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Language Models
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* Transformer

— Attention is all you need [Vaswani et al., 2017]
* Pretrained Language Models

— BERT [Devlin 18]

— ALBERT [Lan et al “19]

— RoBERTa [Liu et al “19]

— UniLM [Dong et al ‘19]

— XLNet [Yang et al “19]

— ELECTRA: Pre-training Text Encoders as Discriminators Rather Than Generators
[Clark et al 20]

— BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* Large-scaled Pretrained Language Models

— Language Models are Unsupervised Multitask Learners [Radford et al ‘19]
— GPT3: Language Models are Few-Shot Learners [Brown et al 20]

— T5: Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a Unified Text-to-Text
Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

e Scalability issue
— Scaling Laws for Neural Language Models [Kaplan et al 20]
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Knowledge enhanced Language Models
—  Retrieval-augmented language models
*  REALM [Guu et al '20]
*  Retrieval-Augmented Generation for Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]
*  Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]
—  Entity-level memory
*  Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
*  Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]
*  KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]
*  Knowledge-aware Language Model Pretraining [Rosset et al 21]
—  Lexicon-level memory
*  MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured Knowledge into BERT [Ruggeri et al 21]
*  Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
*  Specializing Unsupervised Pretraining Models for Word-level Semantic Similarity [Lauscher et al 20]
—  Relational memory
* JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]
— Internal memory
* large Product Key Memory for Pretrained Language Models [Kim & Jung ‘20]
*  Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
—  Contextual memory
* Taking Notes on the Fly Helps BERT Pre-training [Wu et al '21]
* Improving Neural Language Models with a Continuous Cache [Grave et al ‘17]
* Taking Notes on the Fly Helps BERT Pre-training [Wu et al '21]
*  Generalization through memorization: Nearest neighbor language models [Khandelwal et al '20]
*  Nearest Neighbor Machine Translation [Khandelwal et al "21]
*  Mention Memory: incorporating textual knowledge into Transformers through entity mention attention [Jong et al ‘21]
*  Memorizing Transformers [‘21]
*  GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
—  Working memory
* READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al '21]
* Recall & Learn: A memory-augmented solver for math word problems [Huang et al ‘21]
—  Knowledge injected implicit memory (with parameterization)
*  COMET: Commonsense Transformers for Automatic Knowledge Graph Construction [Bosselut et al "19]
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Efficient pretrained language models
— DeFormer: Decomposing Pre-trained Transformers for Faster Question Answering [Cao et al ‘20]
— Linformer [Wang et al "20]
— Longformer: The Long-Document Transformer [Beltagy et al ‘20]
— RealFormer: Transformer Likes Residual Attention [He et al ’20]
— The Lottery Ticket Hypothesis: Finding Sparse, Trainable Neural Networks [Frankle & Carbin ‘19]
— Drawing early-bird tickets: Towards more efficient training of deep networks [You et al ‘20]
— EarlyBERT: Efficient BERT Training via Early-bird Lottery Tickets [Chen et al "20]
Alternative self-supervised loss
— Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
Reasoning enhanced language models
— BeliefBank: Adding Memory to Pretrained Language Model for Systemtic Notion of Belief [Kassner et al 21]
Continual learning of language models
— LAMOL: LAnguage MOdeling for Lifelong Language Learning [Sun et al ‘19]
— Towards Continual Knowledge Learning of Language Models [Jang et al ‘21]
— Editing Factual Knowledge in Language Models [Cao et al '21]
Theoretical analysis on language models
— Hopfield Networks is All You Need [Ramsauer et al ‘21]
— On the Stability of Fine-tuning BERT: Misconceptions, Explanations, and Strong Baselines [Mosbach et al 21]



e Application (QA etc.)

— LEGO: Latent Execution-Guided Reasoning for Multi-
Hop Question Answering on Knowledge Graphs [Ren
et al ‘21]

— Structured Prediction as Translation between
Augmented Natural Languages [Paolini et al 21]
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Transformer [Vaswani et al ’17]
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Transformer [Vaswani et al ’17]
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BERT

BERT [Devlin ‘18]

 BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations
from Transformers)

BERT (Ours) OpenAl GPT

BERT uses a bidirectional Transformer
OpenAl GPT uses a left-to-right Transformer

=» Only BERT representations are jointly conditioned on
both left and right context in all layers



BERT

BERT [Devlin ‘18]

* BERT input representation
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- BERT [Devlin ‘18]

* Single sentence classification tasks
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o BERT [Devlin ‘18]

* Single sentence tagging task
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BERT

BERT [Devlin ‘18]

* CoNLL-2003 Named Entity Recognition results

System Dev F1 Test F1
ELMo+BiLSTM+CRF 95.7 92.2
CVT+Mult (Clark et al., 2018) - 92.6
BERTEASE 96.4 92.4

BERTLARGE 96.6 92.8




RoBERTa [Liu et al ‘19]

 BERT uses the self-supervised tasks of:
— Masked Language Model (MLM)
— Next Sentence Prediction (NSP)

* RoBERTa
— Dynamic Masking for MLM

* Masking patterns are not static but dynamically changed over
training epochs
— Removing the loss of NSP task
* FULL-SENTENCES

— Concatenate consecutive sentences maximally within 512 tokens

* DOC-SENTENCES
— FULL-SENTENCES but without allowing cross document boundaries



RELATED WORKS

RoBERTa [Liu et al ‘19]

* Development set results
— Pretrained on BOOKCORPUS & WIKIPEDIA corpus

Model SQuAD 1.1/2.0 MNLI-m SST-2 RACE
Our reimplementation (with NSP loss):

SEGMENT-PAIR 90.4/78.7 84.0 02.9 64.2
SENTENCE-PAIR 88.7/76.2 82.9 02.1 63.0
Our reimplementation (without NSP loss):

FULL-SENTENCES 90.4/79.1 84.7 92.5 64.8
DOC-SENTENCES 90.6/79.7 84.7 02.7 65.6
BERTR 55 88.5/76.3 84.3 02.8 64.3
XLNGIBASE (K - 7) _/81.3 85.8 92.7 66.1




ALBERT [Lan et al ‘19]

 ALBERT: A Lite BERT for Self-supervised Learning of
Language representations

* Observation: simply growing the hidden size of a model
such as BERT-large can lead to worse performance.
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ALBERT [Lan et al ‘19]

* Factorized embedding parameterization
— BERT: E ==
* the WordPiece embedding size E is tied with the hidden layer size H
— ALBERT: H>>E

* untying the WordPiece embedding size E from the hidden layer size H
* Cross-layer parameter sharing
— Share all parameters across layers

» Sentence-order prediction (SOP) loss
— Positive examples: the same technique as BERT
* two consecutive segments from the same document

— Negative examples: the same two consecutive segments but
with their order swapped



ALBERT [Lan et al ‘19]

Model Parameters Layers Hidden Embedding Parameter-sharing
base 108M 12 768 768 False
BERT large 334M 24 1024 1024 False
xlarge 1270M 24 2048 2048 False
base 12M 12 768 128 True
large 18M 24 1024 128 True
ALBERT xlarge 60M 24 2048 128 True
xxlarge 235M 12 4096 128 True
Model Parameters SQuADI1.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST-2 RACE | Avg | Speedup
base 10SM 00.4/33.2  80.4/77.6 845 928 632 | 823 | I17.7x
BERT large 334M 92.2/855  85.0/822 86.6 930 739 |82 | 38k
xlarge 1270M 86.4/78.1 75.5/72.6 81.6 90.7 543 | 76.6 1.0
base 12M 89.3/82.3 80.0/77.1 81.6 90.3 64.0 | 80.1 21.1x
ALBERT large 18M 90.6/83.9  82.3/79.4 835 91.7 685 | 824 | 6.5x
xlarge 60M 92.5/86.1 86.1/83.1 86.4 92.4 74.8 | 85.5 2.4x
xxlarge 235M 94.1/88.3 88.1/85.1 88.0 952 823 | 88.7 1.2x




ALBERT [Lan et al ‘19]

The effect of cross-layer parameter-sharing strategies

Model E  Parameters | SQuADI.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST-2 RACE | Avg
ALBERT 64 87M 89.9/82.9 80.1/77.8 82.9 91.5 66.7 381.3
base 128 8OM 89.9/82.8 80.3/77.3 83.7 91.5 67.9 81.7
not-shared 256 93M 90.2/83.2 80.3/77.4 384.1 91.9 67.3 81.8
768 108M 90.4/83.2 80.4/77.6 84.5 92.8 68.2 82.3

AL BERT 64 10M 88.7/81.4 77.5/74.8 80.8 89.4 63.5 79.0
base 128 12M 89.3/82.3 80.0/77.1 81.6 90.3 64.0 80.1
all-shared 256 16M 88.8/81.5 79.1/76.3 81.5 90.3 63.4 79.6
768 31M 88.6/81.5 79.2/76.6 82.0 90.6 63.3 79.8

Model Parameters | SQuADI1.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST-2 RACE | Avg
ALBERT all-shared . 31M 88.6/81.5 79.2/76.6 82.0 90.6 63.3 79.8
base shared-attention 83M 89.9/82.7 80.0/77.2 84.0 91.4 67.7 81.6
F=763 shared-FFN 57TM 89.2/82.1 78.2/75.4 81.5 90.8 62.6 79.5
not-shared 108M 90.4/83.2 80.4/77.6 84.5 92.8 68.2 82.3
ALBERT all-shared . 12M 89.3/82.3 80.0/77.1 82.0 90.3 64.0 80.1
base shared-attention 64M 89.9/82.8 80.7/77.9 83.4 91.9 67.6 81.7
F=128 shared-FFN 38M 88.9/81.6 78.6/75.6 82.3 91.7 64.4 80.2
not-shared 8OM 89.9/82.8 80.3/77.3 83.2 91.5 67.9 81.6




ALBERT [Lan et al ‘19]

* The effect of sentence-prediction loss, NSP vs. SOP, o

Intrinsic Tasks Downstream Tasks
SP tasks | MLM NSP SOP | SQuADI.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST-2 RACE | Avg
None 54.9 524 533 88.6/81.5 78.1/75.3 81.5 89.9 61.7 79.0
NSP 54.5 90.5 520 88.4/81.5 77.2/74.6 81.6 91.1 62.3 79.2
SOP 54.0 78.9  86.5 89.3/82.3 80.0/77.1 82.0 90.3 64.0 80.1

* The effect of increasing the number of layers for an
ALBERT-large

Number of layers  Parameters | SQuADI.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST-2 RACE | Avg
1 18M 31.1/22.9 50.1/50.1 66.4 80.8 40.1 52.9

3 18M 79.8/69.7 64.4/61.7 77.7 86.7 540 | 71.2

6 18M 86.4/78.4 73.8/71.1 81.2 88.9 609 | 77.2

12 18M 89.8/83.3 80.7/77.9 83.3 91.7 66.7 81.5

24 18M 90.3/83.3 81.8/79.0 83.3 91.5 68.7 | 82.1

48 18M 90.0/83.1 81.8/78.9 83.4 91.9 66.9 81.8




XLNet: Generalized Autoregressive Pretraining
for Language Understanding [Yang et al ‘19]

e Autoregressive (AR) language modeling

— Estimate the probability distribution of a text corpus
with an autoregressive model

— Only trained to encode a uni-directional context
(either forward or backward)

p(x) = H;le p(re | x<t)



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

* Autoencoding (AE) based pretraining

— Does not perform explicit density estimation but
instead aims to reconstruct the original data from
corrupted input

— E.g.) BERT

— This closes the aforementioned bidirectional
information gap in AR language modeling =
improved performance

— But, [MASK] token? absent from real data at
finetuning time, resulting in a pretrain-finetune
discrepancy.



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

 Permutation Language Modeling

Z . the set of all possible permutations of
the length-T index sequence [1,2,...,T]

Z ¢ :the first t—1 elements of a permutation z € Z;

T
mécl}{ ]EZNZT Zlogpﬂ(mzt ‘Xz{it)
L t=1




XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]
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Factorization order: 3 2> 22> 4 2> 1



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

Factorization order: 2 2> 4> 3 =2 1



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]
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Factorization order: 1 24 > 2 2> 3



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

mem (¥

Factorization order: 4 2 3 2> 1 =2 2



XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

e Two-Stream Self-Attention

— “stand” at the target position z; and rely on the position
Z; to gather information from the context x,

— Use two sets of hidden representations
* The content representation hg (XZ<t)

— Serves a similar role to the standard hidden states in Transformer
* The query representation go (Xzﬂa Zt)
— Only has access to the contextual information x,., and the position z;

but not the content x,,



Content stream attention

Query stream attention

Attention




Permutation language modeling training with two-stream
attention
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XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

e SQUAD 1.1 & SQUAD 2.0

SQuADI1.1 EM F1 SQuAD2.0 EM F1
Dev set results without data augmentation

BERT [10] 84.1 90.9 | BERTT [10] 78.98  81.77
XLNet 88.95 94.52 | XLNet 86.12 88.79
Test set results on leaderboard, with data augmentation (as of June 19, 2019)

Human [27] 82.30 91.22 | BERT+N-Gram+Self-Training [10] 85.15  87.72
ATB 86.94 92.64 | SG-Net 85.23 87.93
BERT™ [10] 87.43 93.16 | BERT+DAE+A0A 85.88  88.62
XLNet 89.90 95.08 | XLNet 86.35 89.13




XLNet [Yang et al ‘19]

e Test sets of several text classification datasets.

Model IMDB Yelp-2 Yelp-5 DBpedia AG Amazon-2 Amazon-5
CNN [14] - 2.90 32.39 0.84 6.57 3.79 36.24
DPCNN [14] - 2.64 30.58 0.88 6.87 3.32 34.81
Mixed VAT [30, 20] 4.32 - - 0.70 4.95 - -
ULMFiT [13] 4.6 2.16 29.98 0.80 5.01 - -
BERT [35] 4.51 1.89 29.32 0.64 - 2.63 34.17

XLNet 3.79 1.55 27.80 0.62 4.49 2.40 32.26




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training
for Natural Language Generation, Translation, and
Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

B D ABCDE
S YRR
Bidirectional Autoregressive
Encoder Decoder
- >
RN FTEft
A C E <s>A B C

GPT: Tokens are predicted auto-
regressively, meaning GPT can be used
for generation. However words can only
condition on leftward context, so it
cannot learn bidirectional interactions.

BERT: Missing tokens are predicted
independently, so BERT cannot
easily be used for generation



BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training
for Natural Language Generation, Translation, and
Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

ABCD
R

Bidirectional :> Autoregressive

< Encoder - Decoder
Frfes EEEEA
A B E <s>SABCD

BART: Inputs to the encoder need not be aligned with decoder outputs, allowing arbitrary
noise transformations. Here, a document has been corrupted by replacing spans of text with
mask symbols. The corrupted document (left) is encoded with a bidirectional model, and
then the likelihood of the original document (right) is calculated with an autoregressive
decoder



BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training
for Natural Language Generation, Translation, and
Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* Pre-training BART

— Transformations for noising the input that we
experiment with. These transformations can be

composed.

(AC._E.) (DE.ABC.) (C.DE.AB)
Token Masking  Sentence Permutation Document Rotatior
S
(A.c.e. )y (aBc.DE.) I (A_.D_E.)
Token Deletion ;ext Infilling

Teach the model to predict how many
tokens are missing from a span.



BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training
for Natural Language Generation, Translation, and
Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* Fine-tuning BART

— Sequence Classification Tasks

label

+

Pre-trained :> Pre-trained

< Encoder . Decoder .

EREE FEEfsg
ABCDE <s>ABCDE

The same input is fed into the encoder and decoder, and the
representation from the final output is used.



BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

Fine-tuning BART
— Machine Translation

* Replace BART’s encoder embedding layer with a new randomly
initialized encoder.
— Use a separate vocabulary from the original BART model.

ABCDE

b4 K1y

Pre-trained :> Pre-trained
Encoder > Decoder

EERRX, FEEft

Randomly <s>A B
Initialized Encoder
« |

EEEE
a B y o ¢

Learn a small additional encoder that replaces the word embeddings in BART.
The new encoder can use a disjoint vocabulary




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training
for Natural Language Generation, Translation, and
Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

 Comparison of pre-training objectives

Model SQuAD 1.1 MNLI ELIS XSum ConvAlI2 CNN/DM
F1 Acc PPL PPL PPL PPL
BERT Base (Devlin et al., 2019) 88.5 84.3 - - - -
Masked Language Model 90.0 83.5  24.77 7.87 12.59 7.06
Masked Seq2seq 87.0 82.1 23.40 6.80 11.43 6.19
Language Model 76.7 80.1  21.40 7.00 11.51 6.56
Permuted Language Model 89.1 83.7  24.03 7.69 12.23 6.96
Multitask Masked Language Model 89.2 82.4  23.73 7.50 12.39 6.74
BART Base
w/ Token Masking 90.4 84.1  25.05 7.08 11.73 6.10
w/ Token Deletion 90.4 4.1  24.61 6.90 11.46 5.87
w/ Text Infilling 90.8 84.0  24.26 6.61 11.05 5.83
w/ Document Rotation 77.2 753 53.69 17.14 19.87 10.59
w/ Sentence Shuffling 85.4 81.5 41.87 10.93 16.67 7.89

w/ Text Infilling + Sentence Shuffling 90.8 83.8  24.17 6.62 11.12 541




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* Results for large models on SQUAD and GLUE tasks

SQuAD 1.1 SQuAD2.0 MNLI SST QQP OQNLI STS-B RTE MRPC COLAI

EM/F1 EM/F1 m/mm Acc  Acc Acc Acc Acc Acc Mcc
BERT 84.1/90.9 79.0/81.8 86.6/- 932 913 092.3 90.0 70.4 88.0 60.6
UniLM -/- 80.5/83.4 87.0/85.9 94.5 - 92.7 - 70.9 - 61.1
XLNet 89.0/94.5 86.1/88.8 89.8/- 956 91.8 93.9 01.8 83.8 89.2 63.6
RoBERTa 88.9/94.6 86.5/89.4 90.2/90.2 964 922 04.7 92.4 86.6 90.9 68.0
BART 88.8/94.6 86.1/89.2 89.9/90.1 96.6 925 94.9 01.2 87.0 90.4 62.8

— Results on two standard summarization datasets

CNN/DailyMail XSum
R1 R2 RL R1 R2 RL
Lead-3 4042 17.62 36.67 1630 1.60 11.95
PTGEN (See et al., 2017) 36.44 15.66 3342 2970 9.21 23.24
PTGEN+COV (See et al., 2017) 3953 17.28 36.38 28.10 8.02 21.72
UniLM 4333 20.21 40.51 - - -
BERTSUMARBS (Liu & Lapata, 2019) 41.72 19.39 38.76 38.76 16.33 31.15

BERTSUMEXTABS (Liu & Lapata, 2019) 42.13 19.60 39.18 38.81 16.50 31.27
BART 44.16 21.28 4090 45.14 22.27 37.25




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* BART outperforms previous work on conversational response
generation. Perplexities are renormalized based on official
tokenizer for ConvAl2.

ConvAlI2
Valid F1  Valid PPL
Seq2Seq + Attention 16.02 35.07
Best System 19.09 17.51

BART 20.72 11.85




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* BART achieves state-of-the-art results on the challenging ELI5
abstractive question answering dataset

ELIS
R1 R2 RL
Best Extractive 235 3.1 17.5
Language Model 27.8 477 23.1
Seq2Seq 283 5.1 22.8

Seq2Seq Multitask 289 54  23.1
BART 306 6.2 243




BART: Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language
Generation, Translation, and Comprehension [Lewis et al ‘19]

* The performance (BLEU) of baseline and BART on WMT’16 RO-EN
augmented with backtranslation data.

RO-EN

Baseline 36.80
Fixed BART 36.29
Tuned BART  37.96

BART improves over a strong backtranslation (BT) baseline by using
monolingual English pre-training.
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Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

* Treat every NLP problem as a “text-to-text” problem

— Similar works
* Natural Language Decathlon [McCann et al., 2018]

* Test the zero-shot learning capabilities of language models [Radford et al.,
2019].

 Text-to-text framework: Text-to-Text Transfer
Transformer (T5)

— Allows us to directly apply the same model, objective,
training procedure, and decoding process to every task we
consider

* Train larger models than have been previously
considered (up to 11 billion parameters)

— Introduce the “Colossal Clean Crawled Corpus” (C4)

* adataset consisting of hundreds of gigabytes of clean English text
scraped from the web



Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

e T5: Text-to-Text Transfer Transformer

— Every task we consider — including translation, question answering,
and classification —is cast as feeding our model text as input and
training it to generate some target text

[ "“translate English to German: That is good."

"Das ist gut."]

"cola sentence: The
course is jumping well."

"not acceptable"]

on the grass. sentence2: A rhino

"stsb sentencel: The rhino grazed
is grazing in a field."

"summarize: state authorities
dispatched emergency crews tuesday to
survey the damage after an onslaught

of severe weather in mississippi.."

"six people hospitalized after
a storm in attala county.”




Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

e Baseline model

— A standard encoder-decoder Transformer [Vaswani et
al 17]
* Contains two layer stacks for encoder / decoder
— Unlike moderns transformer architecture for language models
consisting of only a single “stack” [Devlin et al. ‘18]
 The encoder and decoder are each similar in size and
configuration to a BERT,¢; stack

— Consist of 12 blocks (each block comprising self-attention, optional
encoder-decoder attention, and a feed-forward network)

— In total, results in a model with about 220 million parameter
» This baseline model contains two layer stacks instead of one
» So, roughly twice the number of parameters of BERT,



Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a

Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]
Baseline model

— Unsupervised objective

* Inspired by BERT’s “masked language modeling” objective and the
“word dropout” regularization technique [Bowman et al., 2015],

— Early work on transfer learning for NLP used a language modeling objective
[Peters et al. 18; Radford et al ‘19]

— However, it has recently been shown that “denoising” objectives [Devlin et
al., 2018] produce better performance
e Design an objective that randomly samples and then drops out 15%
of tokens in the input sequence

— All consecutive spans of dropped-out tokens are replaced by a single
sentinel token

» Each sentinel token is assigned a token ID that is unique to the
sequence

— The target then corresponds to all of the dropped-out spans of tokens,
delimited by the same sentinel tokens used in the input sequence plus a
final sentinel token to mark the end of the target sequence



Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]
* Baseline model

— Unsupervised objective

Original text

Thank you fef inviting me to your party Jast week.

- e

Thank you <X> me to your party <Y> week.

Targets \mtinel token

<X> for inviting <Y> last <7>

\inal sentinel token




Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

* Baseline model
— Training
* Pre-train each model for 2 19 = 524,288 steps on C4 before fine-tuning

— C4: “Colossal Clean Crawled Corpus”

* Use a maximum sequence length of 512 and a batch size of 128 sequences
e Our batches contain roughly 2 16 = 65,536 tokens

* In total, this batch size and number of steps corresponds to pre-training on
2 35 = 34B tokens

* Fine-tuned for 218 = 262,144 steps on all tasks
— Baseline performance

GLUE CNNDM SQuAD SGLUE EnDe EnFr EnRo

% Baseline average 83.28 19.24 80.88 71.36 26.98 39.82 27.65
Baseline standard deviation 0.235 0.065 0.343 0.416 0.112 0.090 0.108
No pre-training 66.22 17.60 50.31 53.04 25.86 39.77 24.04




Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

Architectures

* While the Transformer was originally introduced with an encoder-decoder
architecture, much modern work on transfer learning for NLP uses
alternative architectures

— Attention masks

Fully-visible Causal Causal with prefix

- HHHEHS - EEEEE -GEeEs
s HHHEHE -GS A -GE8E
. HEEEE ..., By | 6
d | | || | SRSy | |

a | | || i EEEEey |

1 X X X X X‘I X X X X5 1 X X X X

D — Input—> ~— |lnput — <~ lnput —

)

| S —
Y SR

<— Qutput —

——




Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

 Architectures

— Schematics of the Transformer architecture variants we consider

Yo Y

Language mode| Prefix LM

X2 X3 y1 y2 ) X2 X3 y‘l y2 ’

D
| S
)
|
'SR
| —

Decoder

Encoder




Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a
Unified Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

 Architectures

— the prefix LM architecture
* Closely resembles BERT [Devlin et al., 2018] for classification tasks

Consider an example from the MNLI benchmark
— The premise is “I hate pigeons.,
— the hypothesis is “My feelings towards pigeons are filled with animosity.”
— The correct label is “entailment”.

* To feed this example into a language model, we would transform it into the
sequence

— “mnli premise: | hate pigeons. hypothesis: My feelings towards pigeons are filled with
animosity. target: entailment”

* In this case, the fully-visible prefix would correspond to the entire input
sequence up to the word “target:”, which can be seen as being analogous
to the “classification” token used in BERT.

* Easy for the model to learn to output one of the valid class labels given the
task prefix (“mnli” in this case).

— The main difference between a prefix LM and the BERT architecture is that the classifier
is simply integrated into the output layer of the Transformer decoder in the prefix LM



Exploring the Limits of Transfer Learning with a Unified
Text-to-Text Transformer [Raffel et al 19]

* Architectures
— Comparing different model structures

Architecture Objective  Params Cost GLUE CNNDM SQuAD SGLUE EnDe EnFr EnRo
% Encoder-decoder  Denoising 2P M 83.28 19.24 80.88 71.36 26.98 39.82 27.65
Enc-dec, shared Denoising P M 82.81 18.78 80.63 70.73 26.72 39.03 27.46
Enc-dec, 6 layers  Denoising P M/2 80.88 18.97 77.59 68.42 26.38 38.40 26.95
Language model  Denoising P M 74.70 17.93 61.14 55.02 25.09 35.28 25.86
Prefix LM Denoising P M 81.82 18.61 78.94 68.11 26.43 37.98 27.39
Encoder-decoder LM 2P M 79.56 18.59 76.02 64.29 26.27 39.17 26.86
Enc-dec, shared LM P M 79.60 18.13 76.35 63.50 26.62 39.17 27.05
Enc-dec, 6 layers LM P M/2 78.67 18.26 75.32 64.06 26.13 38.42 26.89
Language model LM P M 73.78 17.54 53.81 56.51 25.23 34.31 25.38
Prefix LM LM P M 79.68 17.84 76.87 64.86 26.28 37.51 26.76

* An encoder-decoder model with L layers in the encoder and L layers in the decoder. This
model has 2P parameters and a computation cost of M FLOPs.

* An equivalent model, but with parameters shared across the encoder and decoder, resulting
in P parameters and an M-FLOP computational cost.

* An encoder-decoder model with L/2 layers each in the encoder and decoder, giving P
parameters and an M/2-FLOP cost.

* A decoder-only language model with L layers and P parameters and a resulting computational
cost of M FLOPs.

* A decoder-only prefix LM with the same architecture (and thus the same number of
parameters and computational cost), but with fully-visible self-attention over the input.



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

e Study empirical scaling laws for language model
performance on the cross-entropy loss

* The loss scales as a power-law with model size,
dataset size, and the amount of compute used for
training, with some trends spanning more than
seven orders of magnitude

e Other architectural details such as network width or
depth have minimal effects within a wide range

* Larger models are significantly more sample-
efficient
— such that optimally compute-efficient training involves

training very large models on a relatively modest amount
of data and stopping significantly before convergence.



Test Loss

Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

L =(Cixnf2.3 - 108)~0-050
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Language modeling performance improves smoothly as we increase the
model size, dataset size, and amount of compute used for training

For optimal performance all three factors must be scaled up in tandem.
Empirical performance has a power-law relationship with each individual
factor when not bottlenecked by the other two.




Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Performance depends strongly on scale, weakly
on model shape

— Model performance depends most strongly on scale,
which consists of three factors:

 The number of model parameters N (excluding
embeddings), the size of the dataset D, and the amount of
compute C used for training
— Within reasonable limits, performance depends very
weakly on other architectural hyperparameters such
as depth vs. width



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

 Smooth power laws

— Performance has a power-law relationship with each of
the three scale factors N, D, C when not bottlenecked

by the other two, with trends spanning more than six
orders of magnitude

— Observe no signs of deviation from these trends on the

upper end, though performance must flatten out
eventually before reaching zero loss



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Universality of overfitting

— Performance improves predictably as long as we scale
up N and D in tandem, but enters a regime of
diminishing returns if either N or D is held fixed while
the other increases

— The performance penalty depends predictably on the
ratio N%7* /D, meaning that every time we increase the
model size 8x, we only need to increase the data by
roughly 5x to avoid a penalty



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Universality of training

— Training curves follow predictable power-laws whose
parameters are roughly independent of the model size.

— By extrapolating the early part of a training curve, we
can roughly predict the loss that would be achieved if
we trained for much longer



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Transfer improves with test performance

— When we evaluate models on text with a different
distribution than they were trained on, the results are
strongly correlated to those on the training validation
set with a roughly constant offset in the loss

— In other words, transfer to a different distribution incurs
a constant penalty but otherwise improves roughly in
line with performance on the training set



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Sample efficiency

— Large models are more sample-efficient than small
models, reaching the same level of performance with
fewer optimization steps and using fewer data points



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

Larger models require fewer samples The optimal model size grows smoothly
to reach the same performance with the loss target and compute budget

Line color indicates
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Scaling Laws for Neural Language

Models [Kaplan et al ’20]
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Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

 Convergence is inefficient

— When working within a fixed compute budget C but
without any other restrictions on the model size N or
available data D, we attain optimal performance by
training very large models and stopping significantly
short of convergence

— Maximally compute-efficient training would therefore
be far more sample efficient than one might expect
based on training small models to convergence, with
data requirements growing very slowlyas D ~ %27
with training compute.



Scaling Laws for Neural Language Models
[Kaplan et al ’20]
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As more compute becomes available, we can choose how much to allocate
towards training larger models, using larger batches, and training for more
steps.
For optimally compute-efficient training, most of the increase should go towards
increased model size. A relatively small increase in data is needed to avoid reuse.
Of the increase in data, most can be used to increase parallelism through larger
batch sizes, with only a very small increase in serial training time required



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Optimal batch size

— The ideal batch size for training these models is roughly
a power of the loss only, and continues to be
determinable by measuring the gradient noise scale

— It is roughly 1-2 million tokens at convergence for the
largest models we can train

Taken together, these results show that language modeling performance
improves smoothly and predictably as we appropriately scale up model size,

data, and compute. We expect that larger language models will perform better
and be more sample efficient than current models.



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

L — the cross entropy loss in nats. Typically it will be averaged over the tokens in a context, but in
some cases we report the loss for specific tokens within the context.

N — the number of model parameters, excluding all vocabulary and positional embeddings

C =~ 6N BS — an estimate of the total non-embedding training compute, where B is the batch size,
and .S is the number of training steps (ie parameter updates). We quote numerical values in PF-days,
where one PF-day = 10'° x 24 x 3600 = 8.64 x 10! floating point operations.

D — the dataset size in tokens

B..it — the critical batch size [MKAT18], defined and discussed in Section 5.1. Training at the
critical batch size provides a roughly optimal compromise between time and compute efficiency.

Cnin — an estimate of the minimum amount of non-embedding compute to reach a given value of
the loss. This is the training compute that would be used if the model were trained at a batch size
much less than the critical batch size.

Smin — an estimate of the minimal number of training steps needed to reach a given value of the loss.
This is also the number of training steps that would be used if the model were trained at a batch size
much greater than the critical batch size.

ax — power-law exponents for the scaling of the loss as L(X) oc 1/X“* where X can be any of
N,D,C, S, B,C™™,



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

* Parameter counts and compute (forward pass)

estimates for a Transformer model.
Operation Parameters FLOPs per Token
Embed (nvocab =+ nctx) dmodel 4dmodel
Attention: QKV Nlayer @model 3attn 2N)ayer@model 3dattn
Attention: Mask — 2N)ayerNetxdattn
Attention: Project Nlayer@attndmodel 2n1ayerdattndembd
Feedforward nlayeermodeldff 27’Llayer2dmodeldﬂ“
De-embed — deodelnvocab
Total (NOH'Embedding) N = 2dmodelnlayer (Zdattn + dff) C'forward = 2N + inayernctxdattn




Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

« Summary of Scaling Laws
— The test loss of a Transformer trained to autoregressively
model language can be predicted using a power-law

 When performance is limited by only either the number of non-
embedding parameters N, the dataset size D, or the optimally
allocated compute budget C,,in

— 1. For models with a limited number of parameters,
trained to convergence on sufficiently large datasets

L(N) = (N./N)*"; an ~0.076, N, ~ 8.8 x 10** (non-embedding parameter

— 2. For large models trained with a limited dataset with
early stopping:

L(D) = (D./D)*?; ap ~ 0.095, D, ~ 5.4 x 10'* (tokens)



Scaling Laws for Neural Language
Models [Kaplan et al ’20]

« Summary of Scaling Laws

— 3. When training with a limited amount of compute,
a sufficiently large dataset, an optimally-sized model,
and a sufficiently small batch size (making optimal3
use of compute):

L(Coin) = (C™™/Cin) € 3 aB™ ~ 0.050, C™ ~ 3.1 x 108 (PF-days)

These relations hold across eight orders of magnitude in C,,;,, six orders of
magnitude in N, and over two orders of magnitude in D
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KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]
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langmodel  KNnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]
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»  4’) weighted average entity embeddings E using soft entity linking
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(6) Recontextualization

H;proj — MLP(MultiHeadAttn(ngojj S’e’ Sle))

(7) projected back to the BERT dimension H'; = HP W | pPl 4 H,



KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]

Algorithm 1: KnowBert training method

Input: Pretrained BERT and J KBs
Output: KnowBert

for;=1...Jdo
Compute entity embeddings for KB ;

if EL supervision available then
Freeze all network parameters except

those in (Eq. 1-3)
Train to convergence using (Eq. 4) or
(Eq. 5)

end
Initialize W5 as (W5 )1
Unfreeze all parameters except entity
embeddings
Minimize |
LxnowBert = LBERT + 27— LEL,

end




KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]

 Masked LM perplexity

Wikidata  # params.  # params. # params. Fwd. / Bwd.

System PPL MRR masked LM KAR entity embed. time
BERTgx sk 5.5 0.09 110 0 0 0.25
BERT 2rcE 4.5 0.11 336 0 0 0.75
KnowBert-Wiki 4.3 0.26 110 2.4 141 0.27
KnowBert-WordNet 4.1 0.22 110 4.9 265 0.31

KnowBert-W+W 3.5 0.31 110 7.3 406 0.33




KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]

WsD System F1
WN-first sense baseline 65.2
ELMo 69.2
BERT g5k 73.1
BERTLARGE 739
KnowBert-WordNet 74.9
KnowBert-W+W 75.1
Entity linking  System AIDA-A AIDA-B
Daiber et al. (2013) 49.9 52.0
Hoffart et al. (2011) 68.8 71.9
Kolitsas et al. (2018) 86.6 82.6
KnowBert-Wiki 80.2 74.4

KnowBert-W+W 82.1 73.7




KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]

TACRED relationship  system

extraction

SemEval 2010 Task 8
relationship extraction

LM P R F
Zhang et al. (2018) — 699 633 664
Alt et al. (2019) GPT 70.1 65.0 674
Shi and Lin (2019) BERT ¢k 73.3 63.1 678
Zhang et al. (2019)  BERTgasz  70.0 66.1 68.0
Soares et al. (2019) BERT; agce 70.1
Soares et al. (2019) BERT zgcef 71.5
KnowBert-W+W BERT:,ox 716 714 715
System LM F,
Wang et al. (2016) — 88.0
Wang et al. (2019b) BERTzasez  89.0
Soares et al. (2019) BERT;{agree  89.2
Soares et al. (2019) BERT1arce| 89.5
KnowBert-W+W BERTz2sr  89.1




KnowBert [Peters et al ‘19]

Test set results for the
WiC dataset

Entity typing

System Accuracy
ELMof 57.7
BERTzcr ! 65.4
BERT; snce ! 65.5
BERT pnce ! 69.5
KnowBert-W+W 70.9
System P R F1
UFET 68.8 53.3 60.1
BERTgArsw 764 T71.0 73.6
ERNIE 784 729 75.6

KnowBert-W+W 78.6

73.7

76.1




JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Pre-trained language models (PLM)

— Struggle to grasp world knowledge, concepts and relations,
which are very important in language understanding
(Poerner et al., 2019; Talmor et al., 2019).

 Knowledge graphs (KGs)
— Represent entities and relations in a structural way
— Solve the sparsity problem in text modeling

— E.g.)

* alanguage model may require tens of instances of the phrase
“labrador is a kind of dog” in its training corpus before it implicitly
learns this fact.

* In comparison, a knowledge graph can use two entity nodes
“labrador”, “dog” and a relation edge “is a” between these nodes to
precisely represent this fact



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Previous works on integrating knowledge graphs into
language model pretraining

— Most approaches combine token representations in PLM
with representations of aligned KG entities

— Problems:

* The entity embeddings are either pre-computed from an external
source by a separate model (Zhang et al., 2019; Peters et al., 2019),
which may not easily align with the language representation space,

* Or directly learned as model parameters (Fevry et al., 2020; Verga
et al., 2020), which will cause an over-parameterization issue due
to the large number of entities

* All the previous works share a common challenge: Domain
adaptation
— when the pre-trained model is fine-tuned in a new domain with a

previously unseen knowledge graph, it struggles to adapt to the new
entities, relations and structure



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

 JAKET: a Joint pre-trAining framework for
KnowledgE graph and Text

— Contains a knowledge module and a language module, which
mutually assist each other

* By providing required information to achieve more effective semantic
analysis.
* 1) Knowledge module

— Leverages a graph attention network (Velickovic et al., 2017) to provide structure-
aware entity embeddings for language modeling

« 2) Language module

— Produces contextual representations as initial embeddings for KG entities and
relations given their descriptive text

— Thus, in both modules, content understanding is based on
related knowledge and rich context

* On one hand, the joint pre-training effectively projects entities/relations
and text into a shared semantic latent space.

* On the other hand, as the knowledge module produces representations
from descriptive text, it solves the over-parameterization issue since
entity embeddings are no longer part of the model’s parameters.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* JAKET

— Propose a novel two-step language module LM1 + LM2.
* Solve the cyclic dependency between the two modules
e stepl) LM1 provides embeddings for both LM2 and KG.

* step2) The entity embeddings from KG are also fed into LM2,
which produces the final representation.

e LM1 and LM?2

— can be easily established as the first several transformer layers and
the rest layers of a pre-trained language model such as BERT (Devlin
et al., 2018) and RoBERTa (Liu et al., 2019b).

— Design an entity context embedding memory

* Based on periodic update which speeds up the pre-training by
15x



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* JAKET

— Can easily adapt to unseen knowledge graphs in the
finetuning phase.

— As the initial embeddings of entities and relations
come from their descriptive text, JAKET is not
confined to any fixed KG.

— With the learned ability to integrate structural
information during pre-training, the framework is
extensible to novel knowledge graphs with previously
unseen entities and relations



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Asimpleillustration on the novelty of our proposed
model JAKET.

Context Information

Pretraining:
-
Language Knowledge < m
Module Module . Fine-tuning:

Knowledge Information



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

 Related work: integrate knowledge into PLMs

— 1. Explicitly injecting entity representation into
language model

* The representations are either pre-computed from external
sources (Zhang et al., 2019; Peters et al., 2019) or directly
learned as model parameters (Fevry et al., 2020; Verga et al.,
2020).

— E.g.) ERNIE (THU) (Zhang et al., 2019) pre-trains the entity
embeddings on a knowledge graph using TransE (Bordes et al., 2013)

» EAE (Fevry et al., 2020) learns the representation from pre-
training objectives with all the “ model parameters



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

 Related work: integrate knowledge into PLMs

— 2. Implicitly modeling knowledge information,

* Including entity-level masked language modeling (Sun et al.,
2019b; Shen et al., 2020), entity-based replacement
prediction (Xiong et al., 2019) and knowledge embedding
loss as regularization (Wang et al., 2019b).

* E.g.) besides token-level masked language modeling,

— ERNIE (Baidu) (Sun et al., 2019b): uses phrase-level and entity-level
masking to predict all the masked slots.

— KEPLER (Wang et al., 2019b): calculates entity embeddings using a
pre-trained language model based on the description text, which is
similar to our work.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* A demonstration for the structure of JAKET, where the language
module is on the left side marked green while the knowledge
module is on the right side marked blue

Output: Context Representation Entity Representation
Pretrain A Pretrain
: l
Entity category prediction:
Q2: Earth —» C10: Planet

Language Model 2

Masked entity prediction:
Earth — Q2: Earth

3 Graph
, - Convolution
Masked token prediction: Information Fusion

Relation type prediction:
Network
[MASK] — source

(Q2: Earth, Q544: Solar System) — P361: part_of

Entity Context

1
Embedding Memory
A 2

Tied o o
Language Model 1~ ~--------- Language Model 1 ( Q525 gupport 7 Q2:
Input: T ~Sun_< ~.Earth /

= T (G part_of -

sun is the most important [MASK] ext Ent|ty Description Text category p i ] T

of energy for life on Earth. ¢~ Q544: Solar \

The Sun is the star at the Earth is the third C8: . System /
center of the Solar System... || planet from the Sun... Star T



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]
* Definition

- KG =(E,R,T) :Aknowledge graph

-&={e1...en} . the set of entities

— R = {ry...rp} :Thesetof relations

T = {(ep,rz,ep)|[l <i <T,ep, e € E;1p2 € R}
e stands for the set of head-relation-tail triplets

- Ny, = {(r,u)|(v,r,u) € T }:represents the
set of neighboring relations and entities of an entity v

-V = {[MASK], [CLS], [EOS], w; ... wy} :a

vocabulary of tokens
- X = [.’171, Loy ... ,LCL]:asequence of tokens



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

« Definition the start and .entorllei}ncdgztgit
—-m = [ml, Ceey mM]: a li mentions in the
text x the correspondi
e TNy :(en{@.,smi,o

. [Ism_ e ,:l’;om.] is linked with entity e,
(]

(5

— Use entity description text to describe the concept and
meaning of entities

— X% : a description text for each entity ¢;
- m% = (e;, S5, 05): The mention of e; in x®
— E.g.) The description text for the entity “sun”
— “[CLS] The Sun is the star at the center of the Solar System [EOS]”

m°v" = (Sun, 3, 3)
— Similarly, we define relation description text as the text that
can describe each relation.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph

and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]
 Knowledge module: Model the knowledge graph to

generate knowledge-based entity representations.

