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1
TRAINING A MODEL IN A DATA-SCARCE
ENVIRONMENT USING ADDED
PARAMETER INFORMATION

BACKGROUND

A machine-learned model that is developed for use in a
target environment offers good performance when it is
trained on examples collected from the same target envi-
ronment. For example, a machine-learned model that is
developed for analyzing a user’s question regarding a par-
ticular technical field works best when it is trained on many
other questions pertaining to the same technical field. How-
ever, a developer may not have a large amount of examples
that are directly relevant to a target environment. Indeed, in
some cases, the developer may have no relevant examples.
This issue complicates the process of training the model. It
can also result in the production of a model that offers
substandard performance, relative to a model that is trained
on examples taken from the target environment.

SUMMARY

Technology is described herein for training a machine-
learned model (“model”) that, once trained, can be applied
to process different types of data items. The technology
accomplishes this result by combining data items in a
training set with type-specific parameter information. For
example, for a data item that pertains to a first type, the
technology combines the data item with first-type parameter
information. For a data item that pertains to a second type,
the technology combines the data item with second-type
parameter information. This operation yields supplemented
data items. The technology then trains an initial model based
on the supplemented data items. Training involves itera-
tively adjusting the model weights of the initial model
together with the parameter information.

According to another aspect, the training process can also
refine the initial model to operate in a new subject matter
domain that is not well represented by the training set used
to produce the initial model. The technology achieves this
result by appending appropriate parameter information to
whatever data items are available that pertain to the new
subject matter domain, to produce supplemented new-do-
main data items. It then performs additional training on the
initial model based on the supplemented new-domain data
items, to produce a fine-tuned model.

According to another aspect, in an inference stage of
processing, the technology combines a new data item with
an appropriate type of parameter information that has been
trained in the training process. For example, if the new data
item is of the second type, the technology combines it with
the second-type parameter information. This operation
yields a supplemented new data item. The technology then
uses the model that has been trained in the training process
(e.g., the fine-tuned model) to map the supplemented new
item into an output data item.

According to one technical merit, the technology can
produce a trained model that offers good performance for
different target environments, even in the absence of a robust
training set pertaining to all of those training environments.
For example, the technology can adapt the initial model to
a new subject matter domain using data items of the first
type, e.g., because data items of the second type are not
available (or not available in sufficient quantity). Once
trained, the technology can use the resultant fine-tuned
model to process data items of the second type that are

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

2

associated with this new subject matter domain. This ability
is possible because the training process, via its use of
trainable parameter information appended to the data items,
effectively learns how to transfer knowledge that it acquires
across different types of data items, even without the benefit
of training performed on actual data items of a particular
type.

According to another technical benefit, the technology, by
virtue of its use of type-specific parameter information, can
produce a trained model that achieves a desired performance
goal more quickly, and with reduced consumption of system
resources, compared to a training strategy that does not
make use of type-specific parameter information.

Consider the following non-limiting example. The tech-
nology can develop an initial model for use in providing
query suggestions to the user, based on the user’s submission
of a question or part of a question. The technology can later
adapt the initial model to a new subject matter domain. But
assume that that a training set is not available that contains
questions taken from the new subject matter domain. The
technology addresses this challenge by refining the initial
model based on general-purpose document text items
extracted from websites that pertain to the subject matter
domain. This text information is not of the desired type
because it includes text that serves the primary purpose of
disclosing information, rather than asking questions. Nev-
ertheless, through the above-described use of machine-
learned parameter information, the technology can extend
the knowledge it learns from the document text items to
questions for the new subject matter domain. In the infer-
ence stage, the technology combines a user’s question with
question parameter information to produce a supplemented
data item, and then processes the resultant supplemented
data item.

The above-summarized technology can be manifested in
various types of systems, devices, components, methods,
computer-readable storage media, data structures, graphical
user interface presentations, articles of manufacture, and so
on.

This Summary is provided to introduce a selection of
concepts in a simplified form; these concepts are further
described below in the Detailed Description. This Summary
is not intended to identify key features or essential features
of the claimed subject matter, nor is it intended to be used
to limit the scope of the claimed subject matter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows an illustrative training system for producing
a machine-learned model (“model”), and an inference-stage
system for applying the model.

FIG. 2 shows an example of the operation of the training
system of FIG. 1, when processing first-type data items (e.g.,
general-purpose document text items).

FIG. 3 shows an example of the operation of the training
system of FIG. 1, when processing second-type data items
(e.g., queries).

FIG. 4 shows an example of the operation of the training
system of FIG. 1, when fine-tuning an initial model.

FIG. 5 shows an example of the operation of the infer-
ence-stage system of FIG. 1.

FIG. 6 shows one implementation of a data set-creating
tool, which is a component of the training system of FIG. 1.

FIG. 7 shows data groups produced by the data set-
creating tool of FIG. 6.
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FIG. 8 shows an example of how the training system of
FIG. 1 can supplement a query with query parameter infor-
mation.

FIG. 9 shows an example of how the training system of
FIG. 1 can supplement a text item with type parameter
information.

FIG. 10 shows an example of the operation of a query-
suggestion model produced by the training system of FIG. 1.

FIG. 11 shows an example of a type of a mapping network
that the inference-stage system of FIG. 1 can use to map an
input data item into an output data item.

FIG. 12 shows one implementation of a decoder block for
use in the mapping network of FIG. 11.

FIGS. 13 and 14 together show a process that represents
an overview of one manner of operation of the training
system of FIG. 1.

FIGS. 15 and 16 together show a process that represents
one particular implementation of the process of FIGS. 13
and 14.

FIG. 17 shows a process that represents an overview of
one manner of operation of the inference-stage system of
FIG. 1.

FIG. 18 shows an illustrative algorithm that explains one
manner of operation of the training system of FIG. 1.

FIG. 19 shows computing equipment that can be used to
implement the systems shown in FIG. 1.

FIG. 20 shows an illustrative type of computing system
that can be used to implement any aspect of the features
shown in the foregoing drawings.

The same numbers are used throughout the disclosure and
figures to reference like components and features. Series 100
numbers refer to features originally found in FIG. 1, series
200 numbers refer to features originally found in FIG. 2,
series 300 numbers refer to features originally found in FIG.
3, and so on.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

This disclosure is organized as follows. Section A
describes a training system for producing a machine-learned
model. Section A also describes an inference-stage system
for applying the machine-learned model. Section B sets
forth illustrative methods which explain the operation of the
systems of Section A. And Section C describes illustrative
computing functionality that can be used to implement any
aspect of the features described in Sections A and B.

A. Tllustrative Computing System

FIG. 1 shows an overview of a training system 102 for
producing a machine-learned model (“model” henceforth)
and an inference-stage system 104 for applying the model
once trained. In other words, the training system 102 pro-
vides functionality for creating a model based on training
examples, while the inference-stage system 104 provides
functionality by which end users can interact with the
trained model.

In some non-limiting cases, the model trained by the
training system 102 can provide query suggestions to a user
in response to the user’s submission of a question or part of
a question. For example, assume that the user inputs the
partial question “What are the memory” in the context of
investigating a software-related collection of documents.
The model can provide a suggestion to the user that reads
“What are the memory requirements of GameX software?”
(where “GameX” is the name of a software product). How-
ever, this kind of model is just one example; the function-
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ality shown in FIG. 1 can be used to produce different kinds
of models that performs different respective functions,
including different types of text-processing functions, dif-
ferent types of image-processing functions, different types
of audio-processing functions, etc. The following descrip-
tion will initially explain the operation of the training system
102 and the inference-stage system 104 in general terms that
apply to any target environment, both in terms of the kinds
of data items used in the training process and the function(s)
performed by the models produced by the training system
102. A “data item” generally refers to an instance of data. In
the linguistic realm, a data item may include one or more
words.

Beginning with the training system 102, FIG. 1 shows that
the training system 102 includes a training tool 106 that
produces an initial model 108 based on data items in one or
more data stores 110, and then, at some later stage, produces
a fine-tuned model 112 by performing additional training on
the initial model 108 based on data items in a data store 114.
In another case, the training system 102 ends its processing
when it produces the initial model 108, which is then
installed in the inference-stage system 104. In other words,
the technical benefits of the training system 102 (to be
described below) are manifested in both the initial model
108 and the fine-tuned model 112.

In a first phase of operation, a data set-creating tool 116
(“creating tool” for brevity) produces a training set, which it
stores in a data store 118. Details of the operation of the
creating tool 116 will be set forth below. By way of
introduction, the creating tool 116 collects data items from
the data store(s) 110 that represent at least two kinds of data
items. In some implementations, the creating tool 116 also
collects data items that pertain to different subject matter
domains.

A subject matter domain (“domain” for brevity) refers to
a topic with which a data item is associated. For example,
assume that the data item corresponds to a question having
one or more words. The domain associated with this ques-
tion refers to the topic with which it is most closely
associated. For example, a question that reads “What is the
weather in Seattle?” belongs to a weather-related domain,
while a question that reads “How do I turn on the auto-reply
option in Outlook?” belongs to a software-related domain
relating to the software product OUTLOOK, produced by
Microsoft Corporation of Redmond, Washington.

In the linguistic realm, the “type” of a data item, on the
other hand, refers to a kind of discourse that may take place
within a subject matter domain. For example, a first type of
data item may refer to a sentence or other unit of text within
a document that pertains to a particular topic, such as a
sentence within a Wikipedia article relating to the topic. A
second type of data item may refer to a question that a user
submits to a search engine relating to the particular topic. In
many cases, the type of discourse reflects a source from
which a data item originates, as different sources often
operate on data items of different types.

