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ABSTRACT

Text-to-image retrieval plays a crucial role across various applica-
tions, including digital libraries, e-commerce platforms, and mul-
timedia databases, by enabling the search for images using text
queries. Despite the advancements in Multimodal Large Language
Models (MLLMs), which offer leading-edge performance, their ap-
plicability in large-scale, varied, and ambiguous retrieval scenarios
is constrained by significant computational demands and the gener-
ation of injective embeddings. This paper introduces the Text2Pic
Swift framework, tailored for efficient and robust retrieval of images
corresponding to extensive textual descriptions in sizable datasets.
The framework employs a two-tier approach: the initial Entity-
based Ranking (ER) stage addresses the ambiguity inherent in
lengthy text queries through a multiple-queries-to-multiple-targets
strategy, effectively narrowing down potential candidates for sub-
sequent analysis. Following this, the Summary-based Re-ranking
(SR) stage further refines these selections based on concise query
summaries. Additionally, we present a novel Decoupling-BEiT-3
encoder, specifically designed to tackle the challenges of ambigu-
ous queries and to facilitate both stages of the retrieval process,
thereby significantly improving computational efficiency via vector-
based similarity assessments. Our evaluation, conducted on the
AToMiC dataset, demonstrates that Text2Pic Swift outperforms cur-
rent MLLMs by achieving up to an 11.06% increase in Recall@1000,
alongside reductions in training and retrieval durations by 68.75%
and 99.79%, respectively.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Text-to-image retrieval aims to locate relevant images in a database
given a text query, which has a wide range of use-cases such as
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digital libraries [12], e-commerce [41], and multimedia databases
[10, 44]. Consequently, there is a growing interest in developing
effective models for this task. Current state-of-the-art methods pre-
dominantly employ Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs)
such as BEiT-3 [40] and BLIP [15]. These models generate embed-
dings for both visual and textual inputs, mapping them into a shared
space. The mapping function is usually designed to be injective, fa-
cilitating a one-to-one correspondence between an instance and its
point in the embedding space. Fine-tuning these MLLMs on smaller
image-caption datasets such as MSCOCO [20] and Flickr30K [45]
enables the models to achieve high accuracy in text-to-image re-
trieval tasks.

However, MLLMs-based methods face limitations particularly in
the context of real-world use-cases that involve large-scale, diverse,
and ambiguous data such as that illustrated in Figure ?? and Figure
1. First, MLLMs-based methods often ignore efficiency concerns.
Their model-based similarity inference methods [9] are computa-
tionally demanding, requiring encoding between each query vector
and image embedding when ranking. This can result in a compu-
tation time of up to 22 hours for a single inference for a large test
set [42], limiting their utility in large-scale retrieval applications
despite their high accuracy. Second, real-world use-cases often in-
volve complex queries and images with multiple objects [34, 35, 42].
This contrasts sharply with the comprehensive but short captions
found in datasets such as MSCOCO [20] and Flickr30K [45]. The
nature of this complexity undermines the effectiveness of injec-
tive embeddings, which attempt to map diverse meanings/senses
to a single point in shared space, which could be an inaccurate
weighted geometric mean of all the desirable points [34]. This is
particularly problematic in long-text query to image retrieval tasks,
where accumulated ambiguities significantly hinder the perfor-
mance of Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs) [42]. Third,
injective embeddings struggle with partial text-to-image associa-
tions [34]. In a long query, only a subset of sentences may relate
to specific regions or aspects of an image, while the rest discuss
unrelated subjects. Additionally, a single sentence may describe
just a particular region of an image rather than its entirety.

To address these challenges, this paper presents a novel two-
stage Coarse-to-Fine Index-shared Retrieval (Text2Pic Swift) frame-
work, jointly optimizing effectiveness and efficiency. The first stage
is entity-based Ranking (ER) and the ER result is used to construct
a shared entity-based image candidates index. ER is designed to
be computationally cheap, using pre-computed image embeddings
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Figure 1: The left is a plot of the average text tokens between MSCOCO short sentences, AToMiC long documents and their
summaries and the right is the number of training and testing images of MSCOCO and AToMiC.

from a cache. By replacing the entire document with a represen-
tation comprising its entities as the query, we transform the re-
trieval task from one query to one target, to multiple queries to
multiple targets, accommodating the ambiguity inherent in long
documents and images. This transformation makes ER well-suited
for use-cases demanding relevance but not exact matching, such
as multimedia content creation [4, 43], where a diverse array of
images is beneficial for illustrative purposes. Furthermore, ER can
be used to filter out the majority of irrelevant candidates prior to
the re-ranking stage, thereby reducing the overhead from the more
powerful encoder used in the re-ranking stage. The second stage is
Summary-based Re-ranking (SR). By summarizing long documents
as queries and using entity-based image candidates from the pre-
computed shared index, SR further mitigates ambiguity, making the
framework robust against partial text-to-image associations and
reducing encoding time. The main contributions of this work are
as follows:

(1) We introduce the two-stage Coarse-to-Fine Index-shared Re-
trieval (Text2Pic Swift) framework to tackle the effectiveness
and efficiency challenges of state-of-the-art MLLMs based ap-
proaches in the more challenging real-world scenario, with
Entity-based and Summary-based Ranking stages.

