposed method considers a structure of fingerprints; in this
study, a “sequence” structure is encoded using HRR. We empir-
ically demonstrate that the HRR-based fingerprint enables us to
perform the containment search to determine whether the query
is bounded in the composite representation of a sequence.

3.1. Composition of fingerprint sequence with HRR

The proposed composition method is depicted in Fig. 1.
We initialize M position vectors p(1), . . . ,p(M) ∈ RD . A

sequence of N fingerprints x(1), . . . ,x(N) ∈ RD in the audio
database is first segmented into blocks, each with M consecu-
tive fingerprints. We bind a sequence of fingerprints for each
block with the position vectors, resulting in a composite finger-
print s(k):

s(k) =

M∑
m=1

x(k,m) ⊛ p(m) (1 ≤ k ≤ ⌈N/M⌉), (8)

where k is a block index and x(k,m) = x((k−1)M+m) is the
m-th fingerprint in the k-th block. We only store the compos-
ite fingerprint instead of all M fingerprints, which requires M
times smaller storage.

3.2. Search composite fingerprint with positions

Fig. 2 shows our search method for composite fingerprints.
Given a fingerprint q ∈ RD extracted from a query audio, we
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Figure 2: Search composite fingerprint with maximum inner-
product search

search a block in which q exists:

k̂, m̂ = argmax
k,m

sim(q ⊛ p(m), s(k)) (1 ≤ m ≤ M). (9)

Here, we can use an efficient K-nearest neighbor search algo-
rithm for MIPS and produce top-K block indices for each m.
Then, we easily obtain a relative position m̂ in the retrieved
block k̂ having the maximum similarity score.

The proposed composition method preserves the distinction
between positions, unlike simple decimation or summation op-
erations. We compare the composition operations in the exper-
iment section.

3.3. Search for a sequence of fingerprints

When query audio is longer than T (one segment), the system
can gather similarity scores for multiple consecutive segments
to improve search accuracy. Given L consecutive query fin-
gerprints q(1), . . . , q(L), we construct a sequence of composite
queries as follows:

q′(i) =

M∑
m=1

q(i+m−1) ⊛p(m) (1 ≤ i ≤ L−M +1). (10)

Then, we find top-K similar blocks for each q′(i). The offset
in the retrieved block index k̂ for i-th query is compensated by
k̂ − i. The sequence-level similarity score is the sum of all
similarity scores assigned to the same block index, and finally
the system outputs the index with the highest score.

3.4. HRR-aware training of neural fingerprinter

Although the proposed method can work with any pretrained
fingerprinter, this section further investigates the possibility of
learning with HRR’s characteristics.

As described in Sec 2.2, the recovered vectors from HRR
have noise, leading to degraded search performance. To miti-
gate the issue, we train the fingerprint function f to be aware of
the HRR’s noise.

Given a training batch of B fingerprints X and their repli-
cas R, we first generate a batch of composite fingerprints

S = [s(1), . . . , s(B/M)] using Eq. 8. The replicas are bounded
with position vectors aligned with the batch of composite finger-
prints. A batch of the bounded vectors V = [v(1), . . . ,v(B)] is
calculated as:

v(b) = r(b) ⊛ Pb modM (1 ≤ b ≤ B). (11)

Then, we compute the following contrastive loss instead of Eq.
3:

L′(V ,S) = −
B∑

b=1

log
exp(sim(s(⌈b/M⌉),v(b)))∑B/M
k=1 exp(sim(s(k),v(b)))

(12)

Unlike the original loss L, the modified loss considers noise
added to the composite fingerprint and maximizes the similarity
only if a query is placed at the specified position. The loss for
mapping from S to V is slightly different because M consec-
utive vectors in V should be mapped to one composite finger-
print in S. To force one-to-one mapping in the loss calculation,
we split V according to their positions:

L′′(S,V ) = −
M∑

m=1

B/M∑
k=1

log
exp(sim(s(k),v(k,m)))∑B/M

k′=1 exp(sim(s(k),v(k′,m))
,

(13)

where v(k,m) = v((k−1)M+m). Then, we mix the two losses:

LNAPF−HRR = (L′′(S,V ) + L′′(V ,S))/2. (14)

4. Experimental setup
4.1. Data

We conducted audio fingerprinting experiments on the FMA
dataset [13] according to the NAFP paper [8]. Note that the
dataset described below is the mini version and can be down-
loaded from [16], which is different from the full version re-
ported in the paper [8].

The training data set for the fingerprinting function is sam-
pled from fma medium, comprising 10,000 songs, each with
30-second audio. The test-DB dataset is another subset from
fma medium, comprising 500 songs of 30 seconds each. The
test-query dataset is a noisy copy of the test DB with a random
augmentation pipeline, including time offset modulation up to
±200 ms, background noise mixing using AudioSet [17] in the
SNR range from 0 to 10 dB, and impulse response convolution
using two public datasets [18, 19]. The test-dummy-DB dataset
is used as a set of distractors; they should not be matched to
the test query. The dummy dataset is sampled from fma full,
consisting of 10,000 songs, each with 30 seconds.

