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Abstract—The composed image retrieval (CIR) task aims to retrieve the desired target image for a given multimodal query, i.e., a
reference image with its corresponding modification text. The key limitations encountered by existing efforts are two aspects: 1) ignoring
the multi-faceted query-target matching factors; 2) ignoring the potential unlabeled reference-target image pairs in existing benchmark
datasets. To address these two limitations is non-trivial due to the following challenges: 1) how to effectively model the multi-faceted
matching factors in a latent way without direct supervision signals; 2) how to fully utilize the potential unlabeled reference-target image
pairs to improve the generalization ability of the CIR model. To address these challenges, in this work, we first propose a muLtI-faceted
Matching Network (LIMN), which consists of three key modules: multi-grained image/text encoder, latent factor-oriented feature
aggregation, and query-target matching modeling. Thereafter, we design an iterative dual self-training paradigm to further enhance the
performance of LIMN by fully utilizing the potential unlabeled reference-target image pairs in a semi-supervised manner. Specifically,
we denote the iterative dual self-training paradigm enhanced LIMN as LIMN+. Extensive experiments on three real-world datasets,
FashionIQ, Shoes, and Birds-to-Words, show that our proposed method significantly surpasses the state-of-the-art baselines.

Index Terms—Composed Image Retrieval, Multimodal Retrieval.
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1 INTRODUCTION

IMAGE retrieval has been a cardinal task in computer
vision and database management domains since the

1970’s [1]. It has laid the foundation and paved the way for
a wide range of applications, such as face recognition [2],
[3], fashion retrieval [4], and person re-identification [5],
[6]. Traditional image retrieval paradigms allow users to
deliver their search intentions by either pure text queries or
image queries. However, in many cases, the user’s search
intention is sophisticated, and cannot be well delivered
by the single-modal query. Accordingly, to facilitate the
flexible expression of users’ search intentions, Vo et al. [7]
first proposed the task of composed image retrieval (CIR),
where the input query is composed of a reference image
and a modification text describing the user’s modification
demands towards the reference image. As CIR has great po-
tential value in many real-world applications, such as com-
mercial product search and interactive intelligent robots, it
has gained increasing research attention in recent years.

Although the pioneer research studies [8]–[18] have
achieved promising progress, they have two key limitations.
L1: Ignore the multi-faceted query-target matching fac-

tors. As shown in Figure 1, for evaluating whether the
target image matches the multimodal query, we usually
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Fig. 1. An example of the multi-faceted query-target matching factors
between the multimodal query and the target image. Note that seman-
tics like “color” or “belt” only convey a concept since the matching factors
are implicitly contained.

need to consider multiple factors (e.g., the color, collar,
and sleeve length). Nevertheless, none of the existing
efforts take this into consideration. The previous studies
simply represent the multimodal query and the target
image by a single overall vector, respectively, based on
which they conduct the query-target matching. Appar-
ently, this strategy fails to clearly model the various
latent factors affecting the query-target matching evalu-
ation and inevitably leads to suboptimal performance.

L2: Ignore the potential unlabeled reference-target image
pairs in the existing benchmark dataset. Samples in
the existing CIR datasets are all in the form of triplet
<reference image, modification text, target image>. In
particular, the reference-target image pairs are obtained
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in a heuristic manner, while the modification text is
human-annotated. Apparently, creating such training
samples is expensive and laborious, which largely limits
the size of the benchmark datasets. Simply relying on
the limited samples in existing benchmark datasets,
previous research efforts encountered the overfitting
problem to some extent and suffered from poor gen-
eralization ability. In fact, we observed that there are
still plentiful potential unlabeled reference-target image
pairs in the dataset being untapped by previous work,
which are highly similar with few different properties.

Overcoming the flaws mentioned above is non-trivial
due to the following two challenges. 1) Each factor that
affects the query-target matching evaluation should empha-
size its correlated features of the multimodal query and the
target image. For example, for the evaluation on the “belt”
factor, we should pay attention to the middle region features
of the images or the related keywords in the modification
text. Meanwhile, we do not have direct supervision signals
for learning the multi-faceted query-target matching fac-
tors. Therefore, how to effectively model the multi-faceted
query-target matching factors in a latent way constitutes the
first challenge. 2) Although a number of potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs can be heuristically uncovered
from the benchmark dataset, they cannot be used directly
for training the CIR model since they lack the corresponding
modification text. Accordingly, another tough challenge is
how to fully utilize the potential unlabeled reference-target
image pairs in a semi-supervised manner to improve the
generalization ability of the CIR model.

To address the challenges mentioned above, we first
propose a muLtI-faceted Matching Network, LIMN for
short, to model the multi-faceted query-target matching
factors between the multimodal query and the target im-
age. Thereafter, we devise a customized iterative dual
self-training paradigm to make full use of the potential
unlabeled reference-target image pairs and solve the task
in a semi-supervised manner. We name the iterative dual
self-training paradigm enhanced LIMN as LIMN+.

For LIMN, it contains three vital modules: multi-grained
image/text encoder, latent factor-oriented feature aggrega-
tion, and query-target matching modeling. The first module
is committed to extracting the multi-grained visual and
textual features of the image and the text in the training
triplets. In the second module, we introduce multiple match-
ing tokens to model the latent multi-faceted query-target
matching factors, each of which is responsible for cap-
turing a latent matching factor. In particular, we utilize
the standard Transformer [19] architecture to aggregate the
related features for each matching token, where the intra-
and inter-interaction among different inputs (e.g., reference
image, modification text, and matching tokens) can be fully
explored. In the third module, apart from the conventional
commonly used batch-based classification loss for making
the learned matching tokens that have aggregated related
features from the multimodal query and the target image
close, we also design a factor-orthogonal regularization
to ensure that different matching tokens capture different
matching factors.

