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ABSTRACT
The advent of text-image models, most notably CLIP, has signifi-
cantly transformed the landscape of information retrieval. These
models enable the fusion of various modalities, such as text and
images. One significant outcome of CLIP is its capability to allow
users to search for images using text as a query, as well as vice
versa. This is achieved via a joint embedding of images and text
data that can, for instance, be used to search for similar items. De-
spite efficient query processing techniques such as approximate
nearest neighbor search, the results may lack precision and com-
pleteness. We introduce CLIP-Branches, a novel text-image search
engine built upon the CLIP architecture. Our approach enhances
traditional text-image search engines by incorporating an interac-
tive fine-tuning phase, which allows the user to further concretize
the search query by iteratively defining positive and negative exam-
ples. Our framework involves training a classification model given
the additional user feedback and essentially outputs all positively
classified instances of the entire data catalog. By building upon re-
cent techniques, this inference phase, however, is not implemented
by scanning the entire data catalog, but by employing efficient
index structures pre-built for the data. Our results show that the
fine-tuned results can improve the initial search outputs in terms
of relevance and accuracy while maintaining swift response times.
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Figure 1: Search process of CLIP-Branches. Traditional text-
to-image search engines only consist of the steps❶ to❸while
CLIP-Branches adds a fine-tuning stage to refine the initial
search results (Steps ❹-❼). Index structures are employed
during the search for faster execution.

1 INTRODUCTION
Recent advances in deep learning have led to significant improve-
ments in text-based image retrieval systems. Traditional meth-
ods, such as those employed by image platforms like Pinterest
or Flickr, typically rely on nearest neighbor (NN) search algorithms
for data retrieval [18], where a set of similar items is returned for
a given query text or image. These algorithms facilitate data re-
trieval through text and image embeddings, offering a rapid and
efficient solution for handling extensive data sets through the use
of appropriate index structures. The resulting answer set, however,
might be suboptimal in the sense that desired objects of the data
catalog might be missing or that objects not matching the query
are given in the answer set. Information retrieval approaches such
as learning-to-rank [10] could be used to rank the set of nearest
neighbors returned for a given query, e.g., using relevance feedback
to increase search precision. However, such fine-tuning steps only
consider the results returned by an NN approach, and typically still
lead to a significant number of false negatives and positives.

The development of text-image models, particularly CLIP [15],
has substantially impacted the realm of text-based image retrieval.
CLIP yields a joint embedding space for both text and image inputs
and has given rise to various text-image search engines [1, 3]. One
significant outcome of CLIP is, among other things, its capability
to enable users to search for images using text as a query, as well
as vice versa, which is achieved via the joint embedding space. As
for the retrieval systems mentioned above, search queries can be
implemented using (efficient) nearest neighbor search techniques.
Nonetheless, searching for the nearest neighbors (e.g., top k) still
often falls short in precision and relevance, i.e., the answer set for
a query might contain examples not matching the query and might
not contain all relevant examples. This is illustrated in Figure 1
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(Steps ❶-❸). Here, the (text) query “leopard” yields an answer set
of images. However, some images do not fit well to the query, and
many leopard images might still be missing. This issue is further
amplified by inherent limitations in text-image models like CLIP,
which struggle to achieve fine-grained semantic understanding [5].

In this work, we present CLIP-Branches, a novel text-image
search engine that extends traditional text-image search engines by
incorporating relevance feedback through an iterative fine-tuning
phase based on the concept of fast search-by-classification [11].
Search-by-classification allows users to express their query intent
by simply providing examples of what they seek (positive instances)
and do not seek (negative instances). For example, given the search
for “leopard” and the initial answer set, the user can further con-
cretize the search intent by labeling some of the answer images as
positive and some as negative, see Figure 1 (Step ❹). These new la-
bels can then be used to train a classification model, which, in turn,
can be applied to the entire data catalog to retrieve more positive
examples, see Figure 1 (Steps ❺-❼). Instead of scanning the entire
data catalog, which would result in high response times,1 we resort
to so-called decision branches [11], a recently proposed variant of
decision trees, which, in conjunction with pre-built index structures,
allows us to efficiently implement the model application phase, lead-
ing to response times in the range of seconds only. Note that unlike
traditional NN-based search engines that essentially only return
(re-ranked) nearest neighbors for a given query, CLIP-Branches
operates on the entire (!) database and retrieves all instances in the
data catalog that are classified as positive by the model. Hence, this
kind of retrieval is particularly beneficial in scenarios where users
require a more complete set of query-relevant instances, which are
obtained via an iterative and interactive refinement process.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:
(1) We present CLIP-Branches, a novel text-image search en-

gine that enhances traditional models by incorporating user
feedback for fine-tuning search results.2

