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LNEREEL, 2R OERD CTR ICH X 3B I OWT ORI 572,

Abstract: In order to maintain Consumer Generated Media (CGM) services such as product review sites,
it is important to understand user’s interests and provide the content that users want in order to continu-
ously acquire and keep users. In the field of online advertisement, there are many researches on predicting
Click-Through Rate (CTR) using metadata based on system logs. However, in the field of CGM, unlike
advertisement, we cannot ignore the influence of the attractiveness of the text and images displayed in the
service on user behavior. In this paper, we developed a CTR prediction model for a beauty product review
service, LIPS, that incorporates not only metadata but also images and texts in the service, and analyzed

the effectiveness of each piece of information.
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Using Multimodal Data to Predict Clicks in Beauty Product Reviews

Fig. 1 Post list screen in the LIPS application.
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Table 1 List of features used for CTR prediction.
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NBEETHD, F—ELRADIZF VT 4 RPIRICKE 25
BEEZ2 5D F A LOERERIEETHZ. 12—
MENAIE Y — 21X, CTR O FHIEE DD Lo
TEZLEDOINEEE KE LM B 200EMELD 2729,
AR EREBICIR 53, ©9 3 REBT b B AICHIZED
fTmbhTns (1], 2. AL TIEEHLY D CGM ¥ —t
A LIPS (B 1) ZMRICT—XDIEE, CTR THIO KR
i1 o7,

CTR FHNCHW 2 7 — 2 13— WEB ¥ — b 2%
TV —2aryTRETZO T XN N, 2—,
AVTFUIMNKBETHEIITED T —RX A=A T
EBBN. A= R T = R BRI T 5 E T LD
WFZEns A (3], [4], [5], [6], EAEIZHEE D@ CTR Tl %
1T Z e u[RE o7z, THHDETMEI—Y, o
VTYYVDOHATIY T =P, TnwwhEy DX S REE
F—RDEIBRIATLORTTFT—XEMEHL TV,
CCGM ¥ —bERENMRL LBE, 20kokursr—X
PITEARTDTHS. COGM ¥ — b Rk A R —FH
AVFUVEERT 270, FLARAAPLETI—F T
L OEESHERT L, BEBIC—FICHE IR, KERE
HEBEZ TV DL T, ZRNETOETALE T
WIEHZIATOWRY., BHRT X273 A M T —XEHH
L7z CTR TRl bhz wEE e LT, WIEAIHAEE
RF—RICHIGEE TFRAMREEN TRV EBEIT S
N3, APFETIE, EBIZ LIPS — P RANICBIEH SN T
W27 FAMPERREINTVWAEEEED CTR O Fll%
Tl 7=,

ARTIE, HffE 7F 2 EFALEZ CTR FHRNCHES
YT, CIR FHITEEEOESWTF —X2HEL, 12—
FHBELERFOHRIF VI YTy (%R Irn ks
RMERIND 3 0% oM, AT LACHARADZ e Ta—F

hER R IET 2 2 v 2 EIST.
2. BEEHRE

EED CTR FHIR T CVR (Conversion Rate) FiHllZ
FIZA VT4 VINEOHEB TR ERKILT 5 72DI12/T 7

*1 #\2tk AppBrew
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LNUTED, M THREI TR ARATHETHEAI
eI Tn3 (1), [2]. ¥ 74 VIEETE, YOLED
IV rRarn—yay (eg WEITE) KBXRZNY
IPHEETHY, K&z HTHNCHEHFNIC CTR 2 FHl$
5ZENTENRED A—FDIEFICE o RG2S AT
LOGEIN L THRTE, BAMMIREERILT 2 Z 2T
x5, ¥, fFL7 CTR THIETADEEMRL T3
TR THEPEdMTHILT, DXV
AT 4 TN EHLR T WA R FETEZIENTEST
», IREZ VA T4 TOMHO%E LT CTR, CVR
Fillz W358 [7] dITRbOATVS.