As for LIMN+, the key novelty lies in our proposed
iterative dual self-training paradigm. It takes full advan-

tage of the existing image difference captioning (IDC) [20]
model that can generate a natural language-based text to
describe the difference between two images. Specifically,
our iterative dual self-training paradigm utilizes the IDC
model to automatically annotate the potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs and produce pseudo triplets for
enhancing the training of the LIMN model. Conversely, the
well-trained LIMN model can measure the quality of the
pseudo triplet by evaluating its query-target matching score
and determine whether the pseudo triplets can be used.
Through iterative cooperation learning, the performance of
LIMN gets improved.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
• As far as we know, we are the first to explore the latent

multi-faceted query-target matching factors in the con-
text of CIR. In particular, we propose a multi-faceted
matching network, whose novelty mainly lies in the
latent factor-oriented feature aggregation for the query
and target.

• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to dissect
the scarce dataset problem encountered by the CIR task.
Specifically, we design an iterative dual self-training
paradigm to make full use of the potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs and further boost the CIR
performance. The paradigm is hot-plugging and is ap-
plicable to any other existing CIR methods.

• Extensive experiments on three real-world datasets
demonstrate the superiority of our proposed models
(LIMN and LIMN+). As a byproduct, we released the
source code to facilitate the research community1.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
Section 2 briefly reviews the related work. In Section 3, we
detail the proposed LIMN and iterative dual self-training
paradigm. The experimental results and analyses are pre-
sented in Section 4, followed by the conclusion and future
work in Section 5.

2 RELATED WORK

Our work is closely related to the studies on composed
image retrieval (CIR) and self-training.

2.1 Composed Image Retrieval

Recent years have witnessed growing research interest in
CIR due to its theoretical significance of research and poten-
tial commercial value. There are various efforts [7]–[11], [13],
[15]–[18], [21] that attempt to tackle this task. For instance,
Vo et al. [7] first proposed a gating and residual mod-
ule to compose the multimodal query features, where the
reference image is adaptively preserved and transformed
to derive the composed query representation. Following
that, Chen et al. [8] resorted to the attention mechanism
to fuse the hierarchical reference image features with the
modification text feature. Later, Kim et al. [16] presented
a refined version of TIRG [7] to fuse the multi-granularity
features of the reference image and modification text. There-
into, a correction network on the difference between the
reference image and target image is introduced to further

1. https://anosite.wixsite.com/limn.

https://anosite.wixsite.com/limn
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regularize the fusion results. Moreover, Wen et al. [10] uti-
lized a fine-grained local-wise composition module and a
fine-grained global-wise composition module, which can
model the diverse modification demands more precisely.
Thereafter, Lee et al. [13] first adopted a content modulator
to perform local updates of the reference image according
to the modification text, and then applied a style modulator
to achieve the global modification.

Although these methods have made prominent progress,
they overlook the multi-faceted factors that affect the match-
ing evaluation between the multimodal query and the target
image in the context of CIR, and inevitably obtain the subop-
timal retrieval performance. In addition, the existing efforts
ignore the potential unlabeled reference-target image pairs
in the existing benchmark dataset. Beyond these studies,
in this work, we captured the multi-faceted query-target
matching factors by introducing multiple matching tokens
to achieve promising retrieval performance. Besides, we
designed an iterative dual self-training algorithm to make
full use of the potential unlabeled reference-target image
pairs and relieve the problems caused by limited data size,
and consequently achieved promising results in CIR.

2.2 Self-training

Self-training is one of the earliest techniques in
semi-supervised learning [22]. Typically, by self-training,
a model is first trained under the supervision of the la-
beled data. And then the well-trained model is employed
to label the unlabeled data to derive the pseudo labeled
data. Finally, both the labeled and the pseudo labeled
data are jointly utilized to train another model, which can
yield better performance. The advantage of self-training is
that it can adapt the supervised model to function in a
semi-supervised manner and learn from the unlabeled data.
This strategy is simple yet effective and has drawn many
researchers’ attention. For example, Xie et al. [23] utilized the
self-training technique to significantly advance the image
classification accuracy by adding noise such as dropout,
stochastic depth and data augmentation to the combination
of the labeled and the pseudo labeled data. In addition, Ye et
al. [24] adopted self-training in zero-shot text classification,
where a reinforced learning framework is proposed to select
more reliable data samples automatically. Moreover, Yang et
al. [25] employed self-training in semi-supervised object de-
tection, in which the non-maximum suppression is utilized
to fuse the detection results from different iterations and the
performance is further improved.

Inspired by these successful applications of self-training,
in this work, we adapted the self-training technique to the
CIR task to alleviate the limited dataset problem. Consid-
ering the setting of CIR, we adopted an image difference
captioning model to produce pseudo triplets for promoting
the performance of the CIR model.

3 METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first formulate the research problem
and then elaborate on the proposed muLtI-faceted Match-
ing Network (LIMN), followed by the iterative dual self-
training paradigm.

3.1 Problem Formulation
In this work, we aim to tackle the task of CIR, whose goal
is to retrieve the target images that meet the multimodal
query (i.e., a reference image and a modification text).
Suppose we have a set of N training triplets, denoted as
T = {(xr, tm, xt)i}

N
i=1

, where xr , tm, and xt refer to the
reference image, modification text, and target image, re-
spectively. Essentially, we aim to learn an embedding space
where the representations of the multimodal query (xr, tm)
and corresponding target image xt should be as close as
possible, which can be formally expressed as follows,

H (xr, tm)→ H (xt) , (1)

where H denotes the to-be-learned mapping function for
embedding both the multimodal query and the target im-
age. Here we utilize the same mapping function to ensure
the representations of the multimodal query and the target
image lying in the same semantic embedding space.

3.2 LIMN
One major novelty of our work is that we take the mul-
tiple factors influencing the matching evaluation between
the multimodal query and the target image into account.
Specifically, we propose a muLtI-faceted Matching Network
(LIMN), as shown in Figure 2. It consists of three key
modules: (a) multi-grained image/text encoder, (b) latent
factor-oriented feature aggregation, and (c) query-target
matching modeling. First, the visual images (including the
reference image xr and the target image xt) and textual
modification (tm) are encoded by the multi-grained image
encoder and text encoder, respectively (detailed in Section
3.2.1). Second, the multi-grained representations of the mul-
timodal query and the target image are aggregated by a
Transformer, respectively, where the latent multi-faceted
query-target matching factors are modeled (explained in
Section 3.2.2). Finally, a conventional ranking loss and a
newly devised factor-orthogonal regularization are jointly
utilized to optimize our model LIMN (described in Section
3.2.3). We now elaborate each module in LIMN as follows.

