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Abstract—Long Document Classification (LDC) has gained
significant attention recently. However, multi-modal data in long
documents such as texts and images are not being effectively
utilized. Prior studies in this area have attempted to integrate
texts and images in document-related tasks, but they have only
focused on short text sequences and images of pages. How to
classify long documents with hierarchical structure texts and
embedding images is a new problem and faces multi-modal
representation difficulties. In this paper, we propose a novel
approach called Hierarchical Multi-modal Transformer (HMT)
for cross-modal long document classification. The HMT conducts
multi-modal feature interaction and fusion between images and
texts in a hierarchical manner. Our approach uses a multi-modal
transformer and a dynamic multi-scale multi-modal transformer
to model the complex relationships between image features, and
the section and sentence features. Furthermore, we introduce
a new interaction strategy called the dynamic mask transfer
module to integrate these two transformers by propagating
features between them. To validate our approach, we conduct
cross-modal LDC experiments on two newly created and two
publicly available multi-modal long document datasets, and the
results show that the proposed HMT outperforms state-of-the-art
single-modality and multi-modality methods.

Index Terms—Cross-modal long document classification, multi-
modal transformer, dynamic multi-scale multi-modal trans-
former, dynamic mask transfer.

I. INTRODUCTION

AS the number of accessible documents and publications
grows exponentially, long document-related tasks have

gained significant attention and made substantial progress.
These tasks include long document summarization [1], long
document question answering [2], long document machine
reading comprehension [3], and long document classification
(LDC) [4], [5]. As a fundamental task in Natural Language
Processing (NLP), LDC plays an important role in many
scenarios such as document management, document analysis,
and personalized document recommendation [6], [7]. Recent
studies in LDC have focused on the development of novel
methods and techniques to better address the challenges posed
by long documents.
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Fig. 1. Example of multi-modal long document from the dataset of MAAPD.

Transformer [8] has gained widespread popularity in var-
ious NLP tasks due to its exceptional performance [9]–
[11]. However, the self-attention mechanism in Transformer
has quadratic growth in memory usage and computational
complexity with the sequence length. As a result, processing
long documents with Transformer can be difficult and very
expensive. To address this issue, two primary approaches
have been proposed. One approach involves dividing long
documents into manageable, isometric chunks using sequence
cutting or sliding windows, followed by hierarchical modeling
using Transformers. The other approach involves replacing the
fully quadratic self-attention scheme of the Transformer with
a sparse-attention mechanism. This modification enables the
Transformer to handle documents with thousands of tokens or
longer. However, it is important to note that these methods
primarily focus on long text processing.

In recent years, researchers have made attempts to address
multimodal document-related tasks such as visually rich doc-
ument understanding [12], multimodal document quality as-
sessment [13], and document image classification [14]. These
attempts primarily focus on how to leverage and incorporate
information from different modalities such as vision, language,
and layout to obtain more effective multi-modal representa-
tions. However, most of these studies consider document pages
as images and concentrate on the text stream extracted from
these images using OCR [15], failing to explore the complex
structure of long documents and the interaction between the
texts and the embedding images.

Long documents, such as scientific papers shown in Fig. 1
and other publications, typically feature long text sequences
with explicit or implicit hierarchical structures and multiple
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Fig. 2. Diagram of the hierarchical text structure of long documents, and
their corresponding relations with the paired images.

embedding images. The challenge in cross-modal long doc-
ument representation and classification is to fully exploit the
hierarchical structure of the document and the complementary
signals of visual and textual information. This problem differs
from common multimodal tasks such as image-text retrieval
[16], multi-modal emotion analysis [17], or visual question
answering [18]. In those tasks, the relations between images
and texts are simple and definitive, and the text length is
typically short. To understand the nature of cross-modal long
documents, consider a scientific document, as illustrated in
Fig. 2. First, the texts of the long document are organized
in a hierarchical manner, i.e., word-sentence-section, associ-
ated with several images. Second, as shown in Fig. 2, the
relationships between the images and the texts vary across
different levels. For example, a section is typically described
by multiple images, while an image is often described by a
number of sentences. Lastly, there may be weak correlations
between the images and the texts, and some images may even
be unrelated, which adds difficulties and poses challenges to
the multi-modal representation of long documents.

Based on the previous analysis, we introduce a new ap-
proach called Hierarchical Multi-modal Transformer (HMT)
for Cross-modal Long Document Classification (CLDC). This
framework is meticulously designed to address the intricate
characteristics of multimodal long documents. Specifically,
to effectively model the structured information inherent in
long documents, we construct section-level and sentence-level
features separately. This dual-level feature construction not
only accurately captures the hierarchical structure of long
documents but also facilitates the subsequent multi-granularity
relationship capture between textual and visual modalities. For
multimodal modeling, we employ state-of-the-art multimodal
Transformers as our primary encoders. This architecture excels
in performance and adeptly manages the weak correlations that
often exist between text and images, thereby mitigating the
potential impact of visual information on textual content. To
fully leverage the hierarchical structure of the text, we intro-
duce a dynamic mask transfer module. This innovative module
ensures seamless information interaction between section-level
and sentence-level multimodal Transformers, enabling higher-
level structures to inform and enhance the processing at
lower levels. These integrated modules synergistically work to
organize and represent information in a hierarchical manner,

effectively capturing complementary data from various modal-
ities and maintaining a consistent and comprehensive flow of
information.

Fig. 3 illustrates the detailed HMT architecture, which starts
by utilizing pre-trained text and image models to capture the
hierarchical text features, i.e., section and sentence features,
and image features. Following this, two multi-modal trans-
formers are employed to capture the complex relationships
between the textual and visual features at different levels.
These transformers are structured to handle hierarchical data,
ensuring that both section-level and sentence-level interactions
are effectively modeled. Specifically, to model the multi-
scale relations between sentences and images, we introduce
an enhanced transformer, namely Dynamic Multi-scale Multi-
modal Transformer (DMMT). The DMMT is designed by
assigning window masks of different sizes to the multi-head
attention matrix, which allows it to capture varying levels of
detail in the interactions. The multi-scale window branches
are then dynamically fused with different weights, ensuring
that the most relevant features are highlighted in the final
representation. Finally, a dynamic mask transfer module is
incorporated to fully leverage hierarchical text associations.
This module enables effective interaction between the two
multi-modal transformers, allowing insights from one level
(e.g., section-level) to inform and enhance processing at an-
other level (e.g., sentence-level). Considering that most of the
existing multi-modal long document datasets only contain text
sequences with less than 500 tokens and insufficient images,
we construct two new multi-modal long document datasets in
the field of scientific papers, which will be made available
publicly to comprehensively test the proposed method. We
summarize our contributions as follows,

• The proposed Hierarchical Multi-modal Transformer
(HMT) integrates text and image features at various
levels of granularity for Cross-modal Long Document
Classification (CLDC). To the best of our knowledge,
this approach is the first of its kind to consider both
the hierarchical structure and visual image information
present in long documents for the task of CLDC.