CTR FHlEZw YR 7 4 v 7 HIREHEOIEE T N Z
L7TRIE 8] B8R D, ZDOHBRANR—ARKRT =1L
THMHEEHAEZEETE % FM (Factorization Machines)
3] BMRR XNz, LR & FMIZBIEDRN—Z 74 YTk
LTI TWS. FIZ FM & CTR FHIZZT TR L,
7 2R OWERE R E A B FEICERITE 2 €T
L T—bxhTwns.

I4E1E Deep Learning Z{EH L= FHIE TV [4] OB
DA T, Deep Learning & FM ZiA S HEET LR
BICHRBEIELETAPERSNATVS. HESLTF R b
TH D Deep Learning & 7 1V DERIZEW, CTR FHlDO 7
BT ZENoD7— X2 M5 FEPMERINTVS. HE
% CTR FHNCIEH T 2 Fike LT, LG % CNN TH
BDIABRZ ML LTHRY, CTR Fll21T742 5 Fik [9) 28
H5. TXAMDGERIIRE T VA T 1 7T OB a%
HELTCVRZTFHIL, 7FRXPDOEDEALE DEME
D2—PIN U TEEENE VD% Conditional Attention
W EoTHEES 2FH (7] PMEREhTVE. 2o D
FIEE, 77X A M RERAT 2 Z 2 THREM EL TV 573,
HGr 7 ¥ X MOMAEMEHAL, #hehofalfEAzZ%E
L FEOMEEITR DI TRV, AR T, G
ETXFAMOMAZMEHLTCTR ZF#IL, CTR FHlic
B2 & EHROBEE O 21T,

3. YILFE—HICTRFAETI

2EAMATHEHLEETADT —F T2 F v 2R
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Fig. 2 Overview of the multimodal data-based CTR prediction model architecture used

in this study.

T ZOETIUIEITIHSED PNN (Product-based Neural
Networks) [10] ZZ&1Z, ¥ ¥ PV RETHEHIRE 7F X b
ZETMCHARAD S XS5, 2T, #7573Vt
BiET— 20072235, BHE, 7¥XAMPANELTE
26N, fETHEDIAARNY bICEBINS. DR,
LIPS ®7 7V EHETIEX 1 O & 5 IBEDH L A JLH
B A D EEWN 30 XFDBFRREIND 120, VLA VH]
BEEDIAHZNY S UL T % Image Encoder ¥ A EIE%
WHIAANRT b At $ % Text Encoder AL, X7 b
MEZATIR o7z, RICEHDIABNR T P VEAAL T 2D A
aEsns 2@, fED& 2 ODHEDIAANRY LD
AEDEDPHRD LN NEKRCIED H T L AR
T3 pBICANINS. 2 BI3ST—XEEROFEMEE R
L, pBEET -2 RIZTHEERZ RIS 28Ik -
TW5., z B2 p BTEHEINZRT MU, REIC2D
DEEEEEREHLTCTROFHEL LTHAEIN 3.

4. RE&

4.1 F—2tvh

AW T, WA AppBrew Ot ic &b, EHEA
HET3ERMLE 22— — VY X LIPS?2DF— X2 L
7z. LIPSIZ7 7V OREEX Y > u— FE 700 /1, Af2—
PEHI 1,000 FOY—E AT, BALEZEFERDLE 22—
EA—YIMERTEAT4 7 TH3. Era—FF 101K
%t 5 20 fRoZtET, BHK 3,000 DL € 2 —h3E
BENTWS.

FEERTIX, LIPS @ i0S/Android 7 7"V 1B\ T 2021 4E
6 H26H»5 20217 H 2 HOHMCHE, %y 73h
Ten 77— LUCiHiiZ{T/8o72. ZOT7—2D
5%, FT—RDRED &% TOFREEA 100 8% 2
BRI 27— &% 100 BELAPNCHIBR L, iR e A

*2 https://lipscosme.com

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

X NERERA L, T — X DEFD 30 HHFRRE IS
X7 X LITWEE LT, 28I 234,304 1, MEE
29,280 f, FHMiC 29,312 ko v 7/ F— X EBFHL, Xv
FEE2HRD 10.TREETH o7, BT —RI(IBET 2 X
RF—RER 1LICHT.