3.2.1 Multi-grained Image/Text Encoder
Existing efforts [10], [12], [16] have corroborated that utiliz-
ing multi-grained visual and textual features can promote
the performance of CIR. Inspired by this, we extract both
local and global representations for the reference image and
target image, as well as both word-level and sentence-level
representations for the modification text.

Multi-grained Image Encoder. Towards the image
encoding, we employ the ImageNet [26] pre-trained
ResNet50 [27], which has been widely used as the image
encoder for the CIR task [8], [10], [13], [16], [28]. As the
reference image and the target image share the same visual
feature extraction process, we here take that of the reference
image as an example.

Regarding the local visual feature, we choose the feature
maps output by the second-to-last layer of ResNet, where
each spatial entry of the feature maps can deliver discrim-
inative information about specific image regions [29]. Let
X′′r ∈ RC×H×W denote the feature maps generated by
the second-to-last layer of ResNet for the reference image,
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Fig. 2. Illustration of our proposed LIMN. It consists of three modules: (a) multi-grained image/text encoder, (b) latent factor-oriented feature
aggregation, and (c) query-target matching modeling.

where C is the channel dimension, and H × W refers
to the resolution of feature maps. We first line up X′′r to
a sequence by their positions following [30], denoted as
X
′′
r ∈ RC×(H∗W ), and then apply a fully connected layer

to derive the local visual feature of the reference image.
Formally, we have,

EL
r = FCL

I

(
X
′′
r

)
, (2)

where EL
r ∈ RD×(H∗W ) is the extracted local visual feature

of the reference image.
As for obtaining the global visual feature, we utilize the

feature maps yielded by the last layer of ResNet, since we
argue that the deeper the network, the larger the receptive
field of the convolution operation, and the more abstract
the extracted features. To endow the global visual feature
able to encode various overviews of the image, we utilize
three commonly used pooling strategies, i.e., max pooling,
average pooling, and gem pooling [31], to derive the global
visual feature. Formally, for the reference image feature
maps X′r generated by the last layer of ResNet, we have,

EG
r = FCG

I ([Max(X′r); Avg(X′r); Gem(X′r)]) , (3)

where EG
r ∈ RD×3 is the global visual feature of the refer-

ence image, Max (·), Avg (·), and Gem (·) refer to different
pooling strategies. [; ] denotes the concatenate operation and
FCG

I is the fully connected layer to ensure that the local and
global feature dimensions are aligned.

Afterwards, we concatenate the local visual feature and
global visual feature of the reference image to derive its final
visual representation as follows,

Er =
[
EL

r ; EG
r

]
, (4)

where Er ∈ RD×(H∗W+3) denotes the visual representation
of the reference image. The visual representation of the
target image Et ∈ RD×(H∗W+3) can be obtained in the
same way.

Multi-grained Text Encoder. For the text encoding, fol-
lowing previous efforts [7], [8], [10], we utilize a single-layer
long short-term memory network (LSTM) [32] as the
multi-grained text encoder. Specifically, the modification
text is first tokenized into a token sequence and then fed
into the LSTM as follows,

Tm = [t1, · · · , tK ] = FLSTM(tm), (5)

where ti ∈ RDt is the hidden state output of the i-th word,
Tm ∈ RDt×K denotes the hidden state output of the given
modification text yielded by the LSTM, Dt is the feature
dimension and K is the text length.

Similar to the multi-grained visual encoding, we jointly
consider the word-level and sentence-level representations
of the modification text. Specifically, for the word-level rep-
resentation, we apply a fully connected layer to the hidden
state output of the words in the modification text as follows,

EW
m = FCW

M (Tm) , (6)

where EW
m ∈ RD×K denotes the word-level representation

of the modification text. As for the sentence-level repre-
sentation, we employ another fully connected layer to the
hidden state output of the last word in the modification text
as follows,

ES
m = FCS

M (tK) , (7)

where ES
m ∈ RD is the sentence-level representation of

the modification text. Thereafter, we concatenate them to
obtain the final textual representation of the modification
text as follows,

Em =
[
EW

m ; ES
m

]
, (8)

where Em ∈ RD×(K+1) denotes the final representation of
the modification text.
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3.2.2 Latent Factor-oriented Feature Aggregation
In this work, beyond previous studies, we explore the la-
tent multi-faceted query-target matching factors that affect
the matching evaluation between the multimodal query
and the target image. To fulfil this, supposing there are
U query-target matching factors, we introduce U match-
ing tokens, each of which endeavors to capture a latent
factor. Each matching token is responsible for adaptively
aggregating features of the multimodal query/target image
according to its corresponding factor. For example, in Fig-
ure 1, the matching token that ought to capture the “belt”
factor should aggregate the related features of the belt from
the multimodal query and the target image, respectively.
Specifically, we assign each matching token a learnable
vector. Accordingly, the U matching tokens can be denoted
as Ep ∈ RD×U , i.e., a learnable matrix, which is randomly
initialized and will be optimized during the training pro-
cess. D is the feature dimension, which is equal to that of
the visual and textual representations. Each column of Ep

corresponds to a latent factor.
We then utilize an off-the-shelf Transformer encoder [19],

which can model a comprehensive interaction among the
inputs by virtue of self-attention mechanism, to aggregate
the related features into the corresponding matching to-
kens. Specifically, we first concatenate the representation of
matching tokens with that of the multimodal query and the
target image, respectively, which is given as,{

Φq = [Er; Em; Ep] ,

Φt = [Et; Ep] ,
(9)

where Φq ∈ RD×(H∗W+K+4+U) and Φt ∈ RD×(H∗W+3+U)

denote the concatenated query input and the target input,
respectively. We then feed Φq and Φt into the Transformer
encoder as follows,{

Ψr = FTransformer (Φr) ,

Ψt = FTransformer (Φt) ,
(10)

where Ψr ∈ RD×U and Ψt ∈ RD×U denote the updated
matching token matrices, which have aggregated the nec-
essary features from the multimodal query and the target
image, respectively. Note that we do not add additional
positional encodings or modality type encodings to the
query input and target input, due to two major concerns.
1) The visual representations of query and target images
are extracted by CNNs, and it has been corroborated that
CNNs can implicitly encode space information [33]. 2) The
visual representations, textual representation, and matching
token representations are initialized in different ways, i.e.,
CNN, LSTM, and random initialization, respectively. Thus,
they are inherent with different semantics and do not need
additional encodings to be differentiated. It is also worth
noting that the parameters of the Transformers that process
the query input Φq and target input Φt are shared. The
underlying philosophy is to make the output embeddings
of both ends still remain in the same semantic space, which
facilitates the following query-target matching modeling.