(2) We introduce a novel Decoupling-BEiT-3 encoder optimized
for both ER and SR stages. This encoder employs a decou-
pled encoding design for vector-based distance computation,
enhancing both training and retrieval efficiency.

(3) Text2Pic Swift is evaluated on the AToMiC dataset, show-
ing an 11.06% improvement in Recall@1000 and reducing
computational times by 68.75% and 99.79% in training and
retrieval, respectively.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Small-scale and Caption-based
Text-to-Image Retrieval

A majority of existing Text-to-Image retrieval methods [1, 7, 8, 11,
16, 21, 23] concentrate on small-scale and caption-based bench-
marks, such as MSCOCO [20] and Flickr30K [45]. They often excel

by employing intra-modal and inter-modal attention mechanisms
to align entity semantics across modalities. Specifically, they try
to ensure that the meaning or representation of specific entities
is consistent when interpreted through different modalities. Meth-
ods such as [6, 30, 32, 38, 39] adopt a two-stage retrieval strategy
to further refine the feedback results based on one-stage ranking
to obtain more accurate retrieval. For instance, MTFN[39] intro-
duced a generic text-to-image re-ranking scheme for refinement
during the inference process without requiring additional training
procedures. Moreover, JGCAR[38] and LeaPRR [30] proposed mod-
eling the higher-order neighbor relationship-aware attentions for
text-image retrieval in a learnable two-stage re-ranking paradigm.
However, most of these methods designed a relatively complex
first-stage multi-modal interaction model to establish a precise
candidate set for the subsequent stage re-ranking process. These
methods are computationally intensive and do not scale well to
large datasets with long textual queries and diverse topics of im-
ages. Recent advancements in Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) [2, 15, 19, 22, 31, 33, 37, 40, 46] signify a paradigm shift in
the field. While these models offer robust performance in Text-to-
Image retrieval, their application to large-scale, long-text queries
for image retrieval presents challenges in both efficiency and effec-
tiveness due to the computational cost of MLLMs and issues with
injective embeddings [34, 42]. In response, this paper proposes a
novel two-stage coarse-to-fine index-shared retrieval framework
tailored to address these challenges.

2.2 Large-scale Text-to-Image Retrieval datasets

AToMiC [42] is a recently released dataset for large-scale long-
text to image retrieval, introduced by TREC . AToMiC is built
upon the WIT dataset [42]. AToMiC distinguishes itself by focusing
on section-level image-text associations for multimedia content
creation, emphasizing the use of English Wikipedia sections without
images for a more realistic text-image context. Unlike WIT, which
is employed for broader tasks like image-caption matching and
generation, AToMiC is tailored for ad hoc retrieval tasks, reusing

!https://trec.nist.gov
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WIT’s images and metadata but providing image pixel values in a
standardized format. Therefore, AToMiC is the only and the best
option to evaluate the performance of models in the context of
large-scale long-text to image retrieval. evaluate long In this paper,
we target the large-scale long-text to image retrieval (LLIR) task in
AToMiC. This task is designed to retrieve images from large image
collections based on a long-text query for scenarios such as article
writing. It encompasses more than 21 million images and textual
documents, offering two distinct evaluation settings: a base setting
and a large setting.

Both settings utilize a training set comprising 4,401,903 query-
document relevance assessments (qrels), a validation set with 17,801
qrels, and a test set containing 9,873 grels. In the base setting, each
image is accompanied by at least one corresponding long document,
and retrieval candidates are limited to the labelled images that are
as least relevant to one document. In contrast, the large setting
extends the candidate pool by incorporating an additional 7,608,283
images, offering a more challenging retrieval context.

2.3 Challenges in MLLM-based approaches

In contrast to small-scale image-caption datasets such as MS COCO
[20], as shown in Figurel, which comprises 165,000 images with
text descriptions averaging 11.53 tokens and corresponding to a
single ground-truth image, AToMiC presents a more realistic simu-
lation of LLIR applications. It uses longer, multi-faceted (ambiguous)
real-world documents, averaging 415 text tokens, and maps them
to multiple ground-truth images. These characteristics of LLIR
introduce challenges to state-of-the-art MLLM-based approaches
[27, 28] which are primarily in the realms of retrieval effectiveness
and computational efficiency.

In regard to retrieval effectiveness, the issues manifest in two
ways. First, the complexity and multi-faceted nature of long doc-
uments introduce semantic ambiguities, making it more difficult
for injective models to accurately discern text-to-image similarities.
Second, this challenge is further exacerbated by the expanded pool
of candidate images, complicating the task of identifying the most
relevant matches.

On the computational front, inefficiencies are also divided into
two parts. Firstly, the inference stage in current MLLM-based meth-
ods demands an exhaustive pairing of each query with database
items, which are then processed by the MLLM to predict matching
scores [14, 17, 18, 26, 29, 36]. This model-based similarity inference
is both computationally intensive and time-consuming, particu-
larly when compared to vector-based distance computations. More-
over, contrastive learning techniques [24, 25] are often employed to
enhance intra-modal alignment, thereby improving effectiveness.
However, this approach increases the computational burden. Sec-
ondly, the act of encoding long documents for semantic matching is
itself a time-consuming process. These inefficiencies limit the prac-
tical applicability of MLLMs to large-scale retrieval tasks, despite
their promising accuracy.