— Employ the graph attention network (GAT) (Velickovic et al., 2017),

* Uses the self-attention mechanism to specify different weights for different
neighboring nodes

* To leverage the multi-relational information, adopt the idea of composition
operator (Vashishth et al., 2019) to compose entity embeddings and
relation embeddings.

* in the I-th layer of LM, we update the embedding E,S” of entity v:

E'Y = LayerNorm @0’ Z ar FECY Ry | +EY
k=1 (r,u) ENY,
k p(1—1) k (I-1)
) exp (LeakyReLU (a [W Ey e WFf(Ey, ’RT)D)

v,

84

> (v e, XD ( LeakyReLU (aT [WkES‘” owkF(ELD, Rr,)} ))



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

 Knowledge module
- f(-,) : R « RY — RI': merges a pair of entity
and relation embeddings into one representation
— Here, set f(:c, y) — x -+ y inspired by Transk

— The initial entity embeddings E(® and relation
embeddings R: Generated from our language module

o EKM : the final entity representations, which are
the output entity embeddings from the last GAT layer



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

 Language module

— Model text data and learn context-aware
representations.

— The language module can be any model for language
understanding

e e.g) BERT (Devlin et al., 2018).

— In this work, we use pre-trained model RoBERTa-base
(Liu et al., 2019b) as the language module



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Solving the cyclic dependency

— The knowledge and language modules mutually
benefit each other

— There exists a cyclic dependency which prevents
computation and optimization in this design.

— Propose a decomposed language module which
includes two language models: LM1 and LM2

— Employ the first 6 layers of ROBERTa as LM1 and the
remaining 6 layers as LM2



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Solving the cyclic dependency

— 1. LM, operates on the input text x and generates
contextual embeddings Z.

— 2. LM, generates initial entity and relation
embeddings for KM given description text.

— 3. KM produces its output entity embeddings to be
combined with Z and sent into LM,

— 4. LM, produces the final embeddings of x, which
includes both contextual and knowledge information



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

— Stepl. LM, operates on the input text x and

generates contextual embeddings Z.
« Y embed : embed the context x
Z = LM, (X embed)
— Step2. LM, generates initial entity and relation
embeddings for KM given description text.
. Xej : the entity description text for entity e;
e M = (6], 337 OJ) the corresponding mention
. LM takes the embedding of x°/ and produces the contextual
embeddmg AR

. E(O) (Ze] + Zej )/2 : used as the initial entity embedding of e

* The knowledge graph relation embeddings R are generated in a
similar way using its description text.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

— Step3. KM produces its output entity embeddings
to be combined with Z and sent into LM,,.

» Computes the final entity embeddings EX™, which is then
combined with the output Z from LM,

* 1m = [ml, Ce ,mM] : the mentions in x

merge _ { Zi+E™M ifJist s, <k <o,

k Zy .  otherwise
the output embedding of entity e,,, from KM

7' = LayerNorm(Z™¢"9¢)

* Finally, Z’ is fed into LM,



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

— Step4. KM produces its output entity embeddings
to be combined with Z and sent into LM,,.
* LM, operates on the input Z’" and obtains the final embeddings

7™M = LM, (Z")



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Entity context embedding memory

— Issue: Many knowledge graphs contain a large number of

entities.

e even for one sentence, the number of entities plus their multi-hop
neighbors can grow exponentially with the number of layers in the
graph neural network

* As a result, it’s very time-consuming for the language module to
compute context embeddings based on the description text of all
involved entities in a batch on the fly.

— Econte:ct . an entity context embedding memory

* |o store the initial embeddings of all KG entities.

* Firstly, the language module pre-computes the context
embeddings for all entities and place them into the memory

* The knowledge module only needs to retrieve required
embeddings from the memory instead of computing them

E(O) ¢ [context



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Entity context embedding memory
— But, there is an undesired discrepancy:

* As embeddings in the memory are computed from the “old”
(initial) language module while the token embeddings during
training are computed from the updated language module

— Propose to update the whole embedding memory

E €ontext \ith the current language module every T (i)
steps Linit = 10,0 = 2,7 = 3, I,42 = 500

T(7) = min(1;,;; * alV/T1 T z)

the initial number of steps before the first upd

the maximum number of steps between updates

a: the increasing ratio of updating interval
r: the number of repeated times of the current updating interval



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Entity context embedding memory

E context

— Propose a momentum update to make evolve

more smoothly

Econtea:t — mEcontemt 4 (1 o m)Econtesct

new

— This memory design speeds up our model by about 15x
during pre-training while keeping the effectiveness of
entity context embeddings

— For consideration of efficiency, we use relation
embeddings only during fine-tuning.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Pretraining

Entity category prediction. The knowledge module is trained to predict the category label of
entities based on the output entity embeddings E*M. The loss function is cross-entropy for multi-

class classification, denoted as L...

Relation type prediction. KM is also trained to predict the relation type between a given entity pair
based on XM, The loss function is cross-entropy for multi-class classification, denoted as L,..

Then, we uniformly sample a batch of text sequences and their entities for the following two tasks.

Masked token prediction. Similar to BERT, We randomly mask tokens in the sequence and predict
the original tokens based on the output Z"M of language module. We denote the loss as L;.

Masked entity prediction. The language module is also trained to predict the corresponding entity
of a given mention. For the input text, we randomly remove 15% of the mentions m. Then for
each removed mention m,. = (e, S, 0-), the model predicts the masked entity e,. based on the
mention’s embedding. In detail, it predicts the entity whose embedding in E°°"¢*? ig closest to
q = g(ZM + Z;M)/2), where g(x) = ReLU(xW;)Ws is a transformation function. Since the
number of entities can be very large, we use e,.’s neighbours and other randomly sampled entities as
negative samples. The loss function L. is cross entropy based on the inner product between ¢ and
each candidate entity’s embedding. Figure 2 shows an concrete example, where the mention “Earth”
1s not marked 1n the input text since it’s masked and the task is to link the mention “Earth” to entity

“Q2: Earth”.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Fine-tuning
— Our model supports using either the knowledge graph

employed during pretraining or a novel custom
knowledge graph with previously unseen entities

— If a custom KG is used, the entity context embedding
memory is recomputed by the pre-trained language
module using the new entity description text.

— In this work, we do not update the entity context

memory during fine-tuning for consideration of
efficiency.

— We also compute the relation context embedding
memory using the pre-trained language model.



JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Experiment

— Accuracy results on the dev set of FewRel 1.0.
* * indicates the results are taken from Gao et al. (2019).
* PAIR is the framework proposed by Gao et al. (2019).

Model 5-way l-shot 5-way 5-shot 10-way I-shot
PAIR (BERT)* 85.7 89.5 76.8
PAIR (RoBERTa) 36.4 90.3 77.3
PAIR (RoBERTa+GNN) 86.3 - -

PAIR (RoBERTa+GNN+M) 86.9

PAIR (JAKET) 87.4 92.1 78.9




JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Experiment

— Results on the MetaQA dataset over 1- hop and 2-hop
qguestions under KG-Full and KG50% settings.

KG-Full KG-50%

I-hop 2-hop 1-hop 2-hop
RoBERTa 90.2 70.8 61.5 39.3
RoB+G+M 914 72.6 62.5 40.8
JAKET 93.9 73.2 63.1 41.9

Model




JAKET: Joint Pre-training of Knowledge Graph
and Language Understanding [Yu et al’ 20]

* Experiment

— Results on the entity classification task over an unseen
Wikidata knowledge graph.

— RoB+G+M is the abbreviation for the baseline model

RoBERTa+GNN+M.
Model 100% 20% 5%
GNN 48.2 - -

RoBERTa 334 - -
RoB+G+M  79.1 66.7 53.5
JAKET 81.6 70.6 584




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]

e Entities as Experts (EAE)

— Access distinct memories of the entities mentioned in a piece of
text

— Capture sufficient knowledge to answer TriviaQA questions

* E.g.) “Which Dr. Who villain has been played by Roger Delgado, Anthony
Ainley, Eric Roberts?”

— The discrete and independent entity representations in EAE make it
more modular and interpretable than the Transformer architecture
on which it is based.

 EAE: Experimental results
— OQOutperforms a Transformer model with 30x the parameters
— Contains more factual knowledge than a similar sized BERT

— Associating parameters with specific entities means that EAE only
needs to access a fraction of its parameters at inference time

— The correct identification, and representation, of entities is essential
to EAE’s performance



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access

with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* The goal:

* Focus on developing neural sequence models that capture the knowledge
required to answer questions about the world

* Entities as Experts (EAE)

— A new model architecture that can access distinct and
independent representations of the entities mentioned in text

— Does not rely on an external knowledge base for its entity
representations, and instead learns them directly from text along
with all the other model parameters

* Unlike other efforts to inject entity specific knowledge into sequence
models (such as KnowBERT)

— The name is related to the Massive Mixture of Experts [Shazeer
‘17]

* And other work that integrates learned memory stores into sequence
models (Weston et al., 2014; Lample et al., 2019).

* Highlights the fact that EAE’s memory store represents each entity
distinctly and independently



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access with
Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]

The necessity for distinct and independent entity representations

Answer: Down House

A

similarity score

®
e
) uJed \

Transformer Layers

Q1035: Charles Darwin

Q20124: Charles River

Q49124: pDarwin City

Q3038318: Down House

Entity Memory

A

OOO0OC L'j/
o U

OO0 OO0

Transformer Layer

T T T T 1
SRS

Where did Charles Darwin live ? [ANS]

A traditional Transformer:

Need to build an internal representation
of Charles Darwin from the words
“Charles” and “Darwin”, both of which
can also be used in reference to very
different entities such as the Charles
River, or Darwin City

EAE:

- can access a dedicated representation
of “Charles Darwin”, which is a
memory of all of the contexts in
which this entity has previously been
mentioned

- can also be accessed for other
mentions of Darwin, such as “Charles
Robert Darwin” or “the father of
natural selection



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Entities as Experts (EAE): Training

— MaskLM: predict masked out spans in English Wikipedia
text

— Train EAE to only access memories for entity mentions,
and to access the correct memories for each entity
mention

— Supervision for the memory access comes from an
existing mention detector, and Wikipedia hyperlinks

— Sparse memory access

* By associating memories with specific entities, EAE can learn
to access them sparsely.

* The memory is only accessed for spans that mention entities.

e Furthermore, only the memories associated with the entities
mentioned need to be retrieved



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access

with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
e Definition

_E = {61 Ce GN}: a predefined set of entities

-) — {[MASK], wi ... wM}: a vocabulary of

tokens
—-X = [:13'0 Ce .CCL] . A context, which is a sequence of
tokens T, € )
—111 — [mo o mM] : the list of the mentions
M = (emi, Sy tmz’) : Each mention
_ 6@ - the null entity (linked entity, start index, end index)

em,; € €U ey



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access

with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
 Model Architecture

— Transformer, interleaved with our entity memory layer.

* Two embedding matrices — token and entity embeddings
X" = TokenEmbed(x)
X! = Transformer (X", num_layers = [j)
X? = EntityMemory(X")
X = LayerNorm(X?* 4+ X1)
X* = Transformer(X® num_layers = [;)

X° = TaskSpecificHeads(X*)



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access with
Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]

(iii) to construct input to the next transformer layer,
augmented with the retrieved entity embeddings of (ii)

(iv) The final transformer block output is connected
to task specific heads: token prediction and entity

prediction |
Charles Q1035: Charles Darwin
! ®
——————————————————————————————— —> .
OO0 0O00O00O0O0O0O 0O \E““ty""em”y
A O (
N ,_
:[BJ[I]()[],’[B][IJ[IJ[I]()[]
I\ 4 I ;A (i) to predict mention boundaries _ -
v/ == "" ______________ _,/’
U N S —-=<
OO0 OoO0OoO0O0O0O O
Transformer Layers

(ii) to retrieve entity

OO0 OO O O O enerin from entity
[MASK] [MASK] published the Origin of the Species in1859. memory




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Entity Memory Layer
— constructs an entity embedding E,,. for each mention m;

— E . a matrix of learned entity embeddings of shape (N, d_ent)

— EntEmbed(ei) maps an entity e; toitsrow in E

— Takes the output sequence from the preceding
transformer layer (X' ) and outputs a new sequence
(X'*1), sparsely populated with entity representations

— The output sequence has an entity representation, a
projection of the weighted sum of entity embeddings in
E, at position s,

2t = WyE,, if i=s,,

[/



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Entity Memory Layer
— To generate E;,, for each mention m;
* Generate a pseudo entity embedding hmi:
hom; = Wt [xim% H"I;iml]
* Find the k nearest entity embeddings of hy, :
Epn, = Z «; - (EntEmbed(e;))
ej€topK(E,hm, k)
exp(EntEmbed(e;) - ;)
ZeEtopK(E’,hmi,k’) exp(EntEmbed(e) - hyy,)

j —

/
Returns the k entities that yield the highest score EntEmbed(ej) - ho,

* When k = 1, Ep,, is the nearest entity embedding to h,, (argmax)
« when k = N, it is a weighted sum of all entity embeddings.



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access

with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Entity Memory Layer
— Task-Specific Heads

e Connected to multiple task specific heads
e 1) TokenPrediction
— Predicts masked tokens for a cloze task.

— Feed each masked token’s final representation xi4 to an output softmax over
the token vocabulary, as in BERT.

e 2)EntityPrediction
— Predicts entity id for each entity mention span (i.e., entity linking).

— Build the pseudo entity embedding (h,,) from the last sequence output (X%)
(as in Entity Memory Layer)

— Predicts the entity whose embedding in E is the closest to the pseudo entity
embedding

— Inference-time Mention Detection

A mention detection layer
— Applies a three-way BIO classifier to the first transformer block’s output

— Decode the entire BIO sequence directly, ensuring that inconsistent
sequences are disallowed



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Learning objective
— Entity linking €; 75 € o
» For each hyperlinked mention 1M; = (€, S, tom, )

* The pseudo embedding h,,, (Equation. 2) should be close to the
entity embedding of the annotated entity EntEmbed(e,,, )

ELLoss = Z o - Le,, e,
m;

exp(EntEmbed(en,, ) - hAm,)
D ece €xp(EntEmbed(e) - Ay, )

oy =



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Learning objective

— Mention detection

e Supervise the three-way BIO classification of tokens with a
cross-entropy loss over the labels

e Assume that the mention boundaries in the corpus D are
complete, and apply this supervision to all tokens.
— Masked Language Modelling

* Train the TokenPrediction head to independently predict
each of the masked out tokens in an input context.



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
» Knowledge Probing Tasks
— Predicting Wikipedia Hyperlinks
* Predict entities and their text when they are masked

— LAMA

* Aims to probe the knowledge contained in a language model,
with a focus on the type of knowledge that has traditionally
been manually encoded in knowledge bases

* But, EAE is not very well suited to:

— The LAMA ConceptNet sub-task, which include nonentity answers such
as “fly”, “cry”, and “happy”.

— Google-RE, a third of the answers are dates, which we also do not
predict well.

* Nonetheless, we include these sub-tasks for completeness.
— Open-domain QA
* TriviaQA



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Experimental results
— Predicting entities in context

Token
Model Params  Entity Acc Acc PPL
MM-Base 110m - 459 18.0
MM-Large 340m - 534 10.3
EAE-unsup | 366m - 469 16.9
No EAE 366m 38.6 45.0 19.3
EAE 367m 61.8 569 11.0




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access

with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]

* Experimental results
— Results on the LAMA probe

Model Params ConceptNet RE  SQuAD T-REx | Avg.
BERT-base 110m 15.6 9.8 14.1 31.1 17.7
BERT-large | 340m 19.2 10.5 17.4 32.3 19.9
MM-Base 110m 1.0 9.6 17.2 30.6 17.1
MM-Large 340m 2.4 6.5 24.4 314 18.7
EAE-unsup | 366m 10.6 8.4 23.1 30.0 18.0
No EAE 366m 10.3 9.2 18.5 31.8 17.4
EAE 367m 10.7 9.4 22.4 37.4

20.0




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Experimental results

— Exact Match open-domain factoid question answering on TriviaQA

Name # Params  Unfiltered-Dev ~ Wiki-Test
Open-Book Approaches: Retrieval + Span Prediction

BM25 + BERT Lee et al. (2019) 110m 47.2 -

ORQA Lee et al. (2019) 330m 45.1 -

GraphRetriever Min et al. (2019b) 110m 55.4 -

Closed-Book Approaches: Generation (Roberts et al., 2020)

T5-Base 220m - 29.1

TS5-Large 770m - 35.9

T5-3B 3B - 43 .4

T5-11B 11B 42.3 50.1
Closed-Book Approaches: Entity Prediction

RELIC Ling et al. (2020) 3B 35.7 -

No EAE 366m 37.7

EAE 367m 43.2 53.4




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Experimental results

— Impact of varying the number of retrieved entity embeddings (K) in
the Entity Memory layer at inference on the entity prediction and

TriviaQA tasks

K Entity acc Tok acc Tok PPL | TQA
1 59.2 56.7 18.0 40.1
10 61.7 57.2 11.1 43.1
100 61.8 57.1 11.0 43.2
Full (10°) 61.8 56.9 11.0 43.4




Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Experimental results

— Performance on TriviaQA’s Unfiltered Dev set for GraphRetriever,
T5 and our EAE model

Accuracy
o o o
E= (o)} @

o
(N

0.0

The frequency of the answer
entity in the Wikipedia corpus

— Grathetriever/\
EAE B

T5-11B

S

NA 0O 1 2 3 4 5 6
LoglO(answer link frequency in Wikipedia)

(NA if not an entity),

—— GraphRetriever

0.6 EAE 0.6
® 0.5 g 0.5
3 3
O ; U 0.4
- 0.4 - —— GraphRetriever

0.3 EAE
0.3 T5-11B

0 1 2 3 4 >5 <10 15 20 25 >30
# of mentions in question # of tokens in question

The number of named entity The number of tokens in the
mentions in the question question



Entities as Experts: Sparse Memory Access
with Entity Supervision [Févry et al ‘20]
* Experimental results

— Comparing prediction overlap and oracle accuracy on TriviaQA

Systems Oracle Acc.  Pred Overlap (%)
T5 & EAE 55.9 29.3
TS & GR 66.4 30.1
EAE & GR 64.6 33.6
ORrRQA & GR 63.8 39.6




Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

 Massive language models
— The core of modern NLP modeling

— Have been shown to encode impressive amounts of
commonsense and factual information.

— However, it is the knowledge stored as parameters

* That knowledge exists only within the latent parameters of
the model, inaccessible to inspection and interpretation,
and even worse,

 factual information memorized from the training corpora is
likely to become stale as the world changes

* will also inevitably exhibit all of the biases inherent in the
source materials



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable

Neural Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga
et al’ 20]

 This work

— Develop a neural language model that includes an
explicit interface between symbolically interpretable
factual information and subsymbolic neural
knowledge

— Results

* This model dramatically improves performance on two
knowledge-intensive question-answering tasks

* The model can be updated without re-training by
manipulating its symbolic representations

* This model allows us to add new facts and overwrite existing
ones in ways that are not possible for earlier models.



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable

Neural Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga
et al’ 20]

* LM as KRR (knowledge representation and
reasoning) models

— Why a model outputs a correct answer; = Three
possible explanations

— 1) The model has successfully performed some reasoning
or generalization required to make a novel inference,

— 2) the dataset contains some statistical biases that the
model is exploiting, or

— 3) the model has memorized the exact answer,
potentially from pretraining data that overlaps with the
test cases. In short, knowledge encoded only in a LM’s
parameters is generally opaque.



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable

Neural Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga

et al’ 20]
* Proposal

— Propose an interface between explicit, symbolically bound
memories and sub-symbolic distributed neural models

— Important benefits:
* 1) make more of a language model’s behavior interpretable
e 2) there is a massive amount of useful information that has been

created and curated in structured databases.

— Sometimes this information either does not occur in text at all (such as a new
product that hasn’t come out yet) or is very difficult to interpret from the text
(such as in scientific, technical, or legal documents)

* 3) Pre-trained language models appear to require training on very large
corpora to obtain good factual coverage—and the massive web corpora
required by these data-hungry models

— Contain huge amounts of sexist, racist, and incorrect assertions (Bolukbasi et al.,
2016; Sun et al., 2019b)

— Our approach: makes it possible to obtain better factual

coverage of assertions chosen from selected trusted sources, by
inserting this trusted factual content into the symbolic memory



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable

Neural Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga
et al’ 20]

* Proposal

— Incorporate an external fact memory into a neural
language model.

— This model forms its predictions by integrating
contextual embeddings with retrieved knowledge
from an external memory, where those memories are
bound to symbolic facts which can be added and
modified.



