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Abstract: Image captioning is a challenging task. Meanwhile, it is important for the machine to
understand the meaning of an image better. In recent years, the image captioning usually use the
long-short-term-memory (LSTM) as the decoder to generate the sentence, and these models show
excellent performance. Although the LSTM can memorize dependencies, the LSTM structure has
complicated and inherently sequential across time problems. To address these issues, recent works
have shown benefits of the Transformer for machine translation. Inspired by their success, we develop
a Captioning Transformer (CT) model with stacked attention modules. We attempt to introduce the
Transformer to the image captioning task. The CT model contains only attention modules without
the dependencies of the time. It not only can memorize dependencies between the sequence but also
can be trained in parallel. Moreover, we propose the multi-level supervision to make the Transformer
achieve better performance. Extensive experiments are carried out on the challenging MSCOCO
dataset and the proposed Captioning Transformer achieves competitive performance compared with
some state-of-the-art methods.
Keywords: image caption; image understanding; deep learning; computer vision

1. Introduction
The target of image captioning is to describe the content of images automatically. However,
an image may contain various objects and these objects may have complex relations. This makes the
image captioning become a difficult task. With the recent development of deep learning, more and
more image captioning methods [1,2] have shown satisfactory results. Moreover, the descriptions
generated by these models are closer to the natural language. The image captioning method based on
the neural network usually contains the encoder and the decoder. To learn the meaning of an image,
Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) is regarded as an encoder which can extract the semantic
information in the image.RNN is the decoder which can decode the image feature into a text sequence.
Nowadays, the long short-term memory (LSTM) and the gated recurrent neural (GRU) networks are
the mainly used Recurrent Neural Networks (RNN) model.
However, RNN has the complex addressing and overwriting mechanism combined with
inherently sequential processing problems. These pose challenges during training. For example,
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the LSTM has the hidden state ht to memorize the historical information. To generate the current
hidden state, it needs the previous hidden state ht−1 as the input. This mechanism is designed to
make a good relationship across different time, but it also leads to the sequence training problem.
The training time will increase with the increment of the sequence length, which inherently influences
the training in parallel.
The attention mechanism has become an important method for the sequence-to-sequence problem.
This mechanism can memorize the relation between the input and the output. Recently, the attention
mechanism has been used in the RNN network and it has shown excellent performance. As is shown
in the Soft-Attention model [2], the attention can help the model to attend to the salient objects in
the image. The Transformer [3] model contains the stacked attention mechanism, eschewing recurrence.
This mechanism can draw global dependencies between input and output. The Transformer has the
self-attention and multi-head attention modules. The self-attention can correlate different positions
and compute a representation for the whole sequence, while the multi-head attention can correlate
different multi-modal representations and establish contact with the image and the text.
The Transformer model does not rely on the previous time result in training time. For example, to
generate the current word, the model only need the previous ground-truth word, and we do not need
the previous state ht−1 which is used in LSTM. The previous state ht−1 make a problem for the training,
because the following state depends on the previous state. The Transformer model only contains stack
attentions model and Feed Forward model, This structure is similar to the Multi-Layer Perceptron
without time dependence.
The image captioning task also can be regarded as a sequence problem. Different from the machine
translation, the source language becomes an image. This problem can be viewed as translating an
image to the target sentence. So the encoder becomes a CNN which can recognize the meaning of
an image. Based on the Transformer architecture, we proposed the Caption Transformer model (CT).
Different from the original model, we discard the RNN as the decoder, in contrast, we use the
Transformer as our decoder model.
Our key contributions are presented as follows: (a) A Captioning Transformer model that shows
comparable performance to an LSTM-based method on standard metrics; (b) For better training the
Transformer, a multi-level supervision training method is proposed to improve the performance. (c) We
evaluate our architecture on the challenging MSCOCO dataset, and compare it with the LSTM and the
LSTM+Attention baseline.
2. Related Work
2.1. Image Captioning
Inspired by the success of deep neural networks in Neural Machine Translation, the
encoder-decoder framework has been proposed for image caption [1,4]. Vinyals et al. [1] firstly
proposed an encoder-decoder framework, which used the CNN as the image encoder and the RNN as
the sentence decoder. Further, various improvement methods have been developed. Jia et al. [5] used
the semantic information to guide the LSTM along the sentence generation. Xu et al. [2] proposed
a spatial attention mechanism to attend to different parts of the image dynamically. Yang et al. [6]
proposed a review network to extend the existing encoder-decoder models. [7,8] fed the attribute
features into RNNs to leverage the high-level attributes. Anderson et al. [9] proposed a combined
bottom-up and top-down attention mechanism based on the object detection methods.
2.2. Transformer
Nowadays, the sequence models are usually based on the RNN model or the CNN model, and
they include an encoder and a decoder. An attention mechanism is used to connect the encoder and
the decoder, and it has achieved better performance. Vaswani et al. [3] proposed a simple network
architecture, i.e., the Transformer. It is based on attention mechanisms entirely without recurrence
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and convolutions. Experiments on machine translation tasks show these models to be superior in
quality while being more parallelizable and requiring significantly less time to be trained. Their model
achieves state-of-the-art performance on the machine translation task. They also show that the
Transformer generalizes well to other sequence problem with large or limited training data.
3. Model Architecture
Most image captioning models have the encoder-decoder structure. The encoder is the CNN
which maps an image to a context feature I. Given I, the decoder can generate an output sequence
(y1 , ..., ym ). The proposed model also contains two components, the encoder and the decoder, as is
shown in Figure 1. The encoder is the CNN model, and the decoder is the Transformer model. At each
step, the decoder is auto-regressive, consuming the previously generated symbols as additional input
when generating the next. The Transformer follows this overall architecture using stacked self-attention
and point-wise, fully connected layers.