(2) Several adaptations are needed to combine CLIP with de-
cision branches. Among other things, we resort to suitable
quantization techniques [7, 8] to reduce the storage footprint
of the CLIP embeddings. This is achieved by extending the
neural network architecture used for CLIP and by adapting
some of its weights using suitable loss functions.

(3) We demonstrate the effectiveness of CLIP-Branches across
various extensive data sets encompassing over 260 million
image instances. We also provide the source code that allows
other researchers to (re)use the search engine for their own
data and use cases. The code repository is publicly available.3

Search-by-classification has already proven effective for geospa-
tial search tasks [12]. CLIP-Branches introduces this method to
multimodal text-image retrieval, leveraging CLIP embeddings to
merge text and image data within a unified feature space.

2 TECHNICAL OVERVIEW
A key aspect of the functionality of text-image search engines
is the rapid response time, a critical requirement given that users

1Applying a decision tree to a large data catalog might easily take minutes or hours.
2A prototype is available at: https://web.clip-branches.net/
3https://github.com/cluel01/clip-branches
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Figure 2: Feature extraction for CLIP-Branches. The initial
text and image data are transformed into 512-dimensional
embeddings using CLIP. These embeddings are refined via a
custom head module, followed by 8-bit quantization, result-
ing in a 32-dimensional 8-bit embedding. The reduction in
data size is exemplified below using the LAION data set.

typically expect quick access to search results. These search engines
predominantly leverage pre-built index structures, such as FAISS [6],
to achieve fast search times. Such index structures are generally
populated with feature embeddings of the images that have been
extracted beforehand, e.g., using deep neural networks.

2.1 Search Workflow
A general workflow of a text-image search engine is depicted in
Figure 1. Note that traditional search engines usually only cover
Steps❶-❸. CLIP-Branches extends on that setup by adding a search-
by-classification stage (Steps ❹-❼) [11]. After the first results have
been retrieved in Step ❸, users can refine their search intent by
selecting positive (correctly identified images) and negative (incor-
rectly identified images) instances (Step ❹). These instances serve
as a training set for the decision branches [11] mentioned above.
This model learns to discriminate between positive and negative
objects using their feature embeddings. Once trained, the model is
essentially applied to the entire data catalog, classifying the data
into positive and negative instances (Step ❺). This operation is
supported by pre-built index structures to speed up the inference
and achieves interactive response times [11]. The user then receives
all objects predicted as positive ranked by the model (Step ❻). If the
user is not yet satisfied with the results, the iterative fine-tuning
phase allows them to continuously refine the search results, thus
progressively enhancing the accuracy and relevance (Step ❼).

2.2 CLIP Embeddings
The extraction of appropriate embeddings is crucial for a search en-
gine. Typically, the quality of embeddings improves with larger data
sets or, in the case of feature extraction with deep neural networks,
with larger model sizes. In the past, this has led to the common
practice of adopting pre-trained large-scale models such as CLIP,
which are subsequently fine-tuned for specific applications [2].

CLIP-Branches resorts to CLIP embeddings for text and image
data. As sketched in Figure 2, CLIP transforms raw image and text
data into meaningful embeddings of dimensionality 𝑑 = 512. The
extracted features typically capture many of the characteristics of
the original data as the model was pre-trained on more than 400 mil-
lion image-text pairs. However, significant storage is still required.
We extend the CLIP model by attaching a custom head model (fully
connected neural network) with 𝑑′ = 32 output neurons to reduce

https://web.clip-branches.net/
https://github.com/cluel01/clip-branches
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these storage requirements and to make the embeddings suitable for
decision branches. For the head module to yield meaningful results,
it is essential to train the weights of the additional fully connected
layers. To achieve this, we employ the MSCOCO Image Captioning
(MSCOCO) data set [9] with 82,612 training samples and 40,438
validation samples.4 To further reduce the storage consumption,
we make use of a specialized regularization term, see Section 2.3.
This term is specifically designed to favor uniformity in the spheri-
cal latent space of the final embedding and plays a crucial role in
optimizing the features for the subsequent quantization process.