#1 LEEIBET—20—&ThHhH, Lok, B
H, BFIEHCHOKERTH S, TRIIATIVFT—ZD
—EThbh, 2B LB, SEE, BEEICHD
ARSI N TVS. Y v 2 UE, a XX, X%
VT, NTRA T, x4, BATy b, BE, Zoft
O THHOH» HFEIRINASEIN TS, 28FEO 8 E|
WBIAXDOAH TV TEEEINTED, 2HBHICRF VS
7, 3BEIAT X4 7 DML, ToE—>a R
F—R2FEER T E—vay (HE) L LTRREIN
TWERERL TV, KiZa—HIZBET 2 EEED, £
U 10 R EZ 10 RATY, 10 %2, 20 RETFED LS
12 50 fRIZFE T 5 AT TESRL, 60 R EIxZE
EHTE0 R EE LTEFELTWS. AVEIXEEN, f5
AL, GZ2RAL, AN, BUEAL, 7 re—Alo 6 HEOH
POHBERINUMGINTVS, EHMERT—Z R lda—
FBR7Ho b EIERELTWE %2R L, 7HU > M E
AEE BT H T, TS5V RRNRT AT, 47
NIV —DENZFEINZ0ERLTWS. RFBOM
T84 213108 7 Android DWFhh e koTED, X
F£7—2D8HL EIFi0OS £ oTW3.

4.2 H®FE
LIPS 7 —&t v + Z2fEH L 7 BEFEFE O MERERTH &
CVFE—ZNT =X BT 2 HIT K TREEOM L
ZRET 270, LTOETLVE HREBRZTR o 7.
e Logistic Regression (LR). BY A7 4 v 7 [l [§]
X CTR FRICBVWTRD S VY TVBR—RF4 VE
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Fig. 3 Sample image of AUC score.

TNATHD, Google I & - TIREX N/ FTRL [11]
KEDFA Y TA VEBRDPAREL B> TV 5.

e Factorization Machines (FM). FM [3] {& LR T#E
A% D TERP o RBOMAEER 2 %22 T
DA A, FHEDOMHEAEHICHIE S 2 HDIABANR
7PV ANFEE LTRETAET LT, AN—ARN
7 bR HRA BEECHAE ATV,

e Wide&Deep. Wide&Deep [4] i Google IZ & - THE
REINLETLVT, ary7yyHOMERZRDAL
Wide #ix a > 7Y DEEEID AT Deep F6%
AEb¥, WH2ERLITHEITR) ZENTED
ETNLTDHS.

e DeepFM. DeepFM [5] i& Wide&Deep ® Wide #4537
W2 FM 2D AFAHEAER Z BRI D AL X 51
LTW5.

o xDeepFM. xDeepFM [6] (% Compressed Interaction
Network & W5 @RITTOMAMEHZ RIS 5% v b
V—2%HHL, FM XD bERXOMEEERZ RIS
5ZENTES.

e Adaptive Factorization Network (AFN).
AFN [12] 1 Logarithmic Transformation Layer % &
AL, BRDAXZWHRS ez HIiELET LV
TH5.

e Product-based Neural Networks (PNN).
PNN [10] 135527 boVE LD NRE K 9MEZ Deep
Neural Network IZ A 1§ % Z & THAEFHZREHL
ETNTHS.

4.3 FHfiSE

CTR FHIDOFEE % Hl 2 #HllitEfE & LT, Area Under the
Curve (AUC) [13] & LogLoss [14] Zf#HL7%z. ZhHD
AHIiERE CTR FHIE 7V O MREFHIC L < SN S
BETH D, BT —Xt v D SoTA DLH#EIZTEIC AUC
PRHWTTRbLINS. B 312 AUC OFFHEICHIHT % ROC
B Ot g %5 AUC DR a7 %Zm3. AUC X ROC il
MOTHIOEBEDZ 2T, JVXLGERLIEGE 05 &
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£ 2 LIPS 7—&+tvy bWV CTR FRIOFEERR
Table 2 Experimental results of CTR prediction using the
LIPS dataset.