3 METHODOLOGY

To systematically address the challenges inherent in Multimodal
Large Language Models (MLLMs) for Large-Scale Long-Text to
Image Retrieval (LLIR), we propose a two-stage coarse-to-fine index-
shared retrieval (Text2Pic Swift) framework, as shown in Figure
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2. The pseudocode for the corresponding training algorithm is
shown in Figure 3. Moreover, the pseudocode for the corresponding
retrieval algorithm (during testing) is shown in Figure 4. Text2Pic
Swift is subdivided into two core stages: Entity-based Ranking (ER)
and Summary-based Re-ranking (SR). We also introduce a novel
Decoupling-BEiT-3 encoder optimized for both ER and SR stages.

3.1 The Proposed Decoupling-BEiT-3

The BEiT-3 model is originally constructed as a MultiWay Trans-
former design [40]. As depicted on the left side of Figure 5, the Mul-
tiWay Transformer block in BEiT-3 features shared self-attention
modules and a pool of feed-forward networks (i.e., modality experts)
tailored for different modalities.

To better fit the LLIR task, we propose a decoupling-BEiT-3 (D-
BEiT-3) as the MLLM encoder in our Text2Pic Swift. Our D-BEiT-3
architecture removes the Vision-Language (VL) expert, as shown
on the right side of Figure 5. This design is motivated by three
primary considerations. First and most importantly, without the
VL expert, we decouple the encoding of visual and text input and
transition from model-based similarity inference to vector-based
distance computation, which is significantly faster. We also index
the image vector to further reduce computational cost during both
training and testing. Specifically, if we were to use the VL expert in
the original BEiT-3 model, it would be necessary in the inference
stage to exhaustively pair the query with each database item and
then feed these pairs into the BEiT-3 model to predict matching
scores. Second, although BEiT-3’s design is effective for accurate
instance-level alignment between text and images, it is optimized
for image descriptions (captions) that are both precise and com-
prehensive. This specialization is at odds with the multi-faceted
(ambiguous), long documents found in the AToMiC dataset, which
often describe multiple images and objects. This inherent ambiguity
causes the model to underperform, as identified in [42]. By eliminat-
ing the vision-language expert, our architecture better suits the less
stringent semantic alignment requirements of the LLIR task. Third,
our streamlined architecture results in a 30.4% reduction in model
parameters compared to the original BEiT-3 model, significantly
enhancing both training and inference efficiency.

3.2 Entity-based Ranking (ER)

The Entity-based Ranking (ER) stage serves two primary functions.
First, it generates a Top-K ranking of images for each unique named
entity extracted from long-text queries, thereby mitigating ambigu-
ity and partial associations. This is achieved through a shift from a
one-to-one to a multiple-queries-to-multiple-targets retrieval para-
digm. Second, ER effectively prunes irrelevant image candidates,
paving the way for the subsequent re-ranking. To facilitate this and
improve efficiency, we construct an entity-based candidate index
that maps each entity to its likely corresponding images, based on
the Top-K ranking obtained from the ER stage. Repeated entities
across different query documents can be swiftly retrieved from the
index, reducing computational costs. Consequently, in the training
phase, we construct an entity-based candidate index encompassing
all ranking results for entities present in the training samples. If
an unknown entity (not included in the training samples) appears
during retrieval, it is disregarded. This approach has a negligible
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Figure 2: The overall architecture of the proposed Text2Pic Swift for large-scale document-to-image retrieval.

impact on performance, given the extensive dataset of over 11 mil-
lion training samples. Additionally, it significantly boosts efficiency
by obviating the necessity to recompute any Entity Retrieval (ER)
stage for new entities during test retrieval. This approach allows
for the computation of the entity-based ranking to be performed
only once, during the training phase. Furthermore, if there is a
need to augment system performance by incorporating additional
unknown entities into the entity-based candidate index, this can
be efficiently achieved offline. This entails appending the ranking
results to the index at a later time, rather than conducting this pro-
cess online during retrieval, which has no impact on the retrieval
efficiency.

To accomplish this, as shown in Figure 2, we first employ the
advanced Natural Language Processing (NLP) library, spaCy, to ex-
tract name entities from each long document. SpaCy’s robust entity
extraction capabilities serve as an effective mechanism for generat-
ing entity queries. Subsequently, we use a pre-trained and frozen
D-BEiT-3 to encode these entities, eliminating the need for addi-
tional training and thereby enhancing computational efficiency. We
then retrieve the Top-K candidate images based on their similarity
scores with each entity. These similarity scores are calculated as the
dot-product between each entity’s embedding and the embeddings
of the image candidates, which are retrieved from a pre-computed
shared image embedding cache.

3.3 Summary-Based Re-ranking (SR)

To achieve precise image matching, we introduce the Summary-
based Re-ranking (SR) stage, tailored for LLIR. Contrary to the
ER stage, SR focuses exclusively on precise image matching of a
document’s key information - document summary - to refine the
ranking of previously identified entity-based image candidates. Text
summaries are generated using BART [13], chosen for its ability
to produce concise summaries that capture the document’s core
semantics. Notably, BART [13] supports a larger maximum input
token count of 1024, accommodating the average token number of
419 in AToMiC queries, compared to BERT’s [5] 512-token limit. The
summary effectively mitigates the semantic ambiguity and partial

association problems in long document query, thus improving the
retrieval effect.

