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Abstract
Product search is a crucial component of modern e-commerce plat-
forms, with billions of user queries every day. In product search
systems, first-stage retrieval should achieve high recall while en-
suring efficient online deployment. Sparse retrieval is particularly
attractive in this context due to its interpretability and storage
efficiency. However, sparse retrieval methods suffer from severe
vocabulary mismatch issues, leading to suboptimal performance in
product search scenarios.

With their potential for semantic analysis, large language mod-
els (LLMs) offer a promising avenue for mitigating vocabulary
mismatch issues and thereby improving retrieval quality. Directly
applying LLMs to sparse retrieval in product search exposes two
key challenges: (i) Queries and product titles are typically short
and highly susceptible to LLM-induced hallucinations, such as gen-
erating irrelevant expansion terms or underweighting critical lit-
eral terms like brand names and model numbers; (ii) The large
vocabulary space of LLMs leads to difficulty in initializing train-
ing effectively, making it challenging to learn meaningful sparse
representations in such ultra-high-dimensional spaces. To address
these challenges, we propose PROSPER, a framework for PROduct
search leveraging LLMs as SParsE Retrievers. PROSPER incorpo-
rates: (i) A literal residual network that alleviates hallucination
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in lexical expansion by reinforcing underweighted literal terms
through a residual compensation mechanism; and (ii) A lexical fo-
cusing window that facilitates effective training initialization via a
coarse-to-fine sparsification strategy. Extensive offline and online
experiments show that PROSPER significantly outperforms sparse
baselines and achieves recall performance comparable to advanced
dense retrievers, while also achieving revenue increments online.
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1 Introduction
E-commerce platforms have become an integral part of daily life.
For many online consumers, product search engines serve as both
the entry point and the central hub that connects them to a vast
array of products. The primary challenge lies in efficiently handling
search queries from hundreds of millions of users over a billion-
scale product catalog, all under strict latency constraints. To meet
these demands, industrial-scale search engines generally follow
the paradigm of “index-retrieve-then-rank” [29]. Here, first-stage
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retrieval is very critical, as it determines the recall ceiling, i.e., any
relevant products missed here cannot be recovered in later stages.
Dense retrieval: The prevailing paradigm and its challenges.
Dense retrieval uses neural networks to encode queries and doc-
uments into low-dimensional dense vectors, enabling semantic
matching at scale [17, 22, 23]. However, it poses significant chal-
lenges for industrial-scale e-commerce applications: (i) Dense vec-
tors have a “black-box” nature, lacking interpretability and making
it difficult to understand the model’s decisions; (ii) They introduce
substantial indexing and storage overheads. For example, on the
MS MARCO passage ranking dataset [3], dense retrieval methods
require index sizes that are several to dozens of times larger than
the original corpus [34, 52].
Sparse retrieval: A return to interpretability and storage effi-
ciency. In contrast to dense retrieval, sparse retrieval operates on
high-dimensional but sparse vectors, where each dimension corre-
sponds to a specific term in the vocabulary, and the value indicates
the importance of that term [1, 13, 44]. Owing to its inherent advan-
tages in interpretability and storage efficiency, sparse retrieval has
remained a key component in industrial-scale search systems. The
development of sparse retrieval has evolved from classical statistical
models [1, 44] to learned sparse retrieval [8, 13, 53].

A major milestone is SPLADE [13], which uses BERT to jointly
learn term expansion and weighting, significantly improving re-
trieval effectiveness. However, SPLADE is inherently limited by the
pre-trained knowledge and semantic capacity of its BERT backbone,
which constrains its ability to address the fundamental problem
of vocabulary mismatch. Moreover, as shown in our preliminary
analysis (see Section 2.2), even strong models like SPLADE exhibit
a noticeable performance gap compared to classic dense retrievers
when directly applied to product search scenarios.
LLMs as sparse retrievers: Challenges. Large language mod-
els (LLMs), with their pre-trained knowledge and potential for
semantic analysis [38, 43, 46], present a promising opportunity to
advance product search by balancing semantic understanding with
interpretability and storage efficiency. We explore using LLMs as
a backbone for sparse retrieval, aiming to leverage their semantic
strength while retaining the advantages of sparse methods. How-
ever, preliminary results (Section 2.2) show that simply replacing
BERT with an LLM like Qwen2.5-3B [43] in SPLADE introduces
two key issues: (i) Lexical expansion hallucination. The model tends
to overemphasize expanded or even irrelevant terms, while under-
weighting literal terms that are essential for capturing user intent,
such as brand and model names. (ii) Unstable training initializa-
tion. Due to the large vocabulary space of LLMs, training becomes
significantly more difficult without proper guidance. The model
must learn to expand short user queries and product titles within
an ultra-high-dimensional space (e.g., exceeding 15,000 dimensions
in Qwen2.5), which hampers learning stability and efficiency.
LLMs as sparse retrievers: Solutions. To address the issues out-
lined above, we propose PROSPER, a framework for PROduct search
using LLMs as SParsE Retrievers. PROSPER introduces contribu-
tions at both the architectural and training levels: (i) We design a
literal residual network (LRN) that employs a compensatory weight-
ing mechanism to amplify the importance of literal terms in user

queries and items. This effectively mitigates hallucination by an-
choring the model’s attention to user-critical tokens, such as brand
and model names. (ii) We introduce a lexical focusing window (LFW),
which works in concert with FLOPS regularization [41] to guide
the model through a coarse-to-fine sparsification process. LFW acts
as a hard constraint during early training stages to force the model
to rapidly achieve sparsification and escape from ultra-high-dimen-
sional representation learning as quickly as possible, while FLOPS
regularization provides fine-grained control as training progresses,
ensuring efficient and targeted learning from the outset.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to explore
the use of LLMs for sparse retrieval in product search.
Experimental findings. We evaluate PROSPER through offline
experiments on both the public Multi-CPR E-commerce dataset
and a real-world dataset sampled from Taobao search logs. PROS-
PER achieves a substantial 10.2% improvement in the key target
product recall metric over the BM25 baseline [44], and a 4.3% gain
over the SPLADE baseline [11], while delivering performance on
par with advanced dense retrieval models. Furthermore, we con-
duct online experiments in the Taobao search1 and achieve a 0.64%
improvement in the key GMV metric.

2 Preliminaries
A formal definition of first-stage product search is provided in
Appendix A. This section introduces the SPLADE framework, which
serves as the foundation of our method, and outlines the challenges
we encountered when implementing SPLADE in product search.

2.1 SPLADE
Model architecture. Given an input query or document sequence
(after WordPiece tokenization) 𝑆 = (𝑡1, 𝑡2, . . . , 𝑡𝑁 ), and its corre-
sponding BERT embeddings h = (ℎ1, ℎ2, . . . , ℎ𝑁 ), SPLADE projects
each hidden representation to a vocabulary-sized vector H𝑖 ∈ R |𝑉 |

with the masked language modeling head. The 𝑗-th dimension of
H𝑖 represents the importance of vocabulary token 𝑗 to input token
𝑖 , which in practice is the logit from the language modeling head
output. The final representation is obtained by applying ReLU acti-
vation and log-saturation effect to each token’s logits, followed by
max-pooling across token positions:

𝑤 𝑗 = max
𝑖∈𝑡

log(1 + ReLU(𝑤𝑖 𝑗 )), (1)

where𝑤𝑖 𝑗 represents the importance of vocabulary token 𝑗 for input
token 𝑖 , and𝑤 𝑗 is the final weight for term 𝑗 in the representation.
Model training. SPLADE is trained using a combination of rank-
ing loss and regularization terms. The ranking loss employs two
negative sampling strategies: in-batch negatives [30, 42] and hard
negative sampling [51]. Given a query 𝑞𝑖 in a batch, a positive docu-
ment 𝑑+𝑖 , a hard negative document 𝑑−