To simplify explanation, the following description will
focus on an example in which the first type of data item
refers to a passage of text extracted from a document, while
the second type of data item refers to passage of text that is
presented as a question to some query-processing engine,
such as a commercial search engine. The first type of data
item is referred to as a “document text item” (or, with more
brevity, a “text item”), while the second type of data item is
referred to as a “question” or “query” (which are used
interchangeably). More specifically, FIG. 1 shows that the
creating tool 116 generates a plurality of data groups asso-
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ciated with respective domains. For each domain, the cre-
ating tool 116 identifies at least two sets of data items: a first
set that includes data items of a first type; and a second set
that includes data items of a second type. For example, the
first set of data items may correspond to text items associ-
ated with a particular domain that have been extracted from
general-purpose text documents, while the second set of data
items may correspond queries associated with the same
domain as the first set. The domains in the data store 118
may be regarded as original subject matter domains because
the training tool 106 generates the initial model 108 based on
the data items pertaining to these domains.

As will be described in greater detail below, the creating
tool 116 can extract these data items from the data store(s)
110 based on information provided in a query log (not
shown) of a search engine (not shown). For example, the
creating tool 116 can use the query log to identify a query
that a user has submitted, which was followed by the user
clicking on a particular document. As a result of the pro-
cessing operations described below (e.g., in connection with
the explanation of FIG. 6), the creating tool 116 identifies the
subject matter domain associated with the document. This
allows the creating tool 116 to conclude that both the query
and a text passage extracted from the document are associ-
ated with the identified domain, the text passage being an
example of a first-type data item and the query being an
example of a second-type data item.

Note that the principles set forth herein can be applied to
other classifications of data items. For example, in the
linguistic realm, the creating tool 116 can discriminate
between instances of text exchanged in conversation among
users (e.g., in blogs, social media messages, etc.) from
instances of text found in more formal technical documents.
The creating tool 116 can correspondingly assign different
respective types to these two types of discourse. The training
system 102 could learn a model that translates knowledge
expressed in technical literature to a conversational style,
and vice versa. The same principles hold true in implemen-
tations that process non-linguistic data items, or data items
that are not entirely composed of linguistic items. For
example, the creating tool 116 can discriminate between a
first kind of image that is embedded in a document and a
second kind of image that is posted by a user on a social
media platform, etc. Further still, although the example in
FIG. 1 involves discriminating between two types of data
items, the creating tool 116 can discriminate among three or
more types of data items, e.g., by assigning a first type of
data item to TWITTER messages, a second type of data item
to blog posts, and a third type of data item to passages
extracted from online articles, etc.

The training tool 106 begins its processing of a batch of
data items with the preparatory step of combining parameter
information with each data item in the batch. More specifi-
cally, for each data item of the first type (e.g., text type), the
training tool 106 prepends first-type parameter information
(e.g., text parameter information). For each data item of the
second type (e.g., query type), the training tool 106 prepends
second-type parameter information (e.g., query parameter
information). Each instance of parameter information can be
expressed as a sequence having one or more vectors, such as,
in one non-limiting case, a sequence of five vectors. This
operation produces supplemented data items.

The training tool 106 iteratively processes the supple-
mented data items to produce the initial model 108. This
training process is described in detail below with respect to
FIG. 2-5. By way of introduction to that later description, the
training process involves iteratively adjusting model
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weights of the initial model 108 based on a given loss
function. The training process also involves adjusting the
values in the parameter information. Hence, when finished,
the training tool 106 produces a final set of model weights,
trained first-type parameter information, and trained second-
type parameter information.

The loss function applied by the training tool 106 can vary
depending on the kind of model that is being trained.
Consider the illustrative case of a query-suggestion model.
Given a partial query, such a model will generate an appro-
priate query suggestion that is based on the partial query,
e.g., in some cases, by completing the partial query. The
training tool 106 can truncate queries in a set of queries, and
then apply a loss function that rewards instances in which
the initial model 108 expands an incomplete query in a
correct manner (which happens when the initial model 108
correctly restores a query to its original form), and penalizes
instances in which the initial model 108 expands an incom-
plete query in an incorrect manner (which happens when the
initial model 108 fails to restore a query to its original form).
The training tool 106 can apply the same loss function to text
items.

In some implementations, the training tool 106 can per-
form the above-described predictive function for each word
in a text passage. For example, given a first word in a text
passage, the training tool 106 can attempt to predict the
second word of the text passage. Given the first two words
in the text passage, the training tool 106 attempts to predict
the third word, and so on.

Optionally, the training tool 106 can later refine the initial
model 108 so that it operates in a new domain 120. The new
domain 120 is said to be “new” because it corresponds to a
subject matter domain that is not among the original subject
matter domains that were used to organize the original data
items in the data store 118 (where those original data items
were used to generate the initial model 108). In some
implementations, the creating tool 116 can generate both a
new set of first-type new-domain data items 122 and a new
set of second-type new-domain data items 124 pertaining to
the new domain 120. For example, as the first-type new-
domain data items 122, the creating tool 116 can produce a
set of text items extracted from documents that pertain to the
new domain 120. As the second-type new-domain data items
124, the creating tool 116 can produce a set of queries that
pertain to the same new domain 120. In other cases, the
creating tool 116 may lack a robust collection of either the
first-set data items or the second-set data items. For
example, assume that the creating tool 116 finds a set of
general-purpose text items pertaining to the new domain
120, but there presently does not exist any queries pertaining
to the new domain 120. Or assume that the creating tool 116
finds some queries relating to the new domain 120, but not
a large enough number of queries that would be sufficient to
train a machine-learned model for the new domain 120 to
achieve specified performance goals (absent the use of
trained parameter information described herein). For
example, assume that the creating tool 116 ensures that each
set of queries in the data store 118 (for use in constructing
the initial model 108) has at least a prescribed number of
queries. The set of second-type new-domain data items 124
may be considered deficient, even if non-zero, because it
contains less than the prescribed number. A “new-domain
data item” generally refers to a data item that pertains to the
new domain 120 that is used to train the fine-tuned model
112.

The training tool 106 begins its processing of the new-
domain data items by appending parameter information that
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it has previously trained in the course of producing the initial
model 108. For example, the training tool 106 prepends
first-type parameter information to each first-type new-
domain data item, e.g., by prepending text parameter infor-
mation to each text item. It also prepends second-type
parameter information to each second-type new-domain
data item, e.g., by prepending query parameter information
to each query (if any). This produces supplemented new-
domain data items. The training tool 106 then updates the
initial model 108 based on the supplemented new-domain
data items, to produce the fine-tuned model 112.

Now turning to the application phase, the inference-stage
system 104 can be implemented as a neural network 126, in
which different parts of the neural network 126 perform
different respective functions. The inference-stage system
104 can incorporate the fine-tuned model 112 (or the initial
model 108). In some implementations, for example, the
inference-stage system 104 uses the fine-tuned model 112
that was developed for the new domain 120 to interrogate a
corpus of documents in a data store (not shown) that pertain
to the new domain 120. In this scenario, the inference-stage
system 104 will generate query suggestions that are appro-
priate for the new domain 120.

More generally, in a first operation, the inference-stage
system 104 receives a new data item 128, such as a new
query. Next, a parameter-combining component 130 com-
bines the new data item 128 with appropriate parameter
information that has been trained by the training system 102.
For example, the parameter-combining component 130 can
combine trained query parameter information with the new
data item 128 if the new data item 128 pertains to a query
submitted by a user. This produces a supplemented data item
132. A mapping network 134 then maps the supplemented
data item 132 to an output data item 136. The mapping
network 134 itself is a neural network that performs its
mapping function based on a model produced by the training
system 102, e.g., corresponding to the initial model 108 or
the fine-tuned model 112.

In summary, in operation 1 (Op. 1), the creating tool 116
creates an initial training set, which it stores in the data store
118. In operation 2 (Op. 2), the training tool 106 produces
the initial model 108 based on the training set. In operation
3 (Op. 3), the creating tool 116 creates a new training set for
the new domain 120. In operation 4 (Op. 4), the training tool
106 updates the initial model 108 based on the new training
set, to produce the fine-tuned model 112. Operations 3 and
4 can be repeated any number of times as appropriate to
accommodate new application environments. In operation 5
(Op. 5), the inference-stage system 104 uses the trained
model to map the new data item 128 to the output data item
136.

Consider the case in which the user inputs a query to the
inference-stage system 104 directed to the new domain 120,
yet the fine-tuned model 112 was not trained based on any
queries that pertain to the new domain 120. That is, the
training set associated with the new domain 120 entirely
omits the set of second-type new-domain data items 124.
Nevertheless, the training tool 106 has processed a robust set
of first-type new-domain data items 122 (e.g., text items).
The training tool 106 also learns the relationship between
text items and queries. This enables the fine-tuned model
112 to effectively transfer knowledge that is has learned
from processing text items to queries. This, in turn, enables
the inference-stage system 104 to provide an appropriate
query suggestion to the user, upon the user’s input of a query
pertaining to the new domain 120.
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The above-described scenario demonstrates how the
training system 102 provides an effective tool for dealing
with the problem of data-scarce environments. The above
scenario describes a data-scarce environment because the
training system 102 secks to develop a query-suggestion
model for the new domain 120 without also having a robust
data set of queries that are pertinent to the new domain 120.
Without the training system 102, some developers may have
responded to the problem of a data-scarce environment by
simply abandoning the effort to develop a model until a
pertinent training set can be compiled. Hence, the training
system 102 serves to remove a potential roadblock in the
development process, and to expedite the delivery of appro-
priate models to the marketplace.

