arXiv:1806.04815v1 [cs.IR] 13 Jun 2018

Towards Theoretical Understanding of Weak Supervision for Information Retrieval

Hamed Zamani

Center for Intelligent Information Retrieval

University of Massachusetts Amherst Amherst, MA 01003 zamani@cs.umass.edu

W. Bruce Croft

Center for Intelligent Information Retrieval University of Massachusetts Amherst

Amherst, MA 01003 croft@cs.umass.edu

ABSTRACT

Neural network approaches have recently shown to be effective in several information retrieval (IR) tasks. However, neural approaches often require large volumes of training data to perform effectively, which is not always available. To mitigate the shortage of labeled data, training neural IR models with weak supervision has been recently proposed and received considerable attention in the literature. In weak supervision, an existing model automatically generates labels for a large set of unlabeled data, and a machine learning model is further trained on the generated “weak” data. Surprisingly, it has been shown in prior art that the trained neural model can outperform the weak labeler by a significant margin. Although these obtained improvements have been intuitively justified in previous work, the literature still lacks theoretical justification for the observed empirical findings. In this position paper, we propose to theoretically study weak supervision, in particular for IR tasks, e.g., learning to rank. We briefly review a set of our recent theoretical findings that shed light on learning from weakly supervised data, and provide guidelines on how train learning to rank models with weak supervision.

1 INTRODUCTION

Neural network models have recently shown promising results in a number of information retrieval (IR) tasks, including ad-hoc retrieval [7], answer sentence retrieval [15], and context-aware ranking [16]. Neural approaches often require a large volume of training data to perform effectively. Although large-scale relevance signals, e.g., clickthrough data, are available for a few IR tasks, e.g., web search, this data is not available for many real-world problems and domains. Moreover, academia and smaller companies also suffer from lack of access to large-scale labeled data or implicit user feedback. This is critical for fields, such as information retrieval, that have been developed based on extensive and accurate evaluations. The aforementioned limitations call for developing effective learning approaches to mitigate the shortage of training data. In this line of research, weak supervision has been proposed to train neural models for information retrieval tasks, such as learning to

Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for personal or classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed for profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and the full citation on the first page. Copyrights for components of this work owned by others than the author(s) must be honored. Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, or republish, to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior specific permission and/or a fee. Request permissions from permissions@acm.org. LND4IR ’18, July 12, 2018, Ann Arbor, Michigan, USA © 2018 Copyright held by the owner/author(s). Publication rights licensed to Association for Computing Machinery.

rank documents in the context of ad-hoc retrieval [5] and learning relevance-based word embedding [17]. The substantial improvements achieved by weakly supervised IR models have recently attracted the attention of the IR community [1, 4, 9, 10, 12, 14, 19]. Although the obtained improvements have been intuitively well justified in previous work [5, 17], to the best of our knowledge, no theoretical justification has been proposed to support the empirical findings from weak supervision in information retrieval.

To close the gap between theory and practice, thorough theoretical analysis is required. We believe that theoretical understanding of learning from weakly supervised data could potentially provide guidelines on how to design and train effective models using weak supervision. In this position paper, we review our recent theoretical findings that shed light on learning from weakly supervised data for information retrieval. Refer to [18] for more details.

2 WEAK SUPERVISION FOR IR

In this section, we formalize learning from weakly supervised data and further briefly describe the different ways that we can benefit from this learning strategy in the context of information retrieval.^1 In typical supervised learning problems, we are given a training set T = {(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2), · · · , (x_m, y_m)} with m elements, where x_i is feature vector(s) for the i^{th} training instance and y_i denotes the corresponding true label(s). In classification and regression, x_i is a vector containing the features for the corresponding item; in contrast, in learning to rank, x_i is a list of n feature vectors representing n items in a rank list. In weak supervision, however, the true labels (i.e., y_i s) are unknown, which is similar to typical unsupervised learning problems. Weak supervision assumes that a pseudo labeler (or “weak” labeler) is available that can generate labels for all the feature vectors in T . This results in a weak supervision training set ^T = {(x_1,^y_1), (x_2,^y_2), · · · , (x_m,^y_m )}, where the labels (i.e., ^y_i s) are generated using a weak labeler M. Learning a model M from ^T is called weak supervision. If M is an unsupervised model, then M is also unsupervised.