𝑖 (e.g., from BM25 sampling),
and a set of negative documents in the batch (positive documents
from other queries) {𝑑−

𝑖, 𝑗 } 𝑗 , the model is trained with InfoNCE loss
[47] for contrastive training:

Lrank-IBN = − log
𝑒𝑠 (𝑞𝑖 ,𝑑

+
𝑖
)

𝑒𝑠 (𝑞𝑖 ,𝑑
+
𝑖
) + 𝑒𝑠 (𝑞𝑖 ,𝑑

−
𝑖
) + ∑

𝑗 𝑒
𝑠 (𝑞𝑖 ,𝑑−

𝑖,𝑗
) , (2)

where 𝑠 (𝑞, 𝑑) denotes the ranking score obtained via dot product
between query and document representations.
1Taobao (https://www.taobao.com/) is one of China’s largest e-commerce platforms.

https://www.taobao.com/


LLMs as Sparse Retrievers: A Framework for First-Stage Product Search Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY

To encourage sparsity in learned representations, SPLADE adopts
FLOPS regularization [41], a smooth approximation of the average
floating-point operations required for scoring, thus directly tied to
retrieval latency. It is defined using 𝑎 𝑗 as a continuous relaxation
of the activation (i.e. the term has a non zero weight) probability
𝑝 𝑗 for token 𝑗 , and estimated for documents 𝑑 in a batch of size N
by 𝑎 𝑗 = 1

N
∑N

𝑖=1 𝑤
(𝑑𝑖 )
𝑗

. The FLOPS loss is defined as:

LFLOPS =
∑︁
𝑗∈𝑉

𝑎2
𝑗 =

∑︁
𝑗∈𝑉

(
1
N

N∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑤
(𝑑𝑖 )
𝑗

)2

. (3)

This regularization differs from the ℓ1 regularization used in SNRM
[53] as it penalizes high average term weights, promoting a more
balanced index distribution. The overall training objective combines
ranking loss with regularization terms:

L = Lrank-IBN + 𝜆𝑞L𝑞

FLOPS + 𝜆𝑑L𝑑
FLOPS, (4)

where 𝜆𝑞 and 𝜆𝑑 are hyperparameters to tune the regularization
strength for queries and documents, respectively, allowing different
sparsity control for each. While later SPLADE variants [11, 12]
have introduced additional training techniques such as distillation,
our work focuses on contrastive learning, as those more complex
methods are orthogonal to the approach.

2.2 Exploration and challenges
While SPLADE [11, 13] has demonstrated a performance compara-
ble to dense retrieval on several benchmarks, especially in passage
retrieval, its practical effectiveness in product search scenarios re-
mains underexplored.
Difference between passage retrieval and product retrieval.
For traditional passage retrieval, passages are content-rich with
abundant noisy terms, requiring the model to identify important
terms for expansion while discarding noisy terms. However, in prod-
uct search, both user queries and product titles are essentially key-
word aggregations with high information density, which presents
distinct challenges : (i) for a user query, the model must accurately
understand the short and specific user needs, where all literal query
terms are typically important; (ii) for a product title, since product
titles are brief, the model needs to expand representations richly
enough to comprehensively cover potential query terms.
Implementing SPLADE in product search. In our initial ex-
periments with a BERT-based SPLADE model on the Multi-CPR
E-commerce test dataset [32], we achieved a Hit@1000 of 89.6%.
While decent, this lags behind the 92.1% achieved by DPR and the
96%+ reported on MS MARCO passage ranking dataset [3].
Enhancing SPLADE with LLMs for product search. Recently,
researchers have begun adapting LLMs for sparse retrieval (see
Appendix B for detailed related work). Zeng et al. [54] studied the
scaling laws of sparse retrievers based on LLMs, while CSPLADE,
following Nv-Embed [26] and echo embedding [45], solved the
information flow issues caused by unidirectional attention when
applying LLMs to enhance SPLADE.

Inspired by these works, we first replaced BERT with Qwen-2.5-
3B [43] and this raised the Hit@1000 score to 91.3% in Multi-CPR
E-commerce test dataset [32]. We also referenced previous work on

Table 1: Examples of lexical expansion hallucination in LLM-
based SPLADE. Terms are ranked by weight in descending
order. Literal terms are shown in black, useful expansions in
green, and noisy expansions in red.

Query Top-Weighted Query Terms
爱立舍机油滤芯
(Elysee oil filter) 油(oil), 滤(filter), 芯(core), 心(heart), 机(engine), 

oil,  燃 (fuel),  柴 (diesel), 筛 (sieve),  泵 (pump),  
污 (dirt),cpu,Machine,舶 (ship), 脂 (fat), 爱(love)

老捷豹副水箱
(Jaguar water tank) 箱 (tank), 豹 (Jaguar), 水 (water),副 (aux), 捷

(Jaguar),  狸(racoon),豺(jackal), water, 老(old), 
缸 (tank), 虎 (tiger), 沈 (Shen),  ford, 狮 (lion)

optimizing attention mechanisms in LLMs to enhance representa-
tion quality [4, 45, 52], achieving performance improvements up to
92.4%, but the ranking of the target products remained suboptimal.
Case study and challenges. Case analyses revealed severe lex-
ical expansion hallucinations (see Table 1): (i) Literal terms like
brands remained underweighted (e.g., “爱立舍机油滤芯”, where
“Elysee” was overlooked); (ii) Irrelevant expansions appeared in
ambiguous or rare queries (e.g., “老捷豹副水箱”, where the model
expanded irrelevant animal terms). Moreover, LLMs typically have
very large vocabularies. For example, the Qwen-2.5 model [43]
contains over 150,000 dimensions, which is excessive compared to
the short length of user queries (averaging 6 terms in the Taobao-
Internal dataset) and product titles (averaging 25 terms in the
Taobao-Internal dataset). Without proper constraints, sparsifying
high-dimensional spaces leads to unstable early training, preventing
the model from learning meaningful sparse representations.

3 Method
As illustrated in Figure 1, the PROSPER framework features innova-
tions in two key areas: (i) model architecture, where we introduce
the literal residual network to alleviate lexical expansion hallu-
cination; and (ii) model training, where we introduce the lexical
focusing window to provide more targeted training initialization.

3.1 Model architecture
LLM-based representation. Building upon SPLADE [11], our ap-
proach uses LLMs as the backbone model to enhance semantic
understanding capabilities. For an input query or item sequence (af-
ter tokenization) 𝑆 = (𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝑁 ), we extract the last-layer hidden
states h = (ℎ1, ℎ2, ..., ℎ𝑁 ) from the LLM. Each hidden representation
is then projected to a vocabulary-sized vector through the language
modeling head(LM head), obtaining logits H𝑖 ∈ R |𝑉 | for each token
position 𝑖 . After extracting the hidden states h and logits H of the
last layer, we input them into the literal residual network.
Literal residual network (LRN). The core idea of LRN is to guide
the LLM to first focus on literal terms before expanding to related
terms, assigning sufficient weights to critical terms such as product
brands and product models that represent specific user needs.

