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Figure 1: An illustration of the multilingual multimodal language model. Descriptions are generated
by combining features from source- and target-language multimodal language models. The dashed
lines denote variants of the model: removing the CNN features from a source model would create
language-only conditioning vectors; whereas removing the CNN input in the decoder assumes the
source feature vectors know enough about the image to generate a good description.

picts the overall approach, illustrating the way we transfer feature representations between models.
Image description models generally use a fixed representation of the visual input taken from a object
detection model (e.g., a CNN). In this work we add fixed features extracted from a source language
model (which may itself be a multimodal image description model) to our image description model.
This is distinct from neural machine translation models which train source language feature repre-
sentations specifically for target decoding in a joint model (Cho et al., 2014; Sutskever et al., 2014).
Our composite model pipeline is more flexible than a joint model, allowing the reuse of models for
other tasks (e.g., monolingual image description, object recognition) and not requiring retraining
for each different language pair. We show that the representations extracted from source language
models, despite not being trained to translate between languages, are nevertheless highly successful
in transferring additional informative features to the target language image description model.

In a series of experiments on the IAPR-TC12 dataset of images described in English and German,
we find that models that incorporate source language features substantially outperform target mono-
lingual image description models. The best English-languagemodel improves upon the state-of-the-
art by 2.3 BLEU4 points for this dataset. In the first results reported on German image description,
our model achieves a 8.8 Meteor point improvement compared to a monolingual image description
baseline. The implication is that linguistic and visual features offer orthogonal improvements in
multimodal modelling (a point also made by Silberer & Lapata (2014) and Kiela & Bottou (2014)).
The models that include visual features also improve over our translation baselines, although to
a lesser extent; we attribute this to the dataset being exact translations rather than independently
elicited descriptions, leading to high performance for the translation baseline. Our analyses show
that the additional features improve mainly lower-quality sentences, indicating that our best models
successfully combine multiple noisy input modalities.

2 MODELS

Our multilingual image description models are neural sequence generation models, with additional
inputs from either visual or linguistic modalities, or both. We present a family of models in sequence
of increasing complexity to make their compositional character clear, beginning with a neural se-
quence model over words and concluding with the full model using both image and source features.
See Figure 2 for a depiction of the model architecture.

2.1 RECURRENT LANGUAGE MODEL (LM)

The core of our model is a Recurrent Neural Network model over word sequences, i.e., a neural
language model (LM) (Mikolov et al., 2010). The model is trained to predict the next word in the
sequence, given the current sequence seen so far. At each timestep i for input sequence w0...n,
the input word wi, represented as a one-hot vector over the vocabulary, is embedded into a high-
dimensional continuous vector using the learned embedding matrixWeh (Eqn 1). A nonlinear func-
tion f is applied to the embedding combined with the previous hidden state to generate the hidden
state hi (Eqn 2). At the output layer, the next word oi is predicted via the softmax function over the
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