During training, only the language expert component of our
D-BEiT-3 is fine-tuned, leaving the remaining modules frozen. This
approach facilitates the construction of a pre-computed shared
image embedding cache, striking an optimized balance between
training efficiency and retrieval efficacy. The entire training process
is optimized by a symmetric cross-entropy loss over the similarity
scores between the text representation and image representations.

In inference, we utilize pre-computed image embeddings from a
shared cache, negating the need for recalculations in each training
epoch. Candidate selection bypasses full-database retrieval, opting
for a union subset comprising the top-K entity-queried candidates
for each entity in the query. The theoretical candidate set size should
be NxTop-K, where N is the number of entities in a query, a count
significantly lower than that of the comprehensive image database.
For instance, with 10 entities and selecting the Top-10,000 results for
each, we have an image candidate pool of 100,000. This size is sub-
stantially smaller compared to the 4 million images in the AToMiC
base setting or the 11 million images in the larger setting. This
strategy reduces computational load and is made possible by the
shared entity-based candidates index. Moreover, empirical observa-
tions indicate a substantial overlap—approximately 45.6%—between
candidate sets for distinct entities, resulting in an actual filtered set
size substantially smaller than NxTop-K. Consequently, it is only
necessary to calculate the dot-product between the embeddings of
filtered image candidates and the summary query embeddings to
establish the final ranking. This approach eliminates the need for
computations involving all images in the database.

4 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

We utilize the Base (H = 768) and Large model (H = 1024) of our
streamlined version of BEiT-3 as our encoder in Text2Pic Swift, de-
noted as Text2Pic Swift-B and Text2Pic Swift-L respectively, where
H is the hidden size. Additionally, we include comparisons with two
state-of-the-art Multimodal Large Language models: our proposed
D-BEiT-3 and OpenCLIP [2]. OpenCLIP is an open-source variant
of OpenATr’s CLIP, specialized for multi-modal learning with text
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Require: Long-text set D, Image set 7, A pre-trained version of
our proposed decoupling-BEiT-3 model, Text-entity extractor
spaCy, Text-summary generator BART large model [13].

Ensure: Entity-based image ranking index &;p,4.y, Image embed-
ding index Vjpgex-

// Stage 0: Pre-computing image embedding index.

1: for for each image in 7 do do

2 Encode the image using our proposed D-BEiT-3 model with
image expert to generate embedding v;;

3 Vindex-append(v; s index);

4: end for
// Stage 1: Entity-based Ranking (ER).

s: for each long-text query in D do

6: Extract entities {eq, ..., en} of i-index long-text query by
spaCy;

7: Encode e; using our proposed D-BEiT-3 model with text
encoder to generate embedding ¢;;

8: Build a similarity score list S;
9 for for each image embedding in V do do
10: Compute the similarity (dot-product) between t; and

the selected image embedding; S;,gex-append(t;index)s

11: end for

12: Choose Top-K from S to build &;_,jpgex = list([11, .. ., Ix]);

13: end for
/] Stage 2: Summary-Based Re-ranking (SR).

14: for each-index long-text query in D do

15: Extract the entities from i-index long-text query by spaCys;

16: Obtain the corresponding pre-stored Top-K image ranking
index from &, 4¢, based on the extracted entities;

17: Filter & Union repeated candidates ranking index form a
candidate set;

18: Obtain the corresponding image embedding set V. ndidates
from Vipgex;

19: Summary the i-index long-text query by the BART large
model;

20: Encode the summary by using our proposed D-BEiT-3 with
text expert as qjndexs

21: Compute the similarities (dot-product) between the query
embedding q;, 4., and coarse-grained image embedding set
Veandidates

22: return image ranking.

23: end for

Figure 3: Text2Pic Swift Training Procedure

and images. It enables zero-shot classification and cross-modal re-
trieval in a shared embedding space without requiring task-specific
fine-tuning.

We adhere to the experimental setup for BEiT-3 2, and fine-tune
for the AToMiC dataset. For OpenCLIP we include the results re-
ported in [42]. We conduct training over 30 epochs. For image data
augmentation in training, we employ AutoAugment [3]. Through-
out all fine-tuning experiments, we choose the Adam optimizer
with a learning rate set at 1 x 104, a weight decay of 0.05, and a
batch size of 512. We also integrate a dropout rate of 0.1.

Zhttps://github.com/microsoft/unilm/tree/master/beit3
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Require: long-text query q, A pre-trained version of our pro-
posed decoupling-BEiT-3 model, Text-entity extractor spaCy,
Text-summary generator BART large model [13]. Entity-based
image ranking index E;jp4ex, Image embedding index Vi, ey
// Summary-Based Re-ranking (SR).

1: Extract the entities from the long-text query q by spaCy;

2: Obtain the corresponding pre-stored Top-K image ranking in-
dex from &;, 4., based on the extracted entities;

3. Filter & Union repeated candidates ranking index form a can-
didate set;

4: Obtain the corresponding image embedding set . ndidares
from Vipgex;

5. Summary the long-text query g by the BART large model;

6: Encode the summary by using our proposed D-BEiT-3 with
text expert as Qepcodeds

7. Compute the similarities (dot-product) between the query em-
bedding qepcodeq and image embedding set g.andidaress

8: return image ranking.