Figure 1. The framework of the proposed model. As shown in the figure, the model contains two
components, the encoder and the decoder. The encoder is the CNN and the decoder is the Transformer.
The CNN can use different state-of-the-art image classification models, such as ResNet and ResNext.
The decoder is the Transformer with stacked Multi-Attention and Feed Forward Layer. In this figure,
we only show one Transformer decoder layer. In practice, the Transformer decoder model contains N
identical decoder layers.

3.1. Encoder and Decoder
3.1.1. Encoder
Different from the original Transformer model, we use the CNN as our encoder to extract
image information. Original machine translation task is a sequence-to-sequence task. The Transformer
model can encode the sequence input into a context vector, then this context vector is translated to the
output sequence. However, the image caption task is to translate an image to a sequence. Therefore,
we need to recognize the meaning of the image. In the recent proposed image caption models, the
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CNN is successfully used to extract the meaning of the image. In Soft-Attention model [2], it can attend
the salient objects in the image along the sentence generation. In practice, we use the ResNext [10]
network to extract the image feature which is used in the image classification task. Higher layer
of CNN usually has high-level semantic information of the image and it can get the global image
information. To extract the spatial semantic information, we use the final convolution layer of the
network. In the section Embedding, we will show how to embed the image into the image vector.
For the high-level spatial information of the image, we add an adaptive pooling layer after the final
convolution layer to get the wanted feature map size.
3.1.2. Decoder
The decoder is the Transformer model with stacked attention mechanisms, and it can decode
the image feature into the sentence. The Transformer model does not contain any RNN structure.
It composes of a stack of N identical layers, and each layer has three sub-layers. The first layer
uses the multi-head self-attention mechanism. Figure 1 shows that the inputs of this layer are
identical. This layer has a masked mechanism for preventing this model from seeing the future
information. This masked mechanism can ensure the model generates the current word with only
the previous words. The second layer is a multi-head attention layer without the masked mechanism.
It performs the multi-head attention over the output of the first layer. This layer is the core layer to
correlate the text information and the image information with the attention mechanism. The third
layer is a simple, position-wise fully connected feed-forward network. The Transformer performs a
residual connection around each of the three sub-layers, followed by layer normalization.
At the top, we add a full connected layer and a softmax layer to project the output of the
Transformer to the probabilities for the whole sentence. Different from the LSTM, all the words in the
sentence can be parallelly generated.
3.2. Embedding
3.2.1. Image Embedding
The CNN is used to encode the given image I to the spatial image feature. In practice, an
image feature I is obtained from the pool-5 layer of the ResNext network [10]. The ResNext
network is pre-trained on the ImageNet dataset [11]. We then apply adaptive-pooling, full connected
linear and ReLU to obtain a dmodel -dimensional image semantic feature and a image spatial feature
V = {V1 , ..., Vk×k }, Vi ∈ Rdmodel , where k × k is the number of regions, and Vi represents a region of
the image. This is consistent with the image feature used in the baseline Soft-Attention model [2].
3.2.2. Text Embedding
Firstly, all the words in the caption sentence are counted. If the number of word in all sentences
is less than 5, we use the <UNK> token to replace with this word.With these reserved words, the
dictionary is constructed, then we use this dictionary to represent each word. At last, we get the one-hot
vector x for each word. The embedding model embeds the one-hot vector into a dmodel -dimensional
vector. All these embedding vectors in one sentence are combined into a matrix L × dmodel as the input
to the Transformer, where L is the length of the sentence.
3.3. Image Combination
We have tried three methods to combine the image feature to the Transformer model. First, we
only use the image spatial feature map as the input of the second sub-layer of the Transformer. Second,
we use the spatial image feature map as the input of the second sub-layer. Meanwhile we combine the
image feature with each word embedding. Third, we use the spatial image feature map as the input of
the second sub-layer and use the image feature before the start of the text embedding, as described
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in Neural Image Caption (NIC) [1]. We implement these three combination methods to find the best
combination mechanism.In Section 4, we will make comparison experiments.
3.4. Attention in Transformer
3.4.1. Scaled Dot-Product Attention
The Transformer uses the Scaled Dot-Product Attention. The input consists of three input, i.e.,
keys K, values V and queries Q. This attention is shown as follows:
QK T
Attention( Q, K, V ) = so f tmax ( √ )V
dk

