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ABSTRACT: Humans have concerned with semantics behind words, objects and facts for thousands of years. Yet, when a
computer uses a model and learns to recognize it from a video, does it really understand what it is or does it only map a number
of specially colored pixels and shapes to a term “object”? In addition, humans use semantics to improve performance;
therefore, it seems reasonable to assume that computers would as well. This paper overviews latest state of the art papers that
learn and use semantics in order to improve the results of established methods in different areas. Two branches of AI: natural
language processing and computer vision seem to be especially active in this area.
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1. Introduction

Machine learning and artificial intelligence are as old as modern computer science. However, there is an essential difference. Even
though we have thought the computer for example to recognize the images of a cat, be able to predict the future of a stock or play
a game of chess, in reality we just thought computers a good enough mathematical model that approximates the real world
application. The computer methods seem to be qualitatively much different than the way humans use intelligence and learn.

In early 2010, deep learning started gaining popularity. Google was the first one to successfully use deep neural networks (DNN)
when trying to classify cats in photos on the internet. They used Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) architecture and were
incredibly successful. No method before achieved such classification accuracy for image recognition, not yet similar to humans,
but splitting the difference in two. A couple of years later, the DNNs achieved the human level accuracy and from that threshold
on, each year further improvement in their performance is made.

Because deep networks work like a black box, we do not know exactly why something is classified as is. People started to wonder,
has Google made a first step to superintelligence? Has their method actually learned what a cat is, learned the meaning, semantics
and everything that goes with it? With further experiments the question deepened. For example, the network “knew” that a cat has
four legs, a tail and so on. It knew how to distinguish it from a dog, who also has a tail and four legs. In the end however, it tuned
out the method was practically as “shallow” as everything that came before. The legs of the animals were collection of pixels
statistically grouped around the body, the color was a number and classification was a calculation pointing towards one possible
class. The class itself was a number and was linked to a term “cat” by humans.
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In the past and nowadays alike, semantics are often treated just as another feature, another numerical input to the computer
system. The computer uses it to improve performance, but in a similar way as any other numerical feature, without additional
semantics, meaning or procedures attached to it. It can and usually does increase classification accuracy, but the model does not
understand what it means. For computers to “understand” does not necessarily mean to be very similar to the way humans use
semantics, in particular regarding the way the understanding is coded in the computer model, which is likely to be different in
humans. Rather,  understanding in computers should be functionally somehow similar, i.e., enabling solving tasks in somehow
similar way.

In this paper we provide a brief overview of the latest state-of-theart papers that learn or use semantics to further improve their
models.

2. Semantics in Natural Language Processing

2.1 Approximating Word Ranking and Negative Sampling for Word Embedding [8]
Word embedding is a technique to present each word by a dense vector, aiming to capture the word semantics in a low rank
latent space, e.g. each word is translated into a vector of 0 and 1s in such a way, that words that are semantically closer differ in
less bits than semantically different words. It is widely adopted in Natural Language Processing (NLP) tasks. Variants can also
be used in  almost any domain where semantics play a role, such as computer vision. One of the latest approaches in implement-
ing word embedding is Continuous Bag-of-Words (CBOW) [9]. CBOW predicts a target word given a set of contextual words,
where the  target word is labeled as positive and the others are classified as negative, e.g. if we have a sentence and want to
predict word wi (positive) we take a look at the neighboring words wi− 2, w i − 1, w i+1, w i + 2 (negative). However, the method treats
all words equally based on frequency in text instead of favoring the positive ones.

Authors of this paper [9] develop a new approach to word embedding, based on CBOW that favors positively ranked words.
They do so by selecting negative words that tend to decrease overall performance. The method works in two steps: it first
increases the score of the positive words, and in the next step decreases the score of the negative words. With this approach
they improve the overall performance compared to other BOW approaches.

This approach works relatively well for larger texts but still struggles with short texts. Authors in [7] propose additional steps
that can be taken in order for the approach to also work with short texts. The words are usually represented as vectors, and
based on the Hamming distance of the embedded vectors, one can notice that semantically closer words are also grouped closer
(have shorter Hamming distance) as seen in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Word clustering based on their semantical meaning. In the left image the words are randomly located around 0,0,
while on the right side image we can see that clusters form
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2.2 Task-Guided and Semantic-Aware Ranking for Academic Author-Paper Correlation Inference [6]
In this paper [6], the authors consider author-paper correlation inference in big scholar data, such as Google Scholar, Microsoft
Academic or aMiner. In other words, they would like to provide an author relevant and related publications based on the author’s
previous papers and citations.