Figure 4: Text2Pic Swift Retrieval (testing) Procedure

Adhering to creator of AToMiC dataset [42] and to ensure a
fair comparison, we assess the performance of all methods using
established metrics: recall at 1000 (R@1000) and mean reciprocal
rank at 10 (MRR@10). Additionally, we report both training and
retrieval times to evaluate model efficiency. Our complete code is
available at https://anonymous.4open.science/r/CFIR-B7EE/, which
will be made publicly available upon acceptance.

5 EXPERIMENTS

This section aims to evaluate the efficacy and efficiency of our
proposed Text2Pic Swift framework in addressing the challenges
outlined in Section 2.3. Our evaluation encompasses both the base
and large settings of the AToMiC dataset, as discussed in Section
2.2. Specifically, we answer the following research questions.

e RQ1: What is the Benefit and Cost of Freezing the Image
Encoder?

e RQ2: How does Text2Pic Swift perform compared to state-
of-the-art approaches?

e RQ3: How does the Text2Pic Swift model demonstrate scal-
ability in the context of the larger and more challenging
AToMiC Large Setting?

5.1 What is the Benefit and Cost of Freezing the
Image Encoder? (RQ1)

We evaluate the computational and performance trade-offs of freez-
ing the image encoder by comparing its performance with that of
whole-model fine-tuning. The comparison focuses on two models:
OpenCLIP and D-BEiT-3, as detailed in upper block of Table 1 for
AToMiC base setting and Table 2 for AToMiC large setting. The
primary motivation for freezing the image encoder lies in the cre-
ation of an image embedding cache, which substantially mitigates
computational overhead on encoding images during both training
and retrieval phases.

In the AToMiC base setting, when compared to the fully fine-
tuned OpenCLIP large model (OpenCLIP-L-Full), D-BEiT-3 large
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Table 1: Comparisons of experimental results on AToMiC base setting for large-scale document-to-image retrieval. VE and LE
indicate the vision encoder and language encoder with (@) or without (*) fine-tuning. # P (M) indicates trainable parameters of
the multi-modal encoders. T-t (Hour/epoch) means the training time and R-t (millisecond/query) means the retrieval time for
each query. For OpenCLIP runs, - indicates the metric was not reported in [42].

AToMiC Base Settin;
Method VELE | #P | T o 5 et R @?1000
OpenCLIP-B e 0 |7 - - 0.043 44.68
D-BEiT-3-B (proposed model) @ @ |15 | 16 | 1640.7 0.048 50.65
" OpenCLIP-L @ @ e | - T 7 T 0065 5484

D-BEiT-3-L (proposed model) @ @ |49 | 76 | 22575 0.085 57.39
OpenCLIP-B # @ |10 - - 0.037 39.66

D-BEiT-3-B (proposed model) # @ | g7 8 363.6 0.042 43.28
Text2Pic Swift-B (proposed framework) # @ | g7 5 4.2 0.052 50.72
OpenCLIP-L #0030 - | - 0.063 50.13

D-BEiT-3-L (proposed model) # @ | 305 53 | 4251 0.065 51.36
Text2Pic Swift-L (proposed framework) # @ |305| 45 4.7 0.081 55.68

Table 2: Comparisons of experimental results on large

setting for large-scale document-to-image retrieval.

AToMiC Large Settin
Method VE LE [ #P | Tt | o0 o @gl R @gl 000
D-BEiT-3-B (proposed model) @ @ [ 155 16 | 60163 0.019 37.11
" 7 " D-BEiT-3-L (proposed model) @ @ | 490 | 76 | 8140.2 ~ 0038 4337
D-BEiT-3-B (proposed model) #* 0| g7 8 | 1349.1 0.015 36.16
Text2Pic Swift-B (proposed framework) #* 0| 87 5 | 364.1 0.021 38.07
"~ D-BE{T-3-L(proposed model) 3 @ |305| 53 | 14585 0026  39.36
Text2Pic Swift-L (proposed framework) #* @ | 305| 45 | 3646 0.030 42.51

model with frozen image encoder (D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen) demon-
strates a modest drop of 3.48% in Recall@1000, making the per-
formance loss acceptable given that OpenCLIP-L was the previous
state-of-the-art model. Moreover, D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen experiences
a decrease in performance, with a 6.03% drop in Recall@1000 and
a 0.02 reduction in MRR@10, compared to its whole-model fine-
tuned version (D-BEiT-3-L-Full). However, D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen is
fine-tuned with only 56% of the parameters and achieves a 30%
reduction in training time compared to the OpenCLIP-L-Full. Fur-
thermore, the implementation of an image embedding cache leads

to a substantial reduction in retrieval time. The query time decreases
by 81% for D-BEiT-3-L (from 2257.5 ms to 425.1 ms) and by 77.8%
for D-BEiT-3 base model (D-BEiT-3-B) (from 1640.7 ms to 363.6
ms) when transitioning from fully D-BEiT-3-L/B-Full to D-BEiT-
3-L/B-Frozen. This leads to a considerable reduction in training
time. For instance, D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen shows a decrease of 23 hours
per epoch compared to D-BEiT-3-L-Full, while D-BEiT-3-B-Frozen
exhibits an 8-hour reduction per epoch relative to D-BEiT-3-B-Full.
This is particularly significant as model testing forms an integral
part of the training process. Employing a whole-model fine-tuning
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approach would necessitate approximately 2280 hours (around 95
days) to train the model over 30 epochs on a single GPU. Such a
duration is impractical in typical academic experimental environ-
ments.

