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Abstract—The embedded topic model (ETM) is a widely used
approach that assumes the sampled document-topic distribu-
tion conforms to the logistic normal distribution for easier
optimization. However, this assumption oversimplifies the real
document-topic distribution, limiting the model’s performance.
In response, we propose a novel method that introduces the
diffusion process into the sampling process of document-topic
distribution to overcome this limitation and maintain an easy
optimization process. We validate our method through extensive
experiments on two mainstream datasets, proving its effectiveness
in improving topic modeling performance.

Index Terms—topic modeling, embedded topic model, diffusion
process, text mining

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the embedded topic model [1] has garnered
significant attention [2]–[9] due to its interpretable and flexible
variational auto-encoder architecture [10], [11]. Despite its
merits, the embedded topic model still faces a critical chal-
lenge: it assumes that the topic distribution of a document
assumes to the logistic-normal distribution and thus employs
a simple yet effective variational loss for training. While this
assumption facilitates easier optimization, it also imposes a
strict constraint on the learned document-topic distribution.
As a result, the embedded topic model struggles to achieve
higher performance in topic modeling, as it fails to capture the
complexity of the real document-topic distribution (we further
illustrate this limitation in Fig. 1).

To alleviate this problem, we rethink the architecture of the
embedded topic model, which is a variational auto-encoder.
Compared to the standard auto-encoder [12], it tries to model
more complex document-topic distribution by introducing
noise to the hidden representations sampled from a standard
normal distribution. The noise is fused into these hidden rep-
resentations in the form of mean and variance and thus results
in a variable following a Gaussian distribution. This variable
is then transformed into document-topic distributions using
a softmax function. However, according to the experimental
results we observed, the introduction of these noises is still
insufficient to model the document topic distribution well.

To this end, we propose a new idea of representation
enhancement: we directly sample these hidden representations
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Fig. 1. This figure shows the KL loss changes of several classical embedded
topic models on the test set of the 20NewsGroup dataset when the topic
number is 50. Each point means a better model checkpoint than previous ones.
The loss is the KL divergence between sampled topic distribution variables
and the normal distribution. According to this figure, we could find that
the loss keeps being larger in the training process. This demonstrates that
when the sampled document-topic distributions tend to break the limitations
of conforming to the logistic-normal distribution for a better topic modeling
performance.

from document representations. The advantage of this idea is
that compared to ETM, we integrate document information
into these hidden representations, improving its ability to
model document-topic distribution. On the other hand, the
disadvantage is that due to the change in the hidden repre-
sentation’s distribution, we cannot use the existing objective
function for optimization, and it is difficult for us to obtain an
accurate loss function.

To alleviate this disadvantage, we combine the sampling
process with the forward process of diffusion model [13],
which gradually introduces noise conforming to the normal
distribution into the document representations, following the
steps of the diffusion process. Finally, the resulting representa-
tion contains both document information and is close enough
to the normal distribution and thus we can still utilize the
objective function of the embedded topic model to optimize
the new model.

By utilizing this diffusion-based approach, our proposed
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model achieves significant improvements across three metrics:
topic coherence, topic diversity, and perplexity, for topic mod-
eling on two widely-used datasets, namely 20Newsgroup [14]
and the New York Times [15]. When compared to both clas-
sical and state-of-the-art embedded topic models, our model
demonstrates significant improvement in performance. As far
as we know, we are the first to introduce the diffusion process
into the embedded topic model to enhance the representation
ability of the document-topic distribution.

II. PRELIMINARY

Topic modeling is a task to obtain the hidden document-
topic distribution via modeling the whole document set. For a
set with N documents, it has V unique words. We use a bag-
of-words model [16] to represent each document Xi ∈ RV .
There is a latent topic set Z = {z1, z2, ..., zK} consisting of
K latent topics in the document set and each document Xi

has a distribution θi ∈ R1×K over this topic set (document-
topic distribution). For each topic zi, there is also a distribution
βi ∈ R1×V over vocabulary.