• Two well-designed techniques, namely Dynamic Multi-
scale Multi-modal Transformer (DMMT) and Dynamic
Mask Transfer (DMT) module, are proposed to effec-
tively capture the complex relationships between sen-
tences and images in long documents and enhance the
interaction between the two multi-modal transformers.

• Results from experiments conducted on two newly cre-
ated and two publicly available multi-modal long docu-
ment datasets indicate that the proposed method outper-
forms single-modal text methods and surpasses state-of-
the-art multi-modal baselines.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Related
works are surveyed in Section II, and the HMT framework
is presented in Section III. The evaluation is conducted in
Section IV and the paper is concluded in Section V.
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II. RELATED WORK

A. Long Document Classification

The task of LDC involves dealing with long documents
with explicit or implicit hierarchical structures, and usually,
their text contents can span thousands of tokens. Traditional
document classification techniques may not be effective in
such cases, as they are not capable of capturing long-range
dependencies. The existing works for long document classifi-
cation can be divided into two main categories.

The first category of methods for long document classifi-
cation involves representing long documents in a hierarchical
manner. For example, Pappagari et al. [19] divided the long
text into manageable segments and fed each of them into
the base model of BERT [20]. The inter-segment interactions
are then modeled by applying a single recurrent layer or
transformer to the segment representations. Similarly, Wu et
al. [21] proposed a hierarchical interactive transformer, which
models documents in a hierarchical manner and can capture
the global document context for sentence modeling. Likewise,
Liu et al. [5] proposed a hierarchical graph convolutional
network for LDC, where a section graph and a word graph
are constructed to model the macro and microstructure of long
documents, respectively.

An alternative category of methods aims to address the
computational complexity of the self-attention mechanism
of the Transformer [8], which limits its ability to process
long texts of thousands of tokens. So far, different sparsity
mechanisms have been explored, e.g., the fixed pattern [4],
[10], the learnable pattern [22], and the low-rank pattern [23].

In the case of fixed pattern sparsity mechanisms, the aim
is to limit the scope of attention. This is achieved through
window-based attention, global attention, and random attention
techniques. For instance, Beltagy et al. [4] proposed a combi-
nation of windowed local-context attention and task-motivated
global attention, successfully reducing the complexity from
quadratic to linear. Zaheer et al. [10] further integrated random
attention into the model proposed in [4] and also achieved
linear complexity with respect to the number of tokens. The
learnable pattern tries to capture both local and global contexts
more effectively. For example, Kitaev et al. [24] introduced a
learnable pattern using locality-sensitive hashing to identify
the nearest neighbors of the attention query for attention.
Zhang et al. [25] proposed a two-level attention schema that
combines sliding window and pooling attention to reduce
computational and memory costs. The low-rank pattern [23]
observes that the self-attention matrices are low-rank. Thus,
it chooses to linearly project key and value matrices into a
low-dimensional space, e.g., from n to k, to achieve a O(nk)
complexity.

Despite clear advantages, these methods mainly focus on
modeling text of long documents, while the cross-modal
information is not considered.

B. Document Image Classification

Considerable research has been conducted to effectively
organize and index document images. These approaches [14],
[26] typically involve two streams of information: images and

texts. In this pipeline, images serve as the visual representation
of document pages, while the text is usually obtained by
applying OCR [15] to the images. The rapid progress of
deep learning has driven further advancements in this domain,
enabling the automatic extraction of textual and visual features
from document images [27]. While document image classifi-
cation methods have made significant progress in recent years,
they often overlook the real images within documents and do
not take full advantage of the hierarchical structure of the
text. As a result, there is still room for improvement in these
methods. For this purpose, we propose a novel hierarchical
multi-modal transformer for CLDC, in which the hierarchical
structure of texts and the embedding images of long documents
are utilized, instead of the page images.

C. Multi-modal Transformer

The multi-modal transformer has proven to be effective in
various multi-modal tasks, including image/video-text retrieval
[16], [28], visual question answering [18], multi-modal emo-
tional analysis [17], and visual grounding [29], resulting in
impressive performance outcomes.

Currently, there are two main approaches for incorporating
image data into a multi-modal transformer for text-image
tasks. The first approach involves dividing the image into
several patches, which are then treated as separate image
inputs to the model. The second approach uses object de-
tection techniques, such as Faster-RCNN [30], to extract
region features from the image, and considers them as the
input to the model. In some scenarios, to improve the cross-
modal representation capability, additional data may also be
incorporated. For instance, scene text embeddings extracted
from the image [31] and class labels [32] can be utilized. In
the context of text-video data, most existing approaches treat
each image frame as a single feature, which is then used to
interact with the text features. Our image-processing technique
is similar to those used in text-video-related tasks, but with
some notable differences. Firstly, our images are unordered.
Additionally, the interaction objects for the images are not
fine-grained word features, but high-level semantic features
such as section and sentence features.

While the multi-modal transformer has proven to be ef-
fective in a range of multi-modal tasks, it has not yet been
applied to the CLDC task. To address this, we introduce the
HMT model, which incorporates a multi-modal transformer
and a dynamic multi-scale multi-modal transformer to capture
the intricate relationships between image features and hierar-
chical text features such as section and sentence features. By
leveraging these advanced modeling techniques, we aim to
improve the performance of CLDC and push the boundaries
of document understanding.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

In this section, we present the proposed Hierarchical Multi-
modal Transformer (HMT) in detail. As shown in Fig. 3, the
pre-trained text and image models are first employed to obtain
initial hierarchical text features and image features. Next, the
complex multi-modal relationships between these features are
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Fig. 3. The framework of the proposed HMT model for cross-modal long document classification.

modeled using a hierarchical multi-modal transformer at both
the section and sentence levels. Additionally, we introduce
a dynamic mask transfer module to facilitate information
exchange between the two multi-modal transformers. Finally,
a fusion module is applied to aggregate the final multi-modal
representations at both levels, enabling the classification of
long documents.

A. Feature Extraction

1) Textual Features: To model the complex association of
image features and text features at the section and sentence
levels, we segment each long document t into l sequential
sections in a fixed size without overlapping, denoted as
{q1, q2, ..., ql}. Each section contains r word tokens, i.e.,
qi = {wi0, wi1, ..., wir}, where wi0 = [CLS] is the special
start token for BERT-related encoders. Extra [PAD] tokens
are appended to the end to meet the section length of r. Then,
we apply the pre-trained BERT [20] ft(·, ϕ), which has been
widely utilized in LDC tasks [5], [19], to extract the ith section
feature with word features as follows,

[pi, xi1, ..., xir] = ft(qi, ϕ), i = 1, ..., l. (1)

where ϕ represents the parameters of the pre-trained BERT.
The final hidden state of the [CLS] token, pi, is taken as
the section feature, and the other tokens xij , j = 1, ..., r
are taken as the word features. The final section features
and word features of the long document can be represented
as matrix features P = [p1, p2, ..., pl] ∈ Rl×d and X =
[x11, ..., x1r, ..., xl1, ..., xlr] ∈ Rlr×d, where d is the dimen-
sion of the features.