The training system 102 can also be expected to produce
high-quality output results compared to alternative strate-
gies. To illustrate this point, consider an alternative tech-
nique in which a training system produces a fine-tuned
model based on text items alone, but without performing
training based on type-specific parameter information. Such
a model may produce output results that most closely mirror
the kinds of text items in the corpus of text items, rather than
the questions. That is, the output results may have the style
and construction of general-purpose text, not questions. The
alternative system will not uniformly produce good results
because it fails to adequately translate knowledge about
general-purpose text items to the realm of questions.

The training system 102 also represents a time-efficient
and resource-efficient way to develop machine-learned mod-
els in any environment, marked by data scarcity or not. For
example, assume that a goal of a developer is to produce a
trained model that exhibits a prescribed degree of accuracy,
as reflected by any specified performance metric (such as
percentage of correctly-completed queries). A corpus of
general-purpose text documents may include many different
kinds of sentences, including queries, but not limited to
queries. Hence, an alternative system may eventually learn
to generate acceptable-quality query suggestions based on
such a corpus, even without the use of type-specific param-
eter information. But the training system 102 of FIG. 1 can
be expected to more quickly learn to generate acceptable-
quality query suggestions because, by virtue of its used of
trainable parameter information, it learns to transfer knowl-
edge from non-query text passages to queries. Moreover, by
more quickly achieving desired performance goals, the
training system 102 can consume less system resources
compared to the alternative system. The system resources
can include processing resources, memory resources, stor-
age resources, etc.

Suppose, instead, that a developer, as a result of using an
alternative technique that does not make use of type-specific
parameter information, discovers that the model he or she
has produced fails to provide acceptable results, e.g.,
because of the use of a deficient number of queries in the
training set. That developer may choose to deal with this
situation by periodically retraining the model as queries
become available for the new domain 120. That is, the
developer may repeatedly retrain the model over a span of
time until it exhibits sufficient accuracy. This ad hoc process
of refining a model for a new domain, however, slows the
development of a satisfactory model compared to the per-
formance of the training system 102 of FIG. 1, and con-
sumes more system resources compared to the training
system 102. In other words, the ad hoc process can be
expected use more training cycles compared to the operation
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of the training system 102 of FIG. 1. It may also deliver
uneven results based on different environment-specific situ-
ations.

The above-noted technical merits of the training system
102 and its resultant models are set forth in the spirit of
illustration, not limitation. Other implementations of the
training system 102 can exhibit yet other technical charac-
teristics that can be considered beneficial.

FIGS. 2 and 3 respectively show an illustrative manner in
which the training tool 106 processes a batch-specific set of
first-type data items 202 for a particular domain (with
respect to FIG. 2) and a batch-specific set of second-type
type items 302 for the particular domain (with respect to
FIG. 3). For example, the first-type data items 202 may
correspond to a set of general-purpose text items extracted
from respective documents, where those documents pertain
to the particular subject matter domain. The second-type
data items 302 may correspond to a set of queries that
resulted in selection of the documents in the set of first-type
data items 202. These figures will be described in the context
of processing performed on an illustrative first-type data
item 204 (in FIG. 2) and an illustrative second-type data
item 304 (in FIG. 3)

Beginning first with FIG. 2, the training tool 106 first uses
a parameter-combining component 206 to combine the
first-type data item 204 with first-type parameter informa-
tion 208 in its current state, to produce a supplemented data
item 210. For example, the parameter-combining compo-
nent 206 can concatenate the first-type parameter informa-
tion 208 with the first-type data item 204 by prepending the
first-type parameter information 208 to the first-type data
item 204. But other implementations can combine the first-
type parameter information 208 with the first-type data item
204 in other ways, such as by adding the first-type parameter
information 208 to the end of the first-type data item 204
(which can be optionally padded to a predetermined length).
In yet other cases, the training tool 106 can combine the
first-type data item 204 with the first-type parameter infor-
mation 208 at some later stage of processing, not necessarily
at a preliminary stage of processing as represented in FIG.
2. In yet other cases, the training tool 106 can introduce the
first-type parameter information 208 at two or more stages
of processing.

The training tool 106 then performs training based on the
supplemented data item 210 (in combination with other
supplemented data items 212 associated with other respec-
tive data items in a batch), to update the initial model 108.
More specifically, the training tool 106 can use any iterative
training technique (such as stochastic gradient descent) to
update both: (1) the base model weights 214 of the initial
model 108; and (2) the first-type parameter information 208.
That is, the training tool 106 can use backpropagation to
update the base model weights 214 based on calculated base
weight gradients. The training tool 106 can use backpropa-
gation to update the first-type parameter information 208
based on calculated parameter information gradients. At
each stage of processing, the current stage of the initial
model 108 is characterized by its base model weights 214
and the first-type and second-type parameter information
216.

Advancing to FIG. 3, the training tool 106 uses the
parameter-combining component 206 to combine the sec-
ond-type data item 304 with second-type parameter infor-
mation 306 in its current state, to produce a supplemented
data item 308. For example, the parameter-combining com-
ponent 206 can concatenate the second-type parameter
information 306 with the second-type data item 304 by
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prepending the second-type parameter information 306 to
the second-type data item 304. Other combination strategies
can alternatively be used, as mentioned above.

The training tool 106 then performs training based on the
supplemented data item 308 (in combination with other
supplemented data items 310 associated with other respec-
tive data items), to update the initial model 108. More
specifically, the training tool 106 can use any iterative
training technique (such as stochastic gradient descent) to
update the second-type parameter information 306 based on
calculated parameter information gradients. In some imple-
mentations, the training tool 106 does not also update the
base model weights 214 of the initial model 108, unlike the
updating operation shown in FIG. 2 performs for first-type
data items.

From a more encompassing standpoint, in some imple-
mentations, the training tool 106 performs the above-de-
scribed updating operation for each domain in the data store
118. For example, when processing the first domain, the
training tool 106 can perform the processing shown in FIG.
2 for the text items associated with the domain, and can then
perform the processing shown in FIG. 3 for the queries
associated with the domain. At the close of the processing
for each domain-specific batch, the training tool 106 will
update the parameter information 216 and the base model
weights 214. (More specifically, the base model weights 214
are updated as a result of the processing shown in FIG. 2, but
not the processing shown in FIG. 3.) The training tool 106
then repeats the above-described processing for the second
domain, and so on, until reaching the last domain of the
training set. When processing each batch other than the first,
the training tool 106 applies the parameter information 216
and base model weights 214 updated in the preceding
batch-specific training phase.

The strategy of processing data items on a domain-by-
domain basis allows the training tool 106 to incorporate
insight form different domains in a structured manner. The
strategy of processing text items prior to questions allows
the training tool 106 to extend insight from text items to
questions in a structured manner. Stated in another way, the
above-described training approach reduces the chance that
the training tool 106 will enter an unstable and/or unpro-
ductive region of a solution space, from which a satisfactory
final solution is less likely to be achieved. With that said,
other implementations can use different sequencing strate-
gies in processing data items, such as by processing ques-
tions prior to text items for each domain. Further, other
implementations can use different strategies that govern the
timing at which the parameter information 216 is updated. It
can be updated at a greater or lower frequency compared to
the updating strategy described above. For example, the
training tool 106 can update the parameter information 216
after processing a prescribed number of data items in a
single batch.

FIG. 4 shows an illustrative manner by which the training
tool 106 refines the initial model 108 based on the new-
domain data items in the data store 114, to produce the
fine-tuned model 112. More specifically, assume that the
training tool 106 performs updating based on a collection of
new-domain data items 402 of the first type. For example the
new-domain data items 402 may correspond to text items
extracted from documents pertaining to the new domain
120. The operation of the fine-tuning operation will be
described below with respect to a representative new-do-
main data item 404 of the first type.

First, the training tool 106 uses the parameter-combining
component 206 to combine the new-domain data item 404
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with the first-type parameter information 208 that has been
produced in the preceding training operation. For example,
the parameter-combining component 206 can concatenate
the first-type parameter information 208 with the new-
domain data item 404 by prepending the fist-type parameter
information 208 to the new-domain data item 404. This
produces a supplemented data item 406. Other ways of
combining the first-type parameter information 208 with the
new-domain data item 404 can be used, as described above.

The training tool 106 performs training of the fine-tuned
model 112 by starting with the initial model 108. In other
words, the fine-tuned model 112 may be viewed as a
modification of the initial model 108. Each iteration of
training involves updating the fine-tuned model 112 based
on the supplemented data item 406 (in combination with
other supplemented data items 408 associated with other
respective new-domain data items). More specifically, the
training tool 106 can use any iterative training technique
(such as stochastic gradient descent) to update the model
weights 214' of the fine-tuned model 112, e.g., based on
calculated model weight gradients. In some implementa-
tions, the training tool 106 does not also update any of the
parameter information 216 at this stage.

In other implementations, the training tool 106 can refine
the initial model 108 based on both the first-type new-
domain data items 122 and second-type new-domain data
items 124 pertaining to the new domain 120, such as both
text items and queries pertaining to the new domain 120. To
perform this task, the parameter-combining component 206
combines each new-domain data item to be processed with
the appropriate parameter information (e.g., first-type or
second-type parameter information).

FIG. 5 shows an illustrative manner by which the infer-
ence-stage system 104 processes the new data item 128.
Assume that the new data item 128 is of the second type,
e.g., corresponding to a query. Further assume that the new
data item 128 is associated with the new domain 120 for
which the fine-tuned model 112 has been trained.