Weak supervision can be used with one of the following goals: • Improving effectiveness: Dehghani et al. [5] showed that a simple pairwise neural ranking model trained on the labels generated by BM25 as the weak labeler can outperform the weak labeler with a significant margin. More recently, Zamani et al. [19] studied the problem of learning from multiple weak supervision labels to achieve state-of-the-art results on the query performance prediction task. These studies suggest that weak supervision can be used to improve the effectiveness.

1Note that weak supervision is an established sub-field of machine learning. In this paper, we focus on weak supervision for information retrieval.

• Bypassing the need to external resources: Zamani and Croft [17] proposed to learn relevance-based word embedding based on the relevance distributions generated by the Lavrenko and Croft’s relevance models [8]. They shows that not only the learned word embedding vectors are better representations compared to the general-purpose word embeddings, e.g., word2vec [11], but also can perform on par with the relevance models for the query expansion task without the need to the top retrieved documents (i.e., pseudo-relevant documents) at the testing time. This shows that the huge number of parameters in neural networks are capable of memorizing useful information that can be captured from external resources and weak supervision can be employed as an approach for getting rid of these resources at the testing time.

• Improving efficiency: Recently, Cohen et al. [2] showed that expensive regression forest learning to rank models, e.g., LamdaMART, can be replaced by simple feed-forward networks. The network is trained with a weak supervision setting, where the learning to rank model plays the role of weak labeler. The authors demonstrated that up to 10x (on CPU) and 100-1000x (on GPU) speeds up can be obtained compared to state-of-the-art implementation of regression forest learning to rank models, with no measurable loss in effectiveness. This recent work suggests that weak supervision can be used to obtain more efficient models.

• Learning from private data: Dehghani et al. [3] proposed to share a model trained on sensitive private data, instead of sharing the data itself. Although this should be done in caution due to various membership attacks, see [13], the shared model can be used as the weak labeler.

3 OUR THEORETICAL FINDINGS

We believe that the following theoretical questions are researchworthy and answering them sheds light on learning from weak supervision.

• Why and how a weakly supervised model can outperform the weak labeler?

• What properties should the weakly supervised models have to perform effectively?

Our recent work [18] studies weak supervision for information retrieval with a focus on learning to rank and models weak supervision as a noisy channel that introduces some noise to the true labels. Motivated by the symmetry condition defined for classification [6], we define symmetric ranking loss function as follows.

Definition 1. [Symmetric Ranking Loss Function] A ranking loss function L(·, ·) is symmetric, if it satisfies the following constraint: � y∈Y L(M(x), y) = c ∀x, ∀M

where c is a constant number and Y is a finite and discrete output space. In case of binary relevance judgments, the output space Y is {0, 1}^n for a rank list of n items.

Based on the risk minimization framework, we proved that symmetric ranking loss functions are noise tolerant under the uniform weak supervision noisy channel assumption. On the other hand, with a non-uniformity assumption, we find an upper bound for the risk function of the model trained on the weak supervision data. Our theorems provide insights into how and why training models on weakly supervised data can perform well and even outperform the weak labeler. They also introduce some guidelines on what loss functions to use while training on weakly supervised data. We also studied how learning from multiple weak supervision signals can improve the performance and found an information theoretic lower bound for the number of independent weak labelers required to guarantee an arbitrary maximum error probability of ϵ. More information can be found in [18].