The advantages of using Transformer to perform the la-
tent factor-oriented feature aggregation can be summarized
into two-folds. 1) The self-attention mechanism in the Trans-
former encoder can comprehensively model the interactions

among representations of the multimodal query, the target
image, and the matching tokens. Specifically, both the intra-
interactions among representations of the same subject (e.g.,
the multi-grained representations of the reference/target
image or the representations of the matching tokens) and
the inter-interactions among representations of different
subjects (e.g., the representations of the reference image,
modification text, and matching tokens) can be modeled.
Then the matching tokens can fully aggregate the related
features from the multimodal query and the target image,
respectively. 2) The length of the modification text varies
in different samples, while Transformer is born to handle
sequential data in variable lengths.

3.2.3 Query-Target Matching Modeling
Through the latent factor-oriented feature aggregation mod-
ule, we have derived the Ψr and Ψt, which aggregate
factor-related features from the multimodal query and the
target image, respectively. The CIR task then boils down to
making them close in the latent matching space. Towards
this end, we first apply L2 normalization to each column
of Ψr and Ψt. Let Ψ̂r and Ψ̂t denote the normalized
query and target matrices, respectively. Thereafter, we resort
to the batch-based classification loss [7], [10], which has
shown convincing success in the task of CIR. The core of
the batch-based classification loss is to ensure the target
representation is the closest one to the corresponding query
representation in a mini-batch, where other target images
are treated as negative samples. Formally, we have,

Lranking =
1

B

B∑
i=1

− log

{
exp {s (φri,φti) /τ}∑B
j=1 exp {s (φri,φtj) /τ}

}
,

(11)
where φri ∈ Rd′

and φti ∈ Rd′
refer to the query repre-

sentation and target representation of the i-th triplet sample
in the mini-batch, which can be derived by reshaping Ψ̂ri

and Ψ̂ti into a vector, respectively. d′ = D ∗ U . B is the
batch size, s(·, ·) denotes the inner product, and τ is the
temperature factor. Note that since Ψri and Ψti are first
processed by L2 normalization, the inner product of φri and
φti equals to summing the cosine similarities between each
corresponding column of Ψri and Ψti. In other words, the
inner product evaluates the matching degree between the
multimodal query and the target image by jointly consider-
ing the U matching factors.

Notably, since there are no direct signals of the multi-
faceted query-target matching factors to supervise the repre-
sentation learning of matching tokens, the different match-
ing tokens learned simply with the loss in Eqn. (11) may
be homogenized [34]. Consequently, to ensure that differ-
ent matching tokens can aggregate features from different
aspects, we additionally introduce the factor-orthogonal
regularization towards the Transformer output embeddings
Ψr and Ψt. Formally, the factor-orthogonal regularization is
written as follows,

Lortho =
1

B

B∑
i=1

(∥∥∥Ψ̂>riΨ̂ri − I
∥∥∥2
F

+
∥∥∥Ψ̂>tiΨ̂ti − I

∥∥∥2
F

)
, (12)

where I ∈ RU×U is the identity matrix, and ‖·‖F refers to
the Frobenius norm of matrix.
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Fig. 3. The proposed iterative dual self-training paradigm for boosting the performance of LIMN and deriving LIMN+, which consists of five steps.

Ultimately, we have the following objective function for
optimizing our LIMN,

Θ∗ = arg min
Θ

(Lranking + λLortho) , (13)

where Θ denotes the to-be-learned parameters in LIMN,
and λ is the trade-off hyper-parameter. Once LIMN is
well-trained, all the gallery images can be ranked by their
cosine similarities with the input multimodal query accord-
ing to Eqn. (11), and the CIR task gets solved.

3.3 Iterative Dual Self-Training Paradigm
Another major novelty of our work is that we resort to the
self-training technique to fully exploit the unlabeled data,
so as to alleviate the overfitting phenomenon caused by the
limited size of training data. Self-training is a commonly
used semi-supervised technique in the image classification
field [35]–[37], which typically aims to first train a model
with the labeled data, and then employ the well-trained
model to derive pseudo labeled data by labeling the unla-
beled data. Finally, both the labeled and pseudo labeled data
are jointly utilized to train another model, which usually
yields better performance than the model trained purely
with the pre-labeled data.

To adapt the self-training strategy to the CIR task, we
involve a highly correlated task to our CIR task, i.e., image
difference captioning (IDC for short) [20], [21], [38]–[41],
which aims to generate a natural language-based text to
describe the difference between the two relevant images.
It is apparent that the dataset for the CIR task can be easily
re-purposed for the IDC task, and vice versa. For example,
each training triplet for CIR can be re-used for IDC, where
the input is the image pair (xr, xt), while the output is the
corresponding modification text tm. Therefore, we devise an
iterative dual self-training paradigm that takes advantage of
the duality between the two highly correlated tasks, to boost
the performance in CIR. Specifically, in each iteration, we
utilize a well-trained IDC model to generate extra pseudo

triplets for augmenting the training dataset of the CIR model
and hence promoting its generalization ability. Meanwhile,
to get rid of the noisy triplets, we employ the well-trained
CIR model to evaluate the quality of the pseudo triplets
generated by the IDC model.

Combing our context, we illustrate the devised itera-
tive dual self-training paradigm in Figure 3, where the
CIR model is instantiated with the proposed LIMN, while
the IDC model not specified as any advanced IDC model
is applicable. Notably, our proposed iterative dual self-
training paradigm can be also applied to other CIR models
to boost their performance. As can be seen from Figure 3,
the iterative dual self-training paradigm can be summarized
with five steps as follows.
S1: Initial optimization with the original triplets. Opti-

mize the LIMN model and the IDC model based on
the original training dataset, respectively. Let Θ

′

∗ denote
the parameters of the LIMN model and Φ

′

∗ indicate the
parameters of the IDC model.