The parameter-combining component 130 combines the
new data item 128 with the second-type parameter informa-
tion 306 that has been trained in the course of producing the
initial model 108. This operation yields the supplemented
data item 132, which includes the trained second-type
parameter information prepended to the new data item 128
(although other strategies for combining are possible). The
mapping network 134 then maps the supplemented data item
132 to the output data item 136. For the case in which the
fine-tuned model 112 is a query suggestion model, the output
data item 136 is a query suggestion.

FIG. 6 shows one implementation of the data set-creating
tool 116 (“creating tool” for brevity). Recall from the
explanation of FIG. 1 that the creating tool 116 generates a
training set that the training tool 106 uses to produce the
initial model 108. The creating tool 116 will be described for
the non-limiting example in which first-type data items
correspond to text items and the second-type data items
correspond to queries, although the creating tool 116 can be
used to create a training set for other partitions of data items
into different types.

A pair extractor 602 extracts query-URL pairs from a
query log 604 produced by a search engine (not shown) or
any other type of query-processing engine (not shown).
Each query-URL pair corresponds to a query submitted by
a user on a prior occasion, together with a Uniform Resource
Locator (URL) of a document that the user clicked on or

40

45

50

12

otherwise selected in response to submitting the query. The
pair extractor 602 stores the query-URL pairs in a data tore
606.

A data extractor 608 then uses the URL of each query-
URL pair to extract text content of the document associated
with the URL. The data extractor 608 can perform this task
by accessing the document from the data store(s) 110, and
then scraping the text content from the document. For
instance, the data store(s) 110 may represent computer-
implemented data stores accessible via a wide area network,
such as the Internet. As an outcome of its processing, the
data extractor 608 stores a plurality of query-text pairs in a
data store 610.

A domain identifier 612 identifies the subject matter
domain associated with each document. For example, the
domain identifier 612 can map the text content associated
with the document to a domain classification that most likely
represents the main topic associated with the text content.
The domain identifier 612 can use any technology to per-
form this task. For example, the domain identifier 612 can
use any machine-learned classification model to perform this
task, including, but not limited to, a Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN), a logistic regression classifier, a decision
tree network, a Bayesian model, etc. In other cases, the
domain identifier 612 can use a latent Dirichlet allocation
(LDA) model to perform this task.

The domain identifier 612 can then use any grouping
technique to identify a set of primary classifications asso-
ciated with the documents. For example, assume that, as a
result of its classification operation, the domain identifier
612 generates a classification value associated with each
document that describes its most likely classification, e.g.,
corresponding to a float value, a vector, etc. The domain
identifier 612 can use any classification algorithm (such as
the k-means classification algorithm) to group the document
classification values into a set of principal clusters. The
domain identifier 612 can assign a domain identifier (ID) to
each such cluster, corresponding to the classification asso-
ciated with the cluster. Each document in a cluster is
considered to inherit its cluster’s domain ID. As a result of
this processing, the domain identifier 612 produces a col-
lection of tuples which it stores in a data store 614. Each
tuple describes a query submitted by a user, the text asso-
ciated with a document clicked on in response to submitting
the query, and a domain ID associated with the document.
The domain ID also describes the presumed subject matter
of the query and each sentence in the document.

A data grouper 616 partitions data in the data store 614 to
produce the training set shown in FIG. 7, stored in the data
store 118. The training set includes a collection of groups
702. Each group corresponds to a particular subject matter
domain, associated, in turn, with a particular domain ID.
Each group also includes a set of queries and a set of text
items associated with the domain. In one implementation,
the data grouper 616 produces the text items in a data set by
partitioning each document into its constituent sentences
(and/or other units of text), which are all considered to share
the domain ID of the document from which they originated.

Other implementations of the data grouper 616 can vary
one or more aspects of its operation described above. For
example, the data grouper 616 can alternatively identify the
topic of each individual sentence in a document based on
just the words in the individual sentence. The data grouper
616 can retain the sentence only if its classification is within
a prescribed distance from the document’s global classifi-
cation, e.g., which can be assessed based on any metric (such
as cosine similarity, etc.).
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FIG. 8 provides further details regarding the operation of
the training system 102 for the case in which query 802 is
processed. For example, assume that the query corresponds
to a question submitted by a user and stored in the query log
604. The training system 102 can first represent the parts of
the query 802 as a series of tokens. The tokens may represent
respective words in the query or fragments of words (e.g.,
n-grams, etc.). The training system 102 then converts each
token into a respective vector having a prescribed dimension
using any technology, such as a lookup table, a machine-
learned model, etc. The training system 102 likewise rep-
resents the query parameter information 804 as one or more
vectors, such as five vectors in one non-limiting case. More
generally, the number of vectors used to express the query
parameter information is a configurable setting. The param-
eter-bearing vector(s) have the same dimensionality as the
word vector(s). The parameter-combining component 206
then concatenates the vectors that express the query param-
eter information 804 with the vectors that express the query
802, to produce a supplemented query 806. As noted above,
other implementations can combine parameter information
with a data item in other respective ways.

FIG. 9 provides further details regarding the operation of
the training system 102 for the case in which a text item 902
is processed. For example, assume that the text item 902
corresponds to a sentence or part of a sentence extracted
from a document. The training system 102 can first represent
the parts of the text item 902 as a series of vectors in the
same manner described above for FIG. 8. The training
system 102 likewise represents the text parameter informa-
tion 904 as one or more vectors, such as a sequence of five
vectors in one non-limiting case, each having the same
dimensionality as the word vector(s). The parameter-com-
bining component 206 then concatenates the vectors that
express the text parameter information 904 with the vectors
that express the text item 902, to produce a supplemented
text item 906. As noted above, other implementations can
combine parameter information with a data item in other
respective ways.

FIG. 10 shows an example of the operation of the infer-
ence-stage system 104. Assume that the inference-stage
system 104 has been trained to process queries directed to a
new domain associated with the topic of dining. Further
assume that the inference-stage system 104 receives a ques-
tion or part of a question that reads: “What city has”. The
inference-stage system 104 can generate one or more query
suggestions in response to the input query, such as the
top-ranked suggestion that reads: “What city has the best
restaurants?”

A separate search system 1002 can perform a search based
on any query submitted by a user. In some implementations,
the search system 1002 can conduct its search within a
corpus of domain-specific documents relating to the topic of
dining, which are stored in one or more data stores 1004, and
which are searchable using an index (not shown). One way
that a user can submit a query is by performing an “enter”
command after submitting a query. Another way that a user
may submit a search is by clicking on a query suggestion
generated by the inference-stage system 104.

FIG. 11 shows one implementation of the mapping net-
work 134. FIG. 11 specifically is explained in the context of
the inference-stage system 104, which uses the mapping
network 134 to map an input data item to an output data
item. Here, the input item derives from an input query
submitted by a user. Although not shown in FIG. 1 or 11, the
training tool 106 also applies a mapping network to map
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input data items to respective output data items. In that
context, an input data item may correspond to a query or a
text item.

Different implementations can use different kinds of mod-
els to implement the mapping network 134. FIG. 11 shows
one non-limiting example in which the mapping network
134 uses a transformer-based standalone decoder to autore-
gressively generate the output data item, given the input data
item. That is, the mapping network 134 accepts input
information 1102 that includes a supplemented data item
1104 and a generated query suggestion 1106 (which, at the
beginning of processing, is empty). The supplemented data
item 1104 includes query parameter information prepended
to a submitted query. The mapping network 134 maps that
input information 1102 to an output token 1108. The output
token 1108 corresponds to a next (or first) word in the query
suggestion 1106. In a next iteration, the mapping network
134 adds the output token 1108 to the query suggestion 1106
to produce updated input information 1102. The mapping
network 134 then processes the updated input information
1102 to generate a next token. This process is repeated until
the mapping network 134 generates an end-of-sequence
token, signaling that the query suggestion 1106 is now
complete. (In some implementations, the full query sugges-
tion may include a combination of an original data item
supplied by the user and the generated token(s).)

Although not shown, the mapping network 134 can
include any input-encoding mechanism for converting the
tokens in the input information 1102 into respective input
vectors (if not already in an appropriate vector form). The
encoding mechanism can also add position information to
the input vector that describes the respective positions of the
tokens in the input information 1102, e.g., by adding posi-
tion information to a second word to indicate that it is second
in the sequence of words, etc. A decoder network 1110 uses
one or more decoder blocks (such as representative decoder
block 1112 and other decoder block(s) 1114) to convert the
input vectors into decoder output information. A probability-
generating mechanism 1116 converts the decoder output
information into a probability distribution. The probability
distribution provides probabilities associated with tokens in
a vocabulary. Each probability identifies the likelihood that
an associated token (e.g., a particular word) represents the
next token in the query suggestion 1106. In some imple-
mentations, the probability-generating mechanism 1116
includes one or more neural network layers followed by a
softmax operation (that is, a normalized exponential func-
tion).

A search heuristic mechanism 1118 then applies a search
heuristic to select one or more next tokens based on the
probabilities. In the simplified example of FIG. 11, the
search heuristic mechanism 1118 applies a greedy selection
algorithm to select the single output token 1108 that has the
highest probability. As noted above, the mapping network
134 then appends this output token 1108 to the end of the
query suggestion 1106, upon which it repeats the above
process to generate a next token.