For the hidden states h and logits H extracted from the LLM, we
first apply ReLU activation and log-saturation transformation:

ℎ̃𝑖 = log(1 + ReLU(ℎ𝑖 )), 𝐻̃𝑖 𝑗 = log(1 + ReLU(𝐻𝑖 𝑗 )), (5)
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(b) Model training
Figure 1: Overview of the proposed PROSPER framework. (a) The model architecture, detailing the query/item encoding process
and the core LRN module that enhances literal term weights. (b) The model training, illustrating the LFW, the asymmetric
similarity computation, and the final loss function combining ranking loss with FLOPS regularization.

where ℎ𝑖 is the hidden state vector for the 𝑖-th input token, and 𝐻𝑖 𝑗

represents the importance of the 𝑗-th vocabulary term for the 𝑖-th
input token.

Next, we need to pool these representations across the token
positions. While SPLADE uses max-pooling [11], this is suboptimal
for LLMs. Unlike bidirectional attention in BERT, LLMs employ
causal attention where each token can only attend to previous
tokens. To mitigate this limitation, we adopt last-pooling [4, 46],
which takes the representation of the last token position of the input
sequence, as it effectively aggregates information from the entire
sequence. The basic representation w is derived by last-pooling the
transformed logits 𝐻̃ :

w𝑗 = Last(𝐻̃𝑖 𝑗 ), (6)

where w𝑗 is the weight for the 𝑗-th term in the vocabulary.
Meanwhile, we obtain a pooled hidden state representation by

last-pooling the transformed hidden states ℎ̃:

ℎ̃last = Last(ℎ̃). (7)

Then, the LRN feeds this vector ℎ̃last through a fully connected
layer FClayer that projects from hidden dimensions to vocabulary
dimensions, producing the enhancement vector w′ ∈ R |𝑉 | :

w′ = FClayer (ℎ̃last). (8)

After obtaining both the basic representationw and the enhance-
ment vector w′, we aggregate them to derive the final representa-
tionW:

W = w + I ⊙ (max(w′) −w′), (9)
where I is an indicator vector that takes value 1 at positions cor-
responding to literal terms in the sequence 𝑆 and 0 elsewhere, ⊙
denotes element-wise multiplication, and max(w′) represents the

maximum weight across all dimensions in the w′. The weights
max(w′) −w′ serve as the literal residual value, which is used to
enhance the literal term weights. Then we utilize the final repre-
sentationW and the basic representation w to train the model.
Discussion. The way LRN works is like a compensatory weighting
mechanism. For an literal term 𝑡𝑖 with basic weight𝑤𝑡𝑖 , when𝑤𝑡𝑖

is low, indicating that the model has not sufficiently attended to
the literal term 𝑡𝑖 , we compensate with more weight to make the
model focus more on this term. Conversely, if𝑤𝑡𝑖 is already high,
indicating that the model has adequately attended to the term, less
compensation is provided. Through this flexible literal term weight
compensation mechanism, we can guide the model to gradually
attend to product brands, product models, and other terms that
represent specific user needs.

3.2 Model training
Coarse-to-fine sparsification. Although FLOPS regularization
was introduced to control sparsity, it operates as a soft mechanism
and is insufficient to effectively guide the model during the crit-
ical early stages of training. We argue that sparsification should
follow a coarse-to-fine strategy: early training should enforce rapid
sparsification to escape the high-dimensional space efficiently and
establish a strong foundation, while later stages should adopt grad-
ual refinement to balance retrieval quality and sparsity.
Lexical focusing window. Building on the coarse-to-fine idea, we
propose a Lexical Focusing Window (LFW) to guide early training.
The LFW operates by applying a conditional top-k pooling operator,
TopK𝑘 , which applies pooling only when the number of non-zero
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dimensions in a representationW exceeds the window size 𝑘 :

TopK𝑘 (W) =
{
TopK(W, 𝑘) if | |W| |0 > 𝑘,

W if | |W| |0 ≤ 𝑘,
(10)

where | | · | |0 is the ℓ0 norm, counting the non-zero elements in
the vector, and the standard TopK function retains the 𝑘 largest
weights while setting others to zero. This conditional application
ensures that the LFW acts primarily during the early, dense stages
of training and gracefully phases out as the representations become
naturally sparse.

The LFW and FLOPS regularization work in synergy: (i) in the
early training stages, the LFW acts as a hard constraint, forcing the
model to focus on a limited set of themost important terms, enabling
rapid and targeted sparsification; (ii) once the representation has
stabilized, the LFW’s role diminishes, and the FLOPS regularizer
takes over for fine-grained adjustments.
Training objective.With the LRN architecture and the LFWmech-
anism defined, we can now formulate the final training objective.
Similarly to SPLADE, our training objective is built upon a con-
trastive ranking loss, which requires a similarity score between
query and item representations. While the original SPLADE em-
ploys a standard dot product, we introduce ℓ2 normalization on the
query side, a modification we found in our experiments to improve
both sparsification and retrieval performance (see Appendix D.2).
The similarity score is computed using the LFW operator as follows:

𝑠𝐿𝐹𝑊 (W𝑞,W𝑑 ) =
TopK𝑘𝑞

(W𝑞)
| |TopK𝑘𝑞

(W𝑞) | |2
· TopK𝑘𝑑

(W𝑑 ), (11)

whereW𝑞 andW𝑑 are the query and item representations from the
LRN output, 𝑘𝑞 and 𝑘𝑑 are their respective LFW sizes, and | | · | |2
is the ℓ2 norm. Our analysis shows that dynamic shrinking of the
window size did not yield significant improvements, confirming
that its main benefit is enabling a robust and efficient training start.

Our training objective uses an InfoNCE loss function [47] that
incorporates in-batch negatives [30]. For a given query representa-
tion W𝑞𝑖 , its positive product representation W𝑑+

𝑖
, and the set of

in-batch negatives {W𝑑−
𝑖,𝑗
} 𝑗 (positive documents from other queries

in the batch), the ranking loss is:

Lrank-LFW = − log
𝑒
𝑠𝐿𝐹𝑊 (W𝑞𝑖

,W𝑑+
𝑖
)

𝑒
𝑠𝐿𝐹𝑊 (W𝑞𝑖

,W𝑑+
𝑖
) + ∑

𝑗 𝑒
𝑠𝐿𝐹𝑊 (W𝑞𝑖

,W𝑑−
𝑖,𝑗

) . (12)

The overall training objective combines this ranking loss with the
FLOPS regularization terms [41] for both queries and items:

L′ = Lrank-LFW + 𝜆𝑞L𝑞

FLOPS + 𝜆𝑑L𝑑
FLOPS, (13)

where 𝜆𝑞 and 𝜆𝑑 are hyperparameters that balance the regulariza-
tion of FLOPS. Here, FLOPS regularization is applied to the basic
representation wq and wd.

4 Offline Experiments
In this section, we conduct a series of offline experiments in product
search scenario to comprehensively evaluate PROSPER.

4.1 Experimental setup
Datasets. We conduct experiments on two datasets that repre-
sent both public benchmarks and real-world industrial settings:
(i)Multi-CPR E-commerce [32].Multi-CPR is a publicly available,

multi-domain Chinese passage retrieval dataset and we utilize its
E-commerce subset; (ii) Taobao-Internal. To further validate our
approach in a real-world industrial setting, we construct a new
dataset by sampling approximately 1.07 million query-item pairs
from the real user click logs of Taobao Search in June 2025.