(1)

where Q ∈ R L×dk is the query, K ∈ R L×dk is the key, V ∈ R L×dv is the value and the L is the length
of the sequence. We can find that in Equation (1), QK T ∈ R L× L is the product operation, this could
√
make the result become too large or small. This will influence the precision of the variable. So dk
is used to scale QK T . At last, we get Attention( Q, K, V ) ∈ R L×dv . The dot-product attention is
faster and space-efficient, and it can be implemented by the optimized matrix multiplication method.
K and V is the key-value pair. If this pair at the first sub-layer of the Transformer, it will be the text
embedding matrix. If this pair at the second sub-layer, it will be the image embedding matrix.
3.4.2. Multi-Head Attention
For better performing attentions, the multi-head attention is composed of n scaled
dot-product attentions. The multi-head attention is shown as follows:
hi = Attention( QWiQ , KWiK , VWiV )

(2)

H = Concat(h1 , ..., hn )

(3)

O = HWh

(4)

where the projections are parameter matrices WiQ ∈ Rdmodel ×dk , WiK ∈ Rdmodel ×dk , WiV ∈ Rdmodel ×dv .
Q ∈ R L×dmodel , K ∈ R L×dmodel , V ∈ R L×dmodel are the inputs of the multi-head attention. Attention is
the scaled dot-product attention, Concat is the concat function. hi ∈ R L×dv is the output of the scaled
dot-product attention. n scaled dot-product attentions are concatenated to generate H ∈ R L×(n×dv ) .
We use Wh ∈ R(n×dv )×dmodel to project H into the output O ∈ R L×dmodel .
In practice, different from the machine translation task, we need to combine the image with the
text information. At the first decoder layer, all the inputs are all identical. That means that the keys,
values and queries are the same matrices, and this mechanism is called the Self-Attention. This controls
the relationship between the whole sequence. At the second decoder layer, the keys and the values are
the matrices generated by the CNN, which reserves the spatial image information. The queries are the
outputs by the first decoder layer, which means the sentence information. The target of this attention
is to make the relation between the spatial information of the image and the sentence information.
3.5. Multi-Level Supervision
As is shown in Figure 2, we introduce a new multi-level supervision mechanism to leverage
multi-layer outputs of the Transformer to generate the current word. Every layer of the Transformer
can be used to generate the current word. At the inference, we use the average pooling layer to
combine all the outputs to get the word probability. To train the model, we use the multi-output
cross entropy loss. With these losses, every layer of the Transformer has the ability to learn the
word information. Every layer can generate the current word, and the final result also benefits from
different information of every layer.
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Figure 2. This figure shows the structure of the proposed multi-level supervision. We add a linear
layer for every output, this makes the Transformer can generate sentence at every layer. At the training
time, we train the model with all outputs.