To make the most of the fine-grained word features and
avoid additional data input, the sentence features are directly
obtained by aggregating the word features in each sentence
by the proposed Sentence Token Generation (STG) block as
shown in Fig. 4. This process is directed by the sentence mask

Smask ∈ Rlr generated from the document. It is represented
by an incrementally repeatable number sequence, in which
the mask values of words in the same sentence keep fixed.
The final sentence features are obtained by applying the
max-pooling operation to the word features in each sentence,
followed by a linear projection layer as follows,

s̄i = maxpooling c(X[Smask == i1lr]), i = 1, ..., n.

si =Wss̄i + bs, i = 1, ..., n.
(2)

where maxpooling c and n represent the column-wise max-
pooling and the number of sentences, respectively. 1lr ∈ Rlr

is a vector in the size of lr with all elements being 1. Ws, bs
are the trainable parameters of the linear projection layer. The
final sentence features of the long document can be denoted
as S = [s1, s2, ..., sn] ∈ Rn×d.

2) Visual Features: Different from the traditional multi-
modal tasks, which focus on the local region features of
images, we pay more attention to the global semantic rep-
resentations for images vj , j = 1, 2, ...,m, where m is the
number of images, in long documents, considering their bet-
ter correspondences with the section features and sentence
features. In light of the success of vision transformer (ViT)
[33], which takes non-overlapping image patches as the input,
we directly utilize the pre-trained CLIP model [34] with a
ViT architecture as our image encoder fv(·, ψ). The CLIP
model performs self-attention between patches and compiles
the set of patch embeddings into a [CLS] embedding. We
then leverage a fully connected layer to project all the image
embeddings to the same dimension as the text embeddings, as
follows,

hj =Wh(fv(vj , ψ)) + bh, j = 1, ...,m. (3)

where ψ represents the parameters of the pre-trained image
encoder. The final image features of the long document can
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Fig. 4. An illustration of the proposed Sentence Token Generation (STG)
block.

be formulated as H = [h1, h2, ..., hm] ∈ Rm×d. d is the
dimension of the features.

B. Hierarchical Multi-modal Transformer
As illustrated in Fig. 2, the text and image features of a long

document have varying degrees of interdependence at different
hierarchical levels, such as one-to-multiple and multiple-to-
one relationships. To capture these complex and diverse rela-
tionships, we propose two multi-modal transformers, namely
the Multi-modal Transformer and the Dynamic Multi-scale
Multi-modal Transformer. Furthermore, we introduce a dy-
namic mask transfer module to enable information interaction
between these two levels of multi-modal transformers.

1) Multi-modal Transformer: To model the one-to-multiple
relationships between sections and images, we directly
concatenate the [CLS] token, section features P and
image features H into a unified multi-modal sequence
Fpv = [[CLS], p1, p2, ..., pl, h1, h2, ..., hm]. Then, following
the same architecture of the Transformer [8], we build our
multi-modal transformer with a stack of multi-head self-
attention layers followed by a feed-forward network, which
can be denoted as follows,

Epv ← Fpv + MHSA(LN(Fpv)),

F̂pv ← Epv + MLP(LN(Epv))
(4)

where MHSA(·) denotes the multi-head self-attention layer,
MLP(·) denotes the multi-layer perception layer, and LN(·)
denotes the layer normalization. The final output of the [CLS]
token of F̂pv is adopted as the fused multi-modal representa-
tion in the section level, denoted as ypv .

2) Dynamic Multi-scale Multi-modal Transformer: Fig. 5
illustrates the proposed Dynamic Multi-scale Multi-modal
Transformer (DMMT), which consists of two branches: a
single text transformer and a multi-scale multi-modal trans-
former. The former is designed to mitigate the negative impact
of uncorrelated images on the final output, while the latter
is responsible for capturing the multi-scale corresponding
relationships between the sentence and image features.

To reduce the heterogeneous gap and enhance the rep-
resentation power of multi-modal features, we first adopt
a simple fusion strategy to generate multi-modal sentence
representations. Specifically, given the max-pooling feature I
of the image features and the sentence features [s1, s2, ..., sn],
the procedure is formulated as follows,

I = maxpooling c(H)

ŝi =Wc[si; I] + bc, i = 1, 2, ..., n.
(5)

Multi-scale Multi-modal Transformer
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Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of the Dynamic Multi-scale Multi-modal Trans-
former (DMMT).

where maxpooling c represents the column-wise max-pooling.
[·; ·] denotes concatenation along the feature dimension. Wc ∈
R2d×d and bc ∈ Rd are the trainable parameters. The fused
multi-modal sentence features can be represented as Ŝ =
[ŝ1, ŝ2, ..., ŝn].

Fig. 2 demonstrates that an image is usually depicted by
several different sentences. To model the multi-scale corre-
spondence relationships between sentences and images, we
choose to limit the scope of attention of sentence elements
by placing multi-scale window masks on the multi-head
adjacency matrix. Concretely, given the multi-modal input
sequence Fsv = [[CLS], Ŝ,H], and the window mask matrix
D ∈ R(n+m+1)×(n+m+1) under one of the scales, the above
process can be formulated as,

F⃗sv = MHSA(F̄sv)

=WoConcat(A1V1, A1V2, ..., AhVh)

Ai = Softmax(
(F̄svW

q
i )(F̄svW

k
i )

T

√
d

⊙ D)

(6)

where i = 1, 2, ..., h and the values of D are binary and
set to 1 if they are within the attention span of the target
element. MHSA(·) denotes the multi-head self-attention block.
F̄sv = LN(Fsv), Vi = F̄svW

v
i and W q

i ∈ Rd×dk ,W k
i ∈

Rd×dk ,W v
i ∈ Rd×dv ,Wo ∈ Rd×d are the trainable parameters

of MHSA. Especially, dk = dv = d/h and h is the total
number of heads in the MHSA block. Fig. 5 presents an
architecture diagram of DMMT with nwin = 4 scale window
mask matrices. It is noted that a fully-connected attention
mask is included to capture the global information interac-
tion between sentences and images. The text branch follows
the same learning rules of Transformer [8], and the multi-
modal branch owes the same learning procedure, but with
a different MHSA mechanism as (6), which are denoted by
T-Transformer(·),M-Transformer(·), respectively and formu-
lated in (7) as follows,

y0 = T-Transformer([[CLS], Ŝ])
yi = M-Transformer(Fsv,Di), i = 1, 2, ..., nwin.