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Facts-as-Experts model architecture
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Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Definitions
- }C . a Knowledge Base as a set of triples (s,7,0)

s,oe& 1reR

—{pl, S ,p|c|} . A text corpus Cis a collection of
paragraphs

— M :thesetof entity mentions in the corpus C
— TI; : the mention defined as (Bm, sz,?n, tf],jn)

* Entity e,,, is mentioned in paragraph p starting from the

token at position s', and ends on t},

— The superscript p is usually dropped



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Input
— The pretraining input is constructed as cloze-type Question
Answering (QA) task.
- D= {wl, . ,w|p|} : Given a paragraph
—{m1,...,my} :mentions
— Pick a mention m; and replace all tokens from s,,,. to t,,,. with a
special [MASK] token.

— Task: Consider the entity in E named by the masked entity to be
the answer to the cloze question q.

— Context mentions: Mentions in the paragraph other than this
masked entity
— E.g.) in the cloze question, {‘Charles’, ‘Darwin’, ‘was’, ‘born’, ‘in’,
[MASK], [MASK], ‘in’, “1809’, /, ‘His’, ‘proposition’, . .. },
e “Charles Darwin” is a context entity in mention m4 = (‘Charles Darwin’, 1,
2)

* “United Kingdom” is the answer entity in the masked mention mans =
(‘United Kingdom’, 6, 7).



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Entity-aware Contextual Embeddings

— Follow the Entities-as-Experts (EaE) model to train an
external entity memory

* EaE inputs a paragraph (or question) containing unlinked
entities with known boundaries

—q = {ws,... aw\q\}: Given a question
—m; = (€m,, Sm;> tm,) :a list of context mentions
— €,4ns: the answer from the masked mention m ., =

(eans» SCLTLS' tans)
— The contextual embedding:

hgl), . ’h!(é)l = Transformer({w, ..., w|y})



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Entity-aware Contextual Embeddings
— The contextual embedding:

e used to compute query vectors that interface with an

external entity memory |, & R’é”Xde

e.embeddings of the

— To construct a query vector

* Compute the attention weights o

full entity vocabular The attention weighted

sum of entity embeddings

T (1 l
m; — We [hg) . (Tli entity-aware contextual query

ul) = softmax(h!!) | E) x E

m; i’

R — hY + Wiul) | sp < j < tm,

J mg)



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Entity-aware Contextual Embeddings

— Train this query vector with a cross-entropy loss
against [,

A T

€m; = argmax, ¢ (¢, €;)

loss¢x = cross_entropy (softmax(c,, , E), I, )

(2

— Supervision on the intermediate entity access is
beneficial for learning entity-aware contextual
embeddings

l0SSent = cross_entropy(softmax(hg}i E), 1. )

1



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Fact memory
— FaE: The external entity memory E from the EaE

model and adds another fact memory which contains
triples from the knowledge base K

the subject and relation pair
— a; = (s,7) € A :ahead pair
- b; = {o1,...,0,} € B:atail set
- K" = (A, B): encoded as as a key-value memory
-E < RI€|Xde : the entity embeddings

- R & RIRIXdr : embeddings of relations R in the
knowledge base K



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Fact memory
— Retrieve the top k head pairs with the largest inner
product scores using the query vector

* This retrieval process is distantly supervised

— a head pair is a distantly supervised positive example

Ads = (8, 7“) for a passage
* if its subject entity s is named by a context mention m; and
the masked entity e, is an element of the corresponding

tail set  €4ns € by
— Uds — (Snu117 Tnull) (a null fact): For cases that no
distantly supervised positive example exists for a
passage



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Fact memory

— The distant supervision is encoded by a loss function:

o T
TOPk (Vmans ) A) D argmaxk7]€{177|"4’}a] Vmans

lossgact = cross_entropy (softmax(vy,,.., A), Iy, )

* The tail sets associated with the top k scored head pairs, i.e.

{bjlj € TOP(v,A)}



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Integrating Knowledge and Context

— A tail set b; returned from the fact memory
* The set of entities {01, Ceey On}

- 0; © E :The embedding of entity o;
— Encode the returned tail set b;:

bj — Z ;0; & Rde

OiEbj



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Integrating Knowledge and Context

— Within-tail attention: Compute a second query vector
Zp,. . to score the entities inside the tail set b;

Zmans — Wg [h(T) : h(T)]

Sans ? * Tans

exXp (O;Lr Zmans)

Zolebg‘ Sap (O%F Zmans)
— The knowledge embedding for the masked mention m,,

e = > Bib;

jETOPk (Vmans ,A)

Oy —

eXp (af Vmans)

B

ZtETOPk (Vmans ,A) CXPp (aitr Vmans)



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Integrating Knowledge and Context
— I, : The knowledge embedding for m g,

* Intuitively, the result of retrieving a set of entities from the fact
memory.

— Learn to jointly use the contextual query ¢;, __ and
knowledge query f,___to predict the masked entity

— ... :aknowledge enhanced contextual query
\ = P(y — anull) the integrated query

qmans — )\ . cTnans + (1 o )\) ) f"nans

A L T finally used to predict
€ans = AIZMAX, ¢ (qmans ei) the masked entity

loss,,s = cross_entropy (softmax ( E) I )

qmans ) » —€ans



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Pretraining

— FaE is jointly trained to predict context entities and the
masked entity.
e Context entities are predicted using the contextual embeddings

* Intermediate supervision with oracle entity linking labels is
provided in the entity memory access step for context entities;

* The masked entity is predicted using the knowledge-enhanced
contextual embeddings

e Distant supervised fact labels are also provided at training time.

— The final training loss is the unweighted sum of the four
losses:

1OSSpretr:clin — 10SSent + 108Scix + 10SSfact + 10SSans



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Finetuning on QA

— At finetuning time, entity embeddings E and relation

embeddings R are fixed

— Finetune all transformer layers and the four

transformation matrices W . Wy, W, Wf

10SSfinetune = 108Sfact

10SS 415



Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

* Experiment results

— Accuracy on FreebaseQA and WebQuestionsSP datasets

FreebaseQA WebQuestionsSP
Data Full WikiData Full Wikidata
Dataset Answerable | Dataset Answerable

FOFE 37.0 - 67.6 -
EmQL - - 75.5 74.6
EaE 53.4 59.1 46.3 61.4
FaE (ours) 63.3 73.9 56.1 78.5
EaE no finetune 18.3 24 .8 12.8 214
FaE (ours) no finetune 19.7 26.9 15.9 24.6




Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

Analysis of the two datasets showed that many of the test answers also appear
as answers to some training-set question: this is the case for 75.0% of answers
in the test data for FreebaseQA, and 57.5% of the answers in WebQuestionsSP.

— Effects of Different Data Filtering

— None: has no filtering and is the same as the Full Dataset setting in
table

— Pretrain: removes all entity pair overlap between the eval datasets (all
splits) and the pretraining text and kb.

— Fine-tune: removes all entity pair overlap between the eval train and
test splits.

— All: combines both pretrain and fine tune filtering.

FreebaseQA WebQuestionsSP
Filter Type | None Pretrain Fine-tune @ All | None Pretrain Fine-tune  All
EaE 534 45.2 45.8 28.6 | 46.3 45.4 30.9 294
FaE (ours) 63.3 57.5 56.5 48.0 | 56.1 55.4 40.7 39.2




Facts as Experts: Adaptable and Interpretable Neural
Memory over Symbolic Knowledge [Verga et al’ 20]

— Injecting New Facts into Memory

* without retraining any parameters of the model.

FreebaseQA WebQuestionsSP
Filter Type | None Pretrain Fine-tune  All | None Pretrain Fine-tune  All
EaE 53.4 45.2 45.8 28.6 | 46.3 45.4 30.9 294
FaE (ours) 63.3 57.5 56.5 48.0 | 56.1 55.4 40.7 39.2

In the Inject Facts setting, the pretraining corpus and training KB are still
Filtered, but at inference time, new facts are injected into the models
memory allowing it to recover most of the drop from the Full setting



REALM: Retrieval-Augmented Language
Model Pre-Training [Guu et al ’20]

* |n pretrained LM

— The learned world knowledge is stored implicitly in the parameters
of the underlying neural network.

— Problems

* This makes it difficult to determine what knowledge is stored in the
network and where.

e Storage space is limited by the size of the network—to capture more
world knowledge, one must train ever-larger networks, which can be
prohibitively slow or expensive.

* |In REALM

— Retrieval-Augmented Language Model (REALM) pre-training

— Augments language model pre-training algorithms with a learned
textual knowledge retriever.

— This approach explicitly exposes the role of world knowledge,
decide by asking what knowledge to retrieve and use during
inference



REALM: Retrieval-Augmented Language
Model Pre-Training [Guu et al ’20]

- Unlabeled text, from pre-training corpus (') -,
' The [MASK] at the top of the pyramid () |

Textual retrieve
knowledge - ---- Neural Knowledge Retriever ~ pg(z|a:)j

corpus (Z)

- Retrieved document® -----------------oos
. The pyramidion on top allows for less .

material higher up the pyramid. (z)

__________________________________________

- Query and document - J-----cccciccooo T :
! [CLS] The [MASK] at the top of the pyramid '
E [SEP] The pyramidion on top allows for less .
: material higher up the pyramid. (Tz)

-
End-to-end backpropagation

[Knowledge—Augmented Encoder ~ py(y|z, z)]

@i ANSwer gasbecsoocooco. |
\ [MASK] = pyramidion (y) !

___________________________

f



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* REALM’s generative process

— Takes some input x and learns a distribution p(y|x)
over possible outputs y.

— For pretraining
* The task is masked language modeling

* X is a sentence from a pre-training corpus X with some
tokens masked out, and the model must predict the
value of those missing tokens, y.

— For fine-tuning, the task: Open-QA

* X is aquestion, andy is the answer.



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* Decompose p(y|x) into two steps: retrieve, then predict
* 1) Retrieve: p(z | x)

— Given an input x, we first retrieve possibly helpful documents
Z from a knowledge corpus Z

— Model this as a sample from the distribution p(z | x)
 2) Predict: p(y |x, 2)

— Condition on both the retrieved z and the original input x to
generate the output y

— Treat z as a latent variable and marginalize over all possible
documents z, yielding

p(ylz) =) plylz z)p(z|z)

Z2EZ



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

e Model architecture
— Knowledge Retriever

exp f(x, 2)
=/ exp f(ﬂj? ZI) j
f(x,2) = Embed;nput (z) " Embedgoc(2),

z:>(2|u~’f»‘)=Z

Embed;nput(2) = WinputBERTcLs(joinggpr (7))
Embe ddnc (Z) — Wdoc BERTCLS (J OiIlBERT (ztitle 3 andy))

joingger(x) = [CLS]x [SEP]
joingpor(x1,22) = [CLS]z; [SEP ]2 [SEP]



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

— Knowledge-Augmented Encoder: p(y | z, x)

* Join x and z into a single sequence that we feed into a
Transformer (distinct from the one used in the
retriever), allowing us to perform rich crossattention
between x and z before predicting y

ply |z x) = prg\zx

p(yj | 2, ) o< exp (wj BER Tuask(j) (joingggr(w, Zbody)))



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* Open-QA fine tuning
— Assume that the answer y can be found as a contiguous
sequence of tokens in some document z.

— Let S(z,y) be the set of spans matching y in z.

P(y | 2 33) X Z eXPp (MLP ([hSTART(s)E hEND(s)]))

s€S(z,y)

hstarT(s) = ]-D’ERTSTART(s)(jOiHBERT(Z , Zbody ) )

hEND(s) — BERTEND(S)(jOinBERT($: Zbody)):r



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* Unsupervised pre-training. The knowledge retriever and knowledge-
augmented encoder are jointly pre-trained on the unsupervised language
modeling task

=TT Pre-training
-~ Unlabeled text ~-------------%---------—-- corpus (X)

. The [MASK] at the top of the pyramid (:z: ) :

N2

l . Textual
retrieve

[Neural Knowledge Retriever (0) }-( —————— knowledge
| l corpus (Z)

(z,2)
x[Knowledge—Augmented Encoder (qb)j

3 ANSWer passesssssessasey
' [MASK] = pyramidion (y)



REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* Supervised fine-tuning. After the parameters of the retriever (6) and
encoder () have been pre-trained, they are then fine-tuned on a task of
primary interest, using supervised examples.

Lo - ‘séf;?;aie- *(SuperwsedJ
-~ Input query - -----cmoooee A data

what’s the angle of an equilateral triangle? ﬂf):

l retrieve Textual
[Neural Knowledge Retriever (6) }( ------ knowledge
| corpus (Z)
) |

\[Knowledge—Augmented Encoder (qb)j

60 degrees Cy) i



REALM [Guu et al ’20]
* For MIPS

— we must pre-compute Embed . (z) for every z € Z and
construct an efficient search index over these embedding =
No longer consistent if the parameters 0 of Embed__are later
updated

e Asynchronous MIPS refreshes

— To “refresh” the index by asynchronously re-embedding and
re-indexing all documents every several hundred training
steps

e 1) A primary trainer job, which performs gradient updates on the
parameters

e 2)secondary index builder job, which embeds and indexes the
documents

doc

MIPS index of Z

Index builder MLM trainer

(stale 6) (fresh 6)

-
-
e o o o = =

Updates ¢ < 6




REALM [Guu et al ’20]

* Experiments

— outperform all previous methods by a significant

margin (4-16% absolute accuracy)

. .. NQ WQ CT
Name Architectures Pre-training (T9k/4K)  (3k/2K)  (1k /1K) # params
BERT-Baseline (Lee et al., 2019) Sparse Retr.+Transformer BERT 26.5 17.7 21.3 110m
T5 (base) (Roberts et al., 2020) Transformer Seq2Seq TS5 (Multitask) 27.0 29.1 - 223m
T5 (large) (Roberts et al., 2020) Transformer Seq2Seq T5 (Multitask) 29.8 32.2 - 738m
TS5 (11b) (Roberts et al., 2020) Transformer Seq2Seq TS5 (Multitask) 34.5 37.4 - 11318m
DrQA (Chen et al., 2017) Sparse Retr.+DocReader N/A - 20.7 25.7 34m
HardEM (Min et al., 2019a) Sparse Retr.+Transformer BERT 28.1 - - 110m
GraphRetriever (Min et al., 2019b) GraphRetriever+Transformer BERT 31.8 31.6 - 110m
PathRetriever (Asai et al., 2019) PathRetriever+Transformer MLM 32.6 - - 110m
ORQA (Lee et al., 2019) Dense Retr.+Transformer ICT+BERT 333 36.4 30.1 330m
Ours (X = Wikipedia, Z = Wikipedia) Dense Retr.4Transformer REALM 39.2 40.2 46.8 330m
Ours (X = CC-News, Z = Wikipedia)  Dense Retr.+Transformer REALM 40.4 40.7 42.9 330m




Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)

— Combine a pre-trained retriever (Query Encoder +
Document Index) with a pre-trained encoder-
decoder (Generator) and fine-tune end-to-end

Defi i = € - s s s mm s e s e s s - - ===~ The middle ear includes
efine "middle ear" (x) ) )
End-to-End Backprop through q and pg I BN LE BACLLE 2
Question Answering: the three ossicles. (y)
Question Query Question Answering:

Answer Generation

Barack Obama was d(Z)

born in Hawaii. (x) q(x) Za supports (y)
Fact Verification: Fact Query . -y - 8N Margin- Fact Vertfication:
.- . Label Generation
PR ’?|—| Z3 ___) allze
The Divine —_— q MlPS<: = 4 \_/\21 g Pe —— This 14th century work
Comedy (x) _ , .. .
is divided into 3
Jeopardy Question ~ X sections: "Inferno",
Generation: > "Purgatorio" &
Answer Query ~ "Paradiso" (v)

f Question Generation




Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)

— Pny (Z|LE‘) a retriever with parameters 7
* Returns (top-K truncated) distributions over text passages given a
query x
— Do (yz |337 2 yl:z‘—l) : a generator parametrized by 6
* Generates a current token based on a context of the previousi —
1 tokens y;.;_1, the original input x and a retrieved passage z

— Train the retriever and generator end-to-end
* Treat the retrieved document as a latent variable.

* Propose two models to produce a distribution over generated text.

« RAG-Sequence: the model uses the same document to predict
each target token

« RAG-Token: the model can predict each target token based on a
different document



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— RAG-Sequence Model

* Uses the same retrieved document to generate the complete
seguence.

— Treats the retrieved passage as a single latent variable that is
marginalized to get the seq2seq probability p(y|x) via a top-K
approximation

N
pRAG—Sequence(y|$) — Z pn(z|33)Hpe(yi|5€,zaﬁ9’1:7;—1)

z€top-k(p(-|x))

— RAG-Token Model

* Draw a different latent passage for each target token and
marginalize accordingly

PRAG-Token y‘ZC H Z pn(zi‘x)pé’(yi’xaZ’iayl:i—l)

1 zetop-k(p(-|x))



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Retriever: DPR
* Based on a bi-encoder architecture:

py(z|z) o< exp (d(2), q(z))

* Top-k search using MIPS by FAISS

— To efficiently calculate top—k(pn(- |x)), the list of k elements z with
highest prior probability p, (z|x), use a Maximum Inner Product Search

(MIPS) index provided by the FAISS library

— Generator: BART
* Do (yz|:v, 2y yu_l) : based on BART-large

— Generally, modelled using any encoder-decoder

* Simply concatenate the input x and the retrieved content z



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Training
 Jointly train the retriever and generator components without
any direct supervision on what document should be retrieved

* Fine-tuning: Given (xj ,yj), a fine-tuning training corpus of

input/output pairs, minimize the negative marginal log-
likelihood of each target:

> —log p(y;|z;)

* Updating the document encoder during training is costly

— as it requires the document index to be periodically updated as REALM
does during pre-training
* But, here, do not find this step necessary for strong
performance, and so keep the document encoder (and index)
fixed, only fine-tuning the query encoder and the generator.



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Decoding

* RAG-Sequence and RAG-Token require different ways
to approximate arg max p(y|x).
y

e RAG-Token:

—can be seen as a standard, autoregressive, seq25eq
onnearatnr with trancitinn nrnhahilitv
/ _
Po(YilT, Y1:i-1) = Py (2i|2)po(yilz, ziy y1:i-1)
z€top-k(p(-|x))

—To decode, we can plug py (¥; |x, y1.i—1) into a standard
beam decoder



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Decoding
* RAG-Sequence

— The likelihood p(y|x) does not break into a conventional per-
token likelihood for the RAG-Sequence

— hence we cannot solve it with a single beam search pass

— Instead, run beam search for each candidate document z, scoring
each hypothesis using pg (v; |x, 2, ¥1.5-1)

» This yields a set of hypotheses Y of which some might not
have appeared in the beams of all documents

— Thorough Decoding

» To estimate the probability of an hypothesis y across all
beams, run an additional forward pass:

» for each document z for which y does not appear in the
beam, multiply the generator score with p, (z|x) and then

sum up the probabilities across beams for the marginals.



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Decoding

* RAG-Sequence
— Fast Decoding

» But, For longer output sequences, |Y | can become large, requiring
many forward passes

» For more efficient decoding, we can make a further approximation
that pg (v|x,z;) = 0 where y was not generated during beam
search from x, z; .

» Avoids the need to run additional forward passes once the
candidate set Y has been generated



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiments
—Open-Domain QA

* Open-Domain QA Test Scores. TriviaQA Curate‘fTreC
l

Model NQ TQA WQ CT

T5-11B [46] 345 - /501 374 -

Closed-Book 15 118 L sSM 461 366 - /605 447 -
Oven-Boox  REALM[18] 404 -/ - 407 468
P DPR [22] 415 579/ -  41.1 506
RAG-Token 44.1 55.2/66.1 45.5 50.0

RAG-Sequence 44.5 56.1/68.0 45.2 52.2

For TQA, the left column uses the test split commonly used in Open-
Domain QA. The right column uses the hidden TQA Wiki test split



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Abstractive QA & Jeopardy Question Generation
* Generation and classification task Test Scores

Model Jeopardy QGen  MS-MARCO  FEVER-3 FEVER-2
B-1 QB-1 R-L B-1 Label Accuracy
SotA - - 49.8*  49.9* 76.8 92.2%
BART 15.1 19.7 38.2 41.6 64.0 81.1
RAG-Token 17.3 22.2 40.1 41.5 79 5 29 5

RAG-Sequence 14.7 21.4 40.8 44.2 -




Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

Jeopardy Question Generation

— Human assessments for the Jeopardy Question Generation Task

BART better RAG-Token better Both good Both poor No Majority

Factuality 7.1% 42.7 % 11.7% 17.7% 20.8%
Specificity 16.8% 37.4% 18.8% 6.9% 20.1%

— RAG-Token document posterior p(z; |x,y; ,y—;) for each
generated token for input “Hemingway" for Jeopardy generation
with 5 retrieved documents.

Document 1: his works are considered classics of American Doc 1 A .
literature ... His wartime experiences formed the basis for his novel 2 4 .
” A Farewell to Arms” (1929) ...