S2: Excavate the potential unlabeled reference-target im-
age pairs. Following the original reference-target im-
age pair construction method of each dataset, we can
excavate all the potential unlabeled reference-target
image pairs from the training dataset T , denoted as{

(x̂r, x̂t)j

}M

j=1
. Note that different datasets differ in

constructing image pairs, which will be detailed in
Section 4.

S3: Generate high-quality pseudo triplets. Employ the
well-trained IDC model to generate the modification
text that describes the difference between the poten-
tial unlabeled reference-target image pairs, which is
as follows,

t̃m = IDC
(

(x̂r, x̂t) ,Φ
′

∗

)
. (14)

In this way, we can obtain the pseudo triplets(
x̂r, t̃m, x̂t

)
. To ensure the quality of pseudo triplets,

we utilize the well-trained LIMN model to measure the
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matching score between the multimodal query and the
target image in each pseudo triplet, i.e.,

s = LIMN
((
x̂r, t̃m, x̂t

)
,Φ

′

∗

)
. (15)

Thereafter, the pseudo triplets are sorted in descending
order according to their corresponding matching scores
s. The top κ pseudo triplets with high quality will be
retained, and others will be removed.

S4: Train with the augmented dataset. The high-quality
pseudo triplets and the original triplets are combined
to re-train the LIMN model Θ

′′

∗ and the IDC model Φ
′′

∗ ,
respectively.

S5: Iterative enhancement. Repeat step2 - step4 until the
performance of LIMN no longer increases, and it can
be exercised during the inference stage.

For clarity, we denote the iterative dual self-training
paradigm boosted LIMN as LIMN+.

4 EXPERIMENT

In this section, we first give the experimental settings and
then detail the experiments conducted on three real-world
datasets by answering the following research questions:
• RQ1: Do our models (LIMN and LIMN+) surpass

state-of-the-art methods?
• RQ2: How does each component affect LIMN?
• RQ3: Does the devised iterative dual self-training

paradigm boost the model performance?
• RQ4: How is the quantitative performance of LIMN+?

4.1 Experimental Settings

4.1.1 Datasets
There have been several public datasets in the do-
main of CIR. According to the modification text con-
struction manner, the datasets can be classified into two
groups: attribute-based datasets [7], [42], [43] and natural
language-based datasets [44]–[46]. The modification text in
the former group is synthesized by pre-specified templates,
such as “replace A with B”, which are not flexible and the
application prospect is limited. In contrast, the modification
text of datasets in the latter group is human-annotated,
which is more flexible for users to express the modification
demands. To evaluate our model, we chose three real-world
natural language-based datasets: FashionIQ [44], Shoes [47],
and Birds-to-Words [46]. The first two datasets belong to the
fashion domain, and the third one focuses on the topic of
birds. They are close to real-world application scenarios.

FashionIQ [44] is an interactive fashion retrieval dataset.
The fashion items within belong to three categories: Dresses,
Tops&Tees, and Shirts. Following [8], [10], [16], ∼46K im-
ages and ∼15K images are used for training and testing,
respectively. Finally, there are 18K triplets for training and
∼6K for testing.

Shoes [47] is originally created for the attribute dis-
covery task by [45], and is then developed with relative
caption annotations for the dialog-based interactive retrieval
task [47]. Following [8], [10], [16], 10K images are used for
training and∼4.6K images for testing, in which∼9K triplets
and ∼1.7K triplets are constructed, respectively.

Birds-to-Words [46] is a dataset originally introduced for
the image difference captioning task, where the image pairs
are tagged with descriptions of fine-grained differences. Fol-
lowing [15], we applied it to the CIR task. There are ∼2.8K
images in the training set and ∼0.7K images in the testing
test, where ∼2.7K training image pairs and ∼0.6K testing
image pairs are constructed. Each image pair is tagged with
4.8 descriptions on average, resulting in ∼12K triplets and
∼3K triplets for training and testing, respectively.

4.1.2 Implementation Details
For the LIMN model, both the dimensions of visual and tex-
tual representations are set to 1,024. The parameter-shared
Transformer for processing the multimodal query and the
target image is set to 2 layers and 4 heads for the FashionIQ
and the Birds-to-Words dataset, while 1 layer and 8 heads
for the Shoes dataset. The temperature factor in Eqn. (11) is
set to 10. We trained LIMN by Adam optimizer [48] with
the learning rate of 0.0001, which multiplies 0.1 at the 10-th
epoch. We empirically set the batch size as 32. The number
of matching tokens U is set as 15, 25, and 5 for FashionIQ,
Shoes, and Birds-to-Words through hyperparameter tuning,
respectively. Regarding the trade-off hyper-parameter λ,
we conducted grid search among [0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 1] for the
three datasets, and finally set λ = 0.1, 1.0, and 1.0 for
FashionIQ, Shoes, and Birds-to-Words, respectively. For a
fair comparison, we utilized the same evaluation metric, i.e.,
recall at rank k (R@k), as previous efforts [8], [10], [15], [16]
to measure the image retrieval performance.

Pertaining to the iterative dual self-training paradigm,
we directly utilized the off-the-shelf DUDA [38] as the IDC
model2. We trained DUDA by Adam optimizer with a fixed
learning rate of 0.0001, where the batch size is set to 32. We
resorted to the widely-used BLEU-1 [49] and ROUGE-L [50]
metrics to evaluate the quality of the generated pseudo
triplets. The numbers of the retained pseudo triplets κ are
empirically set to 6,000 for each category in FashionIQ,
9,000 for Shoes, and 10,000 for Birds-to-Words, respectively,
which are comparable to the size of the original training set
of the three datasets.

4.1.3 Potential Unlabeled Reference-Target Image Pairs
Construction
According to the step2 of our iterative dual self-training
paradigm, we need to find the potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs. To ensure the distribution of
pseudo triplets as consistent as possible with that of the
original dataset, we attempted to excavate the potential
unlabeled reference-target image pairs in the same manner
as the original image pair construction of each dataset
as follows.