From Figure 2, we can find that our model stacks three layers. The output of the first layer is
combined with the second layer. Every layer we add dropout into the internal state of the Transformer.
The fully connected layer is used to project the output of the transformer to the size L. Then we use
the log softmax to get the current word probability. The output of the second layer uses the middle
internal state of the decoder layer. All the three layers have the ability to generate the whole sentence.
With the combination of three outputs, our model has the ensemble ability itself, and all the three
outputs have the ability to generate the whole sentence. The standard Transformer uses the top output
of the decoder layer. However, the bottom decoder layer only uses its output as the input of the upper
decoder layer. The internal decoder layers cannot leverage the language information. The language
information is only related with the top of the decoder layer, and this only increase the number of
the parameters.
For not over-fitting, we add a dropout layer at every output of the decoder layer. We also use the
residual mechanism, to accelerate convergence speed. The input of the upper decoder layer combines
the word embedding with the output of the bottom layer. The number of the multi-level is also
hyperparameter which can be set.
3.6. Training
The LSTM depends on the previous hidden state to generate current output. Different from the
LSTM, the Transformer structure can be trained in parallel. The Transformer contains only the attention
and feed-forward modules. It can be trained by one forward like CNN, and this will take full advantage
of GPU. The total process can be described as follows. Firstly, an image will be sent to the CNN model,
then we will get the image feature which has the same dimension as the word embedding vector.
The CNN has two outputs. One is the spatial matrix and the other is the semantic vector. The spatial
matrix is sent to the Transformer as the second sub-layer input. The semantic vector combines with
the ground-truth sentence embedding matrix as the Transformer input. At the last, the model gets the
probability distribution p(S0 |S, I ) for the image, where I stand for the image feature, S ∈ R L×dmodel is
the L length ground-truth sentence embedding matrix and S0 ∈ R L×dmodel is the sentence generated by
the model which shift right relative to the S. The Transformer now gets the whole sentence probability
for the current image. To learn this model, we use the supervised learning method. Given the
target ground truth sequence S0 = {y0 , y1 , ..., yt }, the model would be trained by minimizing the
cross-entropy loss (XE) which is the same as that described in the NIC model [1]. It is shown as follows
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N

logp(S| I ) =

∑ logp(St | I, S0 , ..., St−1 ; θ )

(5)

t =0

where θ is the parameter of the model, I is an image, S is the ground-truth sentence and (S, I ) is the
training example pair, We optimize the sum of the log probabilities as described in the above over the
whole training set. We use the stochastic gradient descent method to train our model.
3.7. Inference
The inference is similar to the LSTM, and the word will be generated one by one at a time.
Firstly, we also need to begin with the start token < BOS >, and generate the first word by p(y1 |φ, I ).
Afterwards, we get the dictionary probability y1 ∼ p(y1 |φ, I ) at the first time. We can use the greedy
method or the beam search method to select the possible word. Then, y1 is fed back into the network
to generate the following word y2 . This process will be continued until the end token < EOS > is
reached, or reach the max length L.
4. Experiments
For evaluating the proposed model, the MSCOCO dataset [12] is used. The MSCOCO dataset
contains 82,783 training images, 40,504 validation images and 40,775 testing images. For comparing
with other state-of-the-art methods, we use the same dataset splits as in [4]. Nowadays, this split is
used as the offline evaluation. This training set of this split contains 113,287 images, 5000 validation
images and 5000 testing images. The result of the model is reported on the testing dataset.
We use CIDEr [13], BLEU [14], METEOR [15] and ROUGE_L metrics to evaluate the quality of
the generated sentences. CIDEr [13] measures consensus in image caption by performing a Term
Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency weighting for each n-gram. BLEU [14] is a precision-based
metric and it is traditionally used in the machine translation to measure the similarity between the
generated captions and ground truth captions. METEOR [15] is based on explicit word to word
matches between the generated captions and the ground-truth captions.
For the Transformer model, we set the model size which is dmodel reported in Section 3.4.2 to be
512 and the mini-batch to be 16. We use the Adam method [16] to update the parameters of CNN and
the Transformer. The initial learning rate of the Transformer is 4 × 10−4 , and the initial learning rate of
the CNN is 1 × 10−5 . The momentum and the weight-decay are 0.8 and 0.999 respectively. We utilize
the PyTorch deep learning framework to implement our algorithm. In inference, the beam search
algorithm is used for better caption generation. In practice, we set the beam size to be 2.
We adopt the training strategy similar to NIC for the fair comparison. In the process of training
Transformer network, we also use the CNN fine-tuning strategy proposed in NIC [1].
The NIC model and the Soft-Attention model which are based on the LSTM, are our
baseline models. In order to maintain the fairness of the comparison, All the models use the same
CNN model and hyperparameters. In practice, the number of the Transformer decoder layers is set to
be 6, and the attention size used in the model is set to be 4 × 4.
5. Results
In order to further verify the performance of the proposed model, we conduct several comparative
experiments with the state-the-art-of methods. In order to maintain the fairness of comparison, we
also train the NIC model and the Soft-Attention, and we also use the same CNN as the encoder.
In addition, all the super parameters in the training process keep the same. For evaluating the
Multi-Level Supervision (MS) method, we also conduct several comparison experiments with the same
super parameters but without CNN fine-tuning.
In Table 1, we present the performances of recently state-the-art-of methods. The NIC
(Resnext_101_64×4d) model and the Soft-Attention (Resnext_101_64×4d) model [2] are our baseline
models, and they are implemented by us with the same CNN as our CT model. They have better

Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 739

8 of 11

performance than the model reported in the original paper. The CT-C1-64a4n6, CT-C2-64a4n6,
CT-64a4n6 models are our Caption Transformer (CT) models with different image combination
methods where the CNN model is Resnext_101_64×4d. In practice, the number of decoder layers is
set to be 6, and the attention size is set to be 4 × 4. The CT-C1-64a4n6 uses the first image combination
method described in Section 3.3. The CT-C2-64a4n6 uses the second combination method which
only uses the spatial image information at the second sub-layer. The CT-C3-64a4n6 uses the third
combination method, which the input to the Transformer is similarly used in the NIC, and the spatial
image matrices are used as the input of the second sub-layer of the Transformer. From Table 1,
we can find that Image feature which combines with the text embedding as the input gets better
performance than the two other methods. This shows that the third combination method can help the
CT model combine with the image information better. Compared with other state-of-the-art methods,
the CT-C3-64a4n6 model gets better performance than the Soft-Attention model and the NIC model
on BLEU-3, BLEU-4, METEOR, ROUGE, CIDEr metrics. This means that the Transformer model can
get better performance than LSTM. The BLEU-1, BLEU-2 scores are less than the NIC, but the margin
is small. This shows that the Transformer model can be used in the image captioning task successfully,
and has competitive result relative to the LSTM.
Table 1. The results of the Caption Transformer (CT) model compared with several state-of-the-art
methods on standard evaluation metrics: BLEU-1, BLEU-2, BLEU-3, BLEU-4, METEOR,
ROUGE, CIDEr. CT-C1-64a4n6,CT-C2-64a4n6,CT-C3-64a4n6 are our proposed models, but with
different combination method.
Methods

BLEU-1

BLEU-2

BLEU-3

BLEU-4

METEOR

ROUGE-L

CIDEr

Google NIC [1]
Soft-Attention [2]
Hard-Attention [2]
VAE [17]
Google NICv2 [1]
Attributes-CNN + RNN [7]
CNN L + RHN [18]
PG-SPIDEr-TAG [19]
Adaptive [20]

70.7
71.8
72.0
74.0
72.3
75.4
74.2

49.2
50.4
52.0
56.0
55.3
59.1
58.0

34.4
35.7
37.0
42.0
41.3
44.5
43.9

27.7
24.3
25.0
28.0
32.1
31.0
30.6
33.2
33.2

23.9
23.0
24.0
25.7
26.0
25.2
25.7
26.6

23.7
55.0
-

85.5
90.0
99.8
94.0
98.9
101.3
108.5

NIC (Resnext_101_64×4d)
Soft-Attention (Resnext_101_64×4d)

72.4
73.7

55.6
57.1

41.8
43.3

31.4
32.6

-

53.7
-

100.9
104.6

CT-C1-64a4n6 (Resnext_101_64×4d)
CT-C2-64a4n6 (Resnext_101_64×4d)
CT-C3-64a4n6 (Resnext_101_64×4d)