The topic model aims to model the document set and the
modeling process is equivalent to maximizing the likelihood
of documents:

L =
∑N

i=1
log p(Xi) , (1)

p(Xi) =

V∏
j=1

(

K∑
k=1

p(zk|Xi)p(wj |zk))Xij , (2)

p(Xi) =
∏V

j=1
(θi × β)Xij . (3)

where wj is the j-th word in the vocabulary, and the Xij

means the number of occurrences of wj in Xi. In the embed-
ded topic model, words and topics are projected into a vector
space and form two embedding matrices: word embedding
matrix ρ ∈ RV×E and topic embedding matrix α ∈ RK×E .
The topic-word distribution β = softmax(α× ρ).

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Overview

The architecture of our model is shown in Fig. 2, which in-
cludes three modules: diffusion module (in yellow), document-
topic distribution computation module (in green), and topic-
word distribution computation module (in blue).

The diffusion module and document-topic distribution mod-
ule work together to produce the document-topic distribution
θ, and the topic-word distribution module could generate the
topic-word distribution β. Then, the two distributions’ product
X′ is regarded as the reconstruction of the input document’s
normalized bag-of-words representation X . In the following
sections, we will introduce each module and how to train the
whole model in detail.

B. Diffusion Process

At first, we use a feed-forward network, consisting of three
linear layers and two ReLU activation functions, to produce
the enhanced representation X0 of document representation
X .

X0 = NN(X). (4)

The X0 is the input of the following diffusion process. The
diffusion model’s forward process adds noise to the inputs
at different levels step by step. There are various methods
to add noise. To ensure the simplicity of the topic model,
we utilize the linear noise scheduler in our model. The linear
noise scheduler adds the noise to the input document X0 and
finally produces XT as the hidden representations ϵ, which is
very close to the normal distribution. We could represent the
process as:

q(XT |X0) = N (XT ;
√
αTX0, (1− αT )I),

where αT =
∏T

s=1 αT , aT = 1−βT . In the embedded topic
model, the initial value ϵ is usually sampled from the normal
distribution N (0, 1).

C. Document-Topic Distribution Module

In this module, the noise is added to ϵ in the form of mean
and variance. The mean µ and variance σ are obtained from
two neural network layers with the same architecture as the
neural network module in the diffusion module. Then, ϵ is
multiplied by the standard deviation σ, added to µ, and finally
passed through a softmax function to produce the document-
topic distribution θ. It is represented by:

µ = NN(X;vµ) , (5)

σ = NN(X;vσ) , (6)

z = ϵ⊙ σ + µ, (7)

θ = softmax(z) , (8)

where the vµ and vσ are parameters of the neural networks.

D. Topic-Word Distribution Module

In the embedded topic model, the topic-word distribution is
the product of topic embedding and word embedding:

β = α× ρ⊤ . (9)

Each element in vector βk epresents the probability of
the corresponding word belonging to topic k (e.g., βi,j =
p(wj |zk)).
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Fig. 2. This is the architecture of our proposed model, including the diffusion module (in yellow), document-topic distribution computation module (in green),
and topic-word distribution module (in blue).

E. Training
This model is trained via two loss terms: one is the

reconstruction loss L(X,X′):

L(X,X′) = XlogX′ , (10)

And another term is the KL divergence between the produced
z and the normal distribution N (0, 1):

LKLD = KL(z||N (0, 1)) . (11)

The final loss function is:

L = L(X,X′)+ λ ∗LKLD , (12)

where λ is a hyperparameter used to balance the trade-
off between the two terms. The whole parameters include
the neural networks’ parameters in diffusion and document-
topic distribution module and the topic and word embedding
matrices.

IV. EXPERIMENT

In this section, we assess the performance of our pro-
posed method in comparison with embedded topic mod-
els (ETM [1], ERNTM [4]), classic neural topic models
(NTM [17], NTMR [17]) and recent neural topic models
(DeTiME [7], Meta-CETM [9]).

We adopt the same hyper-parameters as NTM for fair
comparisons. The parameters are initialized randomly for all
experiments with the same random seed. We report topic co-
herence, topic diversity, and topic quality (the product between
topic coherence and topic diversity) and document perplexity
for each model on 20NewsGroup and NewYorkTimes datasets.
All the codes were implemented using PyTorch [18].