As for the more challenging scenario, AToMiC Large setting
which has 11 millions long-text and 11 millions images, D-BEiT-3-
L-Frozen demonstrates remarkable efficiency. As for another im-
portant aspect in evaluating the efficiency, the retrieval latency,
D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen and D-BEiT-3-B-Frozen needs just 17.9% and
22.4% of the retrieval time required by D-BEiT-3-L-Full and D-BEiT-
3-B-Full. This significant reduction in retrieval time underscores
the enhanced scalability and aptness of these models for large-scale
applications.

In summary, we construct an shared image embedding cache and
a shared entity-based image ranking index to markedly enhance
training and retrieval efficiency, predicated on the freezing of the
image encoder. While there is a performance trade-off, the gains in
efficiency render the model highly deployable and make it possible
for large-scale text-to-image tasks within an academic budget. This
result answers our proposed research question 1 that what is the
benefit and cost of freezing the image encoder. Consequently, we
choose to build our Text2Pic Swift framework on this premise.

5.2 How does Text2Pic Swift perform compared
to state-of-the-art approaches? (RQ2)

This section investigates the improved performance facilitated by
Text2Pic Swift under AToMiC base setting by comparing it with
OpenCLIP and the D-BEiT-3 model, mainly in text-only fine-tuning
settings, because it is a fair comparison to Text2Pic Swift. We also
compare Text2Pic Swift with whole-model fine-tuned approaches
to demonstrate the performance trade-off.

In the text-only fine-tuning setting, experimental results are illus-
trated in the bottom block of Table 1. For effectiveness, we observe
that Text2Pic Swift outperforms the previous state-of-the-art mod-
els OpenCLIP-Frozen and our proposed D-BEiT-3-Frozen under the
AToMIiC base across all metrics. Notably, Text2Pic Swift is more
effective with smaller encoder sizes. For instance, Text2Pic Swift-B
outperforms OpenCLIP-B-Frozen, achieving a 0.015 higher score in
MRR@10 and an 11.06% better result in R@1000. Similarly, Text2Pic
Swift-L surpasses OpenCLIP-L-Frozen with a 0.018 increase in
MRR@10 and a 5.55% improvement in R@1000. When compared to
D-BEiT-3-B-Frozen, Text2Pic Swift-B shows a 0.01 improvement in
MRR@10 and a significant 7.44% gain in R@1000. Against D-BEiT-
3-L-Frozen, Text2Pic Swift-L leads in both metrics, showing a 0.016
higher score in MRR@10 and a 4.32% advance in R@1000.

In terms of efficiency, compared to prior state-of-the-art MLLM-
based methods [2, 40], our approach incurs additional computa-
tional time and storage for constructing the entity-based image can-
didate index and the shared image embedding cache. Specifically,
the largest variant of Text2Pic Swift (Text2Pic Swift-L) requires
an extra 71 GB of storage space and 34 hours of preparation time,
which involves building the entity-based image candidate index
and the shared image embedding cache. For context, BEiT-3-L re-
quires 2280 hours for a 30-epoch training cycle, the extra 34 hours
for Text2Pic Swift-L’s setup is quite minimal which only about
0.14% of the total time BEiT-3-L needs for training. Furthermore,
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the integration of an index and cache markedly reduces the train-
ing duration for Text2Pic Swift-L. It only requires 45 hours per
epoch, culminating in a total of 930 hours for 30 epochs. Owing to
the Decoupling-BEiT-3 architectural efficiency and vector-based
distance computation, which involves an entity-based image can-
didates index for filtering and image embedding cache, Text2Pic
Swift significantly streamlines the retrieval process. In the AToMiC
base setting, Text2Pic Swift-B has managed to reduce the retrieval
time significantly, from 363.6 milliseconds to mere 4.2 milliseconds,
when compared to D-BEiT-3-B-Frozen. For Text2Pic Swift-L, the
reduction in retrieval time is even more remarkable, the time re-
quired for Text2Pic Swift-L to retrieve images is only about 1.1% of
the time taken by D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen.

When comparing to full-model fine-tuning approaches, our Text2Pic
Swift still outperforms the previous state-of-the-art model OpenCLIP-
Full. Text2Pic Swift-B gains a 6.04% improvement on Recall@1000
compared to OpenCLIP-B-Full. When compared with the robust
whole-model fine-tuned D-BEiT-3-Full, Text2Pic Swift-B not only
slightly surpasses BEiT-3-B-Full in performance but does so with
only 56.12% of its parameters, consequently reducing training time
by 68.7%. In terms of large models, Text2Pic Swift-L sustains com-
petitive retrieval performance in comparison to D-BEiT-3-L-Full,
albeit with a minor decline in Recall@1000, while achieving a 40.7%
reduction in training time due to the substantial reduction in the
length of each document summary. When set against full-model
fine-tuning methods, Text2Pic Swift-B exhibits higher gains in Re-
call@1000 and compared to D-BEiT-3-B-Full, with 0.07% increase in
Recall@1000 in the AToMiC base setting. Similarly, the Recall@1000
performance gap between Text2Pic Swift-L and D-BEiT-3-L-Full
narrows to 1.71%. This result underscores Text2Pic Swift’s better
scalability as the candidate set size increases.