Model AUC LogLoss
LR 0.5423 0.3588
FM 0.5997 0.3144
Wide&Deep 0.5958 0.3159
DeepFM 0.6004 0.3120
xDeepFM 0.6065 0.3108
AFN 0.5916 0.3166
PNN 0.6121 0.3086
PNN +Image 0.6134 0.3084
PNN +Text 0.6150 0.3075
PNN +Image +Text  0.6126 0.3080

b, MEESHLETZIEY 115V TWL . ROC Bhff
Wit ERGTER, BEIcBBIER TR A TH D, 5
Y 2O ERICRD 25 258 DfHiiicBWTT —&2D
RO ZEZERLZFHEEITHRS 22 TE 3. Logloss Dt
H#EK (1) R

N
1 ) )
LogLoss = —— % _ (yi -log§i + (1 —:) log (1 = %)) (1)

i=1
K (Q)KBVWT, NiZ7T—%%, v, 3iFHDOIEMS
NRob, g i3 i ZHHOTREMERZ R L TS, LogLoss I
Binary Cross Entropy (BCE) L [RZET® D, BCE ¥4
ZEDFETHEIEB L LTHEMA L. AUCIZKREWGH
B, LogLoss IZ/NXWHBEN TV S.

4.4 REBRRE

RVFE—RXNT—REMFHT212H72D, Text En-
coder ¥ L CHARFEFEFFAD DistilBERT [15] ZfH L
72*3. ZDETIVIHAFE T — X TH¥EHEAD BERT-base
PHETETLE LT, ZBEZTRoTVWS. IEELLREX
DR bV EGDETD, TFAMe b =27 LT 25k
I 5 &N 3 [CLS] b—2 iexisd 2 iR T b
XL T MLP (Multi Layer Perceptron) Z{#H L, HiJ1 ¥
ZRICHEZE L7z, Image Encoder i& ImageNet T¥¥H
HAD ResNetl18 L, EEOHENIXITTHEEEL
7=. 285D Encoder THRK T 2 HlDIAAN Y b L & HIfg
ETF R UANDREDI DALY L DRITTHIL 16
TH—L7%.

ETOETNDFHIIBWT, HEMEE L LT LogLoss
ZREFHL, 9 X —XDE#GIZIE Adam [16] ZHH L
7z, EERIT0.001 22 ohR0, FEEIELICONTIRLIZ
INEL 2B XDWCRERE LM, 2, BEFIhRVES
IZ early stopping ZEA L, 3 =K v 7 LILE validation D

*3  https://github.com/BandaiNamcoResearchInc/
DistilBERT-base-jp
5 LRy 7T 1/10 12725 &5 1THE
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K3 BEMDOANESAZ LIGEED AUC & LogLoss DZ 1L

Table 3 Differences in AUC and LogLoss when the input of

each feature is masked.

EqiE AUC Diff LogLoss Diff
RO 2V v T8 -0.0145 0.0056
e VYN S L) -0.0113 0.0013
T4 Z20%EHE (10S/Android) -0.0096 0.0012
REL—FD7 81— -0.0075 0.0010
%2 —F OHE VLR -0.0071 0.0011
ERsoax > v 0.0007 0.0001
BefaE 05K 0.0007 -0.0001
s ODPERL R 7 — & R 0.0010 0.0140
R D RREE 0.0012 -0.0003
BREE O VR 0.0016 -0.0005

AUC PUE SN VWEGE, td AUC BEWVRT X —Z )
HEEINB X5 BETFLOMRER TS 212 H 72
D, B3> —FETH RIEFEZHEDIEL, 2D AUC
N Uf LogLoss CTHliz 1772 - 7=.