In other implementations (not shown), the mapping net-
work 134 produces plural query suggestions for each supple-
mented data item 1104. The search heuristic mechanism
1118 can achieve this result by, at each stage in generating
the suggestions, using a beam search algorithm to generate
plural candidate tokens (not shown), corresponding to those
candidate tokens having the highest conditional probabili-
ties. The mapping network 134 updates plural instances of
input information (not shown) based the plural identified



US 12,099,803 B2

15

candidate tokens, and repeats the above-described process
for each instance of input information.

Each decoder block can include an attention mechanism.
For instance, the first decoder block 1112 includes a repre-
sentative attention mechanism 1120. In one implementation,
the attention mechanism 1120 of the first decoder block 1112
generates attention information using the following equa-
tion:

[QKT] W
attn(Q, K, V) = softmax| =—|V.

Vd

In this case, the query information Q is produced by
multiplying a last-introduced token of the input information
1102 by a query weighting matrix W<. Key information K
and value information V are produced by multiplying the
vectors associated with the input information 1102 as a
whole by a key weighting matrix W* and a value weighting
matrix WY, respectively. Equation (1) involves taking the
dot product of Q by the transpose of K, and then dividing
that dot product by a scaling factor Vd, where d may
represent the dimensionality of the machine-learned model.
This yields a scaled result. Equation (1) then involves
computing the softmax of the scaled result, and then mul-
tiplying the result of the softmax operation by V.

Each subsequent decoder block in the decoder network
1110 operates in the same manner as the first decoder block
1112. However, each subsequent decoder block builds the
query information Q, key information K, and value infor-
mation V based on the output of a preceding decoder block.

FIG. 12 shows one implementation each decoder block
1202 of the decoder network 1110 of FIG. 11. Generally, the
decoder network 1110 may include a pipeline of the kind of
decoder block 1202 shown in FIG. 12, with the output of one
decoder block serving as input information to a subsequent
decoder block.

In some non-limiting implementations, the decoder block
1202 includes an attention mechanism 1204, an add-&-
normalize component 1206, a feed-forward component
1208, and another add-&-normalize component 1210. The
attention mechanism 1204 performs attention (e.g., self-
attention, cross-attention, etc.) in any manner, such as by
using the transformations described in Equation (1). The first
add-&-normalize component 1206 adds the input informa-
tion fed to the attention mechanism 1204 to the output
information provided by the attention mechanism 1204 (thus
forming a residual connection), and then performs layer-
normalization on that result. Layer normalization entails
adjusting values in a layer based on the mean and deviation
of those values in the layer. The feed-forward component
1208 uses one or more fully connected neural network layers
to map input information to output information. The second
add-&-normalize component 1210 performs the same func-
tion as the first add-&-normalize component 1206.

The specific type of mapping network 134 shown in
FIGS. 11 and 12 is set forth here in the spirit of illustration,
not limitation. Other implementations of the mapping net-
work 134 can use other machine-learned models to generate
output text. For example, another implementation of the
mapping network 134 can use a sequence-processing neural
network, such as a recurrent neural network (RNN), to
perform this task. Each unit of the RNN can be imple-
mented, for example, as a long short-term memory unit
(LSTM). Another implementation of the mapping network
134 can generate a vector that describes an input item, and
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can then use a search algorithm (such as the approximate
nearest neighbor algorithm) to select a pre-generated output
item having a most-closely matching vector. A data store can
store the pre-generated output items, and an index can store
these output items’ pre-generated vectors. Still other imple-
mentations are possible.

More generally, the above characteristics of the training
system 102 and inference-stage system 104 can be varied in
additional ways. For example, the training system 102 can
use the principles described above to generate a classifica-
tion model. In some implementations, the classification
model can classify an instance of input text, such as by
assessing the sentiment expressed by the input text. Here,
the creating tool 116 can form a training set that identifies
different types of data items. For instance, the creating tool
116 can scrape first-type items from explicit online reviews,
e.g., as expressed in a movie database website. The creating
tool 116 can scrape second-type items from more informal
blogs that mention products, and so on. The machine-
learned classification model can map vectors associated with
a supplemented data item to an output score that reflects a
sentiment. Still other types of machine-learned models can
benefit from the training approach described above.

B. Illustrative Processes

FIGS. 13-18 show processes that explain the operation of
the training system 102 and inference-stage system 104 of
Section A in flowchart form. Since the principles underlying
the operation of these systems (102, 104) have already been
described in Section A, certain operations will be addressed
in summary fashion in this section. Each flowchart is
expressed as a series of operations performed in a particular
order. But the order of these operations is merely represen-
tative, and can be varied in other implementations. Further,
any two or more operations described below can be per-
formed in a parallel manner. In one implementation, the
blocks shown in the flowcharts that pertain to processing-
related functions can be implemented by the hardware logic
circuitry described in Section C, which, in turn, can be
implemented by one or more hardware processors and/or
other logic units that include a task-specific collection of
logic gates.

More specifically, FIGS. 13 and 14 together show a
process 1302 that represents an overview of one manner of
operation of the training system 102 of FIG. 1. In block
1304, the training system 102 obtains first-type data items
that pertain to a first type of data items. In block 1306, the
training system 102 obtains second-type data items that
pertain to a second type of data items, the second type
differing from the first type. The first-type data items and the
second-type data items pertain to at least one original subject
matter domain. In block 1308, the training system 102
combines the first-type data items with first-type parameter
information that pertains to the first type, to produce first-
type supplemented data items. In block 1310, the training
system 102 combines the second-type data items with sec-
ond-type parameter information that pertains to the second
type, to produce second-type supplemented data items. In
block 1312, the training system 102 trains an initial
machine-learned model 108 based on the plurality of first-
type supplemented data items and the plurality of second-
type supplemented data items, the training also resulting in
training the first-type parameter information and the second-
type parameter information.

In block 1402 of FIG. 14, the training system 102 obtains
new-domain data items of at least the first type, the new-
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domain data items pertaining to a new subject matter domain
120. That is, the new subject matter domain 120 is new
because it is not one of the original subject matter domains.
In block 1404, the training system 102 combines the new-
domain data items of the first type with the first-type
parameter information produced in the training, to produce
supplemented new-domain data items. In block 1406, the
training system 102 refines the initial machine-learned
model 108 based on the supplemented new-domain data
items, to produce a fine-tuned machine-learned model 112.
The fine-tuned machine-learned model 112 is configured,
when deployed in an inference-stage system 104, to trans-
form a new data item of the second type that is associated
with the new subject matter domain 120 into an output data
item.

In some implementations, there is at least a prescribed
number of second-type data items for each original subject
matter domain, and the fine-tuned machine-learned model
112 is trained on a number of second-type data items
pertaining to the new subject matter domain 120 that is less
than the prescribed number. More specifically, the fine-tuned
machine-learned model 112 may have been trained on no
new-domain data items of the second type. In other cases,
the fine-tuned machine-learned model 112 may have been
trained on some new-domain data items of the second type,
but this number is less than the prescribed number of
second-type data items that were used to train the initial
machine-learned model 108, for each of the original subject
matter domains. For example, assume that the initial
machine-learned model 108 is trained on a set of at least
three hundred thousand queries for each original subject
matter domain. In some cases, the fine-tuned machine-
learned model 112 may be trained on zero queries pertaining
to the new subject matter domain 120. In other cases, the
fine-tuned machine-learned model 112 may be trained on
just one thousand queries pertaining to the new subject
matter domain 120. In some environments, a set one thou-
sand queries would be insufficient by itself, without the use
of the trained parameter information described in Section A,
to meet prescribed performance goals with respect to the
processing of new queries pertaining to the new subject
matter domain 120. The training tool 106 is particularly
useful for those cases in which there is an expectation that
there will be a scarcity of new-domain second-type data
items, e.g., where “scarcity” may be defined based on the
criteria set forth above. But a developer can also use the
above-described training process 1302 even when suffi-
ciently large data sets are expected to be available for future
domains, e.g., where “sufficiently large” can be gauged
based on the criteria set forth above. The training process
1302 is advantageous in this latter situation because it can
potentially achieve target performance goals in less time,
compared to an alternative technique that does not use
trainable parameter information.

FIGS. 15 and 16 together show a process 1502 that
represents one particular implementation of the process
1302 of FIGS. 13 and 14. In block 1504, the training system
102 obtains document text items. In block 1506, the training
system 102 obtains queries. The document text items and the
queries pertain to at least one original subject matter domain.
In block 1508, the training system 102 combines the docu-
ment text items with text parameter information, to produce
supplemented document text items. In block 1510, the
training system 102 combines the queries with query param-
eter information, to produce supplemented queries. In block
1512, the training system 102 trains an initial machine-
learned model 108 for use in each subject matter domain of
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the at least one original subject matter domain based on the
supplemented document text items and the supplemented
queries, the training also resulting in training the text param-
eter information and the query parameter information.

In block 1602 of FIG. 16, the training system 102 obtains
new-domain document text items, the new-domain docu-
ment text items pertaining to a new subject matter domain
120 that is not included in the at least one original subject
matter domain. In block 1604, the training system 102
combines the new-domain document text items with the text
parameter information produced in the prior training opera-
tion (that was used to produce the initial model 108), to
produce supplemented new-domain document text items. In
block 1606, the training system 102 refines the initial
machine-learned model 108 based on the supplemented
new-domain document text items, to produce a fine-tuned
machine-learned model 112. The fine-tuned machine-
learned model 112 is configured, when deployed in an
inference-stage system 104, to transform an input query that
is associated with the new subject matter domain 120 into a
query suggestion.