To summarize, under AToMiC base setting, Text2Pic Swift out-
performs state-of-the-art models OpenCLIP and D-BEiT-3 in both
effectiveness and efficiency in text-only fine-tuning settings. While
it incurs modest additional costs, the efficiency gains in training and
retrieval time are significant. Even when compared to whole-model
fine-tuning approaches, Text2Pic Swift maintains a competitive
performance while requiring fewer parameters and significantly
less training and retrieval time, thereby proving its viability for
large-scale applications. This result answers our proposed research
question 2 that how does Text2Pic Swift perform compared to state-
of-the-art approaches.

5.3 Text2Pic Swift scalability in AToMiC Large
Setting (RQ3)

In addition to exploring Text2Pic Swift’s performance in the AToMiC
base setting, this section extends the analysis to the more demand-
ing AToMiC large Setting that has three times more images and
long-text compare to AToMiC base setting. Here, we also investi-
gates Text2Pic Swift’s enhanced capabilities by comparing it with
the D-BEiT-3 model in two scenarios: text-only fine-tuning and
whole-model fine-tuning. Combining with our result in AToMiC
base setting, we provide a comprehensive comparison between our
proposed Text2Pic Swift framework and previous state-of-the-art
methods, and we aim to show Text2Pic Swift’s adaptability and
robust performance across diverse fine-tuning scenarios.
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Table 3: Ablation studies on AToMic base setting. T-t means training time (Hour/epoch) and R-t means retrieval time (millisec-

ond/query).

Method | Cache Index Entity Summary Doc | MRR@10 R@1000 T-t R-t
- - - - v 0.065 51.36 53 425.1
v v v - - 0.006 13.15 0 0

CFIP-L - - - v - 0.069 53.91 45 4251
v v v - v 0.075 54.61 53 13.0
v v v v - 0.081 55.68 45 4.7

Table 4: The performance impact of varying Top-K in Entity-
based Ranking.

Method Top-K Retrieval-time | MRR@10 | R@1000
Top-1000 1.5 ms/query 0.033 38.32
CFIP-L Top-5000 2.9 ms/query 0.051 50.18
Top-10000 | 4.7 ms/query 0.081 55.68
Top-15000 | 28.8 ms/query 0.079 55.35

The experimental results in the text-only fine-tuning setting,
as detailed in the bottom block of Table 2, reveal that our pro-
posed Text2Pic Swift surpasses D-BEiT-3-Frozen in the AToMiC
large setting across all evaluated metrics. In particular, Text2Pic
Swift-B shows a notable increase of 0.006 and 1.91% in MRR@10
and R@1000, respectively, when compared to D-BEiT-3-B-Frozen.
Similarly, Text2Pic Swift-L demonstrates a significant lead with
improvements of 0.004 and 3.15% in MRR@10 and R@1000, re-
spectively, over D-BEiT-3-L-Frozen. Furthermore, this level of ef-
ficiency is consistently observed in the more demanding AToMiC
large setting, paralleling results from the AToMiC base setting. In
terms of retrieval time, Text2Pic Swift-B manages to cut down
the retrieval time by 985 milliseconds per query compared to D-
BEiT-3-B-Frozen. These reductions underscore the effectiveness of
Text2Pic Swift in optimizing the retrieval latency. When set against
full-model fine-tuning methods, Text2Pic Swift-B exhibits higher
gains in Recall@1000 and MRR@10 compared to D-BEiT-3-B-Full,
with a 0.96%. Similarly, the Recall@1000 performance gap between
Text2Pic Swift-L and D-BEiT-3-L-Full narrows to 0.86%. This result
underscores Text2Pic Swift’s better scalability as the candidate set
size increases.

In conclusion, within the challenging AToMiC large setting,
Text2Pic Swift demonstrates significantly improvement perfor-
mance over D-BEiT-3 in terms efficiency in both text-only and

whole-model fine-tuning scenarios. These findings underscore Text2Pic

Swift’s robust capabilities in enhancing retrieval processes, scaling
effective and maintain its power in larger datasets.

6 ANALYSIS

This section comprehensively evaluates our Text2Pic Swift frame-
work through three focused analyses. We dissect Text2Pic Swift’s
main components in an ablation study, explore Top-K effects, and
offer a qualitative analysis of the model’s practical utility.

6.1 Ablation Study of Text2Pic Swift

We examine the contributions of the Entity-based Ranking (ER) and
Summary-based Re-ranking (SR) stages in Text2Pic Swift, alongside
the Text2Pic Swift-L variant’s use of a pre-computed shared index

and image embedding cache. We benchmark against state-of-the-
art MLLM-based approaches (Row 1, Table 3). Using only the SR
stage (Row 3, Table 3) leads to a significant improvement of 2.55%
on R@1000 and reduces training time from 53 to 45 hours per epoch.
This indicates that concise summaries enhance both retrieval and
training efficiency by reducing document ambiguity.

A comparative analysis (Rows 1 and 4, Table 3) shows that inte-
grating ER, a pre-computed shared index, and image embedding
cache results in improved retrieval effectiveness. This integration
yields an improvement of 0.01 in MRR@10 and 3.25% in R@1000,
and reduces the retrieval time from 425.1 millisecond to 13 mil-
lisecond per query. The completed Text2Pic Swift-L model (Row 5,
Table 3) surpasses all other configurations in both effectiveness and
efficiency, requiring significantly less training and retrieval time.
Specifically, it cuts down the training time from 53 to 45 hours per
epoch and the retrieval time from 425.1 millisecond to 4.7 millisec-
ond per query, while achieving a 0.016 increase in MRR@10 and a
4.32% increase in R@1000 compared to MLLM-based approaches
(Row 1, Table 3).