Multi-CPR E-commerce dataset is manually annotated, providing
a more direct relevance signal, whereas the Taobao-Internal dataset
is constructed from user click logs, where the relevance signals
between queries and items are more complex and diverse. More
detailed dataset information such as the length and number of
queries or items is shown in the appendix C.1.
Baselines. For dense baselines, we compare against: (i) DPR [22],
classic dense retrieval baseline. (ii) BGE Series [50], a series of pow-
erful dense text embedding models,and we use bge-large-zh-v1.5
and bge-base-zh-v1.5 for comparison. For sparse baselines, we
use: (i) BM25 [44], the classic sparse method. We compare with
BM25BERT and BM25Qwen, which use tokenizers of BERT-base-chi-
nese and Qwen2.5-3B, respectively. (ii) Doc2Query [40], which al-
leviates vocabulary mismatch by using a seq2seq model to generate
potential queries for document. (iii)DeepCT [5, 8], which leverages
BERT to evaluate literal term importance. (iv) SPLADE [11, 13],
our main baseline. We use both SPLADE [13] and SPLADE-v2
[11] and adjust their training process for a fair comparison. (v) We
implement SPQwen-backbone [54] by replacing the BERT backbone
with Qwen2.5-3B model. In addition, following previous work
[4, 26, 45, 52], we explore optimizing the attention mechanism
of LLMs to improve the representation quality: SPQwen-echoembedding
[45, 52] with duplicated input sequences, and SPQwen-bidattention
[4, 26, 52] with bidirectional attention mechanism.
Model variants. To validate the effectiveness of our proposed
components, we create several variants of PROSPER.

To analyze the core model design, we implement the following
variants: (i) PROSPERBERT, which replaces the Qwen2.5-3B [43]
backbone with BERT-base-chinese [9]; (ii) PROSPERmax-pooling,
which uses the max-pooling strategy from SPLADE; (iii) PROS-
PERbid-attention, which uses bidirectional instead of causal attention
[4, 52]; and (iv) PROSPERecho-emb, which duplicates the input se-
quence to simulate a bidirectional receptive field [26, 45, 52].

To investigate the role of the LRN, the variants are: (i) PROS-
PERw/o-LRN, which removes the LRN module entirely; (ii) PROS-
PERLRN-add, which replaces the residual connection with a direct
addition (W =w + I ⊙ w′); and (iii) variants that apply LRN only
to queries (PROSPERLRN-q) or items (PROSPERLRN-d).

To evaluate the LFW, we experiment with the following: (i) re-
moving it (PROSPERw/o-LFW); (ii) using a dynamic window size
(PROSPERLFW-dynamic); and (iii) using various fixed window sizes
for query (𝑘𝑞) and item (𝑘𝑑 ).

To study the contributions of literal and expansion terms, we
test: (i) PROSPERliteral and PROSPERexpansion, which are trained
and evaluated using only literal or expansion terms, respectively, to
understand their individual contributions; and (ii) PROSPERmask-lit
and PROSPERmask-expan, where the model is trained normally, but
either literal or expansion terms are masked out during match and
evaluation stage to analyze their roles in a well-trained model.
Implementation details. We use Qwen2.5-3B as the default back-
bone model with lexical focusing window sizes of 𝑘𝑞 = 256 and
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Table 2: Main results(%) on the Multi-CPR E-commerce and Taobao-Internal datasets. Best results are in bold. “–” denotes
metrics not reported in the original Multi-CPR paper [32].

Method Multi-CPR E-commerce Taobao Internal

Hit@1 Hit@10 Hit@100 Hit@1000 MRR@10 Recall@10 Recall@100 Recall@1000

Dense Baselines
DPR - - - 92.1 27.04 42.50 72.61 91.07
BGE-base-zh-v1.5 26.6 54.1 80.4 93.7 34.70 50.83 75.87 92.93
BGE-large-zh-v1.5 26.1 55.2 81.9 93.1 35.10 50.66 76.89 93.45

Sparse Baselines

BM25Qwen 14.3 37.1 62.6 83.7 20.60 39.80 65.53 84.68
BM25BERT 16.5 40.9 66.9 85.5 23.48 41.23 67.84 86.21
Doc2Query - - - 82.6 23.85 42.06 68.41 86.72
DeepCT 21.9 46.4 72.2 87.5 29.14 46.64 73.26 86.90
SPLADE 17.2 42.7 70.6 89.2 25.87 44.41 72.67 89.96
SPLADE-v2 18.4 44.1 71.3 89.6 26.40 45.28 73.41 90.38
SPQwen-backbone 18.2 43.7 72.3 91.3 25.46 45.12 73.46 91.79
SPQwen-echoembedding 19.7 44.0 74.2 92.4 26.72 45.27 74.35 92.84
SPQwen-bidattention 19.5 43.8 73.5 91.8 26.41 45.39 73.89 92.10

Ours

PROSPER 25.3 50.7 78.1 93.9 32.85 50.90 76.20 94.08
PROSPERBERT 23.6 49.2 75.8 91.5 31.83 50.43 75.97 93.68
PROSPERmax-pooling 22.6 49.5 78.3 93.6 30.85 48.45 76.33 93.75
PROSPERecho-emb 24.5 50.7 80.3 94.1 32.82 50.18 77.20 94.43
PROSPERbid-attention 22.3 51.4 78.7 93.6 30.72 51.06 76.51 93.80

𝑘𝑑 = 512. All models are trained for five epochs using eight NVIDIA
H20 96GB GPUs with a learning rate of 3𝑒−5, batch size of 64 per
device, and AdamW optimizer [33]. The FLOPS regularization pa-
rameters 𝜆𝑞 and 𝜆𝑑 are set to 5𝑒−3 and 1𝑒−3, respectively. For all
analytical experiments beyond overall performance comparison,
we conduct experiments exclusively on the public Multi-CPR E-
commerce dataset to facilitate reproducibility and enable direct
comparison with future research. More detailed implementation
configurations are provided in Appendix C.2.
Evaluation metrics We employ different evaluation metrics tai-
lored to the characteristics of each dataset: (i) For Multi-CPR E-com-
merce dataset, where each query corresponds to a single relevant
item, we use MRR@10 and Hit@k (for k=1, 10, 100, 1000); (ii) For
Taobao-Internal dataset, where each query may have multiple (1 to
10) relevant items, we use Recall@k (for k=10, 100, 1000). In product
search, Recall@1000 measure the system’s capability to retrieve
relevant items within a larger candidate set, which is crucial for
first-stage retrieval.

4.2 Experimental results
Overall performance.We conduct a comprehensive comparison
of PROSPER against various baselines. As shown in Table 2, the
main results in both datasets reveal several key findings: (i) Our
proposed PROSPER consistently and significantly outperforms all
sparse baselines across both datasets. This demonstrates the supe-
rior effectiveness of leveraging LLMs for sparse retrieval in real–
world scenarios. It is worth noting that PROSPERBERT also signifi-
cantly outperforms SPLADE-v2, indicating that our proposed LRN
is effective not only with Qwen2.5 but also with BERT models. This
suggests that our approach effectively mitigates the lexical expan-
sion hallucination problem regardless of the backbone architecture;
(ii) Compared to dense baselines, PROSPER achieves comparable

performance. Advanced dense models like the BGE series achieve
superior performance in Hit@1,10,100 and MRR@10 on the public
dataset, demonstrating the advantage of dense retrieval in precisely
ranking target products at top positions. However, PROSPER shows
superior performance on Hit@1000 and Recall@1000 metrics, indi-
cating better coverage of relevant items in the candidate set. This
advantage is particularly crucial for first-stage retrieval, where the
primary goal is to ensure that relevant items are included for subse-
quent ranking stages rather than to achieve a perfect initial ranking;
(iii) The variants further validate PROSPER. The performance gap
between PROSPER and PROSPERBERT highlights the significant
advantage of using Qwen2.5 as the backbone. Comparing PROS-
PER with PROSPERmax-pooling, we observe that last-token pooling
strategy outperforms the max-pooling approach used in SPLADE,
particularly on Hit@1 and MRR@10 metrics. The PROSPERecho-emb
variant shows that repeating input sequences can better utilize
information across the entire sequence, with modest performance
gains especially on Hit@1000 and Recall metrics. But the higher
computational cost of sequence duplication also requires more
caution in actually deploying this approach. Interestingly, when
switching to bidirectional attention in PROSPERbid-attention, we find
no consistent improvement over the causal attention model. We
hypothesize that forcibly changing the attention mechanism to
bidirectional may disrupt the pre-trained knowledge in the LLM.
Impact of LRN. To deeply evaluate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed LRN, we conduct a series of experiments with different vari-
ants. As shown in Figure 2, the results clearly demonstrate the
critical role of our proposed LRN mechanism in improving re-
trieval performance. Removing LRN (PROSPERw/o-LRN) leads to
a dramatic performance drop across all metrics. Interestingly, both
PROSPERLRN-q and PROSPERLRN-d achieve similar performance im-
provements over the baseline without LRN, indicating that the LRN
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Figure 2: Impact of the LRN on retrieval performance.