In some implementations, there is at least a prescribed
number of queries for each original subject matter domain,
and the fine-tuned machine-learned model 112 is trained on
a number of queries pertaining to the new subject matter
domain that is less than the prescribed number of queries.

FIG. 17 shows a process 1702 that represents an overview
of one manner of operation of the inference-stage system
104 of FIG. 1. In one implementation, the process 1702 is
implemented by a neural network 126 that has been trained
in a preceding training process on data items of different
types, including at least a first type and a second type, the
second type differing from the first type. In block 1704, the
inference-stage system 104 inputs a new data item of the
second type. In block 1706, the inference-stage system 104
combines the new data item with second-type parameter
information that has been trained in the preceding training
process, to produce a supplemented new data item. In block
1708, the inference-stage system 104 maps the supple-
mented new data item to an output data item based on model
weights that have also been trained in the preceding training
process.

The preceding training process involves, in block 1708-1,
training an initial machine-learned model 108 based on
first-type supplemented data items that pertain to the first
type, and based on second-type supplemented data items
that pertain the second type. The first-type supplemented
data items and the second-type supplemented data items
pertain to at least one original subject matter domain. The
first-type supplemented data items are produced by combin-
ing respective first-type data items with first-type parameter
information, and the second-type supplemented data items
are produced by combining respective second-type data
items with the second-type parameter information. In block
1708-2, the preceding training process then refines the initial
machine-learned model 108 based on supplemented new-
domain data items to produce a fine-tuned machine-learned
model 112. The supplemented new-domain data items per-
tain to a new subject matter domain 120 that is not included
in the at least one original subject matter domain. The
mapping operation (1708) uses the fine-tuned machine-
learned model 112 to produce the output data item.

FIG. 18 shows an example of a procedure 1802 for
generating a fine-tuned model. In part 1804, the training
system 102 generates the training set. In part 1806, the
training system 102 generates the initial model 108 based on
the training set. It performs this task by processing the
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domains in the training set, one after the other. Within each
domain, the training system 102 processes the text data set
followed by the query data set. In part 1808, the training
system 102 refines the initial model 108 based on new-
domain data items, to produce the fine-tuned model 112.

C. Representative Computing Functionality

FIG. 19 shows an example of computing equipment that
can be used to implement any of the systems described
above. The computing equipment includes a set of user
computing devices 1902 coupled to a set of servers 1904 via
a computer network 1906. Each user computing device can
correspond to any device that performs a computing func-
tion, including a desktop computing device, a laptop com-
puting device, a handheld computing device of any type
(e.g., a smartphone, a tablet-type computing device, etc.), a
mixed reality device, a wearable computing device, an
Internet-of-Things (IoT) device, a gaming system, and so
on. The computer network 1906 can be implemented as a
local area network, a wide area network (e.g., the Internet),
one or more point-to-point links, or any combination
thereof.

FIG. 19 also indicates that the training system 102 and the
inference-stage system 104 can be spread across the user
computing devices 1902 and/or the servers 1904 in any
manner. For instance, in one case, the inference-stage system
104 is entirely implemented by one or more of the servers
1904. Each user may interact with the servers 1904 via a
browser application or other programmatic interface pro-
vided by a user computing device. In another case, the
inference-stage system 104 is entirely implemented by a
user computing device in local fashion, in which case no
interaction with the servers 1904 is necessary. In another
case, the functionality associated with the inference-stage
system 104 is distributed between the servers 1904 and each
user computing device in any manner.

FIG. 20 shows a computing system 2002 that can be used
to implement any aspect of the mechanisms set forth in the
above-described figures. For instance, the type of computing
system 2002 shown in FIG. 20 can be used to implement any
user computing device or any server shown in FIG. 19. In all
cases, the computing system 2002 represents a physical and
tangible processing mechanism.

The computing system 2002 can include one or more
hardware processors 2004. The hardware processor(s) 2004
can include, without limitation, one or more Central Pro-
cessing Units (CPUs), and/or one or more Graphics Pro-
cessing Units (GPUs), and/or one or more Application
Specific Integrated Circuits (ASICs), and/or Neural Process-
ing Units (NPU), etc. More generally, any hardware proces-
sor can correspond to a general-purpose processing unit or
an application-specific processor unit.

The computing system 2002 can also include computer-
readable storage media 2006, corresponding to one or more
computer-readable media hardware units. The computer-
readable storage media 2006 retains any kind of information
2008, such as machine-readable instructions, settings, data,
etc. Without limitation, the computer-readable storage media
2006 may include one or more solid-state devices, one or
more magnetic hard disks, one or more optical disks, mag-
netic tape, and so on. Any instance of the computer-readable
storage media 2006 can use any technology for storing and
retrieving information. Further, any instance of the com-
puter-readable storage media 2006 may represent a fixed or
removable unit of the computing system 2002. Further, any
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instance of the computer-readable storage media 2006 may
provide volatile or non-volatile retention of information.

More generally, any of the storage resources described
herein, or any combination of the storage resources, may be
regarded as a computer-readable medium. In many cases, a
computer-readable medium represents some form of physi-
cal and tangible entity. The term computer-readable medium
also encompasses propagated signals, e.g., transmitted or
received via a physical conduit and/or air or other wireless
medium, etc. However, the specific term “computer-read-
able storage medium” expressly excludes propagated signals
per se in transit, while including all other forms of computer-
readable media. In this sense, a “computer-readable storage
medium” can be said to be a non-transitory storage medium.

The computing system 2002 can utilize any instance of
the computer-readable storage media 2006 in different ways.
For example, any instance of the computer-readable storage
media 2006 may represent a hardware memory unit (such as
Random Access Memory (RAM)) for storing transient infor-
mation during execution of a program by the computing
system 2002, and/or a hardware storage unit (such as a hard
disk) for retaining/archiving information on a more perma-
nent basis. In the latter case, the computing system 2002 also
includes one or more drive mechanisms 2010 (such as a hard
drive mechanism) for storing and retrieving information
from an instance of the computer-readable storage media
2006.

The computing system 2002 may perform any of the
functions described above when the hardware processor(s)
2004 carry out computer-readable instructions stored in any
instance of the computer-readable storage media 2006. For
instance, the computing system 2002 may carry out com-
puter-readable instructions to perform each block of the
processes described in Section B.

Alternatively, or in addition, the computing system 2002
may rely on one or more other hardware logic units 2012 to
perform operations using a task-specific collection of logic
gates. For instance, the hardware logic unit(s) 2012 may
include a fixed configuration of hardware logic gates, e.g.,
that are created and set at the time of manufacture, and
thereafter unalterable. Alternatively, or in addition, the other
hardware logic unit(s) 2012 may include a collection of
programmable hardware logic gates that can be set to
perform different application-specific tasks. The latter cat-
egory of devices includes, but is not limited to Program-
mable Array Logic Devices (PALs), Generic Array Logic
Devices (GALs), Complex Programmable Logic Devices
(CPLDs), Field-Programmable Gate Arrays (FPGAs), etc.

FIG. 20 generally indicates that hardware logic circuitry
2014 includes any combination of the hardware processor(s)
2004, the computer-readable storage media 2006, and/or the
other hardware logic unit(s) 2012. That is, the computing
system 2002 can employ any combination of the hardware
processor(s) 2004 that execute machine-readable instruc-
tions provided in the computer-readable storage media 2006,
and/or one or more other hardware logic unit(s) 2012 that
perform operations using a fixed and/or programmable col-
lection of hardware logic gates. More generally stated, the
hardware logic circuitry 2014 corresponds to one or more
hardware logic units of any type(s) that perform operations
based on logic stored in and/or otherwise embodied in the
hardware logic unit(s). Further, in some contexts, each of the
terms “‘component,” “module,” “engine,” “system,”
“mechanism,” “tool,” etc. refers to a part of the hardware
logic circuitry 2014 that performs a particular function or
combination of functions.
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In some cases (e.g., in the case in which the computing
system 2002 represents a user computing device), the com-
puting system 2002 also includes an input/output interface
2016 for receiving various inputs (via input devices 2018),
and for providing various outputs (via output devices 2020).
Iustrative input devices include a keyboard device, a
mouse input device, a touchscreen input device, a digitizing
pad, one or more static image cameras, one or more video
cameras, one or more depth camera systems, one or more
microphones, a voice recognition mechanism, any position-
determining devices (e.g., GPS devices), any movement
detection mechanisms (e.g., accelerometers, gyroscopes,
etc.), and so on. One particular output mechanism may
include a display device 2022 and an associated graphical
user interface presentation (GUI) 2024. The display device
2022 may correspond to a liquid crystal display device, a
light-emitting diode display (LED) device, a cathode ray
tube device, a projection mechanism, etc. Other output
devices include a printer, one or more speakers, a haptic
output mechanism, an archival mechanism (for storing out-
put information), and so on. The computing system 2002 can
also include one or more network interfaces 2026 for
exchanging data with other devices via one or more com-
munication conduits 2028. One or more communication
buses 2030 communicatively couple the above-described
units together.

The communication conduit(s) 2028 can be implemented
in any manner, e.g., by a local area computer network, a
wide area computer network (e.g., the Internet), point-to-
point connections, etc., or any combination thereof. The
communication conduit(s) 2028 can include any combina-
tion of hardwired links, wireless links, routers, gateway
functionality, name servers, etc., governed by any protocol
or combination of protocols.