DATASET Partition Document Count Vocabulary Size

20NewsGroup
train 10132
valid 1126 1994
test 7487

NYT-10000
train 254616
valid 14978 1483
test 29934

NYT-5000
train 254666
valid 14982 2889
test 29947

NYT-3000
train 254671
valid 14982 4324
test 29952

TABLE I
STATISTICAL INFORMATION AND DATA PARTITION OF DATASETS USED IN
THIS PAPER. NYT-X INDICATES REMOVING WORDS WHOSE DOCUMENT

FREQUENCY IS LESS THAN X

A. Dataset’s Statistical Information

We conduct experiments on 20NewsGroup and NewYork-
Times datasets. The statistical information of datasets we used
in this paper is shown in Table I.

B. Implement Details

In our settings, the word embedding size and topic embed-
ding size are both 300 and we train these two embeddings
in the training process. The diffusion step T is 100, the
β0 is 0 and βT is 0.02. Batch sizes on 20NewsGroup and
NewYorkTimes datasets are 1000 and 512, respectively. The λ
in the loss is 1. The learning rates on the 20Newsgroup dataset
are 0.008, 0.009, and 0.01 for K=50, K=100 and K=200. The
learning rates on the NewYorkTimes dataset are 0.007, 0.007
and 0.008 for NYT-3000, NYT-5000 and NYT-10000.



METHODS
Topic Number

K=50 K=100 K=200
Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity

NTMR 0.1035 0.0776 0.0080 1135.1 0.1123 0.0472 0.0053 1060.7 0.1324 0.0126 0.0017 1174.8
NTM 0.1804 0.3648 0.0658 897.4 0.1621 0.2592 0.0420 852.7 0.1037 0.1754 0.0182 823.8
ETM 0.1865 0.4864 0.0907 686.0 0.1821 0.3552 0.0647 660.0 0.1826 0.2326 0.0425 681.0

ERNTM 0.1949 0.5112 0.0996 651.1 0.1873 0.3624 0.0679 653.9 0.1867 0.2360 0.0441 671.2
DeTiME 0.1935 0.5203 0.1007 613.4 0.1890 0.3834 0.0725 619.1 0.1862 0.2689 0.0501 625.6

Meta-CETM 0.1958 0.4538 0.0889 591.3 0.1901 0.3106 0.0590 553.9 0.1845 0.2177 0.0402 601.5
DiffETM (ours) 0.2003 0.7504 0.1503 547.1 0.1938 0.5940 0.1151 470.7 0.1927 0.2752 0.0530 596.6

TABLE II
THIS TABLE PRESENTS THE PERFORMANCE OF OUR MODEL AND BASELINES ON THE 20NEWSGROUP DATASET. K IS THE NUMBER OF TOPICS. THE BEST

RESULTS ARE BOLDED.

METHODS
Datasets

NYT-10000 NYT-5000 NYT-3000
Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity

NTMR 0.078 0.3952 0.0307 881.4 0.0711 0.4224 0.0300 1358.3 0.0929 0.5504 0.0511 1734.0
NTM 0.1811 0.4200 0.0761 679.0 0.1924 0.5552 0.1068 1066.1 0.2011 0.6064 0.1219 1377.7
ETM 0.1885 0.6224 0.1173 642.1 0.2003 0.6416 0.1285 1064.7 0.2083 0.6704 0.1397 1372.7

ERNTM 0.1888 0.6256 0.1181 644.1 0.2104 0.6768 0.1424 1060.2 0.2157 0.7096 0.1531 1365.9
DeTiME 0.1873 0.6645 0.1245 623.8 0.2116 0.6976 0.1476 1010.3 0.2173 0.7324 0.1592 1325.7

Meta-CETM 0.1888 0.5947 0.1123 608.4 0.2122 0.6077 0.1290 1001.2 0.2187 0.5935 0.1298 1311.4
DiffETM (ours) 0.1906 0.7416 0.1413 593.7 0.2145 0.7944 0.1704 996.2 0.2240 0.7704 0.1725 1304.6

TABLE III
THIS TABLE PRESENTS THE PERFORMANCE OF OUR MODEL AND BASELINES ON NEWYORKTIMES DATASETS. THE TOPIC NUMBER IS SET TO 50. THE

BEST RESULTS ARE BOLDED.