Doc 3 1
Document 2: ... artists of the 1920s “Lost Generation” expatriate Doc 4 1
community. His debut novel, “The Sun Also Rises”, was published
in 1926. Docs TN LSS O R
o) g S 0% 9 > o & AN z N0 o
%o & Y}@ & ~ QOAGQ“\ & 0\6‘0 8 Y’Qé, & ®

The posterior for document 1 is high when generating “A Farewell to
Arms" and for document 2 when generating “The Sun Also Rises"



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

Jeopardy Question Generation
— Example Generations for MS-MARCO and Jeopardy Question

generation
Task Input Model Generation
. BART  ’The middle ear is the part of the ear between the middle ear and the nose.
define middle . . , .
RAG-T The middle ear is the portion of the ear internal to the eardrum.

car : . : . .
MS- RAG-S The middle ear includes the tympanic cavity and the three ossicles.
MARCO

what currency BART  The currency needed in Scotland is Pound sterling.

needed in RAG-T Pound is the currency needed in Scotland.

scotland RAG-S The currency needed in Scotland is the pound sterling.

BART  ’This state has the largest number of counties in the U.S.
Jeopardy Washington RAG-T 1t’s the only U.S. state named for a U.S. president

Questlon RAG-S It’s the state where you’ll find Mount Rainier National Park
Gener e N . .
. .. BART This epic poem by Dante is divided into 3 parts: the Inferno, the Purgatorio & the Purgatorio
-ation The Divine : o
RAG-T Dante’s "Inferno" is the first part of this epic poem
Comedy

RAG-S This 14th century work is divided into 3 sections: "Inferno", "Purgatorio” & "Paradiso"




Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]
— Ablations

* Ablations on the development set. As FEVER is a classification
dataset, RAG-Token and RAG-Sequence are equivalent.

Model NQ TQA WQ CT Jeopardy-QGen MSMarco  FVR-3 FVR-2
Exact Match B-1 QB-1 R-L  B-1 Label Accuracy
RAG-Token-BM25 29.7 41.5 32.1 33.1 | 17.5 223 55.5 484 75.1 91.6
RAG-Seq-BM25 31.8 441 36.6 338 | 11.1 19.5 56.5 469 ) )
RAG-Token-Frozen 37.8 50.1 37.1  51.1 | 16.7 21.7 559 494 72,9 29 4
RAG-Seq-Frozen 41.2 521 41.8 526 | 11.8 19.6 56.7 4723 ' '
RAG-Token 435 548 465 519 | 179 226 56.2 494 745 906
RAG-Seq 44.0 558 449 534 | 153 215 572 475 ' '




Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Ablations

 Left: NQ performance as more documents are retrieved.

 Center: Fraction of answers in NQ where the answer occurs
somewhere in the top K documents.

e Right: MS-MARCO Bleu-1 and Rouge-L as more documents are

retrieved.
44 T el [ R —— s I BN e
v 80 1 v -
® 8 56 -
5 43 = 7 @
o -
§ § j.) 54 - —— RAG-Tok R-L
< 421 7 0 % — .= RAG-Tok B-1
3] — -
< 5] © 52 - R _ -
r}j 41 - 2 o~ 5 RAG-5eq R-L
2} ~ —— ! -
@ 40 é 50 A ’ ~ == RAG-Seq ~ 504 ~. RAG-5eq B-1
z | —— RAG-Tok o I — = Fixed DPR 3 e
39 _: —— RAG_Seq Z 40 T BM25 m 48 1 - N e T e e e e e e e o o —
10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50

K Retrieved Docs K Retrieved Docs K Retrieved Docs



Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
Knowledge-Intensive NLP Tasks [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Generation Diversity

e Ratio of distinct tri-grams to total tri-grams in the development
set generations for MSMARCO and Jeopardy Question

Generation
Dataset Gold BART RAG-Token RAG-Sequence
MSMARCO 89.6%  70.7% 77.8% 83.5%
Jeopardy Generation 90.0% 32.4% 46.8 % 53.8%

RAG-Sequence generations are more diverse than RAG-Token generations, and
both generate significantly more diverse outputs than BART without requiring
any diversity-promoting decoding strategy.



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* KNN-LM

— Extend a pre-trained neural language model (LM) by
linearly interpolating it with a k-nearest neighbors
(kNN) model

— Compute the nearest neighbors according to distance
in the pre-trained LM embedding space

* These neighbors can be drawn from any text collection,
including the original LM training data



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

Nearest k Normalization
p(k;) o< exp(—d;)

Hawaii |3 |—> Hawaii |0.7
lllinois |4 |—™ inois 10.2
Hawaii |5 > Hawaii |0.1

Aggregation
PrnNlY) = Z l_gJ,r','J[.A',)

1

Hawaii
llinois

0.8
0.2

Classification
pm(y)

A

Training Contexts Targets || Representations Distances
C; (% ki = flc;) di = d(q, k;)
Obama was senator for | lllinois 4
Barack is married to | Michelle - @O0 100
Obama was born in | Hawaii @O0O® 5]
Obama is a native of | Hawaii 3
A
Test Context Target Representation
T q=flz)
Obama’s birthplace is ?

Y

Hawaii |0.2
lllinois |0.2

Interpolation

p(y)=Apenn () + (1= Npru(y)

Hawaii
lllinois

0.6
0.2

e A datastore is constructed with an entry for each training set token, and an encoding of its
leftward context
* Forinference, a test context is encoded, and the k most similar training contexts are
retrieved from the datastore, along with the corresponding targets.
* Adistribution over targets is computed based on the distance of the corresponding context
from the test context.
* This distribution is then interpolated with the original model’s output distribution.




Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Nearest neighbor language modeling
— ¢ = (wy1,...wy—1): given a context sequence of tokens
— p(wy¢|ey) : autoregressive LMs
— Datastore: (K,V)
(K, V) ={(f(ci), wi)|(ci, wi) € D}

* The set of all key-value pairs constructed from all the training
examplesin D

— f() : The function that maps a context c¢ to a fixed-length vector
representation computed by the pre-trained LM



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Nearest neighbor language modeling

— Inference

* Given the input context x, queries the datastore with f(x) to
retrieve its k-nearest neighbors N according to a distance

function d(-,")
 Computes a distribution over neighbors based on a softmax of
their negative distances

pan(ylz) o< Y Ly, exp(—d(k;, f()))
(ki,v;)EN

* The final kNN-LM: interpolate the nearest neighbor
distribution p;yy With the model distribution pLM using a
tuned parameter 4

p(ylr) = A pan(y|x) + (1 — A) pum(y|r)



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Nearest neighbor language modeling

— Continuous cache model
* Cache recent items in the same test document [Grave et al ‘17]

* The model saves and retrieves neighbors from earlier in the test
document rather than the training set



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Performance on WIKITEXT-103

Model Perplexity (] ) # Trainable Params
Dev Test

Baevski & Auli (2019) 17.96 18.65 24TM
+Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) - 18.30 25TM
+Phrase Induction (Luo et al., 2019) - 17.40 25TM

Base LM (Baevski & Auli, 2019) 17.96 18.65 , 24T
+kNN-LM 16.06 16.12 247TM
+Continuous Cache (Grave et al., 2017¢) 17.67 18.27 247TM

+kENN-LM + Continuous Cache 15.81 15.79 247TM




Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Performance on BOOKS

Model Perplexity (]) # Trainable Params
Dev Test
Base LM (Baevski & Auli, 2019) 14.75 11.89 247TM
+kNN-LM 14.20 10.89 247TM

— Experimental results on WIKI-3B.

* The model trained on 100M tokens is augmented with a
datastore that contains about 3B training examples

Training Data Datastore Perplexity ()

Dev Test  outperform the vanilla LM
WIKI-3B - 16.11 15.17 trained on the entire WIKI-3B
WIKI-100M - 20.99 19.59 training set.

WIKI-100M WIKI-3B 14.61 13.73




Perplexity

Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Varying the size of the datastore.

21
20
19
— Wiki-100M
18 --- Wiki-3B
17 —»— KNN-LM (Wiki-100M + kNN)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
Size of datastore (in billions)

(a) Effect of datastore size on perplexities.

Optimal A

B
@ 0.4
£
o
[§+]
2 0.3 .
S —— KkNN-LM (Wiki-100M + kNN)
B
20.2
@
€
~ 0.1

0.0

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Size of datastore (in billions)

(b) Tuned values of A for different datastore sizes



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Domain adaptation experiments, with results on

BOOKS

Training Data Datastore Perplexity (])
Dev Test

WIKI-3B - 37.13 34.84

BOOKS - 14.75 11.89

WIKI-3B BOOKS 24.85 20.47



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Tuning nearest neighbor search

* Key Function

— WIKITEXT-103 validation results using different states from the final
layer of the LM as the representation function f(:) for keys and queries

——»é Key Type Dev ppl. (})
(Feed Forwatrd Network) No datastore 17.96
‘ Model output 17.07
—(Layer Norm) Model output layer normalized 17.01
>é FFN input after layer norm 16.06
4 FFN input before layer norm 17.06
@A”'ﬁ Head.ed] MHSA input after layer norm 16.76
elf Attention ]
w47 MHSA 1input before layer norm 17.14

L—{(Layer Norm)
f

retrieve k=1024 neighbors and A is tuned for each.



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

Experiment results

* Number of Neighbors per Query
— Effect of the number of NNs returned per word on WIKITEXT-103

Returning more entries from the datastore monotonically improves performance

Perplexity

—¢— KkNN-LM on Wikitext-103

8 64 256 1024
k (# nearest neighbors)



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

* Interpolation Parameter

— Effect of interpolation parameter A on in-domain (left y-axis) and out-
of-domain (right y-axis) validation set performances

More weight on pkNN improves domain adaptation

—»— Books (In-domain)
Wiki-3B + Books Datastore - 36

18 - & (Domain Adaptation) -
2
>, 343
D 17 - 8
o
g -32 5
< 8
(o]
2 16 - 303
o) <
b <
= 28 2
15 - a
26
14 -

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8



Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Qualitative Analysis
Example where the kNN model has much higher confidence in

the correct target than the LM

Test Context (pinny = 0.998, prm = 0.124) Test Target

it was organised by New Zealand international player Joseph Warbrick,  development
promoted by civil servant Thomas Eyton, and managed by James Scott, a
publican. The Natives were the first New Zealand team to perform a haka,
and also the first to wear all black. They played 107 rugby matches during
the tour, as well as a small number of Victorian Rules football and associ-
ation football matches in Australia. Having made a significant impact on

the...

. . Training Context
Training Set Context Set Target  Probability
As the captain and instigator of the 1888-89 Natives — the first New Zealand  development 0.998

team to tour the British Isles — Warbrick had a lasting impact on the...

promoted to a new first grade competition which started in 1900. Glebe district 0.00012
immediately made a big impact on the...

centuries, few were as large as other players managed. However, others game 0.000034
contend that his impact on the...

Nearly every game in the main series has either an anime or manga adap-  development  (0.00000092
tation, or both. The series has had a significant impact on the...




Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Simple vs Neural Representation

* Interpolating the Transformer LM with n-gram LMs on

WIKITEXT-103 Using kNN-LM gives a much lower perplexity,
suggesting that the representations are learning
more than just matching local context.

)
LV o
75
Vi LV

N N

—— Wikitext-103 LM + n-gram LM
=== KkNN-LM on Wikitext-103

Perplexity
|—|
-..‘J
o
o

N (ci7ze of n-aram)



Training loss (base e)

co

~J

(o)}

(%)

N

w

Generalization through Memorization: Nearest
Neighbor Language Models [Khandelwal et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Implicit vs Explicit Memory

* Training curves for the Transformer LM with and without
dropout

0 25

50

75

Turning off dropout allows the training loss to go to 0,
indicating that the model has sufficient capacity to
memorize the training data.

100
Epoch

125

—>— With Dropout

—A— Without Dropouts - The memorizing LM overfits, i.e.

150

175

200

the training loss drops to 0 while
the best validation perplexity is
much higher at 28.59.

->

The Transformer is expressive
enough to memorize all training
examples, learning to do so does
not result in context
representations that generalize.



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

e Motivation

— Words follow a heavy-tail distribution

* Alarge proportion of words appear only very few times and the
embeddings of rare words are usually poorly optimized
— Embeddings of rare words carry inadequate semantic signals,
which could make the data utilization inefficient and slow down
the pre-training of the entire model

* Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF)

— Takes notes for rare words on the fly during pre-training to help
the model understand them when they occur next time

— Maintains a note dictionary and saves a rare word’s contextual
information in it as notes when the rare word occurs in a sentence

— When the same rare word occurs again during training, the note

information saved beforehand can be employed to enhance the
semantics of the current sentence



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

Without Notes: With Notes:

COVID-19 has cost thousands of

What is COVID-19? /

COVID-19 has cost thousands of lives .

Pandemic;
9:© O global crisis

dollars?
donqu?? A note of ‘COVID-19’ taken from a previousl:
E)uppies. 0 seen sentence:
Omatoes: The COVID-19 pandemic is an ongoing
global crisis.
Without any understanding of the A note of “COVID-19" taken from a
rare word "COVID-19", there are too previously-seen sentence can act as
many g.rammatlcally—co!’rect, while a very strong signal for us to
semantically-wrong options for us to predict the correct word at the

fill in the blank masked position



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

( Masked Language Model Task Loss ) Note Dictionary

| 1 |

1 I | |
| I |

: t t 1 t t t t : : 6; Contextual Vecm :

. (0|21 G @ 8] (6] (7] O |

1 . |

! t o+ttt ot | i - |

: : I [ :

l Transformer Encoder | : [ :

: I I Update . I

1 | > . I

! t t t ¢+ ¢t ¢t 1t ! Ly . |

: POSitiO}] s l 2 3 4 5 6 7 . : | @ : :

rmbeddine = T X+ + + + : O : [eeeee] | |

Vo Wed - HRIGIEIE ], | N : |

 Embedding T+ : : !

I Note | ; ﬂ Get value | Ak :

w & _
| Embedding °*° — | ) ] N\ / :
uery
I (wa)  [wi | | !
L e e e e e e e e e e e e - — 1 e o o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

To maintain the note dictionary, we can
In the input word sequence, w2 is a rare get the contextual representations of the
word. Then for tokens 4 and 5 originated word near w2 and use mean pooling
from w2, we query the value of w2 in the over those representations as the note of
note dictionary and weighted average it w2 in the current sentence. Then, we
with token/position embeddings update w2's value in the note dictionary



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

* The Construction of Note Dictionary

— Notel)ict :anote dictionary which will maintain a
note representation (value) for each rare word (key) during
pre-training

— Factors to be considered

* The frequency of the words in the dictionary should not be
extremely low either

— because if the word appears only once in the corpus, there will be no
“cross-sentence signal” to use

* The note dictionary also shouldn’t take too many memories in
practice
— Define keys as those words with occurrences between 100
and 500 in the data corpus.

— The data corpus roughly contains 3.47B words in total and
the size of NoteDict’s vocabulary is about 200k.



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

 Maintaining Note Dictionary

— When a rare word occurs, record the contextual
information of its surrounding words in the sentence as
Its note

— Suppose a rare word w appears both in the input token
sequence x = {xq, -+ ,X;, -+ , X, and NoteDict

— (s, t): the span boundary of win x
— Define the note of w for x:

1
Note(w, x) = ST Z C;
S




Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

 Maintaining Note Dictionary

— Now update w’s note saved in NoteDict to include the
latest semantics in sentence x

* updates w’s value in NoteDict using exponential moving
average

— In this way, at any occurrence of w during pre-training, its contextual
information from all previous occurrences can be leveraged and used

NoteDict(w) = (1 — ) - NoteDict(w) 4+ v - Note(w, x)



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

* Leveraging Note Dictionary for Pre-training

— NoteDict explicitly contains surrounding contexts for rare
words.

— Use such information as a part of the input to the
Transformer encoder.

— For any masked token sequence = = {Z1, - , %, ,Tp}
first find all rare words that appears in both NoteDict and x.

— {(wj, 85,t5)}721 : Spans of m rare words in x

— The input to the model is defined as

: (1 —\) - (pos_emb, + token_emb;) + X - NoteDict(w;) 3Jj,s.t.s; <i <t;,
mput, = :
’ pos_emb, + word_emb; otherwise.



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

* Leveraging Note Dictionary for Pre-
training
— Informally saying,

— when the token x; is originated from a rare word w; in NoteDict,
we first query w; in NoteDict and then weight-averages its
value NoteDict(w;) with the token embedding token_emb;
and positional embedding pos_emb;.

— In such a way, the historical contextual information of rare word
w; in NoteDict(w;), can be processed together with other words
in the current sentence in the stacked Transformer layers,
which can help the model to better understand the input
seguence



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

* Experiment results

* The curves of pre-training loss, pre-training validation loss
and average GLUE score for all models trained under the

BERT setting and ELECTRA setting

TNF improves pre-training efficiency.

< ™
o} -~ BERT-train ~R ~--- ELECTRA-train
b —— BERT-TNF-train | | ELECTRA-TNF-train | g
2' W -- BERT-valid ~ \ ---- ELECTRA-valid
—— BERT-TNFvalid | | —— ELECTRA-TNF-valid | Q1
I_| A
@.
~N o
~
— m
< o |
~N ©
— o |
~ o —e— BERT-TNF
~ uth — ~m- ELECTRA
@ —m— ELECTRA-TNF
ol : : : : — = L : : : : — ol : . : .
~ 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 ~— 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 <« 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
lterations le6 Iterations le6 Iterations le6

(a) Loss curves (BERT setting) (b) Loss curves (ELECTRA setting)

(¢c) GLUE evaluation



Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps
BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— Average GLUE score of all methods on the dev set
when the pre-training finished, i.e., at 1e6 iterations

TNF improves its backbone model’s performance

Params Avg. GLUE

GPT-2 117 M 78.8
BERT 110 M 82.2
SpanBERT 110 M 83.9
ELECTRA 110 M 85.1
BERT (Ours) 110 M 83.1
BERT-TNF 110 M 83.9

ELECTRA (Ours) 110 M 86.0
ELECTRA-TNF 110 M 86.7




Taking Notes on the Fly (TNF) Helps

BERT Pre-training [Wu et al ‘21]

* Experiment results

— Performance of different models on downstream tasks

e Results show that TNF outperforms backbone methods on

the majority of individual tasks
TNF improves its backbone model’s performance

MNLI QNLI QQP SST CoLA MRPC RTE STS | Avg.
BERT (Ours) 85.0 91.5 912 933 583 88.3 69.0 885 | 83.1
BERT-TNF 85.0 91.0 91.2 932 595 89.3 73.2 88.5 | 83.9
BERT-TNF-F 85.1 90.8 91.1 933 598 88.8  72.1 88.5 | 83.7
BERT-TNF-U 85.0 909 91.1 934 60.2 88.7 T71.4 88.4 | 83.6
ELECTRA(Ours) 86.8 9277 9177 93.2  66.2 90.2 764 90.5 | 86.0
ELECTRA-TNF 87.0 92,7 918 93.6 67.0 90.1 81.2 90.1 | 86.7
ELECTRA-TNF-F  86.9 926 91.8 93.7 659 89.7 814 89.8 | 86.5
ELECTRA-TNF-U  86.9 9277 917 93.6 66.3 89.8 81.0 89.8 | 86.5




Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
* Motivation

— Improve the effectiveness of language pre-training methods with
the help of mis-predictions during pre-training

— Neglecting words in the input sentence that have conflicting
semantics with mis-predictions is likely to be the reason of
generating mis-predictions at pre-training

— Hypothesis that mis-predictions during pre-training can act as
detectors of the ill focuses of the model.

— Train the model to focus more on the conflicts with the mis-
predictions while focus less on the rest words in the input sentence,
the mispredictions can be more easily corrected and the entire
model could be better trained

* Focus Less on Context of Mis-predictions(McMisP)

— Record the co-occurrence information between words to detect the
conflicting words with mis-predictions in an unsupervised way

— McMiisP uses such information to guide the attention modules
when a mis-prediction occurs



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
* Motivating examples

— In pretrained language models, the predicted words at the
masked positions are surprisingly good at an early phase of
training.

— But, examples with mis-predictions during the entire training :

He is swimming yesterday afternoon.

wu:_7

* Here, the groundtruth word “was” is mis-predicted as “is

o7

* “is” a misprediction because it contradicts the existing context
“yesterday” in the input sentence.

— Similar examples with mis-predictions
* “New York is the famous capital city in U.S.”,

* “As any father would agree, | don’t want my young and innocent
father employed to kill and take part in your futile battles”




Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

* Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-
Predictions (McMisP)

— ELECTRA: Trains two Transformer models on
parallel, one smaller BERT as generator (G) and the
other normal-sized Transformer as discriminator (D)

* The discriminator’s loss function

Lp(x,x") Z 1(x; = x¢) -log D(x", t)

t=1

— I(xy # x¢) - log(l — D(x",1))).
e The combined Loss

X = Lalx,x") + AL plx,x")

m

L(X,X



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

McMisP

— Calculating the context matrix
* Record the token-level co-occurrence information
« V = {wy,wsa, - ,wy} :avocabulary
* Calculate a matrix C

— C; j : records the total number of times that w; and w; occur together.

qufrmed e Ci;j
(2¥} o vV V
(Zz:]_ C":;z) ) (Zz:]_ Cjaz)

Calculate the final context matrix S

* Normalize C

normed
Ci

L min(c;zormed)

Cnormed)
)

S, =
C;zormed)

max( — min(



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

* McMisP

— Calculating the context matrix

* For a tokeniand token j, if j co-occurs frequently with i, S; ; is
close to 1 and vice versa

* For a mis-prediction i, McMisP will train the attention modules
to output a lower attention co-efficient a(i, j) at the position
of jif §; ; is large.