FIG. 20 shows the computing system 2002 as being
composed of a discrete collection of separate units. In some
cases, the collection of units corresponds to discrete hard-
ware units provided in a computing device chassis having
any form factor. FIG. 20 shows illustrative form factors in its
bottom portion. In other cases, the computing system 2002
can include a hardware logic unit that integrates the func-
tions of two or more of the units shown in FIG. 1. For
instance, the computing system 2002 can include a system
on a chip (SoC or SOC), corresponding to an integrated
circuit that combines the functions of two or more of the
units shown in FIG. 20.

The following summary provides a non-exhaustive set of
illustrative examples of the technology set forth herein.

(A1) According to a first aspect, some implementations of
the technology described herein include a computer-imple-
mented method (e.g., the process 1302 of FIGS. 13 and 14)
for performing machine-learning. The method includes
obtaining (e.g., in block 1304) first-type data items that
pertain to a first type of data items, and obtaining (e.g., in
block 1306) second-type data items that pertain to a second
type of data items, the second type differing from the first
type. The first-type data items and the second-type data
items pertain to at least one original subject matter domain.
The method further includes combining (e.g., in block 1308)
the first-type data items with first-type parameter informa-
tion that pertains to the first type, to produce first-type
supplemented data items, and combining (e.g., in block
1310) the second-type data items with second-type param-
eter information that pertains to the second type, to produce
second-type supplemented data items. The method further
includes training (e.g., in block 1312) an initial machine-
learned model (e.g., the initial model 108) for use in each
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subject matter domain of the at least one original subject
matter domain based on the plurality of first-type supple-
mented data items and the plurality of second-type supple-
mented data items, the training also resulting in training the
first-type parameter information and the second-type param-
eter information.

The first aspect also involves obtaining (e.g., in block
1402 of FIG. 14) new-domain data items of at least the first
type, the new-domain data items pertaining to a new subject
matter domain (e.g., the new domain 120) that is not
included in the at least one original subject matter domain.
The method further includes combining (e.g., in block 1404)
the new-domain data items of the first type with the first-type
parameter information produced in the training, to produce
supplemented new-domain data items. The method further
includes refining (e.g., in block 1406) the initial machine-
learned model based on the supplemented new-domain data
items, to produce a fine-tuned machine-learned model (e.g.,
the fine-tuned model 112). The fine-tuned machine-learned
model is configured, when deployed in an inference-stage
system (e.g., the inference-stage system 104), to transform a
new data item of the second type that is associated with the
new subject matter domain into an output data item.

According to one technical merit, the above-summarized
method allows training to proceed in a data scarce environ-
ment, where it might otherwise be thwarted due to the lack
of relevant training data. The method, by virtue of its use of
trainable parameter information, also produces a refine-
tuned model that meets defined performance goals in less
time than other alternative techniques. The fine-tuned model
itself offers better performance compared to some alterna-
tive models, again through its use of trainable parameter
information.

(A2) According to some implementations of the method
of A1, there is at least a prescribed number of second-type
data items for each original subject matter domain. Further,
the fine-tuned machine-learned model is trained on a number
of second-type data items pertaining to the new subject
matter domain that is less than the prescribed number.

(A3) According to some implementations of the method
of Al or A2, the first-type data items that are obtained
correspond to document text items, each document text item
having been extracted from a document. The second-type
data items that are obtained correspond to queries submitted
to an automated query-processing engine.

(A4) According to some implementations of any of the
methods of A1-A3, the method generates groups associated
with different respective original subject matter domains,
each group including a set of first-type data items pertaining
to a particular original subject matter domain and a set of
second-type data items pertaining to the particular original
subject matter domain. The training of the initial machine-
learned model trains the initial machine-learned model by
processing the groups one after another, and by processing
sets within each group one after another.

(AS) According to some implementations of any of the
methods of Al-A4, the training of the initial machine-
learned model performs a first training process for the
first-type data items and a second training process for the
second-type data items.

(A6) According to some implementations of the method
of A5, the first training process involves iteratively updating
model weights of the initial machine-learned model, and
iteratively updating the first-type parameter information.

(A7) According to some implementations of the method
of A5, the second training process involves iteratively updat-
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ing the second-type parameter information without updating
model weights of the initial machine-learned model.

(A8) According to some implementations of any of the
methods of A1-A7, the refining involves iteratively updating
model weights of the initial machine-learned model without
updating parameter information.

(A9) According to some implementations of any of the
methods of A1-AS, the inference-stage system includes a
neural network (e.g., the neural network 126) that is con-
figured based on the fine-tuned machine-learned model.

(A10) According to some implementations of the method
of A9, the neural network is a transformer-based decoder
neural network that autoregressively maps input text into
output text.

(A11) According to some implementations of any of the
methods of claims A1-A10, the inference-stage system oper-
ates by: obtaining the new data item of the second type;
combining the new data item of the second type with the
second-type parameter information that has been trained by
the training, to produce a supplemented new data item; and
mapping the supplemented new data item to the output data
item using the fine-tuned machine-learned data model.

(B1) According to another aspect, some implementations
of the technology described herein include a computer-
implemented method (e.g., the process 1502 of FIGS. 15 and
16) for performing machine-learning. The method includes
obtaining document text items (e.g., in block 1504) and
obtaining queries (e.g., in block 1506). The document text
items and the queries pertain to at least one original subject
matter domain. The method also includes combining (e.g., in
block 1508) the document text items with text parameter
information, to produce supplemented document text items,
and combining (e.g., in block 1510) the queries with query
parameter information, to produce supplemented queries.
The method also includes training (e.g., in block 1512) an
initial machine-learned model (e.g., the initial model 108)
for use in each subject matter domain of the at least one
original subject matter domain based on the supplemented
document text items and the supplemented queries, the
training also resulting in training the text parameter infor-
mation and the query parameter information.

The method also includes obtaining (e.g., in block 1602 of
FIG. 16) new-domain document text items, the new-domain
document text items pertaining to a new subject matter
domain (e.g., the new domain 120) that is not included in the
at least one original subject matter domain. The method also
includes combining (e.g., in block 1604) the new-domain
document text items with the text parameter information
produced in the training, to produce supplemented new-
domain document text items. The method also includes
refining (e.g., in block 1606) the initial machine-learned
model based on the supplemented new-domain document
text items, to produce a fine-tuned machine-learned model
(e.g., the fine-tuned model 112). The fine-tuned machine-
learned model is configured, when deployed in an inference-
stage system (e.g., the inference-stage system 104), to
transform an input query that is associated with the new
subject matter domain into a query suggestion.

(C1) According to another aspect, some implementations
of the technology described herein include a computer-
implemented method (e.g., the process 1702 of FIG. 17) for
performing inference using an inference-stage system (e.g.,
the inference-stage system 104). The inference-stage system
includes a neural network (e.g., the neural network 126) that
has been trained in a preceding training process on data
items of different types, including at least a first type and a
second type, the second type differing from the first type.

10

15

20

25

30

40

45

50

55

60

65

24

The method includes inputting (e.g., in block 1704) a new
data item of the second type, and combining (e.g., in block
1706) the new data item with second-type parameter infor-
mation that has been trained in the preceding training
process, to produce a supplemented new data item. The
method also includes mapping (e.g., in block 1708) the
supplemented new data item to an output data item based on
model weights that have also been trained in the preceding
training process.

The preceding training process involves training (e.g., in
block 1708-1) an initial machine-learned model (e.g., the
initial model 108) based on first-type supplemented data
items that pertain to the first type, and based on second-type
supplemented data items that pertain the second type. The
first-type supplemented data items and the second-type
supplemented data items pertain to at least one original
subject matter domain. The first-type supplemented data
items are produced by combining respective first-type data
items with first-type parameter information, and the second-
type supplemented data items are produced by combining
respective second-type data items with the second-type
parameter information. The preceding training process also
involves refining (e.g., in block 1708-2) the initial machine-
learned model based on supplemented new-domain data
items to produce a fine-tuned machine-learned model (e.g.,
the fine-tuned machine-learned model 112). The supple-
mented new-domain data items pertain to a new subject
matter domain that is not included in the at least one original
subject matter domain. The mapping operation (in block
1708) uses the fine-tuned machine-learned model to produce
the output data item.

In yet another aspect, some implementations of the tech-
nology described herein include a computing system (e.g.,
the computing system 2002) having hardware logic circuitry
(e.g., the hardware logic circuitry 2014) that is configured to
perform any of the methods described herein (e.g., any of the
methods A1-All, B1, or C1). In some implementations, the
hardware logic circuitry implements a neural network (e.g.,
the neural network 126).

In yet another aspect, some implementations of the tech-
nology described herein include a computer-readable stor-
age medium for storing computer-readable instructions. The
computer-readable instructions, when executed by one or
more hardware processors (e.g., the hardware processors
2004), perform any of the methods described herein (e.g.,
any of the methods A1-All, B1, or C1)).

More generally stated, any of the individual aspects
described herein can be combined, without limitation, into
any logically consistent permutation or subset. Further, any
such combination can be manifested, without limitation, as
a method, device, system, computer-readable storage
medium, data structure, article of manufacture, graphical
user interface presentation, etc. The technology can also be
expressed as a series of means-plus-format elements in the
claims, although this format should not be considered to be
invoked unless the phase “means for” is explicitly used in
the claims.