METHODS
Topic Number

K=50 K=100 K=200
Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity

DiffETM (ours) 0.2003 0.7504 0.1503 547.1 0.1938 0.5940 0.1151 470.7 0.1927 0.2752 0.0530 596.6
-Diffusion 0.1945 0.7245 0.1409 788.4 0.1891 0.5266 0.0996 765.3 0.1875 0.2546 0.0477 791.7

ETM 0.1865 0.4864 0.0907 686.0 0.1821 0.3552 0.0647 660.0 0.1826 0.2326 0.0425 681.0

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY ON 20NEWSGROUP DATASETS. THE BEST RESULTS ARE BOLDED.

The metrics include topic coherence, topic diversity, topic
quality, and perplexity. The detailed computations can be
found in [4]. All experiments were conducted in a Linux server
with a Nvidia V100 GPU.

C. Main Results

Since the performance of the topic model is influenced
by the number of topics and the vocabulary size, we eval-
uate the model under different settings to better illustrate
its performance. Specifically, we test models with varying
topic numbers on the 20NewsGroup dataset and with different
vocabulary sizes on the NewYorkTimes dataset. The detailed
results are presented in Tables II and III.

In detail, Table II shows the comparison results on the
20NewsGroup dataset with different topic numbers. According
to this table, our model outperforms all baselines with various
topic numbers. Compared to ETM, the improvements are up
to 77.89%, which is achieved on the topic quality with 100
topics.

For the NewYorkTimes dataset, we construct different vo-
cabulary sizes by removing words whose frequency is lower

than 3000, 5000, and 10000. As shown in Table III, our
proposed method reaches the best topic quality and topic
perplexity on all three New York Times datasets.

D. Ablation Study

In order to verify the validity of the diffusion process of
our model, we conducted the following ablation study: we
compare our model with a model that undergoes the following
modifications: (-Diffusion) removing diffusion process and
directly using the document representation to produce the
hidden representation. The results are shown in the Table
IV. We find that compared to DiffETM, the model with
diffusion removed has a slight decrease in metrics such as
topic diversity, and topic coherence, but still outperforms
ETM. The decline in perplexity metrics is large. The variant’s
performance on perplexity is weaker than ETM. These results
indicate that the introduction of the diffusion process plays
an important role in ensuring the smooth optimization of the
model.



E. Hyper-Parameter Analysis

We observe that DiffETM has an important hyperparameter:
the diffusion step T. This parameter determines the closeness
of the hidden representations to the normal distribution, af-
fecting the optimization process of the model as well as the
final perplexity. To better illustrate the effect of this hyper-
parameter on the model, we list the performance of the
DiffETM on the 20NewsGroup dataset for different T at K
= 50. The results are shown in Table V. Based on the results
in the table, we find that T has a large impact on perplexity.
When T is small, perplexity is large. It indicates that the model
is not well optimized. When T is large, perplexity is small
and maintained at a stable stage. In addition, as T changes,
the other two indicators also fluctuate slightly. In practice, we
need to choose an appropriate T to keep the model harmonized
on the three indicators.

T Coherence Diversity Quality Perplexity

0 0.1945 0.7245 0.1409 788.4
20 0.1967 0.7456 0.1467 595.6
50 0.1992 0.7521 0.1498 568.2

100 0.2003 0.7504 0.1503 547.1
150 0.1981 0.7021 0.1391 544.3
200 0.1959 0.6867 0.1345 542.6

TABLE V
PERFORMANCE OF DIFFETM WITH DIFFERENT T VALUES ON

20NEWSGROUP DATASETS. K IS SET TO 50.

V. CONCLUSION

After considering the limitations of the ETM in model-
ing document-topic distribution, we introduce the diffusion
process into the sampling process of this distribution in the
ETM for stronger modeling ability and to maintain a smooth
optimization process. Extensive experiments conducted on two
mainstream datasets have demonstrated our model’s effective-
ness in improving topic modeling performance.
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