1) For the FashionIQ dataset, following [44], for each
training image, we first computed the TF-IDF score of
each word in its corresponding fashion item title. We then
paired each training image with another training image that
achieves the maximum value of the summation over the
TF-IDF scores on all overlapping words between the two

2. Any other model architecture applicable to the IDC task is ac-
ceptable. As this is not the focus of this work, we directly choose the
off-the-shelf DUDA model.
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TABLE 1
Performance comparison on FashionIQ with respect to R@k(%). The best results over baselines are underlined, while the overall best results are
in boldface. The last row indicates the performance improvements by LIMN+ over the best baseline. The utilized visual and textual features of each

method are illustrated correspondingly.

Method Visual
feature

Textual
feature

FashionIQ
Dress Shirt Tops&Tees Avg

R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50

TIRG [7]
Global Sentence-level

14.87 34.66 18.26 37.89 19.08 39.62 17.40 37.39
ComposeAE [11] 14.03 35.10 13.88 34.59 15.80 39.26 19.89 36.31
ARTEMIS [9] 27.16 52.40 21.78 43.64 29.20 54.83 26.05 50.29
VAL [8]

Local Sentence-level

21.12 42.19 21.03 43.44 25.64 49.49 22.60 45.04
CosMo [13] 25.64 50.30 24.90 49.18 29.21 57.46 26.58 52.31
DATIR [14] 21.90 43.80 21.90 43.70 27.20 51.60 23.70 46.40
SAC [15] 26.52 51.01 28.02 51.86 32.70 61.23 29.08 54.70
HFFCA [51]

Local and Global Word- and
Sentence-level

26.20 51.20 22.40 46.00 29.70 56.40 26.10 51.20
DCNet [16] 28.95 56.07 23.95 47.30 30.44 58.29 27.78 53.89
CLVC-Net [10] 29.85 56.47 28.75 54.76 33.50 64.00 30.70 58.41
EER [52] 30.02 55.44 25.32 49.87 33.20 60.34 29.51 55.22
CRR [17] Local Word-level 30.41 57.11 30.73 58.02 33.67 64.48 31.60 59.87

LIMN Local and Global Word- and
Sentence-level

34.85 60.68 33.56 59.18 40.49 66.75 36.30 62.20
LIMN+ 35.60 62.37 34.69 59.81 40.64 68.33 36.98 63.50

Gains(%) ↑ 17.07 ↑ 9.21 ↑ 12.89 ↑ 3.09 ↑ 20.70 ↑ 5.97 ↑ 17.03 ↑ 6.06

items’ titles. Finally, we obtained ∼30K potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs for the FashionIQ dataset, of
which 7,741 belong to the category of Dress, 9,925 to the
Tops&Tees, and 12,062 to the Shirts.

2) Regarding the Shoes dataset, as [47] did not release
the details for constructing the reference-target image pairs,
we proposed a statistic-based strategy to find the potential
unlabeled reference-target image pairs. In particular, we first
computed the similarity score of each reference-target image
pair in the training set with our pre-trained LIMN. It shows
that the mean and variance of the similarity scores in the
whole training set are 0.9703 and 0.0153, respectively. Ac-
cordingly, we randomly selected two images, and retained
them as long as their similarity score falls in the range of
[0.9703− 0.0153, 0.9703 + 0.0153]. Ultimately, we obtained
20,000 potential unlabeled reference-target image pairs.

3) As for the Birds-to-Words dataset, we followed the
image pairs construction manner of the original dataset [46]
that utilizes both the taxonomy and visual similarity mea-
sures. Specifically, for the taxonomy similarity measure, we
first crawled the taxonomy information (such as species,
genus, and family) of each training image from iNaturalist 3.
Then for each training image, we sampled another two im-
ages as two reference images from the same taxonomy levels
to derive two reference-target image pairs. In this manner,
we obtained 6,840 potential unlabeled reference-target im-
age pairs. As for the visual similarity measure, for each
image in the training set, we resorted to the pre-trained
LIMN to select the two most similar images as two reference
images, resulting in 5,646 reference-target image pairs in
total. Ultimately, we obtained 12,496 potential unlabeled
reference-target image pairs.

4.2 Performance Comparison (RQ1)
To justify the effectiveness of our proposal, we chose the
following baselines for comparison: TIRG [7], VAL [8],
ComposeAE [11], SAC [15], CosMo [13], HFFCA [51],
DATIR [14], DCNet [16], CLVC-Net [10], ARTEMIS [9],

3. https://www.inaturalist.org.

TABLE 2
Performance comparison on Shoes and Birds-to-Words datasets with

respect to R@k(%). Cells in colors indicate results obtained by
re-running the released codes on the desired dataset. The missing

results are because the source codes are not available yet. The best
baseline results are underlined, while the overall best results are in

boldface. The last row is the performance improvements by LIMN+ over
the best baseline results.

Method Shoes Birds-to-Words
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50

TIRG [7] 45.45 69.39 15.80 38.65
ComposeAE [11] 19.36 47.58 10.66 34.84
ARTEMIS [9] 53.11 79.31 25.94 45.93
VAL [8] 49.12 73.53 23.90 41.51
CosMo [13] 48.36 75.64 23.07 43.04
DATIR [14] 51.10 75.60 - -
SAC [15] 51.73 77.28 19.56 45.24
HFFCA [51] 50.95 77.24 - -
DCNet [16] 53.82 79.33 - -
CLVC-Net [10] 54.39 79.47 28.10 54.32
EER [52] 56.02 79.94 - -
CRR [17] 56.38 79.92 - -
LIMN 56.90 80.01 35.03 60.58
LIMN+ 57.30 82.17 40.34 66.18
Gains(%) ↑ 1.63 ↑ 2.79 ↑ 43.56 ↑ 21.83

CRR [17], and EER [52]. Tables 1 and 2 summarize the
performance comparison among different methods on the
three datasets. From these tables, we have the following
observations. 1) LIMN+ consistently outperforms all the
baseline methods over three datasets by a large margin.
Notably, LIMN+ gains 17.03% and 40.34% improvements
on FashionIQ-Avg and Birds-to-Words over the best baseline
with respect to R@10, respectively, and 2.79% improvement
on Shoes regarding R@50. This confirms the superiority of
our LIMN+ that utilizes the multiple matching tokens to
capture the multi-faceted query-target matching factors, as
well as employs the iterative dual self-training paradigm to
relieve the overfitting problem caused by the limited dataset
size. 2) Equipped with the latent matching factor modeling,
LIMN surpasses all the baseline methods on FashionIQ
and Birds-to-Words datasets significantly, and delivers com-
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Fig. 4. Influence of the number of matching tokens U on (a) FashionIQ, (b) Shoes, and (c) Birds-to-Words.