4.5 ERER

LIPS F— Xt vy FZ MW7 CTR FHl O AUC KU
LogLoss DA a7 %%&K 213, DT 3 O2DREF
ETHEIINFE—XNT—2ZHHALE CTR FHlE€T
WX, WIEN B M EETFIE L EeXT AUC, LogLoss D
HTENTWS Z LR T X,

SEFHLZF— &7 LR ® AUC 2 2 7 i ic
WL, MDETF X059 25 0.62 DRENCINE o 7=, JefT
HRTREINTWAZFEOHFTIE PNN 2R d AUC,
LogLoss DA a7 b BN TV, Wide&Deep % AFN
PHDOFEE ERTRa7BEN s, REBRTHA
L7 — R HERN Y v ARG 2o F A0 EH
ThHiHEEZILND.

PNN ICH|{§, 7F A bEZNZNHAKTEMLZET
ME, HEREAXD 732 VK TENLZET LD
BTV, HfE 732 O EBMNLZE T IUEN
FZEBMLTWARWPNN X DFEATHWED, EHE, 7
FRMERHAETENMLEZEFMCEE RIS -2, |
e 7% 2 b% CTR Tl AAT K ER EE BAD
20, ZOorFRHCI O/ HEITE S ST HlOwF
KRLBROPEEDIDETHZEFZ 5.

5. ER

5.1 CTR FRICHITZIEMEICOVWT
<IFE—HILT —&H AUC KU Logloss DR 71T
5z 283K 2 CHRET RN TE . Eilfr 72
NN DEEOHEEFE T 220, HRY TX R MR
A LRV PNNIZBWT, #ERRICEREDHDIAAR Y
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& 4 Encoder ¥ EEITHROLVEAD AUC & LogLoss DZ1t
Table 4 Difference in AUC and LogLoss without encoder

training.
Model AUC Diff LogLoss Diff
PNN +Image -0.00018 -0.00027
PNN +Text 0.00066 0.00008
PNN +Image +Text 0.00145 0.00004

L (M2FtDERSY) ZO0RZ FATwRZ L, AL
BN TENETNDORMED AUC & LogLoss 12 ¥ DIEE
MEEHZT020EME LR, AUC IZBWTE{LAK
Epolz 5D, Thiso0&FEME2EK 3I1TR”RT. AUC
BAREXVETRHOBENEVDT, ZOEEZBVERKOD
AUC D FHIERKEWENEIEEELIFHVREL SX 5.
FREFROBMICOWTERRIT2S.
ROBEEIFOWREEEBFOZ Y v KT, 2y T
CAXBIR U B2 %0 R T 2 -0 0MEETH 5. LT
BN W OWRDIRBITT 5N DI LT, 7V vy Ak
RUC72 1%, FEEHRL-WIRREEZREFE L TBELHRT
ffibhz. HFEOEL 27V v TEICHEND 2 DH b
3. k25 OHIE, 2 BHICEEESNEWHREETHD,
EEITAT O REH DB 2720, BEOMENEET
H2DTHrrEZONS. 3HEHICEEEINGVWENE
TH3F A4 2OEEICOWTIE, BAOERE LT i0S
2 —H DA Android T —HIZHRT 30%F2E CTR A3
HEBT NS, 24U i0S/Android B D L — ¥ 8 DiE
WRREDZIC L2 DD THSeEZONS. 45 FHD
MEL—FD7 00—, WORABIIMHEZ + v —0MbE&
WEITWOWRIAZESWWNRLIET E WS HAT, AIbE
WZNWL—FIEE Ry THMEZ A H 272D TH S
YEZOND. RIIFBVD, 6~ FBHETHEL—FD
ZUDEEZ > TED, CTR FHllKBWTHEL—F D1
HFEEEDS B NMEMD D 2 EHR DD 5.
RICHBEEMEWHEECTEEHT 2L, THrL 120645
HoORMEIIHRAAE BT 2R/ M2 o 7. A& DER VL
RERTREIRAAE ORI E L OB B, 2V v o
RICKIETHENPRKZVEEZ TV, REBRTHEHAL
TMDFEME L ERZHFEDEETIERVI L DHERTE
2. F2o 5 ZBHOEMDa X > M UZ, &R mmE
WKBWTaXy VDR TE 20 CTR ICH X 2813
INEWEeEZLNS.
BEOHEF—EEETIX 2V v THDHERTE R0V,
Filcz 0y TROEBRFRRT 5 2 2 THRRL 22—
PHURD 2IFEICEL A TEZEZLNS.