4 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this position paper, we provided a brief overview of weak supervision for information retrieval and how one can benefit from this learning strategy. We reviewed a set of our recent theoretical findings towards the theoretical understanding of weakly supervised IR models. In this paper, we only focus on studying the effectiveness of weakly supervised models. Since weak supervision requires large volumes of training data, we intend to theoretically study the efficiency of weakly supervised models in terms of training time. Reducing their training time is an interesting direction. Acknowledgements. This work was supported in part by the Center for Intelligent Information Retrieval. Any opinions, findings and conclusions or recommendations expressed in this material are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect those of the sponsor.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Chaidaroon, T. Ebesu, and Y. Fang. 2018. Deep Semantic Text Hashing with Weak Supervision. In SIGIR ’18.

[2] D. Cohen, J. Foley, H. Zamani, J. Allan, and W. B. Croft. 2018. Universal Approximation Functions for Fast Learning to Rank. In SIGIR ’18.

[3] M. Dehghani, H. Azarbonyad, J. Kamps, and M. de Rijke. 2017. Share your Model instead of your Data: Privacy Preserving Mimic Learning for Ranking. In NeuIR @ SIGIR ’17.

[4] M. Dehghani, A. Severyn, S. Rothe, and J. Kamps. 2017. Avoiding Your Teacher’s Mistakes: Training Neural Networks with Controlled Weak Supervision. CoRR abs/1711.00313 (2017).

[5] M. Dehghani, H. Zamani, A. Severyn, J. Kamps, and W. B. Croft. 2017. Neural Ranking Models with Weak Supervision. In SIGIR ’17. 65–74.

[6] Aritra Ghosh, Naresh Manwani, and P. S. Sastry. 2015. Making risk minimization tolerant to label noise. Neurocomputing 160 (2015), 93–107.

[7] J. Guo, Y. Fan, Q. Ai, and W. B. Croft. 2016. A Deep Relevance Matching Model for Ad-hoc Retrieval. In CIKM ’16. 55–64.

[8] V. Lavrenko and W. B. Croft. 2001. Relevance Based Language Models. In SIGIR ’01. 120–127.

[9] Z. Liao, X. Song, Y. Shen, S. Lee, J. Gao, and C. Liao. 2017. Deep Context Modeling for Web Query Entity Disambiguation. In CIKM ’17. 1757–1765.

[10] C. Luo, Y. Zheng, J. Mao, Y. Liu, M. Zhang, and S. Ma. 2017. Training Deep Ranking Model with Weak Relevance Labels. In ADC ’17. 205–216.

[11] T. Mikolov, I. Sutskever, K. Chen, G. S. Corrado, and J. Dean. 2013. Distributed Representations of Words and Phrases and their Compositionality. In NIPS ’13.

[12] Y. Nie, A. Sordoni, and J.-Y. Nie. 2018. Multi-level Abstraction Convolutional Model with Weak Supervision for Information Retrieval. In SIGIR ’18.

[13] R. Shokri, M. Stronati, C. Song, and V. Shmatikov. 2017. Membership Inference Attacks Against Machine Learning Models. In IEEE S&P. 3–18.

[14] N. Voskarides, E. Meij, R. Reinanda, A. Khaitan, M. Osborne, G. Stefanoni, P.

Kambadur, and M. de Rijke. 2018. Weakly-supervised Contextualization of Knowledge Graph Facts. In SIGIR ’18.

[15] L. Yang, Q. Ai, J. Guo, and W. B. Croft. 2016. aNMM: Ranking Short Answer Texts with Attention-Based Neural Matching Model. In CIKM ’16. 287–296.

[16] H. Zamani, M. Bendersky, X. Wang, and M. Zhang. 2017. Situational Context for Ranking in Personal Search. In WWW ’17. 1531–1540.

[17] H. Zamani and W. B. Croft. 2017. Relevance-based Word Embedding. In SIGIR ’17. 505–514.

[18] H. Zamani and W. B. Croft. 2018. On the Theory of Weak Supervision for Information Retrieval. In ICTIR ’18. (under review).

[19] H. Zamani, W. B. Croft, and J. S. Culpepper. 2018. Neural Query Performance Prediction with Weak Supervision. In SIGIR ’18.