To solve the problem, the authors propose a model by joint content semantic encoding and heterogeneous relations augmented
ranking, and design the corresponding learning algorithm. In the first step they use Gated Recurrent Neural Networks (GRU) in
order to obtain latent features for authors and semantic embedding for each paper. To further improve the results, authors also
include citations and transitive citations (multiple papers deep) of author and his/hers papers using a heterogeneous network
(HetNet). The architecture is presented in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Framework is composed of GRU for direct author paper relation and HetNet for indirect author paper correlations

The paper learns semantic representation of each paper and then compares it with related papers allowing authors to better find
related work based on their paper history.

3. Semantics in Computer Vision

3.1 Semantic Locality – Aware Deformable Network for Clothing Segmentation [1]
This paper [1] tries to solve the problem of clothing segmentation and identification from photos of people wearing them. While
the network doesn’t predict or use semantics as an output or input for predictions, semantics proves to be essential in training
phase.

In order to learn to recognize different pieces of clothing, the authors proposed a twofold deep learning architecture [Figure 3].
The first part is standard CNN architecture while the second is only the feature extraction part. Both networks are then forced to
produce features for different (pairs) of images. If the images are semantically similar, the output features should be as close as
possible.

In this paper the contextual knowledge of clothing images is manually defined as finding neighboring images with similar
appearances or poses. This is because such images also have similar high-level features. The authors decipher the pose and
appearance from the image using OpenPose [2] tool by extracting it from the convolutional layers. To then find the two closest
images they use Euclidian distance between the extracted features.

The semantics in this paper are manually defined as a pose and appearance of the model in the image. The method in the end is
still incapable of understand semantical meaning of the clothing, but can use it as an additional feature in order to help with
training and in the end increases overall accuracy of the model.
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3.2 Deep Joint Semantic-Embedding Hashing (DSHE) [3]
The days when searching for similar images meant comparing histograms, colors or metadata attached to the image are long gone.
Nowadays the labels for the images are automatically created, for example if the image contains a cat it will be labeled as a cat and
so on for every object it contains. This works well for reasonable numbers of pictures, but because of the sheer number of images
on the internet it would take too long to compare labels for each image that exists. To solve this problem, a special hash is used
that transforms the text label into a vector of 1s and 0s. Ideally the visually (contextually) similar images should have this vector
very close to each other when using the Hamming distance. This means that a vector of a dog should be closer to the vector of
a cat compared to a vector of a dinosaur, which should still be closer to the pair then to a vector of a truck. The approach is similar
to the vectors gained from word embedding described in the previous sections.

Authors in this paper [3] present a new approach to hashing. They use twofold deep architecture [Figure 4], one part of which is
tasked with feature extraction (CNN), while the other embeds labels to vectors. The features extracted are then joined in common
semantic space, where dependencies between image and labels are learned. By doing so the features extracted from the image are
forced to be similar for images with similar semantics.

Figure 3. Semantically similar images should have similar weights

Figure 4. Features extracted from labels and images are joined in second half of the architecture where semantic dependencies
are learned
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The semantics used in this paper are hidden and calculated inside the network. The network actually learns deeper connections
between labels and the images. The network now not only knows how a cat looks like but also knows that a cat is closer to a dog
than it is to a car.

3.3 Semantic Structure-based Unsupervised Deep Hashing [4]
Hashing is becoming increasingly popular for approximate nearest neighbor searching in massive databases due to its storage
and search efficiency. Related work shows promising results when learning from labels, however it is significantly more difficult
to do the same in an unsupervised setting.

The paper [5] shows that a lot of semantic information can be extracted from features obtain from CNN. Authors first analyze
statistical properties from the obtained features. With this information they are able to construct a semantic structure that
explicitly captures the semantic relationship across different data points. In the following step they calculate semantical distance
between two points using cosine distance. The experiments show that semantically closer features have lower distance - as
expected. In the last step they use special loss function that calculates inner product between significantly similar or dissimilar
points and use it to train hash codes using deep learning. Network schematics can be seen in Figure 5.

Figure 5. Network architecture. Network first discovers statistical properties from CNN features. Then it learns their hash
functions using special loss

This paper [4] takes the next step and removes the need of semantically labeling the images. It forces the architecture to learn
semantic relations without telling it what the main context / feature of detected object is.