TABLE 3
Performance comparison among our model derivations on three

datasets with respect to R@k(%). The results on FashionIQ are the
average results of three categories.

Method FashionIQ-Avg Shoes Birds-to-Words
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50

w/ OneFactor 31.08 57.46 49.06 73.08 31.44 57.06
w/ Avepool 33.09 60.22 52.81 76.38 31.66 59.09
w/o Ortho 34.21 61.43 55.20 79.22 34.30 58.39
w/o Global 34.67 61.51 53.61 78.65 23.97 43.64
w/o Local 25.33 50.86 48.15 73.76 30.11 51.68
LIMN 36.30 62.20 56.90 80.01 35.03 60.58

parable results on Shoes dataset. This observation reflects
the powerful capability of our LIMN for the CIR tasks.
3) With the iterative dual self-training paradigm, LIMN+
consistently improves the performance of LIMN on three
datasets, which verifies the effectiveness of introducing the
self-training technique to the CIR task.

4.3 Ablation Study (RQ2)
To verify the importance of each component in LIMN, we
compared LIMN with its following derivatives.
• w/ OneFactor: To investigate the effect of introduc-

ing the multiple matching tokens, we used only one
matching token in the latent factor-oriented feature
aggregation module by setting U = 1.

• w/ Avepool: To study the role of summing the cosine
similarities on all matching factors in evaluating the
matching degree between the multimodal query and
target image (see Eqn. (11)), we exerted the average
pooling operation to the representations of multiple
matching tokens (i.e., Φr and Φt) by columns, and based
on the resulted vectors to compute the cosine similarity.

• w/o Ortho: To study the effect of the factor-orthogonal
regularization, we removed this constraint by setting
λ = 0 in Eqn. (12).

• w/o Global: To check the importance of utilizing
both global visual and textual features, we removed
the global visual feature EG

r from Eqn. (4) and the
sentence-level representation ES

m from Eqn. (8).
• w/o Local: Similarly, we removed the local visual fea-

ture EL
r from Eqn. (4) and the word-level representation

EW
m from Eqn. (8).

Table 3 shows the ablation results of LIMN on three
datasets. From this table, we gained the following obser-
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Fig. 5. Visualization of the learned representations of multiple matching
tokens by our LIMN and its derivative w/o Ortho for the testing samples
in FashionIQ-Dress. Different colors indicate different matching tokens.
“qk” and “tk” in legends denote the k-th matching token for the multi-
modal query and the target image, respectively.

vations. 1) w/ OneFactor performs worse than our LIMN,
which proves the necessity of utilizing multiple matching
tokens to model the multi-faceted query-target matching
factors. 2) w/ Avepool also shows inferior results compared
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Fig. 6. The iterative performance of our CIR model LIMN and the IDC model DUDA under the iterative dual self-training paradigm on FashionIQ,
Shoes, and Birds-to-Words datasets. The performance of CIR is the average of R@k, and that of IDC is the average between BLEU-1 and
ROUGE-L. The three bars in each plot refer to the initial performance of the original model, performance by the 1 self-training iteration, and
performance by 2 self-training iterations, respectively. The bars with white slashes indicate the optimal performance reported in this work.

to LIMN. This indicates that when utilizing the multiple
matching tokens to evaluate the query-target matching, the
late-fusion manner LIMN used (i.e., summing the simi-
larities of each matching token between the multimodal
query and the target image by the inner product) performs
better than the early-fusion manner w/ Avepool used (i.e.,
first averaging the representations of the multiple matching
tokens, and then performing the query-target matching). 3)
LIMN surpasses w/o Ortho, indicating that the designed
factor-orthogonal regularization is indeed helpful to guaran-
tee independence and reduce redundancy among different
matching tokens. 4) Both w/o Global and w/o Local are
inferior to LIMN, which validates that it is essential to
incorporate the multi-grained visual and textual features
in CIR.

To provide more insight into the effect of multiple
matching tokens in LIMN, we illustrated the performance
of our LIMN with respect to different numbers of matching
tokens on three datasets in Figure 4. Notably, the range of
the number of matching tokens explored for each dataset
is set according to the corresponding optimal value of U .
From Figure 4, we observed that as the number of matching
tokens increases, the performance of LIMN on three datasets
first rises and then tends to be stable. The observed results
are reasonable since more matching tokens can cover more
matching factors, and the retrieval performance will be bet-
ter. Nevertheless, too many matching tokens will not bring
additional performance improvement. This may be due to
the fact that the number of useful matching factors in real-
world application scenarios is limited and thus introducing
more to-be-learned matching tokens is redundant and can
lead to overfitting.

Furthermore, to intuitively reflect the strength of
the factor-orthogonal regularization, using the tool of
t-SNE [53], [54], we visualized the learned representations
of multiple matching tokens by our LIMN and its derivative
w/o Ortho for the testing samples in FashionIQ-Dress in
Figure 5. Different color indicates different matching to-

kens, where we also differentiated the colors for the same
matching token derived from different sources (i.e., either
the multimodal query or the target image). According to our
experiment setting, for the FashionIQ dataset, the number of
matching tokens is set to 15. Therefore, there are 30 different
colors in each plot. From this figure, we have the following
observations. 1) For both methods, the distributions of the
matching tokens for the multimodal query and the target
image are homogeneous, which is reasonable as we make
the Transformers that process the multimodal query and
the target image sharing the same parameters. 2) For both
methods, points corresponding to the same matching token
are clustered together, while those of different matching
tokens are grouped into different clusters. This suggests
that the learned different matching tokens tend to capture
different matching factors. 3) Without the factor-orthogonal
regularization, the clustering effect of w/o Ortho is worse
than LIMN, where the black circle in Figure 5 (b) denotes
that some representations of different tokens are mixed
up and cannot be well distinguished. This phenomenon
validates the effect of our proposed factor-orthogonal reg-
ularization in ensuring independency among the multiple
matching factors.