(7)
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Fig. 6. An illustration of the proposed Dynamic Mask Transfer (DMT) block.

where yi, i = 0, 1, , ..., nwin is the final output of the [CLS]
tokens, and Di represents the ith window mask matrix. To
this end, we design a dynamic multi-scale multi-modal infor-
mation weighting strategy, which integrates information of all
branches by the generated weights. It mainly consists of two
fully-connected layers F1, F2, and an activation layer. Finally,
a softmax layer is adopted to generate different weights
for corresponding elements of all branches. The calculation
process can be formulated as follows,

yfuse = F2(δ(F1(y)))

αi =
ey

i
fuse∑nwin

i=0 ey
i
fuse

, i = 0, 1, , ..., nwin.
(8)

where yfuse ∈ R(nwin+1)×d, and αi ∈ R1×d. The output of
the DMMT module is given by,

ysv =

nwin∑
i=0

αi ⊙ yi (9)

3) Dynamic Mask Transfer: In order to fully leverage the
hierarchical structure of long documents, we apply the princi-
ple of transferability to facilitate the migration of information
from the section-image association to the sentence-image
association, thereby enhancing the cross-modal interaction
capability between sentence and image features.

As shown in Fig. 6, we first extract the multi-head section-
image adjacency matrix Dpv ∈ Rh×l×m and the multi-head
image-section adjacency matrix Dvp ∈ Rh×m×l from the
multi-head adjacency matrix Apv ∈ Rh×(l+m+1)×(l+m+1) of
Multi-modal Transformer. Since the operations keep the same,
here we mainly take the first head of Dpv as an example to
give the explanation.

For each section, we select the top-K images with the
highest similarity scores as the critical image index set I+.
The K is a dynamic number for each section, which is the
smallest number that meets the condition in (10),

∑
j∈I+

i

exp(D1
pv(i, j))/

m∑
j=1

exp(D1
pv(i, j)) > η, i = 1, 2, ..., l

(10)
where η is a constant, and we set η = 0.65 in all experiments.

According to the critical image index set I+i , i = 1, 2, ..., l,
we can obtain the binary mask matrix D̃

1

pv as follows,

D̃
1

pv(i, j) =

{
1, j ∈ I+i
0, else

(11)

where i = 1, 2, ..., l; j = 1, 2, ...,m. Then, we construct the
transfer mask to model the relations between sentences and
sections, denoted by Ts−p ∈ Rn×l, in which if a sentence
belongs to a section, the mask value will be set to 1, otherwise
to 0, as follows,

[Ts−p]ij =

{
1, if the sentence node i belongs to the section j
0, else

(12)
If we directly utilize Ts−p× D̃

1

pv , where × denotes matrix
multiplication, to finish the mask transfer, it will inevitably
bring a lot of noise. This is mainly because the section features
occasionally have completely different semantics from the
included sentence features, meaning that the images associated
with section features are not definitely related to the included
sentence features. To make the obtained sentence-image mask
matrix more discriminative, we further sparse the transfer
mask Ts−p, only retaining the sentence node masks that are
relevant to the corresponding section features. This process is
accomplished by placing a threshold on the cosine similarity
matrix between the sentence features and corresponding sec-
tion features, as follows,

Ms−p = cos-similarity(S,Ts−pP ) > 0

T̃s−p = Ms−p ×Ts−p

(13)

where Ms−p ∈ Rn×1. Given the sparse section-image mask
matrix D̃

1

pv ∈ Rl×m and the sparse transfer mask T̃s−p ∈
Rn×l, the final sentence-image mask matrix can be formulated
as,

D̃
1

sv = T̃s−p × D̃
1

pv (14)

The same calculation procedures are applied to each head
of the multi-head section-image attention matrix Dpv and
the multi-head image-section attention matrix Dvp. The final
outputs can be expressed as D̃

i

sv ∈ Rn×m, i = 1, 2, ..., h, and
D̃

i

vs ∈ Rm×n, i = 1, 2, ..., h, respectively. Then, as shown in
Fig. 6, we reorganize them as a whole multi-head mask matrix
D̃

i

mask ∈ R(n+m+1)×(n+m+1), i = 1, 2, ..., h and integrate
it into (6) to enhance the interaction ability of sentence and
image features, as follows,

F⃗sv = MHSA(F̄sv)

=WoConcat(Â1V1, Â1V2, ..., ÂhVh)

Âi = Softmax((
(F̄svW

q
i )(F̄svW

k
i )

T

√
d

⊙ D

⊙ (1 + D̃
i

mask))⊙Wm)

(15)

where i = 1, 2, ..., h and the dynamic weight Wm ∈
R(n+m+1)×(n+m+1) is added to maximize the contribution of
the transfer mask D̃mask and minimize the influence of noise
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TABLE I
THE STATISTICAL INFORMATION OF THE MULTI-MODAL LONG DOCUMENT DATASETS USED IN THIS PAPER, IN WHICH THE MMATERIALS AND MAAPD

ARE CONSTRUCTED BY US.

Datasets #Doc #Train #Val #Test Avg.#Sen Avg.#Word #Class Avg.#Img Classification type

MMaterials 9320 6812 1247 1261 206.6 4459.1 7 9 Single-label

MAAPD 24573 20753 2000 2000 301.5 6257.1 10 13 Single-label

Review 12940 10352 1294 1294 27.8 419.9 5 4.1 Single-label

Food101 86102 58131 6452 21516 115.6 1930 101 1 Single-label

mask nodes on the multi-modal interaction at the sentence
level. Accordingly, (7) can be changed as follows,

y0 = T-Transformer([[CLS], Ŝ])

ŷi = M-Transformer(Fsv, D̃mask,Di), i = 1, 2, ..., nwin

(16)
Finally, based on (8) and (9), we can obtain the enhanced

multi-modal representation ŷsv at the sentence level.

C. Model Training

To obtain the final representation of the cross-modal long
document, a column-wise max-pooling operation, denoted by
maxpooling c(·), is applied on the multi-modal representations
at the section and sentence levels as follows,

u = maxpooling c([ypv, ŷsv]) (17)

where [·, ·] represents the concatenation operation along the
column dimension. Then, we apply the softmax function to
output the probability of each label and adopt the cross-entropy
loss function as the classification loss as follows,

yc = softmax(Wuu+ bu)

Lcls = −
∑
i∈YD

F∑
j=1

Yij lnyc,ij
(18)

where YD is the set of document indices referring to their
labels, and F is the dimension of the output feature, which is
equal to the number of classes. Y is the label indicator matrix.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we evaluate the proposed HMT model on
two newly created and two publicly available multi-modal
long document datasets and compare it with the state-of-the-
art LDC methods, including both single text and multi-modal
methods.