Table 3: Impact of the LFW on retrieval performance(%).

Variant Hit@1 Hit@10 Hit@100 Hit@1000

𝑘𝑑=1024, 𝑘𝑞=512 22.3 49.2 77.7 93.5
𝑘𝑑=512, 𝑘𝑞=256 25.3 50.7 78.1 93.9
𝑘𝑑=256, 𝑘𝑞=128 23.7 50.2 77.0 93.4
𝑘𝑑=128, 𝑘𝑞=64 23.5 49.1 77.2 92.9
𝑘𝑑=64, 𝑘𝑞=32 21.9 48.3 74.3 91.9
PROSPERLFW-dynamic 24.6 49.0 77.8 93.4
PROSPERw/o-LFW 13.3 36.2 65.6 87.2

mechanism is beneficial for both query and item representations.
Furthermore, comparing PROSPER with PROSPERLRN-add reveals
the advantage of our compensatory weighting mechanism over the
more intuitive direct addition approach.
Impact of LFW. To evaluate the effectiveness of LFW, we evaluate
PROSPER with different focusing window size configurations. As
show in Table 3, we find that: (i) Without LFW (PROSPERw/o-LFW),
the model’s performance drops dramatically across all metrics. This
confirms our hypothesis that guiding the model’s attention to the
top relevant terms during training is essential; (ii) Among the dif-
ferent window sizes, the setting 𝑘𝑞 = 512, 𝑘𝑑 = 256 achieves the best
overall performance, striking an optimal balance between focusing
on the most relevant terms and maintaining sufficient vocabulary
coverage; (iii) The dynamical LFW approach PROSPERLFW-dynamic
((256, 128, 64) for queries and (512, 256, 128) for items) does not ex-
ceed the optimal fixed window configuration. This suggests that a
properly chosen fixed window size is sufficient for effective training,
and the additional complexity of dynamically adjusting window
sizes may not provide significant benefits. Moreover, we explore
the sparsity evolution of query and item representations during
training with and without LFW, and find that LFW enables rapid
dimension reduction in early training stages while achieving faster
stabilization (see Appendix D.1).
Literal terms vs expansion terms. To analyze the contributions
of literal and expansion terms, we compare several variants in
Figure 3 and find: (i) The PROSPERliteral model, trained only in
literal terms, significantly outperforms the strong BM25 baseline
(e.g., +9.5 points in Hit@10), demonstrating the effectiveness of
our model in evaluating the importance of terms even without
expansion; (ii) Literal terms are superior for precision. This is ev-
ident as PROSPERliteral and PROSPERmask-expan significantly out-
perform their expansion-only counterpart, PROSPERexpansion and
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Figure 3: Analysis of the impact of literal terms and expan-
sion terms on retrieval performance.
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Figure 4: Effectiveness (MRR@10) vs. Efficiency (# FLOPS)
trade-off on Multi-CPR E-commerce.
PROSPERmask-lit, in metrics such as Hit@10 and Hit@100; (iii) Ex-
pansion terms are crucial for supplementing recall. When trained
in isolation, the recall of PROSPERexpansion nearly matches that of
PROSPERliteral at Hit@1000. More compellingly, when evaluating
the fully trainedmodel bymasking components, the expansion-only
variant (PROSPERmask-lit) even surpasses the literal-only variant
(PROSPERmask-expan) on the Hit@1000.

In summary, literal and expansion terms have complementary
strengths. We find that using either literal or expansion terms alone
can achieve reasonable recall, but they have different advantages.
PROSPER masterfully integrates these two aspects, thereby achiev-
ing superior overall performance.
Effectiveness-efficiency trade-off. A critical aspect of industrial
search systems is the trade-off between retrieval effectiveness and
computational efficiency. We evaluate this trade-off by plotting
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model performance (MRR@10) against computational cost, mea-
sured by # FLOPS [13]. In this context, # FLOPS represents the
average number of overlapping terms between query and item
representations. We control # FLOPS by adjusting the FLOPS reg-
ularization strength and the LFW size. As shown in Figure 4, we
find that: (i) Both PROSPER and SPLADE can achieve strong per-
formance at low computational costs, but PROSPER consistently
demonstrates a superior trade-off; (ii) PROSPER shows immense
potential in balancing efficiency and effectiveness. Compared to the
BM25, PROSPERliteral and PROSPERmask-expan achieve a dramatic
improvement in retrieval quality at a comparable cost.

Furthermore, we investigate model size scaling and find no sig-
nificant performance gains with larger models (see Appendix D.3),
leading us to select the Qwen2.5-1.5B model as the backbone for
subsequent online experiments.
Offline case study. To provide concrete insights into how PROS-
PER optimizes term expansion and weighting, we present detailed
offline case studies in the Appendix E.1. We showcases the opti-
mization results for the two examples mentioned in the section 2.2.
Additionally, the appendix includes more comprehensive examples
of expansion and weighting results.

5 Online Experiments
In this section, we introduce the deployment of PROSPER in the
Taobao search engine and present the corresponding online evalua-
tion results and analysis.

5.1 System deployment
Taobao search engine follows the paradigm of “index-retrieve-then-
rank” [29]. As shown in Figure 5, we deploy the proposed sparse
retrieval model PROSPER to the retrieval system of the Taobao
search engine. The first-stage product retrieval adopts a hybrid sys-
tem combining PROSPER (learned sparse retrieval) with traditional
inverted index, multi-modal, generative, dense, and personalized
retrieval to comprehensively meet diverse user needs.

When deploying PROSPER for first-stage product retrieval, we
first perform offline inference on the product corpus, associating
products with corresponding term inverted lists and storingweights
to construct the inverted index. During the query process, user
queries are input into the model to obtain their represented terms,
which are then used to retrieve relevant items through inverted
index lookup. This process utilizes the Block-Max Maxscore [10,
29, 36] algorithm to optimize efficiency. Finally, we obtain a highly
relevant candidate document set for subsequent ranking stages.

5.2 Online experimental setup
We select Qwen2.5-1.5B as our backbone model for PROSPER imple-
mentation. For training data construction, we sample approximately
330 million real user click records from Taobao search in July 2025
as our training set and train the model for one epoch. For online
inference, we perform offline inference on approximately 80 million
high-quality products from the product pool and 170 million user
queries. To optimize online matching efficiency, we only retain the
top-16 weighted terms from the query side for retrieval.