5.2 Encoder DFZICDWLT
H{gE T F AT —XOMAFEHEHL7ZET VORRTT
HEE LT, FERD T X=X %5 T 728 Image Encoder
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Fig. 4 Visualization of the parts of the input image that are

of interest.

ZARERFMEBELLET()SEIR. —EXAZOPDHNE > < SH SEH > A THME
YA VBA N~~~ T2 ER S THIED S EATITEI A Y T BV TTHESNERER TTES

ERESRIERALUET()SER. —EX(70POANE S HDSHBM > FATHE
BRI A WERENIT S ED > THEN S LA TTEI AU FENTTHANNICRBRTIES

5 ANTFAMIBOWTHEHINTW 3E57 ORI
Fig. 5 Visualization of the parts of the input text that are of

interest.

& Text Encoder D85 X — X ZHFFHETINLDNT X —
X CREE, HDIAARY MAVLIED T X =254 E T3
EOWCREL, MEEZITRo 7.

R 412 Encoder D 85 X — X Z[EE L7 HEICEE L
WS L B LT AUC & LogLoss (2 ¥ DfEEZ (L
HolpOREERT. BERT —XDAZEML 7 PNN
£ 7L Image Encoder D% X — X ZEE L TH AUC
RERT, 7F AT —XDOAZBEMUTZE T M Text
Encoder D85 X =X ZEET 3 Z & T AUC 2MEHI T
HL. Hfg, 7R FORGEEMLZ PNN E7 /U
T D Encoder D 8T XA —RZEET 5 Z & T AUC K
EL. COBRIOEK 2 CBVTHEHILE, 7F 2 MW
ZALZ PNNE7LD AUC Ra7 Bk Bh o0
&, FEATX—-XOKREZBEIM X DEED EFLTE
BhpolzlzdTHBEZOLNS.

SHROYERL LT, REAINTWIEE AT 2%
W7z Encoder Tl&, LIPSD7—&Xty h& FX A VB
BEWTE AR EVD, WL FXAL Iickd &5
WCHEE 21T\, 2087 X — X TEE L7 Encoder %
AwT=LrFE—Z LT —2%EFA L] CTR THIZITR
ST eBBETFLNSG.

5.3 B TFAMDZEEHINTWVWBREDICDOWVT
R TIX, 2L X —RDEALDLEEHED CTR
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FHEZED TS (EHIATWS) otz fF
Kol B A ANEBIIBWTEE I TWAESS %]
LBz RS, Ko k2 >omigix, EENO T *
2 MDA RBFEHEINTED, T2 00HEGIIEDIRSY
PRBIFHINATWVWS. Zh5OFERIIKTR L E{HR
NoF—2THRBEDERSR SN, ZORH{LoRsRE
25, BIEDEENT F A MREBITR 4 7 BT - 7857
(FrichE) 23270 v ZIZHEESE LTV BAREERE N Z
bHirs.

7 ¥ A } T, DistilBERT OfRFEICEIT S [CLS] b —
7T B% b —2 VD attention FH 1T B Z LT,
T XA NN Y DERDHDAAN T MIVERKICEIT 5 E
BEOHXERAELE. B 5 ICANTF X MIBWTIHEH
EINTWERERZAHUL L 7262 R 3. WO TIE T
¥ 2 FNORHID HIREE THEZ  FEH IR TVWE DI
MUT, ZEEHEERZ L BRYIOETMCEPF LTS, T
A N DOBRAIOFPEHINZER e LT, "D I
FONBENLEINTNWD Z e BZNWI b, H— L
TR 1ITHMUBEZ Y v 7 LTHERT 2 e hZ2 0,
2ITHLEDHEID RN e AEZ 6N 5.

6. HHOHIC

AFTE CTR FHNCB T 2HE(G Y 7F 2 + OXLEMIC
HFHL, EEMLE2—7 7V LIPS DY AT 4027 % [
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