4.2. Network architecture and training configurations

We also used the same network architecture with NAFP [8].
The network accepts a log-scaled Mel-spectrogram represent-
ing 1-second audio with the 0.5-second shift. The input runs
through eight convolutional encoders with separable convolu-
tion, layer normalization, and ReLU activation, followed by a
projection layer and L2-normalization. We mainly used the fin-
gerprint dimension D = 512, larger than D = 128 reported
in [8], because our HRR requires a sufficient dimension to bind
multiple vectors. We set the batch size B to 640. We trained
the network using Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate
of 1e-4 and cosine decay to 1e-6 in 100K steps. The tempera-
ture τ was set to 0.05. We implemented the training pipeline by
ourselves with PyTorch.



Table 1: Top-1 hit rate (%) with different aggregation methods.
The fingerprint dimension is 512. M is the block size for aggre-
gation.

Method M
Query length (s)

1 2 3 5 10

No-aggregation 1 71.1 90.4 95.1 97.9 99.4

Summation 2 31.2 74.2 84.9 92.7 96.4
Decimation 2 39.0 74.0 86.0 93.4 95.9

HRR (proposed) 2 58.8 83.8 90.9 95.1 97.8

Summation 4 3.0 6.6 39.4 44.3 89.8
Decimation 4 19.3 45.8 37.7 71.3 92.8

HRR (proposed) 4 31.0 58.3 45.0 79.0 96.0

For training with HRR described in Sec. 3.4, we tested
different numbers of positions M = 2, 4

4.3. Search algorithm

Faiss [20] is used for efficient MIPS. We used the inverted file
index structure with PQ (IVF-PQ). For the IVF-PQ, we had 200
centroids with a code size of 64 and 8 bits per index.

4.4. Evaluation protocol

We use the Top-1 hit rate (%) to measure the search perfor-
mance. Assuming we have Q query fingerprints and Qhit

queries with the maximum similarity are hit as top-1, the Top-1
hit rate can be measured as Qhit/Q.

5. Results and discussion
5.1. Comparison of fingerprint aggregation methods

The proposed aggregation method HRR (Eq. 8) was com-
pared with two simple alternatives, 1) Summation: s(k) =∑M

m=1 x
(k,m), and 2) Decimation: s(k) = x(k,1).

Table 1 shows the results on the Top-1 hit rate. We ob-
served that for all query lengths and block sizes, the proposed
HRR outperformed other aggregation methods. In particular,
when query length is 1-sec, i.e., one segment, HRR produced
significantly better accuracy than the summation and decima-
tion methods. Unlike the other methods, it demonstrates that
HRR can preserve the original time resolution. Although we
can see significant performance degradation compared with the
no-aggregation system, the proposed method can recover the
accuracy according to the query length.

Table 2 shows the Top-1 near match rate for the 1-second
query. The near match means that the Top-1 hypothesis is
within ±500 msec. With M = 2, the summation method can
produce a better Top-1 near match, suggesting the summation
does reasonable aggregation while ignoring the position in a se-
quence. With M = 4, the summation and decimation meth-
ods failed even for near matches. The proposed HRR method
showed no significant difference between the Top-1 exact and
Top-1 near values. It suggests that HRR can accurately dis-
criminate the position in a sequence.

5.2. Effect of HRR-aware training

Table 3 shows the results of HRR-aware training. For M = 2,
HRR-aware training was slightly better than that without HRR-
aware training. However, the difference was not significant. For

Table 2: Comparison of Top-1 exact/near match rate for 1-
second query with different aggregation methods. The finger-
print dimension is 512. M is the block size for aggregation.

Method M Top-1 exact Top-1 near

Summation 2 31.2 62.9
Decimation 2 39.0 45.0

HRR (proposed) 2 58.8 60.4

Summation 4 3.0 7.7
Decimation 4 19.3 22.9

HRR (proposed) 4 31.0 32.4

Table 3: Top-1 hit rate (%) with and without HRR-aware train-
ing. The fingerprint dimension is 512. M is the block size for
aggregation.

Method M
Query length (s)

1 2 3 5 10

HRR 2 58.8 83.8 90.9 95.1 97.8
+ HRR-aware train. 2 59.0 83.8 91.5 95.4 98.1

HRR 4 31.0 58.3 45.0 79.0 96.0
+ HRR-aware train. 4 24.4 57.0 44.5 67.4 97.0

M = 4, HRR-aware training was only slightly better at the
query length of 10. We hypothesize that the linear operations of
HRR limit the capacity of representations. Adding some non-
linear operations for aggregation could lead to an improvement
in the proposed training scheme. We leave this direction for
future work.

6. Conclusion
We proposed an audio fingerprinting model with holographic
reduced representation (HRR). The proposed method can re-
duce the number of stored fingerprints by utilizing HRR to
aggregate multiple fingerprints into a composite fingerprint.
We conducted fingerprint search experiments using the FMA
dataset. The results show that the proposed method can aggre-
gate fingerprints with a slight accuracy degradation compared
with non-reduced fingerprints. It significantly outperformed
decimation-based and summation-based aggregation methods.
While the baseline aggregation methods make it hard to recover
the original fingerprint position within a sequence, the proposed
HRR-based aggregation successfully preserved it. Experiments
with the HRR-aware training of the neural fingerprinting model
did not show an improvement.

This study paves the way for several areas of future re-
search. Investigating alternative methods for aggregating fin-
gerprints that reduce storage while maintaining accuracy is
a promising direction. Additionally, evaluating the proposed
HRR-based method on larger and more diverse datasets would
help assess its scalability and applicability. Furthermore, re-
fining HRR parameters, such as vector dimensionality and the
number of position vectors, could enhance the search accuracy.
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