We deploy our inference results in a real online traffic bucket in
the Taobao search (approximately 1% of total traffic), using another
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Figure 5: Overview of the architecture of the Taobao search
engine with the proposed sparse retrieval model PROSPER.

online traffic bucket without PROSPER deployment as a baseline for
comparison. Both buckets maintain identical configurations except
for the presence or absence of PROSPER deployment. All other ex-
perimental settings remain consistent with the offline experiments.

For online evaluation, we employ several key metrics: total
guided net gross merchandise volume (TG-GMV), direct guided
net gross merchandise volume (DG-GMV), net unique visitor (UV),
and conversion rate (CVR). Direct guided refers to users making
purchases immediately after searching, while total guided encom-
passes multiple purchase channels such as direct purchases, live
streaming purchases, and advertisement-guided purchases.

5.3 Online experimental results
Online A/B tests results. After conducting a 10-day A/B test, our
bucket deployed with PROSPER showed significant improvements
in several key metrics compared to the baseline bucket. The de-
tailed results are presented in Table 4. Beyond these key metrics,
other metrics also demonstrated positive trends, and importantly,
there was no negative impact on metrics from other stages (such
as ranking, advertising, and recommendation), achieving excellent
online incremental benefits.

Table 4: Online A/B test results

Metric TG-GMV DG-GMV UV CVR

Improvement +0.64% +0.28% +0.19% +0.22%

Online case study. Beyond online metrics, we also analyze cases of
products recalled by PROSPER in the online environment. Through
extensive case analysis, we find that PROSPER demonstrates a sub-
stantial number of exclusive recall results, effectively supplement-
ing products that were not recalled by other retrieval methods but
were deemed relevant to user needs after evaluation by Taobao’s in-
ternal query-document relevance analysis model (see Appendix E.2
for detailed online case studies). This demonstrates that PROSPER
can effectively complement recall performance, enabling the search
engine to better satisfy user needs.
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6 Conclusion
In this paper, we explore the application of LLMs for learned sparse
retrieval in product search. Through the LRN and LFW, our pro-
posed PROSPER framework effectively addresses lexical expansion
hallucination and training initialization challenges, achieving im-
provements in both offline and online experimental results.
Limitations and future works. While PROSPER performs suffi-
ciently well, directly leveragingmodel logits for term expansion and
weighting still inevitably introduces some noise terms. In future
work, we plan to explore incorporating CoT [49] reasoning to filter
and refine expansion terms. Additionally, we will investigate the
application of learned sparse retrieval in ranking stages of product
search pipelines, exploring how sparse representations can enhance
multi-stage retrieval architectures.
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A Problem Statement
In product search, the goal of the first-stage retrieval is to recall as
many products relevant to the user query as possible to serve as
the candidate set for the subsequent ranking stage.Formally, the
first-stage retrieval task in product search is defined as follows:
Given a query set Q = {𝑞1, 𝑞2, . . . , 𝑞𝑚} and a product database
I = {𝑑1, 𝑑2, . . . , 𝑑𝑛}, where for each query 𝑞𝑖 , the database contains
a relevant product item set I𝑞𝑖 ⊆ I. The retrieval model needs
to return top-𝑘 retrieved products R𝑖 = {𝑑𝑟1 , 𝑑𝑟2 , . . . , 𝑑𝑟𝑘 } from
the product database I for each query 𝑞𝑖 , with the objective of
retrieving as many products as possible from the relevant product
set I𝑞𝑖 to achieve high recall. The average recall across the query
set is defined as:

Recall =
1
|Q|

| Q |∑︁
𝑖=1

|R𝑖 ∩ I𝑞𝑖 |
|I𝑞𝑖 |

, (14)

where |R𝑖 ∩ I𝑞𝑖 | represents the number of relevant products in the
retrieval results for query 𝑞𝑖 , and |I𝑞𝑖 | represents the total number
of relevant products for query 𝑞𝑖 .

B Related Work
Dense retrieval. Leveraging the powerful representation capabili-
ties of neural networks, dense retrieval models map text into dense
embeddings to achieve superior retrieval performance, which has
drawn broad attention from academia and industry [9, 14, 17, 22].
DPR [22] introduced a dual-encoder architecture with BERT [9],
enabling offline document encoding for efficient retrieval, while
ColBERT [23] enhanced effectiveness via late interaction at the
token level. Further advances such as unsupervised pre-training
[15, 20, 27], hard negative mining [51], and knowledge distillation
[18, 19] have continued to improve the performance of dense re-
trieval models. Recently, researchers have begun exploring LLMs’
potential for retrieval tasks [26, 31, 37, 46, 48]. However, LLMs use
causal attention mechanisms, where each token can only attend to
previous tokens in the sequence, which limits their ability to learn
comprehensive text representations. To address this, LLM2Vec [4]
andNv-Embed [26] introduced bidirectional attentionwith adaptive
training, while Echo [45] embedding duplicated inputs to expose
tokens to full context. However, dense embeddings suffer from
complete black-box opacity and high index storage costs, posing
challenges for large-scale industrial applications.
Sparse retrieval. Sparse retrieval [1, 13, 44] operates on explicit,
term-level signals to compute relevance. Classical models like BM25
[44] rely on statistical term weighting and inverted indices, offering
strong baselines due to their efficiency and robustness. To capture
richer semantics, learned sparse retrieval methods incorporate neu-
ral networks to assign more informative weights to terms [5–8, 53].
However, they still depend heavily on literal term overlap. Given
the significant length asymmetry between queries and documents,
this leads to persistent vocabulary mismatch.

To address this, some methods expanded terms in addition to
weighting them [35, 39, 40, 55], but their performance lagged behind
dense models. SPLADE [13], building on SparTerm [2], optimize the
pooling strategy for term weights and introduce FLOPS loss [41] for
sparsification. Later versions added hard negatives and distillation,
achieving dense-level performance in passage retrieval [11, 12],

with follow-up work exploring fine-grained query-document in-
teractions [24, 25, 28]. Inspired by SPLADE and recent LLM-based
dense retrieval, researchers have begun adapting LLMs for sparse
retrieval. Zeng et al. [54] studied the scaling laws of sparse retriev-
ers based on LLMs, while CSPLADE [52], building on Nv-Embed
[26] and echo embedding [45], tackled attention-related challenges
in applying SPLADE [13] to LLMs. However, beyond replacing the
model backbone, the core methodologies of these studies remain
similar to SPLADE, and their generalization to the product search
domain has not been confirmed.

C Experimental Setup Details
C.1 Dataset Details
Details about our evaluation dataset are as follows:
• Multi-CPR E-commerce [32]. Multi-CPR is a publicly available,
multi-domain Chinese passage retrieval dataset. For our experi-
ments, we utilize its E-commerce subset, which is sourced from
real-world search scenarios on Taobao. This subset contains a
corpus of over 1 million passages, from which we use a training
set of 100,000 query-passage pairs and a test set of 1,000 queries.
Each query in both the training and test sets is paired with a
single, human-annotated positive item, ensuring a one-to-one
correspondence.

• Taobao-Internal. To further validate our approach in a real-
world industrial setting, we construct a new dataset by sampling
approximately 1.07 million query-item pairs from the real user
click logs of Taobao Search in June 2025. The user clicks serve
as the ground truth for relevance. A single query in this dataset
may correspond to 1 to 10 clicked items. We create a training set
of 270,000 query-item pairs and a test set of 1,000 queries along
with their associated clicked items.

The detailed token length statistics after tokenization by the Qwen-
2.5-3B tokenizer are provided in Table 5. As the table shows, the

Table 5: Full token length statistics of the datasets.

Dataset Query Length Item Length

Min Avg Max Min Avg Max

Multi-CPR 1 5 23 2 25 92
Taobao-Internal 2 6 25 2 25 74

average lengths of queries and items are short. This is particularly
notable when contrasted with the vocabulary size of our Qwen-
2.5-3B backbone, which exceeds 150,000, highlighting the extreme
sparsity of the task.