2.3 Quantization
An essential ingredient of CLIP-Branches is the reduction of the stor-
age requirements of the embeddings. Similar to other approaches,
we make use of quantization techniques to achieve this while not
harming the expressiveness of the features. To this end, we adopt
the so-called Kozachenko-Leononenko (KoLeo) regularization ini-
tially introduced by Sablayrolles et al. [16] and later applied in the
context of the well-known DINOv2 model [14]. The regularization
encourages the feature vectors to be spread out uniformly across
the spherical feature space. This uniform distribution across the
embedding space enhances the effectiveness of quantization. Given
a batch of 𝑛 embeddings 𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ R𝑑 ′ in a 𝑑′-dimensional
space, KoLeo regularization is defined as

L𝐾𝑜𝐿𝑒𝑜 = − 1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

log(𝜌𝑛,𝑖 ), (1)

where 𝜌𝑛,𝑖 = 𝑚𝑖𝑛 𝑗≠𝑖
𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥 𝑗

 is the minimal Euclidean distance
between 𝑥𝑖 and any other point in the batch. For the quantization
itself, we use an 8-bit scalar quantization method by mapping each
value to one of 256 integer values. In total, the embedding size is
reduced by a factor of 64 (more precisely, from 512 valueswith single
floating point precision to 32 values with a 8-bit representation).

2.4 System Setup
Before deployment, CLIP-Branches undergoes some pre-processing.
This involves transforming the image data into quantized CLIP
feature embeddings (see Figure 2). Through this process, we can
significantly reduce the storage footprint of the raw image data. For
instance, the largest data set, the LAION data set, was reduced from
8 TB of image data to just 8 GB of 8-bit feature embeddings. We
then construct the required index structures for the initial search
and for subsequent refinement using the decision branch models. In
total, these index structures sum up to 62 GB of additional storage.

3 EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION
To assess the benefits of our fine-tuning process over standard text-
image retrieval using NN search, we performed evaluations across
various image classification data sets with our CLIP embeddings.
We compared when the 𝐹1-score of our decision branches models
exceeded the score of a classification based on NN search5 with an

4During this training phase, we freeze all the weights of the original CLIP model to
exclusively fine-tune the newly added layers. The training was conducted over 100
epochs using a NVIDIA A100 GPU, under the same settings as the original CLIP model.
5All 𝑘 nearest neighbors found in the test set given a positive training instance are
considered to be positive, while all other instances are considered to be negative. The
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Figure 3: Number of positive training instances required
for Decision Branches models to surpass NN search results
among different image classification benchmark data sets.

MSCOCO Accuracy
Recall@ 1 10 100
CLIP (𝑑 = 512) - - - 0.474
CLIP + PCA 0.683 0.757 0.802 0.144
CLIP + Head 0.831 0.890 0.926 0.390
CLIP + Head + KoLeo 0.953 0.970 0.985 0.404

Table 1: Comparison of quantization methods applied to
original CLIP features (𝑑 = 512) for the MSCOCO data set,
detailing recall scores at 1, 10, and 100 nearest neighbors
post-quantization, alongside zero-shot classification accu-
racy based on the embeddings. Each quantization method
reduces the feature dimensionality to 𝑑 = 32.

increasing number of positive training samples for our models (see
Figure 3). In the context of our search engine, we could thereby show
that on average 22 positive samples are sufficient to outperform
initial search results (based on NN search) w.r.t. the 𝐹1-score with
single decision branches. In comparison, only 8 positive samples
are required when using decision branch ensembles. Note that the
user interface, see Section 4, allows to select such instances quickly.

To assess the impact of the quantization on the quality of the
induced features, we resort to the Recall@𝑘 metric as shown in
Table 1. This involves comparing the quality of a set of nearest
neighbors computed on one of the quantized features (such as CLIP
+ PCA followed by quantization), given the set of nearest neigh-
bors computed on the same set of features without quantization
(e.g. CLIP + PCA). A Recall@𝑘 value close to one indicates a good
overlap, indicating minimal impact from quantization on the cor-
responding feature set. Note that we only report Recall@𝑘 values
for the reduced feature sets. Table 1 illustrates that the features
processed with our head and KoLeo regularization maintain neigh-
borhood structures more effectively through the quantization step
than those processed by traditional methods (e.g., CLIP + PCA) or
those without KoLeo regularization (CLIP + Head).