A. Datasets

In the field of visually-rich document classification, several
datasets have been developed, such as RVL-CDP [35] and
Tobacco-3482 [36]. However, these datasets only contain
images of document pages without the internal embedding
images. On the other hand, the commonly used cross-modal
document classification datasets typically consist of short text
sequences, which are not suitable for evaluating the CLDC
task’s capabilities. To address this issue, we have constructed

two new multi-modal long document datasets, namely MMa-
terials, and MAAPD, in addition to two public datasets that
are relatively suitable for our task. These datasets contain
structured long text sequences and multiple embedding images
obtained by the Grobid1 and Fitz library, respectively. The
specific statistics of the four datasets are shown in Table I.

• MMaterials: We select 7 materials fields, i.e., compos-
ite material, battery separator, energy storage material,
graphene, nanomaterial, silicon carbide, and titanium
alloy, and download 9320 articles from the Internet. There
are 6812 training samples, 1247 validation samples, and
1261 testing samples. Each sample has 4459 words and
9 images on average.

• MAAPD: We expand the dataset AAPD [37] to a multi-
modal version, i.e., MAAPD, and use it in the CLDC task.
As shown in Table I, 24573 samples are obtained by auto-
matically parsing the XML files and extracting the image
information. The dataset contains 20753 training samples,
2000 validation samples, and 2000 testing samples, which
are assigned to one of 10 subject categories such as
cs.cv, cs.cr, cs.ro. Each document includes an
average of 13.5 images.

• Review: The original online review dataset [38] has
more than 44 thousand reviews, including 244 thousand
images. However, the average text length of the samples
is only 237.3 tokens. To better verify the effectiveness
of our proposed model in processing long documents,
we select the samples with text lengths larger than 256
and reorganize them as a new dataset, which contains
10352 training, 1294 validation, and 1294 testing samples
with an average of 419.9 words, 27.8 sentences, and 4.1
images.

• Food101: The UPMC Food101 dataset [39] contains
web pages with textual recipe descriptions for 101 food.
Each page is matched with a single image, which is
obtained by querying Google Image Search for the given
category. Typical examples of food labels include Filet
Mignon, Pad Thai, Breakfast Burrito, and
Spaghetti Bolognese.

B. Baselines and Metrics

1) Baselines: We first compare the proposed HMT with
several document classification methods, including Logistic

1https://github.com/kermitt2/grobid

https://github.com/kermitt2/grobid
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TABLE II
COMPARISON OF OUR METHOD WITH OTHER COMPETING APPROACHES ON THE DATASETS OF MMATERIALS AND MAAPD.

Models MMaterials MAAPD

Accuracy Precision Recall Macro-F1 Accuracy Precision Recall Macro-F1

Si
ng

le
-m

od
al

ity
ba

se
lin

es

LR [40] 84.6 84.7 83.0 83.3 79.9 76.8 74.5 75.4
KimCNN [41] 86.1 86.3 86.4 86.1 78.3 74.8 72.8 73.5
FastText [42] 86.5 87.0 85.2 85.8 80.2 76.8 74.7 75.3
HAN [43] 88.4 88.3 88.6 88.4 76.9 72.9 72.7 72.3
XML-CNN [44] 88.1 86.8 89.3 87.8 79.7 76.2 75.1 75.3
LSTMreg [45] 87.1 86.8 86.8 86.6 78.5 74.0 72.7 73.0

RoBERT [19] 88.0 87.8 89.1 88.4 81.0 77.9 76.9 77.2
ToBERT [19] 87.9 87.5 89.1 88.2 81.8 78.7 77.4 77.8
Longformer [4] 88.9 88.1 89.9 88.7 81.5 80.3 76.0 77.4
BigBird [10] 89.3 88.9 89.2 88.9 80.4 77.1 75.7 76.2
Hi-Transformer [21] 88.5 88.8 89.5 89.1 80.0 75.8 75.5 75.3
HGCN [5] 89.6 88.6 90.1 89.3 79.9 76.8 75.0 75.7

M
ul

ti-
m

od
al

ity
ba

se
lin

es

GMU [46] 89.3 89.4 88.1 88.6 80.6 78.6 75.7 76.6
TFN [47] 89.9 89.5 89.6 89.4 79.7 79.2 73.5 74.7
LMF [48] 89.1 89.1 89.1 89.0 80.8 78.1 74.5 75.7
MISA [49] 89.4 90.2 88.1 88.5 80.0 76.7 75.1 75.7
MMIM [50] 88.9 88.3 88.9 88.6 79.4 76.5 75.4 75.8
ViLT [51] 87.9 89.0 87.5 87.6 78.8 73.8 70.4 71.5
MMDynamics [52] 89.8 89.1 90.0 89.5 80.2 78.8 74.5 76.1
UniS-MMC [53] 89.5 89.2 89.5 89.3 80.7 78.1 75.8 76.5
DBF [54] 89.6 90.7 88.9 89.4 82.4 79.8 78.0 78.5
MetaPrompt [55] 89.2 89.7 88.2 88.3 80.3 78.0 75.5 76.4
HMT 90.8 90.6 91.5 90.9 83.8 82.0 79.4 80.3

Regression (LR) [40], KimCNN [41], FastText [42], HAN
[43], XML-CNN [44] and LSTMreg [45], which can handle
long texts and are provided by Hedwig2, a deep learning toolkit
with pre-implemented document classification models, and
multiple single-modality long document classification methods
as follows,

• RoBERT/ToBERT [19]: Splitting the input sequence
into segments of a fixed size with overlap and then stack-
ing these segment-level representations into a sequence,
which serves as input to a small LSTM layer and a
Transformer, respectively.

• Longformer [4]: A variant of Transformer with local and
global attention for long documents.

• BigBird [10]: The extending Longformer with another
random attention.

• Hi-Transformer [21]: Modeling long documents in a
hierarchical manner and can capture the global document
context for sentence modeling.

• HGCN [5]: Modeling long documents with a hierarchical
graph convolutional network, in which a section graph
and a word graph are constructed to model the macro
and microstructure of long documents, respectively.

As for the multi-modal baselines, we select three related
categories of methods, i.e. multi-modal classification [46]–
[48], [52], multi-modal emotion analysis [49], [50], and multi-
modal transformer [51]. For a fair comparison, we adopt the
BigBird [10], which exhibits remarkable performance in the
LDC field, as the text encoder of the multi-modal baselines.

2http://hedwig.ca

For images, except for the dataset of Review, which has
provided the processed image features, we still adopt the CLIP
model [34] for feature initialization. Additionally, the max-
pooling operation will be performed on the image features if
the multi-modal baselines are needed.