C.2 Implementation details
Our backbone model is Qwen2.5 [43], and we experiment with
its 1.5B, 3B, and 7B versions. Unless otherwise specified, the de-
fault backbone is Qwen2.5-3B. For the lexical focusing window,
the default sizes are 𝑘𝑞 = 256 and 𝑘𝑑 = 512. The dynamic window
variants use sizes of (256, 128, 64) for queries and (512, 256, 128) for
items. The dynamic window strategy adaptively shrinks the win-
dow size during training: when more than 90% of queries or items
have activated dimensions fewer than the current window size, the
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window automatically contracts to the next smaller size in the se-
quence. This adaptive mechanism ensures that the lexical focusing
window remains appropriately sized relative to the actual sparsity
patterns observed in the data, preventing over-constraining when
representations naturally become sparser during training. The max-
imum sequence length for queries and items is set to 64, except
for PROSPERecho-emb, where it is 128 due to duplicate input. For
our baselines, dense retrievers are trained using the Tevatron [16]
library, with indexing and search handled by Faiss [21]. Sparse
retrievers use an internal database in Taobao for storage and match.
For BM25 baselines, we use standard hyperparameters: 𝑘1 = 1.2,
𝑏 = 0.75, and smoothing parameter 𝛿 = 0.25.

We train all models for five epochs on both datasets using eight
NVIDIA H20 96GB GPUs. For each dataset, we randomly sample
500 queries from the training set to form a validation set, which
is used to evaluate model performance after each epoch. The final
model is selected based on the best performance on the validation
set. The learning rate is set to 3𝑒−5 with a linear warm-up for about
0.3 epochs and a batch size per device of 64. We use the AdamW
optimizer [33] with a weight decay of 0.1. The FLOPS regularization
parameters, 𝜆𝑞 and 𝜆𝑑 , are also quadratically increased to their
target values of 5𝑒−3 and 1𝑒−3, respectively (about 1.5 epochs in
our experiments).

D Supplementary experiments
D.1 Sparsification Strategy Analysis
Figure 6 provides detailed analysis of how LFW affects the sparsi-
fication process during training, showing that LFW enables rapid
dimension reduction in early training stages while achieving faster
stabilization compared to models without LFW. The coarse-to-fine
approach allows FLOPS regularization to handle fine-grained ad-
justments after the initial dimension reduction, resulting in more
focused sparse representations that maintain high semantic quality
while reducing computational overhead.
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Figure 6: Impact of lexical focusing window on sparsification
during training. The figure shows how the number of acti-
vated dimensions in query and item representations evolve
with and without the LFW.

D.2 Impact of normalization
To analyze the impact of normalization, we test the following:
(i) PROSPERall-norm, which applies ℓ2 normalization to both query
and item vectors, making the scoring function equivalent to stan-
dard cosine similarity; (ii) PROSPERw/o-norm, which removes all

normalization, resulting in a standard dot product score; (iii) PROS-
PERd-norm, which applies ℓ2 normalization only to the item vectors;
and (iv) PROSPERℓ1-norm, which applies ℓ1 normalization to the
query vector to explore its effect on term weighting.

Table 6 reveals the critical role of similarity functions in product
search. Product search requires an asymmetric approach: queries
need precise term expression to capture user intent, while items
need rich semantic coverage to match diverse queries. Our analysis
shows that applying ℓ2 normalization only to the query represen-
tation perfectly achieves this balance by emphasizing the relative
importance of the query terms while preserving the absolute weight
of item terms. This asymmetric approach significantly outperforms
all variants. The standard dot product (PROSPERw/o-norm) and co-
sine similarity (PROSPERall-norm) fail to address this fundamental
asymmetry, while normalization of ℓ1 (PROSPERℓ1-norm) causes over
sparsification by forcing the weights to sum to 1. Interestingly,
normalizing only item representations (PROSPERd-norm) also un-
derperforms, confirming that preserving absolute item weights is
essential.

Table 6: Impact of different similarity functions on retrieval
performance.

Variant Hit@1 Hit@10 Hit@100 Hit@1000

PROSPER 25.3 50.7 78.1 93.9
PROSPERℓ1-norm 15.8 39.9 68.0 90.0
PROSPERw/o-norm 17.0 40.9 68.0 90.0
PROSPERall-norm 17.1 39.7 67.2 87.2
PROSPERd-norm 16.1 42.3 71.7 91.1
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Figure 7: Performance comparison of PROSPER with differ-
ent model sizes on the Multi-CPR test set.

D.3 Parameter scaling
To investigate the impact of model size, we experiment with PROS-
PER using Qwen2.5 backbones of three different scales: 1.5B, 3B,
and 7B. As illustrated in Figure 7, we find that there is no obvious
scaling law for our task. While larger models provide some gains,
the performance on the crucial Hit@1000 recall metric is largely
comparable across all scales. Therefore, for the subsequent online
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experiments, to achieve an optimal trade-off between effectiveness
and deployment cost, we utilize the Qwen2.5-1.5B model as our
backbone for large-scale online testing.

E Case Study
In this section, we present both offline and online case studies to
demonstrate the effectiveness of PROSPER in real world scenarios.
The offline case study analyzes the term expansion and weighting
optimization results, while the online case study examines the
exclusive recall results found in the multi-channel retrieval system
in Taobao search.

E.1 Offline case study
To provide concrete insights into how PROSPER optimizes term
expansion and weighting, we present detailed case studies show-
casing the optimization results for the two examples mentioned in
the preliminary section. Table 7 demonstrates the before-and-after
term expansion and weighting patterns for "爱立舍机油滤芯" (El-
ysee oil filter) and "老捷豹副水箱" (Old Jaguar water tank). The
table illustrates how PROSPER effectively reduces lexical expansion
hallucination while maintaining useful semantic expansions, lead-
ing to more focused and relevant term representations. Moreover,
Table includes more comprehensive examples of expansion and
weighting results.In addition, Table 8 also shows more offline cases.

E.2 Online case study
Our online case analysis focuses on products exclusively recalled by
PROSPER, highlighting its unique contribution to the overall search
performance. In this system, each retrieval channel is assigned a
unique identifier, and PROSPER is designated as the eighth channel
(with index 7). The retrieval source for each product is tracked using
a bitmask called "recall_types". A "recall_types" value of 27 = 128
indicates that the product was recalled solely by PROSPER. The
relevance of recalled items is assessed by a Tabobao internal query-
item relevance model, which assigns a "rnr" score: 2 for highly
relevant, 1 for relevant, and 0 for irrelevant. As shown in Table 9,
both "recall_types" and "rnr" are annotated within the green box
below each product in the table. In practice, for each user query,
there are multiple exclusive recall results by PROSPER as well as
numerous multi-channel recall results. For convenience, in the table,
we present one exclusive recall result by PROSPER and two recall
results from other channels for each example query.

As illustrated by the cases in Table 9, even for common queries
where other channels already demonstrate strong recall perfor-
mance, they can still fail to retrieve some relevant products. PROS-
PER effectively addresses this gap by recalling these missing items.
This ensures that the initial retrieval stage more comprehensively
meets user needs, thereby enhancing the performance of the Taobao
search engine and contributing to incremental online revenue for
the platform.



LLMs as Sparse Retrievers: A Framework for First-Stage Product Search Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY

Table 7: Case study of term expansion and weighting optimization by SPQwen-backbone and PROSPER. The table shows the
top-weighted terms before and after optimization for two representative product search queries. Terms are ranked by weight
in descending order. Literal terms are shown in black, useful expansions in green, and noisy expansions in red.