71.8
73.3
73.0

55.4
57.0
56.9

41.8
43.6
43.6

31.5
33.2
33.3

-

54.7
55.1
54.8

105.8
107.0
108.1

In Table 2, we evaluate the proposed multi-level supervision method on BLEU-1, BLEU-2, BLEU-3,
BLEU-4, METEOR, ROUGE-L, CIDEr metrics. The CT-ms-o1-64a4n6 model is our baseline model, and
it is the same as the standard CT model. All the six models are trained without the CNN fine-tuning
for saving time. The CT-ms-on-64a4n6 model means that we ensemble the top n decoder layers to
generate the current output. We can find that with different outputs ensemble, these models show
different performances. When we ensemble 6 decoder results, the model gets the best result on the
evaluation metrics. It means that the proposed Multi-Level Supervision (MS) method can achieve
better performance and it is useful for the training of the CT model.
In Table 3, we report the results about the effect of the different decoder layers. We use three
different decoder layers to find the appropriate settings. The CT-C3-64a4nm model means that we use
m decoder layers as the decoder. All the three models use the third combination method, the encoder
is Resnext_101_64×4d and the attention size is set to be 4 × 4. From these results, we find that when
the decoder layer is setting 6, the model gets the best performance. It means that the more decoder
layer can make the model achieve better performance, but the decoder will have more parameters,
will make the model become bigger and train slower.
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Table 2. The results of the Multi-Level Supervision method with different super parameters.
Methods

BLEU-1

BLEU-2

BLEU-3

BLEU-4

ROUGE-L

CIDEr

CT-ms-o1-64a4n6
CT-ms-o2-64a4n6
CT-ms-o3-64a4n6
CT-ms-o4-64a4n6
CT-ms-o5-64a4n6
CT-ms-o6-64a4n6

69.9
69.8
70.4
70.6
70.0
70.9

52.8
52.9
53.3
53.5
52.8
54.2

39.4
39.5
39.8
40.1
39.4
40.9

29.6
29.6
29.8
30.3
29.6
31.0

52.5
52.4
52.7
52.9
52.3
53.2

94.9
95.0
95.8
96.8
95.6
98.7

Table 3. The results of the CT model with the different decoder layers.
Methods

BLEU-1

BLEU-2

BLEU-3

BLEU-4

ROUGE-L

CIDEr

CT-C3-64a4n2
CT-C3-64a4n4
CT-C3-64a4n6

72.6
72.5
73.0

56.1
55.9
56.9

42.6
42.4
43.6

32.3
32.2
33.3

54.5
54.6
54.8

104.4
105.2
108.1

In Table 4, we report the results of the different CNN usage. We use the Resnet_152 as the encoder
to evaluate the effect of different CNNs. We use the same training settings as the models reported in
Table 1. The performances of the models in Table 4 are slightly worse than models in Table 1, but our
CT model can also achieve better performance than original NIC and Soft-Attention model under the
same CNN.
Table 4. The results of the CT model with the Resnet_152 as the encoder.
Methods

BLEU-1

BLEU-2

BLEU-3

BLEU-4

ROUGE-L

CIDEr

NIC (Resnet_152)
Soft-Attention (Resnet_152)
CT-C3-64a4n6 (Resnet_152)

71.7
73.4
72.9

54.8
56.9
56.7

41.0
43.1
43.3

30.8
32.6
33.1

53.2
54.4
54.9

98.8
103.5
107.8

From Table 5, we can find that the CT model is faster per parameter than the LSTM. It is because
that the CT model can be trained in parallel and do not have the timing dependence structure.
Table 5. Comparison of training time per batch for our CT model and the Soft-Attention model. The
timings are obtained on single Nvidia Titan X Graphics Processing Unit (GPU).
Methods

Batch Size

Parameters

Time

CT-C3-64a4n6
Soft-Attention

16
16

27.5 M
14.3 M

0.245 s
0.177 s

6. Quantitative Analysis
As is shown in Figure 3, we select some samples from the local test set for reference. ATT is the
Soft-Attention model, CT is our model, and GT is the ground-truth which has five sentences. We can
see that our model can generate readable text content and maintain rich semantic information about
the image. 5 please define. For example, in the first image, we can see the generated text “a boat
floating on top of a body of water”. The generated caption can successfully describe the boat and the
water in the image, and even is nearly the same as the first ground-truth sentence. In the second image,
we can see our model can recognize man, bench and pigeons in the image, and even more, it can find
that a man is sitting on the bench.
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Figure 3. Examples of the generated sentences by our model. This figure contains six images which are
randomly selected from the validation set.

7. Conclusions
We present the new Caption Transformer model which does not rely on the RNN model. We only
use stack attention layers to learn the sequence relationships among the language. This structure
is inherent and it can be trained in parallel, without the timing dependency problem. Then we
introduce the multi-level supervision training method to improve the model performance. With these
innovations, we get the competitive performance on the MSCOCO benchmark. We intend to study the
application of the proposed method in the field of digital virtual asset security in future research.
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