• GMU [46]: Receiving input from two or more sources
and learning to decide how modalities influence the
activation of the unit using multiplicative gates.

• TFN [47]: Modeling the dynamics of both intra- and
inter-modality.

• LMF [48]: Leveraging low-rank weight tensors to in-
crease the effectiveness of multi-modal fusion without
sacrificing performance.

• MISA [49]: Combining modality-invariant and modality-
specific features to predict emotional states.

• MMIM [50]: Maximizing mutual information in uni-
modal input pairings (inter-modality) and between the
output of multi-modal fusion and unimodal input in a
hierarchical manner.

• ViLT [51]: Stemming from Vision Transformers [33]
and advancing to process multi-modal inputs with the
tokenized texts and patched images.

• MMDynamics [52]: Dynamically evaluating both the
feature-level and modality-level informativeness for dif-
ferent samples and thus trustworthily integrating multiple
modalities.

• UniS-MMC [53]: A novel method for multimodal con-
trastive learning aimed at deriving more reliable mul-
timodal representations through the weak supervision

http://hedwig.ca
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TABLE III
COMPARISON OF OUR METHOD WITH OTHER COMPETING APPROACHES ON THE DATASETS OF REVIEW AND FOOD101.

Models Review Food101

Accuracy Precision Recall Macro-F1 Accuracy Precision Recall Macro-F1

Si
ng

le
-m

od
al

ity
ba

se
lin

es

LR [40] 54.6 56.1 54.4 55.0 83.2 83.8 83.1 83.3
KimCNN [41] 56.3 55.7 56.1 55.6 88.8 89.6 88.7 88.9
FastText [42] 57.0 57.9 56.5 57.0 88.8 89.0 88.7 88.8
HAN [43] 55.9 56.6 56.0 56.2 91.6 91.9 91.5 91.6
XML-CNN [44] 52.6 55.7 52.2 52.8 90.4 90.6 90.3 90.4
LSTMreg [45] 58.0 59.5 57.4 58.1 86.9 87.6 86.7 86.9

RoBERT [19] 58.4 57.7 58.6 57.5 90.8 92.7 90.7 91.4
ToBERT [19] 57.6 56.8 57.8 56.8 90.9 92.6 90.8 91.5
Longformer [4] 65.3 66.4 64.5 65.1 92.7 92.8 92.6 92.7
BigBird [10] 64.3 65.4 64.1 64.5 92.7 92.8 92.6 92.7
Hi-Transformer [21] 57.3 59.1 56.2 57.0 90.4 90.5 90.3 90.4
HGCN [5] 67.8 68.5 67.2 67.7 91.5 91.7 91.4 91.5

M
ul

ti-
m

od
al

ity
ba

se
lin

es

GMU [46] 67.4 69.1 66.8 67.5 96.0 96.0 96.0 95.9
TFN [47] 65.9 66.0 65.7 65.8 93.5 93.5 93.4 93.5
LMF [48] 63.8 64.5 63.4 63.8 93.2 93.2 93.2 93.2
MISA [49] 67.2 68.4 66.5 67.2 95.3 95.3 95.3 95.3
MMIM [50] 63.2 64.2 63.2 63.5 94.7 94.7 94.7 94.7
ViLT [51] 66.9 67.5 66.8 66.9 90.5 90.6 90.4 90.4
MMDynamics [52] 65.3 66.6 64.4 65.2 95.7 95.7 95.7 95.7
UniS-MMC [53] 68.6 68.7 68.7 68.7 95.4 95.4 95.4 95.4
DBF [54] 66.0 67.4 65.6 66.2 95.8 95.8 95.8 95.8
MetaPrompt [55] 65.9 67.5 65.6 66.3 95.3 95.3 95.3 95.3
HMT 68.9 69.8 68.0 68.6 96.1 96.1 96.1 96.1

provided by unimodal predictions.
• DBF [54]: A denoising bottleneck fusion model designed

to proficiently manage extended longer multimodal se-
quences, effectively dealing with increased redundancy
and noise.

• MetaPrompt [55]: An innovative prompt learning
paradigm featuring a dual-modality prompt tuning net-
work that creates domain-invariant prompts, enabling
smooth application across various multimodal domains.

2) Metrics: To comprehensively assess the performance of
various methods, we employ four commonly used metrics:
Accuracy, Precision, Recall, and F1 score in our experiments.
These metrics provide valuable insights into the classification
results. Let TP, FP, TN, FN denote true positive, false posi-
tive, true negative, and false negative, respectively, and denote
the total number of the samples as Na. These metrics are
defined as follows.

Accuracy =
TP + TN

Na
,Precision =

TP

TP + FP
, (19)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
,F1-score =

2× Precision× Recall
Precision + Recall

(20)
Here, we adopt the Macro-F1 metric by first calculating the
f1-score for each label and then finding their unweighted mean
as the final score.

C. Implementation Details

The max section length r, the total number of sentences,
sections, and images of each sample are set to [256,100,8,9],
[256,100,8,7], [512,25,1,5], [512,100,4,1] for MMaterials,

MAAPD, Review, and Food101, respectively. The two multi-
modal transformers are only superposed one layer in the
actual employment, and the multi-scale window masks are set
to [3,5,7,9,11] for MAAPD, and [3,5,7] for the other three
datasets. The BERT-base-uncased and ViT-B/32 are selected
as the pre-trained weights for the BERT and CLIP models,
respectively. The models are trained for 30 epochs with a
learning rate of 2e-5 and a weight decay of 0.1. Here, the
parameters are updated with the AdamW optimizer with a
mini-batch size of 4. Accuracy, Precision, Recall, and Macro-
F1 are used as the evaluation metrics. Early stopping is
performed when the F1 score of the validation set does not
decrease for five consecutive epochs. We conduct all the
experiments on an Nvidia 3090 GPU using the PyTorch deep
learning framework.