Query Top-Weighted Terms(SPQwen-backbone) Top-Weighted Terms(PROSPER)
爱立舍机油滤芯
(Elysee oil filter) 油(oil), 滤(filter), 芯(core), 心(heart), 

机(engine), oil, 燃 (fuel),  柴 (diesel), 
筛 (sieve), 泵 (pump),  污 (dirt),  cpu,
Machine, 舶 (ship), 脂 (fat), 爱 (love)

机油 (engine oil), 滤 (filter), 立 (Li), 爱 (Ai), 
舍  (She), 芯 (core), 过滤 (filtration), 发动机
(engine), 油  (oil), filter, 引擎 (engine), 汽油
 (gasoline), oil,保养(maintenance), 燃油(fuel)

老捷豹副水箱
(Jaguar water tank) 箱 (tank),   豹 (Jaguar),  水 (water),

副 (aux),   捷 (Jaguar),  狸(racoon),
豺(jackal), water, 老(old), 缸(tank), 
虎 (tiger), 沈(Shen),  ford, 狮 (lion)

水 (water), 箱 (tank), 捷 (Jie), 老 (old), 
副 (auxiliary), 豹 (leopard),Jaguar, 冷却 (cooling), 散热
(heat dissipation),water ,发动机 (engine), 引擎 (engine), 

水泵 (water pump),路虎 (Land Rover)

Table 8: More offline query and item cases of PROSPER.The table shows each term and its English translation, with weights in
parentheses.Terms are ranked by weight in descending order. Literal terms are shown in black, useful expansions in green, and
noisy expansions in red.

Query Top-Weighted Terms(Query) Rank-1 Item Top-Weighted Terms(Item)

新南方电烤箱商用
(New south China 
electric oven for 
commercial use)

烤/bake (0.37), 电/electric (0.35), 箱
/box (0.35), 南方/southern 商用

/commercial(0.28), 新/new (0.16) , 
南/south (0.15) , Southern (0.13), 
South (0.13), 炉/stove (0.13) , 灶

/stove (0.12), 厨房/kitchen (0.12), 广
东/Guangdong (0.12), 电器/electrical 

appliances (0.11),烧烤/bbq (0.11)

新南方烤箱商用电40C二
层四盘大型鸡鸭面包蛋
糕披萨电烘炉大容量
(New South China oven 
commercial 40C two 
layers four plates large 
chicken, duck bread cake 
pizza electric oven large 
capacity)

烤/bake (5.50), 箱/box (5.37), 南方/southern (5.25), 
面包/bread (5.21), 电/electric (5.06), 炉/stove (5.00), 
商/business (4.75), 蛋糕/cake (4.75), 烘/bake (4.62), 
四/four (4.34), 用电/electricity usage (4.31), C (4.12), 
盘/plate (3.79), 4 (3.65), 鸭/duck (3.43), 二/two (3.17), 
层/layer (3.17), 大型/large (3.07), 萨/sa (2.98), 容量

/capacity (2.98), 新/new (2.96), 披/pi (2.96), 鸡
/chicken(2.87), 大/big (2.85), 0 (2.53), 南/south (2.32), 

oven (2.2031), South (2.1719), Southern (2.0625),

康乃馨编织
(Carnations woven)

编织/knitting (0.50), 康/kang (0.33), 
馨/xin (0.26), 乃/nai (0.21), 花

/flower (0.21), 编/weave (0.20), 玫瑰
/rose (0.18), 鲜花/fresh flower (0.18), 
编制/weaving (0.16), ด อ ก /flower 
(0.16), 菊花/chrysanthemum (0.14), 
花卉/flowers (0.14), 花朵/blossom 
(0.13), 編/weave (0.13), 工艺/craft 

(0.13), 针/needle (0.12),

康乃馨花束毛线钩针图
解仿真花教程DIY手工制
作礼品摆件装饰
(Carnation bouquet yarn 
crochet pattern artificial 
flower tutorial DIY 
handmade gift decoration)

针/needle (5.69), 花/flower (5.53), 康/kang (5.19), 钩
/hook (5.06), 手工/handmade (5.00), 线/thread (4.94), 
毛/wool (4.91), 仿真/artificial (4.88), 图/diagram 

(4.69), 馨/xin (4.22), 制作/make (4.00), 教程/tutorial 
(3.94), 摆/display (3.69), 件/piece (3.52), 装饰

/decoration (3.44), 解/solution (3.00), 束/bundle (2.86), 
礼品/gift (2.78), DI/DI (2.75), Y/Y (2.56), 鲜花/fresh 

flower (2.45) , 乃/nai (2.38), 玫瑰/rose (2.38)

皮肤康清洗液
(Skin cleanser)

康/kang (0.44), 皮肤/skin (0.40), 液
/liquid (0.37), 清洗/cleaning (0.34), 
洗/wash (0.17), 清/clear (0.16), 消毒

/disinfect (0.14) , disin (0.14), 
Kon/Kon (0.13) , 消/eliminate (0.13), 
ケア/care (0.12), Clin (0.12) , 皮肤病

/dermatosis (0.11) , 临床/clinical 
(0.11) , 康复/rehabilitation (0.11), 排

毒/detox (0.11) , 脱/off(0.11)

兆春牌皮肤康清皮肤康
洗液外用私处止痒洗剂
西安康春正品
(Zhaochun brand skin 
Kangqing skin Kangqing 
wash external genital 
itching wash Xi 'an 
Kangchun genuine 
product)

康/kang (6.34), 皮肤/skin (6.28), 春/spring (5.88), 牌
/brand (5.44), 洗/wash (5.41), 剂/agent (5.31), 清/clear 

(5.19), 私/private (4.88), 液/liquid (4.56), 痒/itch 
(4.53), 外/external (4.25), 西安/Xi'an (4.13), 止/stop 

(3.91), 兆/zhao (3.72), 用/use (3.03), 处/part (2.81), 皮
肤病/dermatosis (2.67) (1) , 正品/genuine (2.56), skin 
(2.47) , 中药/Chinese medicine (2.44), Spring (2.39) , 

Skin (2.39) , 春季/spring season (2.39), 



Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2018, Woodstock, NY Song et al.

Table 9: Online case study of exclusive product recalls by PROSPER in Taobao’s hybrid retrieval system. The left column shows
products exclusively recalled by PROSPER ("recall_types" = 128), while the right column shows products for the same queries
recalled by other channels. The "rnr" score indicates the relevance level.

Exclusive Product Recalled by PROSPER Products Recalled by Other Channels
Query: Full cowhide women's shoes with half a toe

Query: Unique beautiful summer purple top

Query: A curved, fitted shirt with a lower hem

Query: Pilates dedicated vest size large

Query: Mao la is a specialty of Kaili, Guizhou

Query: Eucalyptus leaves are everlasting flowers


	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 SPLADE
	2.2 Exploration and challenges

	3 Method
	3.1 Model architecture
	3.2 Model training

	4 Offline Experiments
	4.1 Experimental setup
	4.2 Experimental results

	5 Online Experiments
	5.1 System deployment
	5.2 Online experimental setup
	5.3 Online experimental results

	6 Conclusion
	References
	A Problem Statement
	B Related Work
	C Experimental Setup Details
	C.1 Dataset Details
	C.2 Implementation details

	D Supplementary experiments
	D.1 Sparsification Strategy Analysis
	D.2 Impact of normalization
	D.3 Parameter scaling

	E Case Study
	E.1 Offline case study
	E.2 Online case study