* Through this way, McMisP can penalize the frequent context of
mis-predictions and focus more on conflicts with them.



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

' McMisP

— Pretraining

« X" given an partially-masked input sequence
.

X' . the output sequence from the generator, with tokens at
the masked positions replaced by the generator’s predictions

Collect the mis-predicted positions in x" :
- r N:z:
M:U — {ﬂ(wt 3& :Bt) ' t}tzl

N, is the length of the input sequence x

Sx;; : For the mis-predicted position t in M,,, the fetched pre-
calculated context vector of the mis-predicted token x{ from S

— consists of the context co-efficients of the mis-prediction x{ with all
tokens in the vocabulary



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

' McMisP

— Pretraining

* S (t, XT) : select context coefficients of mis-prediction x r t
with tokens in the input sentence x”

— a vector with its dimension equal to the length of x"

. S(t, X"")i : the context coefficient of token pair (x{ , x;)



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

S'- N 'vesterday’ ’he’

S(“is’, x,. ):

LT 1

'he’ ’yesterday’

- McMisP  gm.

t

X.: he [is| swimming yesterday afternoon

« From the pre-calculated context matrix S, we first fetch S'is’. S'is’ consists of the
context co-efficients of ‘is" with all tokens in the vocabulary.

« Then McMisP fetches the context co-efficients of ‘is’ with all tokens in the sentence
xr, such as 'yesterday’ and 'he’. =» the context co-efficient vector S('is’, xr).

« Each element in S('is’, xr) is the the context co-efficients of ‘is" with a corresponding

token in xr



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

e McMisP

— Given S(t,x" ) prepared, McMisP guides the attention
module in the discriminator to focus less on the frequent
context and more on the conflicting context of each mis-
prediction x{ g KT

g(QtaK) _ ‘\/E

— Then use g(q¢, K) as the supervising information to train
the attention module at the mis-predicted position t

(1 =8(t,x"))

N
1 = thT 5
L= — E o 9}(
A Ny t:O( Vid gla, )

Lox,x",x") = La(x,x") +ALp(x,x") +vLa(x,Xx")



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
e McMisP ( 12 Loss )

| g(iis’ x,):

CTT (I

. ‘yesterday’
: i .7 .
a(‘is’, x. ): | 1-S(‘is’, >l(r).

__ ' Je |

E “yesterday’ 'yesterday'

C SeIf—Atteﬁtion Module )
Queryk | Key
[ |
X.. [He| [is swimming yesterday afternoon

« The training of attention modules at the mis-predicted positions in McMisP.
- The original attention co-efficient at the 'yesterday’ position is low

« In g('is’, xr), the attention coefficient at the 'yesterday’ position is higher than the
rest.



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

e McMisP

— Implementation details

* For the pre-calculated context matrix S, the size of S would
be too big to fit into the GPU memory together with the
model if we record every pairwise co-occurrence information

* We only record the co-occurrence information for words
with top 5000 frequencies in the training set

* For words not in the vocabulary of S, we train the attention
modules the same as BERT even if they are mis-predictions.

* Increasing the vocabulary of S to be larger than 5000 brings
minor performance improvements compared with the
memory overhead.



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
 Experiment results

— The curves of average GLUE score for all models
trained under the BERT setting and ELECTRA setting

86
85
Ll
D 84
O
>
Z 83
__--"7 —— BERT-McMisP
82 - ol —--- BERT
e —— ELECTRA-McMisP
7 - RA
a1l - ELECT
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

lterations le6



Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]
 Experiment results

— Average GLUE score of all methods on the dev set
when the pre-training finished, i.e., at 1e6 iterations

Params Avg. GLUE

GPT-2 117 M 78.8
BERT 110 M 82.2
SpanBERT 110 M 83.9
ELECTRA 110 M 85.1
BERT (Ours) 110 M 83.0
BERT-McMisP 110 M 83.7
ELECTRA (Ours) 110 M 85.2

ELECTRA-McMisP 110M 86.1




Focusing More on Conflicts with Mis-Predictions
Helps Language Pre-Training [Xing et al ‘20]

 Experiment results

— Performance of different models on downstream tasks.
Results show that McMisP outperforms backbone
methods on the majority of individual tasks.

MNLI QNLI QQP SST CoLA MRPC RTE STS | Avg.
BERT (Ours) 8493 91.34 91.04 9288 55.19 8829 6861 89.43 | 82.96
BERT-McMisP 8494 9088 91.06 9337 61.21 89.73 7057 87.81 | 83.70
ELECTRA(Ours) 86.93 9250 9157 9301 67.58 9029 70.12 89.98 | 85.22
ELECTRA-McMisP 86.58 9240 91.70 93.62 67.58 91.44 7491 90.11 | 86.08




Knowledge-Aware Language Model
Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]

e Goal

— Incorporate knowledge-awareness in language model
pretraining
e without changing the transformer architecture, inserting explicit

knowledge layers, or adding external storage of semantic
information

* Proposal: knowledge-aware language modeling
(KALM)

— Simply signal the existence of entities to the input of the
transformer in pretraining, with an entity extended
tokenizer; and at the output, with an additional entity
prediction task.



Knowledge-Aware Language Model

Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
 Knowledge-aware Pretraining

— Entity Tokenizer

* An entity tokenizer segments the text sequence into entity ids
using a surface form dictionary, which maps word-ngrams to

entities dict look up
Wy:54-k 7 €4

— e; is the most popular entity referred by the word k-gram w;.; ., and
e; = null if w; is not part of any known entity surface names.

e Simultaneously, the text is tokenized into two channels — a
word-entity duet token sequence

Xpoes = {wi,...,w;,...,wr} Word Sequence;
o {ei,...,e;,...,er}  Entity Sequence.

If multiple (sub)words together form an entity name, the corresponding entity id is
duplicated in each position corresponding to these words



Knowledge-Aware Language Model
Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]

 Knowledge-aware Pretraining
— Knowledge-Aware Input
* Allow the model to learn an entity embedding for each entity
¢; = Embedding_(e;) € R%,
w; = Embedding,, (w;) € R

* Combine the two embeddings to form the knowledge aware
input

—

t; = w; + Linear:(€;), Linear; € R%e X dw



Knowledge-Aware Language Model
Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
« Knowledge-aware Pretraining

— Knowledge-Aware Output.

* Besides the next-word prediction task, employ a next-entity
prediction task to further incorporate knowledge-awareness.

* Use one output head for the word probability, one for the
entity, and share all transformer layers between words and

entities | |
* The loss for position i: negaye entity
> L > L
le(ei\tg) — maX(O, S(hz ,€i) — S(hz ,6_) + )\),
~L - L

s(h; ,€;) = cos(Linear(h; ),¢€;),

- L I
h; = transformer™(t-;).
h: the output of the final layer's i-th token



Knowledge-Aware Language Model

Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
 Knowledge-aware Pretraining
— Pretraining

* The knowledge-aware input and output are incorporated in the
standard multi-task set up:

lxaLm (Xduet) = Zl plw;lt<;)) + ale(e;|t<;)

— Inference
* whenever generating output text — KALM use the word prediction
head p(wi|t<,,;)
* In inference only the shared transformer representations is used
upon the input word and entity tokens.

* The architecture of KALM only differs with an enlarged tokenization
vocabulary with additional entity tokens, and their entity
embeddings before the input to the transformer network



Knowledge-Aware Language Model

Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
* Probing language models

— Knowledge Probe

 The LAMA knowledge probing test [Petroni et al ‘19]

— Evaluates whether the language model can predict the factually correct
token in “fill-the-blank” cloze statements

— Edge Probe

 The edge probing” tasks to study the information (e.g., syntactic,
semantic, or long range structures) in the learned hidden
representations. [Tenney et al 19]

* Uses the PLM'’s hidden representations on one or multiple text
spans (e.g., h;.;1) as fixed feature representations to linear
classifiers on various linguistic/semantic tasks

— Zero-shot Evaluation:
* Focus on the zero-shot QA setting in [Radford et al. 19]
e All our models take the input in the format of

Question: dummy Q\n Answer: dummy A\n\n Question: testing Q\n Answer:




Knowledge-Aware Language Model

Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
* Probing language models

— Datasets & Specs of LMs

Dataset Items
Language Modeling
WikiText-103 (tokens) 270k
Lambada 5.1k
LAMA

Google-Re 4.6k
T-Rex 1-1 (2) 937
T-Rex N-1 (23) 20k
T-Rex N-M (16) 13k
ConceptNet (16) 11k
SQuAD (Statements) 305
Zero-Shot QA

Trivia QA 11k
Natural Questions (Short) 3.7k
WebQuestions 2.0k

Model Net.P# EP# L# Dim
Base

GPT-2 o0M 38M 12 768
KALM O0OM  458M 12 768
Large

GPT-2 (OAI) 304M 5IM 24 1024
GPT-2 304M 5IM 24 1024
KALM 304M  471IM 24 1024
eX''tra Large

GPT-2 XL (OAI) 1.46B 80M 48 1600
GPT-2 1.5B 1.46B 80M 48 1600
GPT-2 17B 169B 214M 78 4256




Knowledge-Aware Language Model
Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
 Experiment results

— Results on language modeling tasks and LAMA
knowledge probing tasks

Language Modeling LAMA Knowledge Probing

Wiki-103 Lambada | G-Re T-REx C-Net | Squad
Model Perplex. last word | Total 1-1 N-1  N-M Total | Total Total
Base (~100M)
GPT-2 20.85 33.73 | 399 2417 14.19 16.72 15.66 7.67 4.55
KALM 22.51 40.26 327 44.70 2495 25.07 25.96 8.61 6.64
Large (~300M)
GPT-2 (OAI) 22.50 4298 | 3.71 56.03 19.77 1993 21.6 10.86 8.04
GPT-2 20.46 42.63 | 490 4595 19.28 18.59 20.31 9.72 5.94
KALM 17.05 49.14 | 541 63.18 25.74 27.15 28.12 10.70 11.89
eX"tra Large (>1B)
GPT-2 1.5B (OAI) 17.37 5123 | 430 6231 21.53 19.61 2277 1228 11.54
GPT-2 1.5B 14.68 56.72 | 6.48 65.04 24.04 2151 25.06 1279 11.54
GPT-2 17B 10.21 6798 | 8.77 76.82 29.60 27.14 3095 1439 2238




Knowledge-Aware Language Model
Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— Zero-shot question answering performance of different
models for three different question answering

benchmarks.
Trivia QA Natural Questions Web Questions

Model EM cover-EM EM cover-EM EM cover-EM
Fully Supervised
T5 Base [11] 29.1 n.a. 27.0 n.a. 29.1 n.a.
TS Large [11] 35.9 n.a. 29.8 n.a. 32.2 n.a.
T511B [11] 50.1 n.a. 34.5 n.a. 37.4 n.a.
Zero-Shot
GPT-2 Base 3.44 4.77 0.81 1.24 2.08 2.92
KALM Base 5.87 7.16 1.75 2.13 3.53 4.79
GPT-2 Large 7.32 9.05 3.48 4.26 4.79 6.20
KALM Large 11.68 13.34 4.34 5.07 6.56 9.48
GPT-2 1.5B 17.78 21.59 6.08 7.95 6.20 12.65
GPT-2 17B 42.32 47.56 | 14.34 17.30 | 12.15 21.68




Knowledge-Aware Language Model

Pretraining [Rosset et al ‘21]
 Experiment results

— Edge probing results on eight NLP tasks

F1 Relations F1
78.0 - "o
<" | 8251
74.0 - ot
700-? | | 80.0
5k 10k .. 200k
F1 Entities F1
. 92.0
94.0 - -
,/
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The base versions of GPT-2 and KALM are probed, along different training
steps (x-axies), using micro-averaged F1 scores (y-axes).



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
* Transformer networks

— Two consecutive modules, a feedforward layer and a

self-attention layer.

* The latter allows the network to capture long term
dependencies and are often regarded as the key ingredient in
the success of Transformers

* Proposal: a new model that solely consists of
attention layers.
— Augment the self-attention layers with persistent

memory vectors that play a similar role as the feed-
forward layer.

— Remove the feed-forward layer without degrading the
performance of a transformer



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent
Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]

Introduce a new layer that merges the self-attention and feedforward

sublayers into a single unified attention layer

Self-attention Feedforward
ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ[[k IIIII[IIIIF
context attention ReLU
AT | MRTA

query
Py D
Xt U U
Add-norm Add-norm

All-attention

value

gl

con

text

T

I

key

1IIIIIIIIIiTIIIIIIIIIII

attention

query

Xt

U
Add-norm

our all-attention layer merges the weights
of the feedforward sublayer with the self-
attention sublayer



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent
Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]

 Transformer layer
— Multi-head self-attention sublayer
ki = Wgxy,
vi = Wuxy,
* The similarity score between t and an element c of its
context C;

Ste — X;FW(;F (kc + p(ta C))

_ as . (v ¢)) and a;.—= P (StC/@)
Yt = Z tC( ¢ + P(t, )) d ag = > exp (Sm/\/ﬁ)

ceCl =er




Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent
Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]

 Transformer layer
— Feedforward sublayer

FF(x;) =U o (Vx; +b)+c

— Add-norm
AddNorm(x;) = LayerNorm(x; + Sublayer(x;))

— Transformer layer

z; = AddNorm(MultiHead(x;))
y: = AddNorm(FF(z;)),



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
 Feedforward sublayer as an attention layer
— Transform the feedforward sublayer into an attention

layer by replacing the ReLU non-linear function in FF by
a Softmax function and removing the biases

= USoftmax(Vx;) Z at; Uy

. IJ.>1< g and VZ x: column and row vectors respectively

— Equivalent to the self-attention sublayer with the
context vectors k;, v, set to zero and the vectors V; ,
and U, ; are used as key and value side position
embeddings respectively



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
* Persistent memory augmented self-attention

layer

— All-attention layer: a single attention layer that can replace
both self-attention and feedforward layers in Transformers

* Our layer applies the attention mechanism simultaneously on the
sequence of input vectors, as in the standard self-attention layer,
and on a set of vectors not conditioned on the input

* They are shared across the data and, in some sense, forms a
persistent memory similar to the feedforward layer.
— Persistent vectors

* A set of N pairs of key-value vectors, respectively stacked in two
d; X N dimensional matrices M, and M,

* M,  and M,,: interpreted as V and U of a feedforward sublayer



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
* Persistent memory augmented self-attention

layer

— Simply add these persistent vectors to the pool of key
and value vectors conditioned on the input:

ki,...,kr.n] = Concat ([Wixy,..., Wixrp], M)
Vi,...,vron] = Concat ([W,x1,..., Wyxr|, M,)

— Cj : the concatenation of the context C; and the
indices corresponding to the N persistent vectors.

— The similarity score between an element t of the input
sequence and an element c of its extended context C;":

Ste = XIW;_ (kc + p(ta C))



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
* Persistent memory augmented self-attention

layer
— The all-attention then outputs a vector y;:

exp (Stc/\/dh)
= aie(Ve +P(E,c)) and ay. =
Vi 2 eyt R) and o= (V)
=T i€Cy

— an all-attention layer with Multiple heads

e Outputs from the different heads are concatenated for each
timestep t and multiplied W,

e Persistent vectors are not shared between heads.

y+ = AddNorm (MultiHeadAllAttn(x;))



Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
 Experiment results

— Comparison with the state of the art on character level
language modeling on enwik8

Model #Params  test bpc
Small models

Ha et al. [16] — LN HyperNetworks 27TM 1.34
Chung et al. [7] - LN HM-LSTM 35M 1.32
Zilly et al. [45] — Recurrent highway networks 46M 1.27
Mujika et al. [30] — Large FS-LSTM-4 47T™M 1.25
Krause et al. [22] — Large mLSTM 46M 1.24
Al-Rfouetal. [1] -TI12 44M 1.11
Dai et al. [8] — Transformer-XL 41M 1.06
Sukhbaatar et al. [39] - Transformer + adaptive span 39M 1.02
All-attention network + adaptive span 39M 1.01
Large models

Al-Rfou et al. [1] — T64 235M 1.06
Dai et al. [8] — Transformer-XL 181 88M 1.03
Dai et al. [8] — Transformer-XL 241 27TM 0.99
Child et al. [6] — Sparse Transformer (fixed) 95M 0.99

Sukhbaatar et al. [39] - Transformer + adaptive span 209M 0.98
All-attention network + adaptive span 114M 0.98




Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
 Experiment results

— Comparison with the state of the art on character level
language modeling on text8.

Model #Params dev bpc test bpc
Small models

Chung et al. [7] - LN HM-LSTM 35M - 1.29
Zilly et al. [45] — Recurrent highway networks 45M - 27
Krause et al. [22] — Large mLSTM 45M - 1.27
Al-Rfouetal. [1]-T12 44M - 1.18
Sukhbaatar et al. [39] - Transformer + adaptive span 38M 1.05 1.11
All-attention network + adaptive span 38M 1.05 1.11
Large models

Al-Rfou et al. [1] — T64 235M 1.06 1.13
Dai et al. [8] — Transformer-XL 27TM - 1.08
Sukhbaatar et al. [39] - Transformer + adaptive span ~ 209M 1.01 1.07

All-attention network + adaptive span 114M 1.02 1.08




Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent

Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
 Experiment results

— Comparison with the state of the art on word level
language modeling on WikiText-103.

Model #Params dev ppl test ppl
Small models

Grave et al. [14] - LSTM - - 48.7
Bai et al. (2018) — TCN - - 45.2
Dauphin et al. [9] — GCNN-8 - - 44.9
Grave et al. [14] — LSTM + Neural cache - - 40.8
Merity et al. [26] — 4-layer QRNN 151IM 32.0 33.0
Rae et al. [33] — LSTM + Hebbian + Cache - 29.7 29.9
Dai et al. [8] — Transformer-XL Standard 151M 23.1 24.0
All-attention network + adaptive span 133M 19.7 20.6

Best published result with a large model [8§] 257M 17.7 18.3




Augmenting Self-attention with Persistent
Memory [Sukhbaatar et al ‘19]
 Experiment results

— The performance of our large model on Text8 as we
vary (left) the number of persistent vectors, or (right)
the way how persistent vectors integrate with self-

attention.
1.100 1.04
,; 1.075 ’g 1.03-
= %)
1.050+ .
5 S 1.02- I
A A -
1.025+
Bd— A
T T I I 101-
0 1024 2048 3072 smgle head attn  all

The number of persistent vectors () attn head split split attn



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

 Knowledge as an external memory

— View memory-augmented neural models as a natural
architecture for natural language knowledge
integration.

— As a major difference with such existing approaches,
the knowledge we store in our memory is not core
information for the task (as, for example, in question
answering)

— But rather an auxiliary, external collection of pieces of
information that can be consulted to perform
reasoning and to make the neural model interpretable



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

« MemBERT: Memory-Augmented DistilBERT

— (i) input texts are encoded via the pre-trained DistilBERT
layer and memories are loaded with relevant background
information

— (ii) memory content is compared with the given text input via
a memory-lookup layer, producing a set of similarity scores;

— (iii) the memory extraction layer converts similarity scores
into attention scores {a, - , ay} and uses them to compute
a single memory summary embedding vector via a weighted
sum of the memory slots;

— (iv) the memory summary embedding vector is eventually
used to update the input embedding vector (memory
reasoning).



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Fully Connected Encoded . e :

y Memory
Memory Extraction
F My

DistilBERT

-4--Memory slot 1
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Pre-trained DistilBERT

Transformer Block |
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Transformer Block \
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Transformer Block |
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Input text

« External knowledge is compared to the given input to be classified.
« The relevant memory content is then used to update the initial query
before the final fully-connected layer for classification



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

* MemBERT: Memory-Augmented DistilBERT

— In order to obtain an interpretable model, the network has
to correctly select at least one target memory slot per
example.

— For these reasons, adopt sigmoid-based attention scores
rather than traditional softmax-based ones, being the
memory slots not mutually exclusive

— The last memory-related step in the model (the reasoning
layer) is implemented as a concatenation of input and
memory summary embedding vectors.