D. Results and Analysis

1) Performance Comparison: Table II and Table III present
the classification performance of HMT and the comparison
methods on the four datasets in terms of Accuracy, Preci-
sion, Recall, and Macro-F1 score. Our approach significantly
outperforms its counterparts, confirming its effectiveness in
processing cross-modal long documents. A detailed analysis
of the results is given in the following aspects.
• Multi-modal baselines vs. Single-modal baselines:

Generally, due to more available data, multi-modal approaches
typically outperform single-modality methods in performance.
However, as shown in Table II and Table III, some multi-
modal approaches, which process more information than
single-modality methods, turn out to perform worse than
the best outcomes of textual methods, contrary to what we
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TABLE IV
ARCHITECTURE ABLATION STUDY OF HMT. ACC: ACCURACY, PREC: PRECISION, REC: RECALL, F1: MACRO-F1 SCORE. BEST VALUES ARE IN BOLD

HMT MMaterials MAAPD Review Food101

MMT DMMT DMT Acc Prec Rec F1 Acc Prec Rec F1 Acc Prec Recall F1 Acc Prec Recall F1

89.1 88.2 90.4 89.1 80.6 77.8 76.7 76.9 65.9 67.7 65.4 66.1 92.1 92.2 92.0 92.1
✓ 90.3 89.9 91.0 90.3 83.0 80.2 78.9 79.3 67.2 68.7 67.0 67.6 95.7 95.8 95.7 95.7
✓ ✓ 90.4 90.4 91.4 90.7 83.0 79.6 79.3 79.4 68.0 68.7 67.6 67.9 96.1 96.1 96.1 96.1
✓ ✓ ✓ 90.8 90.6 91.5 90.9 83.8 82.0 79.4 80.3 68.9 69.8 68.0 68.6 96.1 96.1 96.1 96.1

(a) MMaterials

Sc
or
e(
%
)

(b) MAAPD

Sc
or
e(
%
)

(d) Food101

-DMMT(M) -DMMT(T) -DMMT(D) DMMT

Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
Sc
or
e(
%
)

Sc
or
e(
%
)

Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score

(c) Review

Fig. 7. Effectiveness analysis of the DMMT module. -DMMT(M) denotes removing the multi-scale window masks. -DMMT(T) denotes removing the text
branch of DMMT. -DMMT(D) denotes removing the dynamic fusion strategy and directly assigning the same weight to all branches.

have expected. This can be explained from two aspects. One
reason is that the images contained in long documents usually
contain much useless information and outliers. If not treated
properly, it will have a certain impact on the final classification.
Another reason is that the images in long documents have
complex corresponding relationships with the texts, while
this trait is not properly modeled by the typical multi-modal
classification methods, which also has a certain impact on the
final classification.
• HMT vs. Single-modal baselines: We can see from

the results in Table II and Table III that our model sig-
nificantly outperforms the single-modality baselines across
all metrics. Due to the limited ability to capture long-range
dependencies, the traditional document classification methods
generally have poor classification performance except for
HAN, which models long documents in a hierarchical manner.
This demonstrates how crucial it is to represent structured
features for long documents. Similarly, RoBERT, ToBERT,
Hi-Transformer, and HGCN also adopt hierarchical modeling
methods and achieve certain performance improvements com-
pared with HAN, mainly benefiting from their special input
forms and information interaction modes. Owing to the sparse
attention mechanism and the pre-trained operation on large-
scale long document corpus, the Longformer and BigBird
achieve further improvements on MAAPD and Food101. Our
method capitalizes on the benefits of hierarchical text features
and extends them by incorporating image features. The results
show that our HMT model consistently outperforms the state-
of-the-art methods on all datasets, validating the effectiveness
of HMT in processing cross-modal long document data.
• HMT vs. Multi-modal baselines: From the results in

Table II and Table III, we can find that GMU, MMDynamics
and UniS-MMC achieve better results than TFN and LMF,
which indicates that simple fusion is preferable to complex
fusion for cross-modal data without strict correspondence. The
methods of MISA and MMIM focus on exploring mutual
information or contrastive learning to narrow the feature
distribution of the multi-modal features, but the existence
of uncorrelated images will limit the performance of these
methods. The Vision-Language Transformer, i.e., ViLT, which
takes visual and textual embedding sequences as input, is
more appropriate for processing short text-image pairs with
strict correspondence. For the cross-modal long document with
thousands of tokens and multiple images, the final performance
can be easily impacted by the significant amount of noise
information introduced during multi-modal interactions. DBF
demonstrates strong performance across various datasets by
effectively managing non-alignment, image redundancy, and
data noise, making it suitable for multimodal long-document
data. However, similar to other multimodal methods, DBF
struggles to capture the structured information and multi-
scale correlations inherent in such data, despite its overall
effectiveness. In contrast to methods focusing on single-
scale text and image integration, our hierarchical multi-modal
transformer (HMT) models structured information and multi-
scale correlations in long documents. By employing multi-
modal transformers at both section and sentence levels, our
approach effectively captures complex relationships between
text and image information. Experimental results consistently
show superior classification performance across all datasets,
confirming the effectiveness of our model.
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TABLE V
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF MACRO-F1 SCORE UNDER WINDOW

MASKS WITH DIFFERENT NUMBERS AND SCALES.

Models MMaterials MAAPD Review Food101

3 88.8 78.2 66.4 95.4
3,5 89.6 78.3 67.5 96.0
3,5,7 90.9 78.9 68.6 96.1
3,5,7,9 89.9 79.7 67.0 95.6
3,5,7,9,11 89.2 80.3 66.1 95.4

E. Ablation Study

An ablation study is conducted on the four datasets to ex-
amine the effects of each component of HMT. The results are
presented in Table IV and Fig. 7. Specifically, we begin with
the base model that utilizes only the section features. Then,
we incorporate image features and use the Multi-modal Trans-
former (MMT) to model inter-modal correlations. Based on
the results shown in Table IV, we can observe that integrating
image information using the multi-modal transformer has led
to significant performance improvements across all metrics on
the four datasets. This indicates the benefits of incorporating
image features into the model. Furthermore, by introducing
the Dynamic Multi-scale Multi-modal Transformer (DMMT)
to model the complex correlations between sentences and
images, we achieve even better results compared to the former
model. This highlights the importance of capturing multi-
modal interactions at the sentence level to extract more
discriminative features. Finally, by further incorporating the
Dynamic Mask Transfer (DMT) module into the model to form
the full architecture, we achieve the best results compared with
other ablation models, which demonstrates the effectiveness
of the hierarchical structure information, and simultaneously
confirms the validity of our model in combining multiple
images with the hierarchical text features of long documents.

In order to further demonstrate the impact of different parts
of the DMMT module, as illustrated in Fig. 7, we present three
variations of the DMMT module: -DMMT(M) represents the
removal of multi-scale window masks; -DMMT(T) represents
the removal of the text branch of DMMT; and -DMMT(D)
represents the removal of the dynamic weight generation
and assigns equal weights to all branches. The results show
a significant decrease in performance when the multi-scale
window masks are removed, indicating that modeling the
multi-scale correspondence of sentence and image features
is crucial for obtaining a more discriminative representation
of long documents. Comparing the performance of DMMT
with that of -DMMT(T) shows that the text branch in DMMT
can effectively mitigate the influence of irrelevant images on
the final representation of long documents. Moreover, the lack
of the dynamic fusion mechanism also leads to performance
degradation, demonstrating the significant role played by the
dynamic fusion mechanism in achieving substantial improve-
ments.