Finally, the zero-shot classification results (Accuracy) shown in
Table 1 indicate that employing the final CLIP + Head + KoLeo
features yields the best accuracy, indicating that these embeddings
retain a significant portion of the original information compared
to the original CLIP features.

number of 𝑘 is set to the true number of positives in the test set. Note that such
important information is not known in practice and gives the NN search an advantage.
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(1) Search Interface (2) First Top 𝑘-Results (3) Fine-tuned Results

Figure 4: Demonstration of CLIP-Branches search workflow. The user initiates a search with a query string and receives top
𝑘-initial results. These results are then labeled as positive (green) or negative (red) based on user preference, guiding the
fine-tuning of the search. The fine-tuned results reflect more completeness and higher accuracy.

4 DEMONSTRATION
In our demonstration, we show how users interact with our first
prototype of CLIP-Branches. To effectively demonstrate its func-
tionality, we have prepared multiple image data sets:

• CIFAR10: a subset of the CIFAR10 benchmark data set con-
sisting of 50,000 images.

• Shutterstock: a data set collected from the Shutterstock
platform6 consisting of more than 14 million images [13].

• LAION: a subset of the LAION-400M web-scraped data set
with more than 260 million images [17].

The user can choose between various classification models for refin-
ing the search. In addition to decision branch models, we have also
incorporated classical decision trees and random forests to high-
light the differences in query time when using unoptimized models
for the search: (1) a single decision branch model, (2) a decision
branch ensemble comprising 25 individual models, (3) a standard
decision tree and (4) a random forest model. The general workflow
and the interface are depicted in Figures 1 and 4, respectively.

(1) Initiating the search: When entering the search engine, see
Figure 4(1), users first encounter a text search interface. The
top bar includes options to choose the data set (accessible via
the "Folder" icon) and a manual (via the “Info” button). Users
can input their search string into a dedicated text field and
start the search via the respective button. Upon initiating
the search, this string is converted into a CLIP feature rep-
resentation for which the nearest neighbor embeddings are
retrieved. To address the computational challenges associ-
ated with high-dimensional searches we resort to an approx-
imate nearest neighbor (ANN) search strategy supported by
an index7 for the first search. This method significantly ac-
celerates the retrieval process by approximating the closest
neighbors rather than computing exact matches.

(2) First results and interactive labeling:After initiating the search,
users are presented with an initial set of results, compris-
ing up to 60 images that match their query, see Figure 4(2).
Users can interact with these results by labeling images as
positive (green frame), negative (red frame), or leaving them

6https://shutterstock.com
7We use an implementation of a 𝑘-d tree as ANN index [4].

unlabeled (no frame). By using the “All” buttons, users can si-
multaneously apply the corresponding label to all displayed
images. In the top bar, users can select their preferred fine-
tuning classification model via the “Lens”-button. In addition,
users can tweak search parameters to refine the outcome.
A key feature here is the adjustable slider for negative sam-
ple inclusion. By increasing the count of randomly sampled
negative images, the precision of the model’s results is en-
hanced, but at the expense of longer training times.8 Another
adjustable parameter is the negative weight slider, which
determines the influence of user-labeled negative samples
relative to randomly chosen ones. Once satisfied with the
labeling and parameter configuration, the user can proceed
to the next phase by clicking the “Fine-tune Search” button.

(3) Fine-tune search: The retrieval time depends on the selected
model. In general, for quick searches, single decision branch
models are well suited. Conversely, for higher accuracy, but
with slightly longer wait times, decision branch ensemble
models are preferable. For each run, search statistics are
shown, see Figure 4(3). If the initial fine-tuned results are not
satisfactory, users can iterate the fine-tuning process until
the desired outcome is achieved.

Users are invited to explore CLIP-Branches through the provided
link: https://web.clip-branches.net/.

5 CONCLUSION
We introduce CLIP-Branches, a text-image search engine that in-
corporates a novel refinement feature. Both the code for setting
up the search engine as well as a video showcasing how users can
interact with CLIP-Branches are available on GitHub.9
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