In summary, the ER and SR stages in Text2Pic Swift contribute
to both efficient image retrieval and improved performance metrics.
Incorporating a pre-computed shared index and image embedding
cache further reduces retrieval and training time dramatically.

6.2 Performance Impact of Varying Top-K in
Entity-based Ranking

In this section, we examine the performance implications of vary-
ing the value of Top-K in the Entity-based Ranking (ER) Stage, as
detailed in Table 4. Our observations indicate that as the value of
k increases, the re-ranking effectiveness of SR initially experiences
a significant boost, only to decrease slightly afterward. Specifically,
there is an increase of 0.048 on MRR@10 and 17.36% on R@1000
when Top-K increases from 1000 to 10000. However, this is fol-
lowed by a slight decrease, from 0.081 to 0.079 in MRR@10 and
from 55.68% to 55.35% in R@1000. This phenomenon can be at-
tributed to the increased likelihood of identifying images that are
relevant to the query document. However, this also results in the
inclusion of additional ’interference’ candidates—images that are
semantically similar but not identical matches, thereby slightly di-
minishing effectiveness. Concurrently, the retrieval time shows an
upward trend as candidate numbers increase.

To strike a balance between retrieval effectiveness and efficiency,
we choose the image candidates for each entity at 10,000 for the SR
stage. This configuration necessitates a mere 4.7 millisecond per
query in the AToMiC base setting; specifically, it yields scores of
0.081 on MRR@10, and 55.68% on R@1000.
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Long Document Query (398 tokens) Short Summary Query (56 tokens)

it S P e L I T

; ‘context_page_description”: ‘The Tribute in Light is an art installation created in remembrance of the ! ::rrfbu;(e‘ in -Light is an art instaliation created ini
i September 11 at‘tacks. It consists of‘88 vertical searchlights arranged in two columns of light to ; iremembrance of the September 11 attacks. It:
! represent the Twin Towers. It stands six blocks south of the World Trade Center on top of the Battery ;

: Parking Garage in New York City. Tribute in Light began as a temporary commemoration of the attacks ! »
i in early 2002, but it became an annual event, currently produced on September 11 by the Municipal :

1 Art Society of New York. The Tribute in Light was conceived by artists John Bennett, Gustavo ;

LBonevardi, Richard Nash Gould, Julian LaVerdiere, and ... P

!consists of 88 vertical searchlights arranged in two!
icolumns of light to represent the Twin Towers. It;
!stands six blocks south of the World Trade Center on!
top of the Battery Parking Garage in New York City. _ i
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“Annual events in
New York City’:

‘One World Trade
Center’

‘Searchlights’

Object Entities
(80 tokens)

Coarse-grained entity-queried ranking from CER

Fine-grained summary-queried re-ranking from FSR|

Figure 6: An example of our Text2Pic Swift for long-text image retrieval.

6.3 Qualitative Evaluation of Text2Pic Swift

Figure 6 showcases the practical outcomes of applying our Text2Pic
Swift framework within the AToMiC base setting. The figure presents
a comprehensive view of the retrieval process, starting with the
original long document, which consists of 398 tokens, and pro-
ceeding through the crucial stages of entity extraction and summa-
rization. From the long text, 80 entities are extracted, highlighting
the essential elements that facilitate the subsequent retrieval tasks.
Furthermore, a brief summary of 56 tokens is generated, shorten
the document into a concise query. Additionally, it presents the
ranked image results yielded by both the ER and SR stages of our
framework.

Due to spatial constraints, we limit our visualization to four
randomly selected entities and their associated top-ranked images,
as generated by the first ER stage. This choice in visualization
serves to underscore ER’s efficacy in not only retrieving a set of
relevant images based on individual entities but also in effectively
filtering out irrelevant images from a large-scale collection. For
instance, the entities "Tribute in Light" and "Annual events in New
York City" yield numerous relevant image candidates, including
the target image. This approach thereby paves the way for the
subsequent SR stage to focus on finding the exact matching image
of key document information. As a result, Text2Pic Swift not only
enhances the retrieval accuracy but also speeds up the searching
process, ensuring that the most contextually relevant images are
brought to the forefront for final selection.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we address the challenges associated with Large-
Scale Long-Text to Image Retrieval (LLIR). To this end, we intro-
duce a novel, two-stage Coarse-to-Fine Index-Shared Retrieval
(Text2Pic Swift) framework designed to mitigate the ambiguity
in long documents while optimizing retrieval effectiveness and effi-
ciency. The Text2Pic Swift framework is modular, comprising two
principal stages: Entity-based Ranking (ER) and Summary-based Re-
ranking (SR). These stages employ our proposed encoding model,

decoupling-BEiT-3, which enables vector-based distance similar-
ity inference and the use of a pre-computed, shared entity-based
candidates index and image embedding cache. This significantly
improves training and retrieval efficiency. Our experimental results
demonstrate that Text2Pic Swift outperforms existing state-of-the-
art methods in the AToMiC LLIR task, as confirmed by both quan-
titative and qualitative evaluations. These findings have practical
implications in various applications that necessitate efficient and
effective large-scale image retrieval from long documents.
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