(a) Section Length (b) Number of Layers

Fig. 8. Performance vs. Parameters.

F. Hyperparameter Study

Section length r, the number of HMT layers N , and the
number of multi-scale window masks nwin are the three
major hyperparameters of our HMT model. To find the best
configuration, we do extensive CLDC experiments on the
validation set using various values for these hyperparameters.
• Section Length r: In our model, the size of the section

length r has a direct impact on the section and sentence
representations, thus affecting subsequent cross-modal inter-
actions. Limited by the maximum modeling length of pre-
trained BERT, we select five different section lengths, i.e. 128,
192, 256, 384, 512 for each dataset and plot the F1-score
as a function of r in Fig. 8(a). Intuitively, a shorter section
length means more accurate text encoding. However, it may
not always have a high degree of compatibility with image
features. For MMaterials and MAAPD with multiple images,
we find that the best results can be obtained when the section
length is set to 256. For the datasets of Review and Food101,
the overall performance is enhanced when the section length
increases from 128 to 512. This can be explained that the
image information of these two datasets is more skewed
toward the expression of overall information, and to some
extent, the more macroscopic text features will be semantically
related to the image features.
• Number of HMT Layers N : The influence of the layer

numbers is illustrated in Fig. 8(b). We can see the decrease in
our model performance when the number of layers increases
from 1 to 4. We deem that this is primarily because both
the initial text and image features are derived from the large-
scale pre-trained models and classified as high-level semantic
features. With the powerful interaction capabilities of the
Transformer, it is possible to achieve effective information
interaction with fewer layers. Additionally, the introduction of
the multi-scale transformer further strengthens the information
interaction ability of the single layer.
• Number of Window Masks Nwin: Table V shows

the results of the model using window masks with different
numbers and scales. From the results, we can see that the
best results are obtained when the multi-scale window masks
are set to [3,5,7] for MMaterials, Review, and Food101. This
suggests that increasing the number of multi-scale window
masks does not always lead to better results. The plethora
of multi-scale interactions will introduce additional noise
information, limiting the final performance of the model. For
the dataset of MAAPD, we find that the model performs best
when the multi-scale window masks are set to [3,5,7,9,11],
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TABLE VI
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ON TIME (S/EPOCH) AND SPACE (MB) ON

THE DATASET OF MMATERIALS.

Models
MMaterials

Training(s/epoch) Inference(s/epoch) #Memory(Mb)

Single-modality baselines
RoBERT [19] 1264 72 18613
ToBERT [19] 1270 71 18721
Longformer [4] 1417 59 21871
BigBird [10] 1275 53 23707
Hi-Transformer [21] 750 42 18075
HGCN [5] 571 35 17553
Multi-modality baselines
GMU [46] 1307 55 23861
TFN [47] 1314 54 23857
LMF [48] 1322 55 23845
MISA [49] 1310 55 23719
MMIM [50] 1281 54 23839
ViLT [51] 1208 66 29249
MMDynamics [52] 1304 54 23737
UniS-MMC [53] 1505 65 20575
DBF [54] 881 47 13551
MetaPrompt [55] 936 49 18989
HMT 967 53 12537

implying that the overall association between text features in
these scales and corresponding image features is higher.

G. Computational Complexity

In this part, we present a comparison of the computational
complexity of our proposed method with other baselines,
except for traditional document classification methods that
show relatively poor performance on the four datasets. Ta-
ble VI summarizes the results, which indicate that our method
has certain disadvantages in terms of time and space com-
plexity compared to the single-modality LDC methods Hi-
Transformer and HGCN. This is mostly due to the compara-
tively simple structures of these two models and the addition
of pooling operations further expanding the advantages of
the HGCN model. However, our method achieves significant
performance improvements compared to these two methods.
In addition, compared to other single-modality and multi-
modality baselines, our method demonstrates smaller space
complexity and competitive time complexity, validating that
our model can achieve a favorable speed-accuracy trade-off.

H. Visualization

To better understand the efficacy of our proposed model,
we visualize some examples of the datasets MMaterials and
MAAPD and provide the outcomes of their classification under
different model inputs. From the qualitative results shown in
Fig. 9, we can find that both test samples produce inaccurate
classification results when employing single-modality infor-
mation, implying that the discrimination capability of single-
modality information is subpar in some situations. Further-
more, we included a comparison with the high-performing
single-modal method HGCN [5] and the multi-modal method

Material structure and chemical bond effect on the electrochemical performance of black 
phosphorus-graphite composite anodes

Black phosphorus (BP) is an excellent candidate to be a 
nextgeneration anode material for both lithium-ion and 
sodium-ion batteries......To prepare the BP-based anodes, a 
slurry was prepared by mixing the synthesized material......

Ground Truth composite material

Textual graphene

Visual nanomaterial

HGCN[5] energy storage material

MMDynamics[52] graphene

HMT(Ours) composite material

American Sign Language fingerspelling recognition from video Methods for unrestricted 
recognition and signer-independence

In this thesis , we study the problem of recognizing video 
sequences of fingerspelled letters in American Sign Language 
(ASL) ...... Fingerspelling comprises a significant but 
relatively understudied part of ASL , and recognizing it is 
challenging for a number of reasons It involves quick......

Ground Truth cs.cl

Textual cs.cv

Visual cs.cv

HGCN[5] cs.cv

MMDynamics[52] cs.ai

HMT(Ours) cs.cl

Fig. 9. Examples of predictions in test set. Red and blue genres are false
positives and true positives, respectively.

MMDynamics [52]. Interestingly, both methods produced
incorrect classification results on these two samples. Our
analysis indicates that the significant ambiguity in the textual
content poses a challenge for purely text-based methods to
accurately interpret its meaning. Conversely, the multi-modal
method MMDynamics, which focuses on fusing overall textual
and visual features, does not sufficiently capture the multi-
scale correspondences between these modalities. Conversely,
our model achieves accurate predictions by incorporating
hierarchical multi-scale modal interactions, demonstrating the
complementarity between multi-modal information and con-
firming the efficacy of our proposed method in handling cross-
modal long document data.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel hierarchical multi-
modal transformer for cross-modal long document classifica-
tion, which performs multi-modal interaction and fusion at
both the section and sentence levels. Concretely, two multi-
modal transformers are implemented respectively to model the
complex correspondence between the image features and the
section and sentence features. Additionally, to fully utilize the
hierarchical structure information, a dynamic mask transfer
module is further introduced to integrate the two multi-modal
transformers as a whole by propagating features between them.
Extensive experiments conducted on two newly created and
two publicly available multi-modal long document datasets
demonstrate that our proposed HMT can achieve significant
and consistent improvements on the CLDC task. Although the
hierarchical text features of long documents are represented in
our model, the structure of the images is not deeply discussed,
which is a direction of our future work.
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