— Both DistilBERT and MemBERT are trained to minimize
standard cross- entropv loss:

Log = ZZP i = c)log po(y; = c)

1—=1 c=1



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

* MemBERT: Memory-Augmented DistilBERT

— Guiding memory interaction with strong
supervision
* If background knowledge comes with the capability of naturally
linking each example with the associated memory content, it is

then possible to guide the model in the training phase by only
focusing on specific target memory slots

* Target memory slots: defined as those that have been linked to the
input example during the annotation phase

* Introduce a loss penalty term

— That enforces target memory slots to have a higher similarity score with
respect to the input than to the remaining slots, up to a y margin

Z|Mnr|M”\ 2, 2 [mem

mEMmGM

L(my,m_) = max (0,7 = o(s(g",my)) + o(s(q", m_)))



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

« MemBERT: Memory-Augmented DistilBERT

— Efficiently Handling Large Memories with
Sampling
e Similarly to prioritized experience replay (PER) in
reinforcement learning, introduce priority-based sampling
strategies that progressively take into account the importance

of the added information with respect to both input
examples and task objectives

* Adopt the same priority definition of PER, where the
temporal difference (TD) error is replaced by a custom
importance assignment function:

Pm; = (W, +€)°



MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

— Efficiently Handling Large Memories with
Sampling 1
e Uniform Sampling P™: = Tar]
* Priority Sampling
— 1) Attention-Based Priority Sampling
» defines each memory slot importance as its summary attention

value in the batch
X, s
5 Wiz
Won, =

‘ | B
ZJ :ﬂ‘ijY_|_

— 2) Loss Gain Priority Sampling
» Consider the loss difference between the standard model
architecture and the one augmented with the memory layer
J ’
Wy, =

: | B
Zj Lyev,




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Algorithm 1: General Training Sampling Procedure

Input: Data D = {(x,,,y,,)}_;,
Memory priority weights distribution p |,
Model weights 6

Initialize model weights 0 = §°
Initialize memory priority weights p|s| = p?M|

repeat

Sample a minibatch k, B¥ = (X,Y) C D
k—1
| M|

Compute model loss £(x|M) on minibatch B

Update model parameters 6% using any optimizer

k
| M|

Update memory priority weights plkM, = (W, + €)°

1

2

3

4

5 Sample memory M using p
6

7

8 Compute memory importance weights w
9

10 Normalize p|’fM| to get corresponding distribution

1 until stopping criteria
12 Save memory priority weights p)y|
Output: Trained model weights 6, trained sampler priority weights pj




1
2

3

4
5

MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Algorithm 2: General Inference Sampling Procedure

Input: Data D = {(x,,,y,, )}

n— ]_ 2
Learnt memory priority weights distribution p)
repeat

Get next inference minibatch k, B*¥ = (X) C D
Sample memory M using p|y,

Save model predictions Y

until B* € &

Output: Model predictions and sampled memory {(y, ,M,,)}"

n=1 .




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

* Experimental setting
— Knowledge as Class Descriptions: Unfairness Detection

* Corpus statistics for ToS-30. For each category of clause
unfairness, we report the number and percentage of unfair
clauses, and the number of rationales

Type of clause # unfair clauses % unfair clauses # rationales
Arbitration (A) 45 0.8 8
Unilateral change (CH) 89 1.7 7
Content removal (CR) 58 1.1 17
Limitation of liability (LTD) 161 3.0 18

Unilateral termination (TER) 121 2.3 28




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured
Knowledge into BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

* Experimental setting

— Knowledge as Supporting Facts: Claim Detection

* Topics extracted from the IBM2015 corpus, with associated
number of evidence and claims. For claims, we also report the
percentage with respect to the overall corpus size, which
corresponds to the frequency of the positive class.

Topics No. Evidence No. Claim Claim Ratio
1 130 113 4.2%
2 239 201 4.0%
3 578 288 3.8%
4 642 374 3.5%




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured Knowledge into
BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Experimental results

— Classification macro-F1 computed on 10-fold cross-validation for
unfair examples on the ToS-30 dataset
A CH CR LTD TER

No Knowledge
CNN 0.339 0.506 0403 0.628 0.583
LSTM 0.302 0.573 0363 0.602 0.508
DistilBERT 0.447 0.635 0.620 0.670 0.748

Full Knowledge
MANN (WS) 0.483 0.506 0.387 0.635 0.602
MANN (SS) 0.465 0.516 0414 0.605 0.660
MemBERT (WS) 0.494 0.565 0.639 0.664 0.705
MemBERT (SS) 0.504 0.609 0.670 0.686 0.737

Sampling

MemBERT (WS) (U-5) 0.514 0.556 0.609 0.678 0.702
MemBERT (WS) (P-5-Att-F) 0.491 0.559 0.601 0.643 0.703
MemBERT (WS) (P-5-LG-F) 0475 0.574 0.660 0.678 0.716

MemBERT (SS) (U-5) 0.503 0.580 0.617 0.652 0.702
MemBERT (SS) (P-5-Att-F) 0.448 0.599 0.635 0.661 0.708
MemBERT (SS) (P-5-LG-F) 0490 0.536 0.625 0.656 0.706




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured Knowledge into
BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Experimental results
— Memory statistics concerning predictions on unfair examples only

Model U C CpP P@1 P@3 MRR
Arbitration (A)
MANN (WS) 0.311 0.289 0929 0.571 1.000 0.761
MANN (S8S) 0.689 0.644 0935 0.903 0968 0.861
MemBERT (WS) 0489 0400 0.818 0.273 0.545 0478
MemBERT (SS) 0.956 0911 0953 0.767 0.837 0.848
Arbitration (CH)
MANN (WS) 0.169 0.090 0.533 0.000 0.067 0.299
MANN (SS) 0.854 0.730 0.855 0.855 0.961 0.883
MemBERT (WS) 0404 0382 0.944 0250 0.750 0.522
MemBERT (SS) 1.000 0.955 0.955 0.809 0.888 0.886
Arbitration (CR)
MANN (WS) 0.017 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.335
MANN (SS) 0.672 0414 0615 0.282 0.872 0.612
MemBERT (WS) 0.328 0.328 1.000 0.316 0.632 0478
MemBERT (SS) 1.000 0.948 0.948 0.431 0.879 0.681
Arbitration (LTD)
MANN (WS) 0.037 0.025 0667 033 0.833 0.504
MANN (SS) 0.814 0.534 0.656 0313 0573 0.501
MemBERT (WS) 0497 0416 0.838 0.100 0.275 0.328
MemBERT (SS) 1.000 0.919 0919 0.224 0.565 0474
Arbitration (TER)
MANN (WS) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.499
MANN (SS) 1.000 0471 0471 0438 0537 0.536
MemBERT (WS) 0.223 0.198 0.889 0.074 0.074 0.193
MemBERT (SS) 1.000 0.851 0.851 0438 0.579 0.567




MemBERT: Injecting Unstructured Knowledge into
BERT [Roggeri et al ’21]

Experimental results
— Classification performance for dataset IBM2015

1 Topic 2 Topics 3 Topics 4 Topics

No Knowledge
CNN 0.196 0.283 0.287 0.268
LSTM 0.194 0.344 0.278 272
DistilBERT 0.317 0.431 0.405 0.451

Full Knowledge
MANN (WS) 0.252 0.380 0.325 0.336
MANN (SS) 0.205 0.392 0.317 0.281

Sampling

MANN (WS) (U-10) 0.269 0.406 0.331 0.355

MANN (WS) (P-10-Att-F) 0.251 0.402 0.322 0.358
MANN (WS) (P-10-LG-F) 0.259 0.408 0.332 0.340
MANN (SS) (U-10) 0.297 0.400 0.319 0.352
MANN (SS) (P-10-Att-F) 0.264 0.423 0.332 0.348
MANN (SS) (P-10-LG-F) 0.302 0.424 0.344 0.354
MemBERT (WS) (U-10) 0.311 0.457 0.454 0.453
MemBERT (WS) (P-10-Att-F)  0.275 0.449 0.422 0.434
MemBERT (WS) (P-10-LG-F)  0.305 0.449 0.428 0.428
MemBERT (SS) (U-10) 0.341 0.442 0.444 0.436
MemBERT (SS) (P-10-Att-F) 0.354 0.424 0.421 0.423
MemBERT (SS) (P-10-LG-F)  0.290 0.459 0.411 0.444




Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Motivation

— The quality of word representations highly depends on word
frequency, which usually follows a heavy-tailed distributions in the
pre-training corpus.

— The embeddings of rare words on the tail are usually poorly
optimized

* Proposal

— Enhance language model pre-training by leveraging definitions of the
rare words in dictionaries (e.g., Wiktionary).

— To incorporate a rare word definition as a part of input, we fetch its
definition from the dictionary and append it to the end of the input
text sequence

— In addition to training with the masked language modeling objective,
we propose two novel self-supervised pre-training tasks on word and
sentence-level alignment between input text sequence and rare word
definitions to enhance language modeling representation with
dictionary



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Dict-BERT
— Two types of pre-training objectives

— 1) a word-level contrastive objective aims to maximize
the mutual information between Transformer
representations of a rare word appeared in the input
text and its dictionary definition.

— 2) a sentence-level discriminative objective aims at
learning to differentiate between correct and polluted
word definitions



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

Dict-BERT

— X = [CLS, 21,29, -, 21, SEP]: Given the input sent

— fonm(X) = [hews, hay ha, -+, hi, hsep]: Contextualized rep
— fu(hcis) : a header function for sequence classification

— fu(lhcLs, b1, ha, -+ ,hr,hsep|)  :a header function
for token classification

—S = [s1,---,SK]:aset of rare words in the input text
sequence X

- C = [V, ..., F)]: their definitions in the dictionary

—c® = M ... ("’)] its definition from the dictionary

for a rare word Sl



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Dict-BERT
— So, an input sequence X with appended definitions of K
rare words:
7inrput = [CLS,Hajl, T, ..., mL,SEP(l) : cgl),_ cgl), e cg\lfl), SEP(K),ch), céK), oy cg\i), SEP]

— The corresponding contextual representation:
fLM(input) — [hCL57 hla hQa e 7hL7 hg(‘,lE)Pv hgl)a T hg\lfl)a """ 5 hé?]:’)a th)a R hg\,{ga hSEP]



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

Dict-BERT

— Choosing the rare words

* Rare words can vary greatly in different corpora

— For example, rare words in the medical domain are very different
from those in general domain

— keeping a large threshold for a small downstream datasets makes the
vocabulary of rare words too large. For example, only 51 words in the
RTE dataset have a frequency of more than 500.

* Proposal

— Choose specialized rare words for each pre-training corpus and
downstream tasks

— Rank all word frequency from smallest to largest, and add them to
the list one by one until the word frequency of the added word
reaches 10% of the total word frequency



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

Dict-BERT

Task 1: <asked language model  Task 2: mutual information maximization Task 3: definition discrimination

———————————————————————————————

: - : SARS | :
i Covid-19 global yused viral E E - —-> - E @/x (/®
Pre-training ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ : : SV max( %9) : ﬁ ﬁ
tasks ! ! : %o E i ‘
(oo) @O ©o0 CO: | |™v . ©Oo ;
: Covid-19 ' 1 [SEP] for Covid-19 [SEP] for SARS !
""""""""""" ;;';,I’__’_aw_““}”t“""‘: i B ,/,ir;/"'//:/",y' i
(oo)-(oo)(oo)(oo)(oo)(oo) GOICOICOCOCOCO (CICIDCDCO
BERT Transformer Encoder

architecture

(€19 (CO)(CI0)/(Cl0)(Cl9)(CI0)/(CIOX(C®)(CIO)(CI)(Cl0)(Cl)(CIOX(EI)(CI0)/(CI®)/(C]®)

Token Emb [CLS] [MASK] has become a [MASK]epidemic || [SEP] Covid-19 is disease [MASK] .. [SEP] SARS is
Pos. Emb 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 21 22 23
Type Emb 0 0 .0 0 0o 0 0 1 1, 1 #_, 1 T 1
input text (with masked tokens) definition of Covid-19 definition of SARS

Input text [CLS] Covid-19 has become a global epidemic [SEP] Covid-19 is the disease caused by severe acute respiratory [SEP] SARS ... [SEP]

Dict-BERT performs two novel self-supervised learning tasks: word-level

mutual information maximization and sentence-level definition discrimination.

“SARS" is a negatively sampled rare word.



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Dict-BERT

— Word-level mutual information maximization

* Maximize the MI between a rare word X; in the input sequence
and its well-defined meaning in the dictionary ¢(¥) , with joint
density p(x;, c(®) and marginal densities p(x;) and p(c(i))

. . p(z; C(z‘))

I(zi; ) = Dier (plai, )| |p(:)p(c?)) = By, oty llog -2 ]
p(zi)p(c\))

— Encode the underlying shared information and align the semantic

representation between the contextual meaning and well-defined

meaning of a word measures the similarity (e.g.,

. ApprOX|mate M| based on InfoNCE inner product) between two word
representations

faith h( ))
- e
I(zi;e?) > B[ Zlog
K % ZJ  Lpjpqgehu(hah?)

| & Ince(xi; )



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Dict-BERT

— Sentence-level definition discrimination

* Learning to differentiate between correct and polluted word
definitions helps the language model capture global information of
input text and dictionary definitions

* () :theset of definitions from rare words in the input text

* Sample a set of “polluted” definitions from dictionary by replacing
C with probability 50% with a different word randomly sampled
from the entire vocabulary together with its definition

e Loss: to predict whether the appended definition is for a rare word
(y = 1) or any polluted one (y = 0)

K
Lop=-E) log p(y| fure (hsgy)
i=1



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Dict-BERT
— Overall objective

* Train the masked language modeling together with word-
level mutual information maximization (MIM) and definition
discrimination (DD) tasks

L= Lyvim + M Lyviv + A2Lpp



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model

Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Dict-BERT

— Finetuning with knowledge-visible attention

* Notably, when fine-tuning a language model on downstream
tasks, there could be many rare/unseen words in the dataset.

* Therefore, in the fine-tuning stage, when encountering a rare
word in the input text, we append its definition to the end of
input text, just like what we did in pre-training.

* |ssue: too much knowledge incorporation may divert the
sentence from its original meaning by introducing a lot of
noise

— This is more likely to happen if there are multiple rare words in the
input text.

* The visibility matrix
— To limit the impact of definitions on the original text.



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Dict-BERT

— Finetuning with knowledge-visible attention
Input text Def 1 Def 2

O 00 N O 0 A WO N =

—_
o

0000000000,
0000000000
0000000000
~ 0000000000
o QOOOOOOOOO-
J0000000000
0000000000,
H 0000000000,
0000000000

0000000000,

—_
o



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— Performance of different models on GLUE tasks.

| Dictin | MNLI

QNLI QQP SST

Methods CoLA MRPC RTE STS-B | Avg A
|| PT FT \ Acc. Acc. Acc. Acc. Matthews Acc. Acc. Pearson ]
BERT § x x [ 85.00 91.50 91.20 93.30 58.30 88.30 69.00 88.50 |8&83.10 -
BERT-TNEF § v, v/ 18500 91.00 91.20 93.20 59.50 89.30 73.20 88.50 |83.90 +0.80
BERT (ours) x x | 84.12 90.69 90.75 92.52 58.89 86.17 68.67 89.39 |82.65 -
Dict-BERT-F x 4/ | 84.19 90.94 90.68 92.59 59.16 85.75 68.10 88.72 |82.51 -0.14
Dict-BERT-P \/ X | 84.33 91.02 90.69 92.62 60.44 86.81 73.86 89.81 |83.70 +1.05
= w/o MIM vV, x| 8424 90.79 90.24 92.22 60.14 87.03 73.79 89.67 |83.52 +0.87
= w/o DD v/, x| 84.18 90.54 90.30 92.39 61.49 86.49 71.89 89.60 |83.36 +0.71
Dict-BERT-PF || \/ +/ | 84.34 91.20 90.81 92.65 61.68 87.21 72.89 89.68 |83.80 +1.15
~ w/o MIM \/ \/ 84.22 90.67 90.66 92.53 61.58 87.20 71.58 89.37 |83.47 +0.82
~ w/o DD vV, V| 84.16 90.21 90.78 92.39 61.14 87.19 71.84 89.24 |83.37 +0.72




Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model

Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Experiment results

— Performance of different models on eight specialized
domain datasets under the domain adaptive pre-

training (DAPT) setting

| ChemProt RCT ACL-ARC SciERC HP  AGNews Helpful IMDB | Avg

Methods
Mi-F1 Mi-F1 Ma-Fl1 Ma-F1 Ma-F1 Ma-F1 Ma-F1 Ma-Fl \

BERT 81.16 86.91 64.20 8040 91.17 94 .48 69.39 93.67 |82.67
BERT-DAPT 83.10 86.85 71.45 81.62 9352 94.58 70.73  94.78 | 84.57
Dict-BERT-DAPT-PF 83.49 87.46 74.18 83.01 94.70 94.58 70.04 94.80 | 85.25
- w/o MIM 83.33 87.38 72.26 82.70  94.72 94.58 70.33  94.73 | 85.06
~w/o DD 84.09 87.23 72.78 8254 9469 94.57 7043 94.70 | 85.01
RoBERTa 82.03 87.14 66.20 79.55 90.15 94.43 68.35 95.16 | 83.15
RoBERTa-DAPT 84.02 87.62 73.56 81.85 90.22 94.51 69.06 95.18 | 84.51
Dict-RoBERTa-PF 84.41 87.42 75.33 82.53 9251 94.80 70.57 95.51 | 85.32
= w/o MIM 84.49 87.51 74.83 81.58 93.27 94.75 70.67 95.40 | 85.31
= w/o DD 84.09 87.39 74.04 81.18 90.91 94.64 70.81 95.51 | 84.82




Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model
Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— Model performance on ColLA, RTE, STSB and MRPC with
different variant settings.

100 100
Vanilla BERT 91.2 5% tail
90.2 90.1 # ' 9.2 89.5
90 Dict-BERT FT ErL ) i 90 10% tail 81 % 86.9 87.2 87.0
7] Dict-BERT KT |0+ i | O B 15% tail o | N | B
80 ] | 80 B | % |
e 732 (] | 731729723 |-l i
70 o8 b g[S 70 (a8 - o
505605617  [-Tf] | ol | 1 60.6 614607 [ -~ X
60 = | % - = i | B 60 | BN =] KX -
5 O —-_- : ~ -_- _-_ -_- : 5 0 -_- - * = _- = _-_ -—- -
CoLA RTE STSB MRPC CoLA RTE STSB MRPC

(a) Full attn. (FT) v.s. Knowledge attn. (KT) (b) Rare word ratios (5% v.s. 10% v.s. 15%)



Dict-BERT: Enhancing Language Model

Pre-training with Dictionary [Yu et al ‘21]

* Experiment results

— Performance of different models on WNLaMPro test set,
subdivided by word frequency.

Methods RARE (0, 10) FREQUENT (100, +00) OVERALL (0, +00)
MRR P@3 p@l0 | MRR P@3 p@l0 | MRR P@3 p@l0
BERT (base) || 0.117 0.053 0.036 | 0.356 0.179 0.116 | 0.266 0.130 0.084
Dict-BERT 0.145 0.068 0.041 | 0.359 0.181 0.117 | 0.274 0.137 0.088
Fw/oMIM || 0.144 0.067 0.041 | 0.357 0.180 O.115 | 0.272 0.135 0.087
~w/o DD 0.141 0.065 0.040 | 0.355 0.179 0.116 | 0.269 0.133 0.086




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

— Pre-training via Paraphrasing: a retrieval model maps a document to
a set of related documents, which a reconstruction model
paraphrases to maximize the likelihood of the original

Target document x

e 2

Katherine Johnson (August 26,
1918 — February 24, 2020) was
an American mathematician
whose calculations of orbital
mechanics as a NASA employee
were critical to the success of
the first and subsequent U.S.
crewed spaceflights.

= _/

1) A retrieval model scores the
relevance f{x, Z;) of the target document

x to each evidence document g
| >
< |

2) A reconstruction model computes
the likelihood of x conditioned on
evidence documents z , y and relevance

scores f(x, z;).

/B

A K2

T T IEETE Evidence
Katherine_Johnson, 19184E8H documents
26H- 2(Katherine ~ Coleman  Goble 2 a
75 HL Ba | Johnson, née le 26 aoiit 1918 a B

( CredWhite (Johnson died on February 24,
Coleman| (Virginie; 2020, at 3 L

T B le 24 fé{death,Ji{Johnson  worked as an

News (NASA'|aerospace technologist, moving
physicien describe{during her career to the
mathémal hero" 4 Spacecraft Controls Branch.
spatiale a| pioneeril She calculated the trajectory for

legacy w the May 5, 1961 space flight of
Alan  Shepard, the first
American in space. She also
calculated the launch window
\for his 1961 Mercury mission. )

A

~—




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* MARGE: a Multilinqual Autoencoder that
Retrieves and Generates.

— Train MARGE by self-supervising the reconstruction
of target text by first retrieving a set of related texts
(in many languages) and then conditioning on them
to maximize the likelihood of generating the original.



Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

e MARGE: Overview

— 1) The model first computes a relevance score f(x; , z;)
between every pair of documents x; and z;, by
embedding each document and computing their cosine
similarities

— 2) The model then computes the likelihood of
reconstructing each x; conditioned on z;...;; and each
f(x;,), using a modified seq2seq model

* The similarity score encourages the model to attend more to
relevant evidence documents.

— 3) We construct batches so that evidence documents are

relevant to the targets, using the relevance model for
retrieval



Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

 MARGE
— Relevance Scores

g(x)-g(z) )
fz,2) = { ey T # 2

—00 otherwise

— Reconstruction Model

Lo = — Y logpy(wilzr.ae, f(xir21), -, [ @i, 200))

* Cross attention over a set of evidence documents z;...y

o = softmaz,  (Q"(z:)K"™(21.0) + B (wi, 2;)) € RI%I* 2 1%



Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experimental setting

— Comparison models: MARGE is pre-trained on a scale
between XLM and XLM-R.