3.4 Adversarial Attribute-Image Person Reidentification[6]
In previous sections we described a different approaches in extracting and storing semantical meaning from different types of
images. In this section, one possible use case is presented where semantics are used to find or identify a person in an image.
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The framework described in the paper learns semantically discriminative structure of low-level person images, and generates
a correspondingly aligned image-analogous concept for high-level attribute toward image concept. This averts direct estimation
of the attributes in a person image and solves the problem of imperfect prediction and low semantic discriminability.

The framework [Figure 7] is trained using adversarial learning approach. This means that part of the network is trying to generate
concepts while the other part is trying to distinguish if they are good or not. Both parts of the network are trained simultaneously,
learning to be better at their task and thus competing against each other while at the same time improving.

The network again consists of two parts. The first part is tasked with concept extraction from the images, while the other branch
is tasked with concept generation from the labels. Both branches are then joined in semantic classification.

4. Conclusion

In this paper we presented a short overview of latest state of the art methods and approaches that use semantics in several
different ways. We first looked at semantic extraction in NLP tasks, more precisely with word embedding, where semantically
closer words also have smaller Hamming distance. In later sections we looked at semantics being used primarily as an additional
attribute for object recognition in images.

The architectures used are similar across all papers. They consist of two part deep networks, one part is usually tasked with
extracting features from the image, while the other part is tasked with extracting semantical meaning, either from labels or learning

Figure 6. Person identification using high level descriptors

In the previous section [3.2] it was presented how the computer method finds similar images using semantical labels and hash
codes. Those approaches work fine; however, they have one major drawback - they require an input image from which they can
calculate those features and then search for similar image. However, when humans want to look up for someone or describe it to
someone, they usually describe that person’s features [Figure 6], for example: Caucasian, male, 1.8m tall, blue eyes, wearing a hat
and a blue backpack. If a human were given these instructions it would be easily for them to find a person in a set of images, but
for computer methods, on the other hand, this present a major problem.
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it on its own. In the next steps both parts are merged, which forces the network to incorporate semantical knowledge into the
features extracted from the images.

One can see that semantics are more often than not used as an additional parameter, i.e. feature, which helps the established model
achieve better accuracy. The question here is if true understanding of semantics behind could further increase the model’s
performance and bring us one step closer to true intelligence or even superintelligence. With enough training examples, can an
architecture learn the deeper meaning behind the images, words and sentences and use it to better model the real world?

In summary, one of the central questions can be presented as follows: Can deeper understanding through automated semantic
extraction increase the AI performance independently of domain or task?

 References

[1] Ji, W., Li, X., Zhuang, Y., Bourahla, O.E.F., Ji, Y., Li, S. and Cui, J., 2018. Semantic Locality-Aware Deformable Network for
Clothing Segmentation. . 764-770.

[2] Cao, Z., Simon, T., Wei, S.E. and Sheikh, Y., 2016. Realtime multiperson 2d pose estimation using part affinity fields. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1611.08050.

[3] Li, N., Li, C., Deng, C., Liu, X. and Gao, X., 2018. Deep Joint Semantic-Embedding Hashing.  IJCAI (p. 2397-2403).

[4] Yang, E., Deng, C., Liu, T., Liu, W. and Tao, D., 2018. Semantic Structure-based Unsupervised Deep Hashing. IJCAI (p. 1064-
1070).

[5] Girshick, R., Donahue, J., Darrell, T. and Malik, J., 2014. Rich feature hierarchies for accurate object detection and semantic
segmentation. In: Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition (p 580-587).

Figure 7. Network architecture has two parts, concept extraction from image and concept generation based from the description



       Progress in Computing Applications  Volume   8   Number   1   March    2019                   21

[6] Zhang, C., Yu, L., Zhang, X. and Chawla, N.V., 2018. Task-Guided and Semantic-Aware Ranking for Academic Author-Paper
Correlation Inference.  IJCAI (p. 3641-3647).

[7] Wang, P., Xu, J., Xu, B., Liu, C., Zhang, H., Wang, F. and Hao, H. (2015). Semantic clustering and convolutional neural network
for short text categorization. In: Proceedings of the 53rd Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics and the
7th International Joint Conference on Natural Language Processing (Volume 2: Short Papers) (Vol. 2, pp. 352-357).

[8] Guo, G., Ouyang, S.C., Yuan, F. and Wang, X., 2018. Approximating word ranking and negative sampling for word embedding.
IJCAI.

[9] Mikolov, T., Sutskever, I., Chen, K., Corrado, G. S. and Dean, J., 2013. Distributed representations of words and phrases and
their compositionality. In :Advances in neural information processing systems (p. 3111-3119).



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