As to terminology used in this description, the phrase
“configured to” encompasses various physical and tangible
mechanisms for performing an identified operation. The
mechanisms can be configured to perform an operation
using the hardware logic circuity 2014 of Section C. The
term “logic” likewise encompasses various physical and
tangible mechanisms for performing a task. For instance,
each processing-related operation illustrated in the flow-
charts of Section B corresponds to a logic component for
performing that operation.
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This description may have identified one or more features
as “optional.” This type of statement is not to be interpreted
as an exhaustive indication of features that may be consid-
ered optional; that is, other features can be considered as
optional, although not explicitly identified in the text. Fur-
ther, any description of a single entity is not intended to
preclude the use of plural such entities; similarly, a descrip-
tion of plural entities is not intended to preclude the use of
a single entity. Further, while the description may explain
certain features as alternative ways of carrying out identified
functions or implementing identified mechanisms, the fea-
tures can also be combined together in any combination.
Further, the term “plurality” refers to two or more items, and
does not necessarily imply “all” items of a particular kind,
unless otherwise explicitly specified. Further, the descriptors
“first,” “second,” “third,” etc. are used to distinguish among
different items, and do not imply an ordering among items,
unless otherwise noted. The phrase “A and/or B” means A,
or B, or A and B. Further, the terms “comprising,” “includ-
ing,” and “having” are open-ended terms that are used to
identify at least one part of a larger whole, but not neces-
sarily all parts of the whole. Finally, the terms “exemplary”
or “illustrative” refer to one implementation among poten-
tially many implementations.

In closing, the description may have set forth various
concepts in the context of illustrative challenges or prob-
lems. This manner of explanation is not intended to suggest
that others have appreciated and/or articulated the chal-
lenges or problems in the manner specified herein. Further,
this manner of explanation is not intended to suggest that the
subject matter recited in the claims is limited to solving the
identified challenges or problems; that is, the subject matter
in the claims may be applied in the context of challenges or
problems other than those described herein.

Although the subject matter has been described in lan-
guage specific to structural features and/or methodological
acts, it is to be understood that the subject matter defined in
the appended claims is not necessarily limited to the specific
features or acts described above. Rather, the specific features
and acts described above are disclosed as example forms of
implementing the claims.

What is claimed is:
1. A computer-implemented method for performing
machine-learning, comprising:

obtaining first-type data items that pertain to a first type of
data items;

obtaining second-type data items that pertain to a second
type of data items, the second type differing from the
first type, the first-type data items and the second-type
data items pertaining to at least one original subject
matter domain;

combining the first-type data items with first-type param-
eter information that pertains to the first type, to pro-
duce first-type supplemented data items;

combining the second-type data items with second-type
parameter information that pertains to the second type,
to produce second-type supplemented data items;

training an initial machine-learned model for use in each
subject matter domain of said at least one original
subject matter domain based on the plurality of first-
type supplemented data items and the plurality of
second-type supplemented data items, said training also
resulting in training the first-type parameter informa-
tion and the second-type parameter information;

obtaining new-domain data items of at least the first type,
the new-domain data items pertaining to a new subject
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matter domain that is not included in said at least one
original subject matter domain;

combining the new-domain data items of the first type
with the first-type parameter information produced in
said training, to produce supplemented new-domain
data items; and

refining the initial machine-learned model based on the
supplemented new-domain data items, to produce a
fine-tuned machine-learned model,

the fine-tuned machine-learned model being configured,
when deployed in an inference-stage system, to trans-
form a new data item of the second type that is
associated with the new subject matter domain into an
output data item.

2. The method of claim 1,

wherein there is at least a prescribed number of second-
type data items for each subject matter domain of said
at least one original subject matter domain, and

wherein the fine-tuned machine-learned model is trained
on a number of second-type data items pertaining to the
new subject matter domain that is less than the pre-
scribed number.

3. The method of claim 1,

wherein the first-type data items that are obtained corre-
spond to document text items, each document text item
having been extracted from a document, and

wherein the second-type data items that are obtained
correspond to queries submitted to an automated query-
processing engine.

4. The method of claim 1,

wherein the method generates groups associated with
different respective original subject matter domains,
each group including a set of first-type data items
pertaining to a particular original subject matter domain
and a set of second-type data items pertaining to the
particular original subject matter domain, and

wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model
trains the initial machine-learned model by processing
the groups one after another, and by processing sets
within each group one after another.

5. The method of claim 1,

wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model
performs a first training process for the first-type data
items and a second training process for the second-type
data items,

wherein the first training process involves iteratively
updating model weights of the initial machine-learned
model, and iteratively updating the first-type parameter
information, and

wherein the second training process involves iteratively
updating the second-type parameter information with-
out updating the model weights of the initial machine-
learned model.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein said refining involves
iteratively updating model weights of the initial machine-
learned model without updating parameter information.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the inference-stage
system includes a neural network that is configured based on
the fine-tuned machine-learned model.

8. The method of claim 7, wherein the neural network is
a transformer-based decoder neural network that autoregres-
sively maps input text into output text.
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9. The method of claim 1, wherein the inference-stage
system operates by:

obtaining the new data item of the second type;

combining the new data item of the second type with the
second-type parameter information that has been
trained by said training, to produce a supplemented
new data item; and

mapping the supplemented new data item to the output
data item using the fine-tuned machine-learned data
model.

10. An inference-stage system that uses the fine-tuned
machine-learned model produced using the method of claim
1.

11. An inference-stage system, comprising:

a neural network that has been trained in a preceding
training process on data items of different types, includ-
ing at least a first type and a second type, the second
type differing from the first type, the neural network
being configured to perform a method comprising:

inputting a new data item of the second type;

combining the new data item with second-type parameter
information that has been trained in the preceding
training process, to produce a supplemented new data
item; and

mapping the supplemented new data item to an output
data item based on model weights that have also been
trained in the preceding training process,

the preceding training process involving:

training an initial machine-learned model based on first-
type supplemented data items that pertain to the first
type, and based on second-type supplemented data
items that pertain to the second type, the first-type
supplemented data items and the second-type supple-
mented data items pertaining to at least one original
subject matter domain,

the first-type supplemented data items being produced by
combining respective first-type data items with first-
type parameter information, and

the second-type supplemented data items being produced
by combining respective second-type data items with
the second-type parameter information; and

refining the initial machine-learned model based on
supplemented new-domain data items to produce a
fine-tuned machine-learned model, the supplemented
new-domain data items pertaining to a new subject
matter domain that is not included in said at least one
original subject matter domain,

said mapping using the fine-tuned machine-learned model
to produce the output data item.

12. The inference-stage system of claim 11,

wherein each first-type data item processed by the pre-
ceding training process corresponds to a document text
item that has been extracted from a document, and

wherein each second-type data item processed by the
preceding training process corresponds a query sub-
mitted to an automated query-processing engine.

13. The inference-stage system of claim 11,

wherein the preceding training process generates groups
associated with different respective original subject
matter domains, each group including a set of first-type
data items pertaining to a particular original subject
matter domain and a set of second-type data items
pertaining to the particular original subject matter
domain, and

wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model
trains the initial machine-learned model by processing
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the groups one after another, and by processing sets
within each group one after another.

14. The inference-stage system of claim 11,

wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model

performs a first training process for first-type data items
and a second training process for second-type data
items,

wherein the first training process involves iteratively

updating model weights of the initial machine-learned
model, and iteratively updating the first-type parameter
information, and

wherein the second training process involves iteratively

updating the second-type parameter information with-
out updating the model weights of the initial machine-
learned model.

15. The inference-stage system of claim 11, wherein said
refining involves iteratively updating model weights of the
initial machine-learned model without updating the first-
type parameter information and the second-type parameter
information.

16. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
for storing computer-readable instructions, the computer-
readable instructions, when executed by one or more hard-
ware processors, performing a method that comprises:

obtaining document text items;

obtaining queries, the document text items and the queries

pertaining to at least one original subject matter
domain;

combining the document text items with text parameter

information, to produce supplemented document text
items;

combining the queries with query parameter information,

to produce supplemented queries;
training an initial machine-learned model for use in each
subject matter domain of said at least one original
subject matter domain based on the supplemented
document text items and the supplemented queries, said
training also resulting in training the text parameter
information and the query parameter information;

obtaining new-domain document text items, the new-
domain document text items pertaining to a new subject
matter domain that is not included in said at least one
original subject matter domain;

combining the new-domain document text items with the

text parameter information produced in said training, to
produce supplemented new-domain document text
items; and

refining the initial machine-learned model based on the

supplemented new-domain document text items, to
produce a fine-tuned machine-learned model,

the fine-tuned machine-learned model being configured,

when deployed in an inference-stage system, to trans-
form an input query that is associated with the new
subject matter domain into a query suggestion.

17. The non-transitory computer-readable
medium of claim 16,

wherein there is at least a prescribed number of queries for

each subject matter domain of said at least one original
subject matter domain, and

wherein the fine-tuned machine-learned model is trained

on a number of queries pertaining to the new subject
matter domain that is less than the prescribed number
of queries.

18. The non-transitory
medium of claim 16,

wherein the method generates groups associated with

different respective original subject matter domains,

storage

computer-readable storage
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each group including a set of document text items
pertaining to a particular original subject matter domain
and a set of queries pertaining to the particular original
subject matter domain, and

wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model

trains the initial machine-learned model by processing
the groups one after another, and by processing sets
within each group one after another.
19. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 16,
wherein said training of the initial machine-learned model
performs a first training process for the document text
items and a second training process for the queries,

wherein the first training process involves iteratively
updating model weights of the initial machine-learned
model, and iteratively updating the text parameter
information, and

wherein the second training process involves iteratively

updating the query parameter information without
updating the model weights of the initial machine-
learned model.

20. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 16, wherein said refining involves itera-
tively updating the model weights of the initial machine-
learned model without updating the query parameter infor-
mation and the text parameter information.
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