4.4 Iterative Dual Self-training Paradigm (RQ3)

In this subsection, to thoroughly explore the effectiveness
of the proposed iterative dual self-training paradigm, we
conducted experiments to investigate the self-training iter-
ative performance of the CIR and IDC models, as well as
the generalization ability of the iterative dual self-training
paradigm towards CIR.

4.4.1 Self-training Iterative Performance

To gain a more comprehensive understanding of our pro-
posed iterative dual self-training paradigm, we investigated
the performance of our LIMN model and the IDC model,
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Fig. 7. Illustration of several CIR results obtained by our LIMN and LIMN+ on three datasets.

i.e., DUDA, in each iteration under the iterative dual self-
training paradigm on three datasets. As illustrated in Fig-
ure 6, compared to the initial performance, the iterative
dual self-training paradigm consistently boosts the image
retrieval performance of LIMN and the image difference
captioning performance of DUDA on three datasets. This
confirms that the advantage of our proposed iterative dual
self-training paradigm in fully utilizing the potential unla-
beled reference-target image pairs and relieving the setback
of the limited training data. Moreover, as can be seen,
in most cases, the performance improvement by only one
self-training iteration is significant, which suggests the high
efficiency of our iterative dual self-training paradigm.

4.4.2 Generalization towards CIR

TABLE 4
Self-training boosted CLVC-Net performance. The results on FashionIQ

are the average result of three categories.

Method FashionIQ-Avg Shoes Birds-to-Words
R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50 R@10 R@50

CLVC-Net 30.70 58.41 54.39 79.47 28.10 54.32
CLVC-Net+ 31.55 60.24 55.07 80.12 39.29 66.01
Gains(%) ↑ 2.77 ↑ 3.13 ↑ 1.25 ↑ 0.82 ↑ 39.82 ↑ 21.52

To study the generality of the devised iterative dual
self-training paradigm for the CIR task, we also selected
the public CLVC-Net [10] model as the CIR model in our
self-training paradigm. We named the self-training boosted
CLVC-Net as CLVC-Net+. The experimental settings are
identical to LIMN+. Table 4 shows the performance of
CLVC-Net and CLVC-Net+ on the three datasets. As can
be seen, CLVC-Net+ consistently outperforms the original
CLVC-Net. Particularly, the performance gains much more
on the Birds-to-words dataset, which is 39.82% and 21.52%
over R@10 and R@50, respectively. This may be due to
the fact that the data is more scarce and the overfitting
phenomenon is relatively more serious in this dataset, as

compared to FashionIQ and Shoes datasets. Overall, the
results reflect the generalization ability of our proposed
iterative dual self-training paradigm for the task of CIR.

4.5 Case Study (RQ4)
Figure 7 illustrates several CIR results obtained by our
LIMN and LIMN+ on three datasets. We reported the top
5 retrieved images for the limited space. We utilized blue
and green boxes to indicate the reference and target images,
respectively. As shown in Figure 7(a), we observed that
LIMN fails to rank the target image in the first place, while
LIMN+ successfully raises the target image from the third
place to the first place. The reason is that the desired item
feature “stud” is rare (39 related samples) in the original
training set. Benefiting from more training samples (8 aug-
mented related samples), the self-training boosted LIMN+
model can perform better on reasoning the rare features,
thereby gaining better image retrieval performance. This is
also reflected in the case of Figure 7(b) sampled from the
Birds-to-Words dataset, where LIMN ranks the target image
at the second place, while LIMN+ tops the target image.
Regarding cases in Figure 7(c) and Figure 7(d), the target im-
ages are ranked at the first place by both LIMN and LIMN+,
yet we noticed that the top 5 images retrieved by LIMN+
meet the multimodal query better than those retrieved by
LIMN. For example, in the case of Figure 7(c), the dresses
in the second-ranked image and the third-ranked image
retrieved by LIMN are not with cheetah print, while those
by LIMN+ has the desired print. This suggests the superi-
ority of our designed iterative dual self-training paradigm
in CIR again. Meanwhile, we also noticed some failing
examples (see Figure 7(e)) of our models, where the target
image is not retrieved within the top 5 places by both
models. Looking into this case, we observed that all the
top 5 retrieved shirts of our models meet the requirement
of the multimodal query. We attributed this phenomenon
to the flaws of the dataset itself, where the false-negative
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images are not labeled as target images [9]. Overall, these
observations show our models’ effectiveness and practical
value, and validate the benefit of introducing the iterative
dual self-training paradigm.

5 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this work, we first present a novel muLtI-faceted Match-
ing Network (LIMN) to explore the latent matching factors
affecting the matching evaluation between the multimodal
query and the target image. Moreover, we design an itera-
tive dual self-training paradigm to take full use of the po-
tential unlabeled reference-target image pairs in the dataset,
so as to relieve the problem of limited data size. Extensive
experiments are conducted on three natural language-based
CIR datasets, and the results prove the effectiveness of our
proposed method. As expected, we observed that by consid-
ering the multi-faceted query-target matching factors, the
designed LIMN method shows cutting-edge performance
compared to existing efforts. Additionally, the proposed it-
erative dual self-training paradigm can further boost the im-
age retrieval performance by excavating the value of the po-
tential unlabeled reference-target image pairs. Overall, this
work provides a novel approach along with complete exper-
iments, which advances the research in the CIR community.

Currently, we mainly utilized the IDC method as an
assistant to improve the performance of the CIR method.
To take it further, we will extend our method to solve
the CIR task and the IDC task simultaneously within a
unified framework, as the two tasks are highly correlated.
In addition, we can adjust the proposed method to solve the
multi-turn interactive image retrieval task, which is essential
in multimodal dialogue systems.
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