Pretraining GPU  Pretraining Data

#Parameters #Languages Pretraining task Days (estimated)  (GB: estimated)
mBERT 172M 104 MLM Unknown 60
XLM 570M 100 MLM 640 60
XLM-R 550M 100 MLM 27000 2394
MMTE 192M 100 Translation Unknown Unknown
mBART 680M 25 seq2seq MLM 4500 1370
MARGE 963M 26 Retrieval+Reconstruction 4700 206




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Zero-shot unsupervised document level machine

translation
Target
de en it nl ro
IWSLT2017 WMTI9 de - 306 140 148 116
ar de fr ja zh de en 18.8 - 143 150 14.0
Into English 26.8 285 343 126 199 35.8 Source it 14.0 31.7 - 113 12.7
From English 129 144 255 10.7 129 13.4 nl 143 275 126 9.3

ro 143 328 144 938




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Unsupervised Sentence Retrieval results on BUCC

de fr ru zh avg

mBERT 625 62.6 51.8 500 56.7
MMTE 67.9 639 543 533 598
XM 56.3 639 60.6 46.6 56.8
XLM-R 675 665 735 56.7 66.0

MARGE 788 759 773 71.6 75.9




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results

— Supervised document-level machine translation.
Comparison results are from Liu et al. [2020]. MARGE
performs similarly to mBART

en-de zh-en

Random Initialization 7.7 3.2
HAN [Miculicich et al., 2018] - 24.0
mBART (sentence) 38.0 284
mBART (document) 38.5 29.6

MARGE 39.2 284




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— ROUGE-L scores on MLSum

MLSum

Model Setting de es fr ru tr avg

Extractive Oracle Oracle 52.30 35.78 37.69 2980 45.78 29.81
Lead 3 Deterministic 33.09 13.70 19.69 594 2890 13.65
Pointer-Generator Train One 35.08 17.67 23.58 5771 32.59 1591
M-BERT Train One 42.01 20.44 25.09 948 3294 17.59
MARGE-NEWS Zero-shot Transfer 30.01 17.81 19.39 8.67 29.39 15.05
MARGE-NEWS Train One 42.60 2231 2591 10.85 36.09 19.03
MARGE Train Al  42.70 2227 2578 10.85 3547 18.87

MARGE-NEWS Train All 42,77 2272 25779 11.03 3590 19.09




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— F1 scores on the MLQA question answering task

en ar de es hi vi zh avg

mBERT 80.2 523 59.0 674 50.2 61.2 596 614
MMTE 785 56.1 3584 649 46.2 594 583 60.3

XLM 68.6 425 50.8 5477 344 483 405 485
XLM-R 835 66.6 70.1 741 70.6 740 62.1 71.6

MARGE 83.7 645 68.7 734 672 715 678 71.0




Pre-training via Paraphrasing [Lewis et al ‘20]

* Experiment results
— Paraphrasing accuracy on PAWS-X

en de es fr ja ko zh  avg

94.0 857 874 8/.0 730 69.6 77.0 819
93.1 8&5.1 872 869 720 69.2 759 81.3
940 859 883 874 693 648 765 809
94.7 89.7 90.1 904 787 79.0 823 864

94.7 894 91.6 909 789 7777 825 86.5




READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents
with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

e READTWICE model architecture.

[CLS] Frodo couldn't ( P
throw [MASK] into the fire H1 H3 > H4
Memory
M
[CLS] The Ring slowly H1 H3 — H4

gained control over Frodo

— The input is processed twice, with a memory table
for inter-segment information sharing



READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents
with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

* READTWICE

H? = TokenEmbed(z;), H; = BERTq(x;),V i
M; = ExtractMemories(H,),V:

M = Gather(|My,...,Mny])

H? = MemoryAttention(H;, M), Vi

H? = LayerNorm(H; + H?),V i

H} = BERT(H?),V i



READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents
with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

ExtractMemories and Gather
— READTWICE (CLS)

* One obvious choice is to use the CLS token representation
associated with segment xi as a summary of the segment.

— READTWICE (STS)

* Extract a memory vector for each consecutive span of 32
tokens. Contextual embeddings of each span’s first and the
last tokens are concatenated and linearly projected to a
single point in the token vector space as the span
representation

— READTWICE (E)

* Memorize representations of entity mention spans. To
obtain these spans, we first annotate each segment with an
external Named Entity Recognition system.



READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents
with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

MemoryAttention
eh;{; Mm‘i"ri,ms

hi; Mo
— MO: a learnable no-op memory not associated
with any specific text.
rime, = w(dist(i,ms))
( —B i —mg < —B

dist(i,ms) = B i —mg > B
1 —ms otherwise

\

h%— — Z &, M,
m=1



READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents
with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

* Experiment results

e Results on HotpotQA development set (answer only F1
score) and on TriviaQA development and test splits for
the Wikipedia full setting

HQA TQA
Model F1 (ans) | F1(dev) F1(test)
LF 74.3 75.2 -
ETC 75.1 - -
BIGBIRD 75.7 79.5 -
ROBERTA (us) 72.0 75.9 -
READTWICE-E 75.9 80.7 80.9




READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents

with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

* Experiment results

* Results on the NarrativeQA’s development / test splits

Model ROUGE-L BLEU-1 BLEU-4 METEOR
BiDAF (Kocisky et al., 2018) 6.3/6.2 58/57 02/0.3 3.8/3.7
R? (Wang et al., 2018) 114/11.9 164/157 05/0.5 3.5/3.5
BM25+BERT (Mou et al., 2020) 14.8/155 14.6/145 1.8/1.4 5.1/5.0
ROBERTA (us) 17.4/18.0 182/180 2.4/2.6 54/54
ETC (us) 183/18.8 16.1/17.2 24/2.7 54754
READTWICE (E) 22.7/23.3 21.1/21.1 3.6/4.0 6.7/17.0



READTWICE: Reading Very Large Documents

with Memories [Zemlyanskiy et al ’21]

* Experiment results

e Ablation studies on variants of READTW!ICE on the dev

sets.

Model HQA NQA-R NQA-B TOQA
E 75.89 2271  21.07  80.7
E(SS) 75.08 2193 1839  80.3
E(SS,10L) 74.70 2139 1837 804
ROBERTA 72.00 1740 182 75.9
CLS 7532 2089  17.80  80.6
STS 7539 21.08 1838  80.4




Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

e TOME (Transformer Over Mention
Encodings)

— First pre-train a mention encoder to specifically
encourage mention representations that are
useful for a Transformer model, and construct a
Mention Memory from 150 million entity
mentions in Wikipedia.

— Then we train a TOME model with attention layers
over the Mention Memory, which is kept frozen



Mention Memory: incorporating textual

knowledge into Transformers through entity

mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

TOME: Advantages

— 1)

— 3)

TOME retrieves entity mention representations corresponding to specific entity
attributes or relations described in the corpus.

This retrieval is much more fine-grained than aggregate entity retrieval
methods such as Entities as Experts (EaE)

TOME retrieves dense representations, which are easy to incorporate into a
Transformer model without reprocessing the input, unlike raw text.

TOME is able to retrieve, assimilate and reason over information from many
different sources within a single Transformer model, allowing for multi-source
and multi-hop reasoning without the beam search machinery that is required
for multi-hop retrieve-and-read

This also makes TOME much more scalable:

the memory table is semi-parametric, so knowledge can be added or updated
by applying the mention encoder to new text without retraining



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

TOMEBlock x L

...... MentionMemory Transformerglock
..... 1 SOM WlklpEdla entlty mentlons MemKey MemValue — : :
[Perseus] was a great Greek hero ... — — 0 | q : ‘ ‘ ‘ Q
Perseus was a great [Greek] hero ... —] —- ) : | o
: » : Pre-trained i N "| MemoryAttentionLayer
: ... [Medusa] was slain by Perseus * |MentionEncoder [ - | L T eersersrersrrer e
... Medusa was slain by [Perseus] — — ] | J : ‘ ‘ ‘
: [H Simpson] s a fictional character — — ) ]
L e e e e—— T { ................. & InitialTransformerBlock

. . . What is the [nationality] of the [hero] who Killed [Medusa]?
* A pre-trained mention encoder is used to generate dense representations

for each entity mention in Wikipedia (approximately 150 million total)
which are stored in a table

« The TOME model takes a passage annotated with entity mention
boundaries as input, and applies a Transformer block

* Next, the TOME model applies one or more TOMEBIlocks. Each TOMEBlock
contains a memory attention layer and a Transformer block.



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

' Notation
- X = T1,5...,LT: Aninput passage to the model
— Each passage has been annotated with an NER system

— Introduce tokens [Estart] and [Eend] to the vocabulary
and insert them before and after each mention in the
passage

“What is the nationality of the hero who killed Medusa’
-
“What is the

[Estart] nationality [Eend] Ofthe [Estart] herf? [Eend] who killed [Estart] Medusa [Eend]



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

 Constructing mention memory from
COrpus
— Mention encoder

SpanEncodinglayer(H, (s,e)) = W |Hg; H|

 Two SpanEncodinglLayers (not shared) for value & key

— Value mention encodings: store context-level information about
each mention and are used as inputs to the TOME model

— Key mention encodings: identify the type of information stored
in the value encodings and serve as attention keys for the
memory layer



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— Mention memory

e After the Mention Encoder is pre-trained, use it to generate a
Mention Memory from entity mentions in Wikipedia

Focus on grounded mentions which can be linked to Wikipedia
entities (linked mentions)

Gather mention encodings into matrices

MemKey € RY*4x and MemValue € RV *dv

N: the total number of linked entity mentions in Wikipedia
MemEnt € R :record entity (Wikipedia) IDs of mentions



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— TOME model

M = MemoryAttention(H ),
H' = TransformerBlock(M)

H° = InitialTransformerBlock(TokenEmbedding(x))
H' = TOMEBlock;(H'™%), I=1...L



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— TOME model: MemoryAttention

Query(m) = SpanEncodingLayer(H, (s,e))

a; x exp(Query(m) - MemKey(7)), ¢ € TopMem(Query(m))

Value(m) = Z «; - MemValue(7)
1ETopMem(Query(m))
M, = LayerNorm(H, + Wy Value(m))



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— TOME model: Sparse large-scale retrieval



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— TOME model: Mention encoder pretraining

* Process passages in each batch twice.
— 1) The Mention Encoder model generates mention encodings from each
passage and aggregates the mention encodings into a batch-wide memory table.
— 2) Apply a TOME architecture that attends to the batch memory, which we call
BATCH-TOME.
» Note that BATCHTOME is just used for pre-training the Mention Encoder
and not evaluated on any downstream tasks.

» Mention Encoder and BATCH-TOME are jointly trained end-to-end so that
the Mention Encoder is encouraged to produce mention encodings that
contain useful information for BATCH-TOME.

e 1) Masked language model: the standard masked language modeling
task, with the loss computed based on the output of the second read

(BATCH-TOME)

» 2) Coreference resolution
— BATCH-TOME does not use entity embeddings, so we cannot use the entity
linking task
— apply a related entity coreference resolution objective, which asks the model to
predict whether two linked mentions correspond to the same entity based on
the similarity of their encodings



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

— TOME model: TOME pretraining
* Entity prediction

ZiETopMem(zm) exp(zpy, - MemKey(7)) - 1{MemEnt (i) = j}
ZiETopMem(zm) exp(zm ' MemKeY(Z))

EntProb(m,j) =

arg max,; EntProb(m, j)

Len(m) = —log EntProb(m, Ent(m))

— Disallowed same passage retrieval.

» we set the attention weight for all memories from the same
passage to zero



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

* Experiment results

— Accuracy on claim verification datasets.

Model #Params #Encoded | HoVery.y, HoVery FEVER4 ., FEVER
RAG 620M 100 - - 74.5 72.5
REALM 330M 5 67.3 66.1 70.4 67.1
BERT-Base 110M 1 57.2 - 56.2 -
Entities as Experts ~ 360M | 66.2 66.6 66.1 63.6
TOME-1 220M 1 73.6 72.8 70.5 67.8
TOME-2 220M 1 74.1 73.1 71.1 68.1




Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

* Experiment results

— Accuracy on open-domain QA datasets TriviaQA and
ComplexWebQuestions (CWQ).

Model #Params #Encoded | TriviaQAgey TriviaQAwikiest CWQuqey
RAG 620M 100 - 56.8 68.0 -
Fusion-in-Decoder 440M 100 65.0 77.1 -
REALM 330M 5 55.8 67.1 46.7
TS5-3B 3B 1 - - 38.7
T5-11B 11B 1 42.3 50.1 -
Entities as Experts 360M 1 43.2 53.4 42.7
OPQL 220M 1 - - 41.1
TOME-1 220M 1 48.6 62.0 44.9
TOME-2 220M i 53.4 66.7 47.7




Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

Experiment results

— Claim verification accuracy as a function of fine-tuning
memory size (in millions).

74

72

70

Accuracy, %

68

66 —A— HoVer (dev)

FEVER (dev)

64

0 50 100 150

Memory size during fine-tuning, in millions.



Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

* Experiment results

— Accuracy on held-out subset of TriviaQA and
ComplexWebQuestions (CWQ) questions.

TOME-1-unseen was pre-trained and finetuned with memory without
entities from heldout set and evaluated with full memory

Dataset TriviaQAgey CWOQqev

TOME-1 17.4 16.4
TOME-1-unseen 17.6 16.7




Mention Memory: incorporating textual
knowledge into Transformers through entity
mention attention [de Jong et al ’21]

* Experiment results

— Accuracy on held-out subset of TriviaQA and
ComplexWebQuestions (CWQ) questions.

TOME-1-unseen was pre-trained and finetuned with memory without
entities from heldout set and evaluated with full memory

Dataset TriviaQAgey CWOQqev

TOME-1 17.4 16.4
TOME-1-unseen 17.6 16.7




GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on
Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]

* Motivation: “To copy is easier than to memorize”
e GNN-LM

— Extends vanilla neural language model (LM) by allowing to
reference similar contexts in the entire training corpus

— Build a directed heterogeneous graph between an input
context and its semantically related neighbors selected
from the training corpus

* Nodes are tokens in the input context and retrieved neighbor
contexts,

* Edges represent connections between nodes

— Graph neural networks (GNNs) are constructed upon the
graph to aggregate information from similar contexts to
decode the token



Neighbor
Contexts

Input
Context

Ce

GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

c¢®: This movie is great .
c¢@: Those movies are bad .
c¢®: This movie is what | like.

+

Training | |/ .
Datastore ht
J

Base LM

f f f

The movie ][ IS

Graph Construction (I =r = 1)

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]

a, iy a, - — =P Inter-context edge
movie is [ great — Intra-context edge
a, Node from the
: original context
Input “ ; -. A, Node from the
query The movie IS neighbor context
c PE A LTS
t Qo Qo -7 Qo "~ _
movies are bad movies | IS ] what ]
an an an an a‘Tl an

« Given a context ct, a base LM model encodes it into a high-dimensional
representation ht, which is then used to query the training datastore to
retrieve the nearest contexts along with the visited tokens (marked in red)

« The tokens in the input context and the retrieved tokens comprise a graph
and are viewed as two types of nodes: nodes from the original text and

nodes from the neighbor text

* Inter-context edges link tokens within the same input, and intra-context
edges link tokens from the retrieved contexts to the original context



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on
Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]

* Graph construction

— Build a graph capturing the connections between the context
tokens ¢; = (wq,wa,...,w;_1)  and those similar to c; in the
training set

- G=W,E AR, T, Q) - a graph
- A = {a,,a,}: two types of nodes
* a, means that the node is within the input ¢;
* a, means the nodeisin N(¢;)
— R = {Tinter, Tintra | : tWoO types of edges
* Tinter Means inter-context connection (from a,, nodes to a, nodes)
* Tintrq Means intra-context connection (between two nodes of same type)
— A graph interpretation of the transformer structure.

* Each token within the input is a node of type a, , and edges of type 1, ¢er
are constructed from node w; tow; (i < j)

—7(v): V= Aand ¢(e) : £ =+ R : Type mapping functions of nodes
& edges



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* Graph construction

— Retrieve k nearest neighbors A(c;) = {cg); coes Cgf)}

* Use h, to query the cached representations of all tokens for

training samples, where the cached representations are
obtained by a pretrained LM the i-th training sample

) )-th time ste
* Retrieve the top K tokens denoted by {’LUJ(-Z)} J "

(9) _ g, (@) yr - -
« G~ {wj+p p=—1 : Extend Wj(l) to cg”)by adding both left

and right contexts

. {h(_’:)_ r_ are used as the initialized node embeddings
JTpPlp=—



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* GNN on the constructed graph

— Use graph neural networks (GNNs) to aggregate and
percolate the token information based on the graph

— The I-th layer representation of node n is computed by:

hlll = Aggregate(Attention(s, e, n) - Feature(s, e, n)) + hl! =1
VseN (n)

e Attention: Estimates the importance of the source node s on
target node n with relationship e

* Feature(s, e,n): the information feature that s should pass to n

« Aggregate(-): aggregates the neighborhood message with the
attention weights



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on
Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* GNN on the constructed graph

— Attention
* For each edge (s, e,n), the representation of target node n is
mapped to a query vector Q(n), and the representation of
source node s is mapped to a key vector K(s).
* The scaled inner-production is then used to compute the
attention weight between Q (n) and K(s):

K(s) = Wl b=l Q(n) = Wi Rl

1 TS e),7T(Nn \
Attention(s, e, n) = Zexp (K( ) A(TeT)Q< )T B (1 (s),8(e),m(n))

Vd

A Z Attention(s’, €', n),

s’€N(n),e’€¢p(e) normalized over all edges that have the
same edge type



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* GNN on the constructed graph

— Feature
* Propagate information from source node s to target node n
* The single-head feature is defined by:

Feature(s,e,n) = T(s)h[l_ ]qu;%

— Aggregate
* Weight-sums the feature Message(s, e, n) within the vicinity
using Attention(s, e, n),
element-wise addition
7(n) (

D “(Attention(s, e,n) - Feature(s, e, n)))

Aggregate(-) = U



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
» KNN-based probability for next token

— Further incorporate the proposed model with kNN, a
related but orthogonal technique, to improve the
performance of our model

plwiler) = )\pkNN(’wt\Ct) (1 = A)pm(we|ce),

powx (i) = ZZ ezt e (cos(f(eq), f(ef))/T)



GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— WikiText-103: Test perplexity

Model # Param  Test ppl (|)
Hebbian + Cache (Rae et al., 2018) 151M 29.9
Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) 257M 18.3
Transformer-XL + Dynamic Eval (Krause et al., 2019) 257M 16.4
Compressive Transformer (Rae et al., 2019) - 17.1
KNN-LM + Cache (Khandelwal et al., 2019) 25TM 15.8
Sandwich Transformer (Press et al., 2020a) 24TM 18.0
Shortformer (Press et al., 2020b) 247TM 18.2
SegaTransformer-XL (Bai et al., 2021) 25T 17.1
Routing Transformer (Roy et al., 2021) - 15.8
base LM (Baevski & Auli, 2018) 247TM 18.7
+GNN 274M 16.8

+GNN+ANN 274M 14.8




GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— One Billion Word: Test perplexity

Model # Param  Test ppl ({)
LSTM+CNN (Jozefowicz et al., 2016) 1.04B 30.0
High-Budget MoE (Shazeer et al., 2016) 5B 28.0
DynamicConv (Wu et al., 2018) 0.34B 26.7
Mesh-Tensorflow (Shazeer et al., 2018) 4.9B 24.0
Evolved Transformer (Shazeer et al., 2018) - 28.6
Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) 0.8B 21.8
Adaptive inputs (base) (Baevski & Auli, 2018) 0.36B 25.2
Adaptive inputs (large) (Baevski & Auli, 2018)  0.46B 23.9
base LM (Baevski & Auli, 2018) 1.0B 23.0
+GNN 1.0B 22.7

+GNN+ENN 1.0B 22.5




GNN-LM: Language Modeling based on

Global Contexts via GNN [Meng et al ‘21]
* Experiment results

— Enwik8: Bit per Character on the Enwik8 dataset.

Model # Param BPC ()
64L Transformer (Al-Rfou et al., 2019) 235M 1.06
18L Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) 88M 1.03
24L Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) 27TM 0.99
24L Transformer-XL + Dynamic Eval (Krause et al., 2019)  277M 0.94
Longformer (Beltagy et al., 2020) 102M 0.99
Adaptive Transformer (Sukhbaatar et al., 2019) 209M 0.98
Compressive Transformer (Rae et al., 2019) 27TM 0.97
Sandwich Transformer (Press et al., 2020a) 209M 0.97
12L Transformer-XL (Dai et al., 2019) 41M 1.06
+GNN 48M 1.04

+GNN+ENN 48M 1.03




Memorizing Transformers [‘21]
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BeliefBank: Adding Memory to a Pre-Trained
Language Model for a Systematic Notion of
Belief [Kassner et al ‘21]



Nearest Neighbor Machine Translation
[Khandelwal et al ’21]



Towards Continual Knowledge Learning of
Language Models [Jang et al ‘21]



