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[ Abstract] Semi-supervised text classification uses a limited set of labeled data in conjunction with a large corpus of
unlabeled data to develop text classification models.-Current pseudo-labeling techniques often face challenges such
as pseudo-label bias stemming from decision boundary underfitting and error accumulation. To address these
issues, a cross-annotation model based on the multi-granularity semantic margin loss is introduced. Initially, the
Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers (BERT)-pretrained model is employed to extract vector
sequences enriched with contextual information. Subsequently, an attention mechanism and Text Convolutional
Neural Network (TextCNN) are utilized to ecapture global and local semantic features, respectively. These features
are subsequently fused to create enriched semantic representations, factoring in semantic similarities across
different categories to separate similar classes within the feature-embedding space, thereby reducing the impact of
error accumulation. Additionally, a category-specific margin to calculate the positive and negative sample loss
between pseudo-labels derived through adaptive local threshold learning is introduced. The margin enables a high-
density distribution of samples within each class in the embedding space, thereby mitigating decision boundary
underfitting. Experimental evaluations demonstrate that the proposed model effectively integrates multi-granular
semantic information, achieves high cohesion among pseudo-labeled samples, and significantly improves the
performance of semi-supervised text classification.

[Key words] text classification; pseudo-label; margin loss; feature extraction; decision boundary; semi-supervised
learning; natural language processing

0 3= AR L 9 AR w85 » 3 A A5 10 3 ol 712
WA R o 2 A8 AL AR AR N M.~ W B SO 7

FEGE A AT bR B s 28 R RIHLRR A I Oy Ik B R A AR R A
TARZHMAL. R FEFZ IS R 5o AR RE RS TERAROR VISR . X f 5 3k il LU 20

E&WAB . ERAARREE4 (62366008, 61966005),

BT B % (CCF 224E 250 9 WL T AR, 005 01y A SR TE 5 A0 B RT3 HLE 24 ) s R0 GEASAERED » Rel 0% 181 s BRHE
RS A AR,

Wi HEHEE. 2024-10-24 1&EIHER: 2025-01-07 E-mail: jixu@gzu. edu. cn



108

E525 FTH/2026 87 R/ATENTRE

BT Sl Am i 9 LA B [ (7] B 34 i A 7 1) 32 A
AEJT . PR MR 2= 2] v B T 5 o 2 3 i A A X
RAR T EE HEAT ) 26 T L A B AR A . X S Pl bR
ST i — AR I GRBmy , LIS R g 26 00, SR
FRbR 2 T e AL 5 A 1 33X U A DR 2 AR AR 30— 2B i
K T IR g R . NOVOTNEY 25 F)
FH B sh#E SR i 5 ARG % Je 56 B IR B nT LA
I 2 R TS AR (Y M T DN T A R A R D A
B R T A 1 71 TET 5

PRBRE 2 > Bk AE T A A s e o () Db
2 R ARG B B0 A G . R AR
P B AR — A [, D RORZE T B K28
YIGRFEA T bR N R & D BREAR, XA
S () 3 AT 45 T BURBE R 45 Al 1) R S A B B
28 o T AR A 250 AR B BE 7 » 208177 52 i 4525
Rz AL PERE . TAEOR D kR 45 1R
T T Z MR IS 7 B AR 25 40 B0 26 R PR
Bl SR R AR A ) W B R Tl R A 0% %% B
BB 7 12 2 B RRAE 4% [B) o Sk AR 1 E0 s A i th
B, B BRI 280 2 [ A3 L. 3l 3 b v K
o AR AR 2 B TR A B AT I 5 BT R AR T
R E B E R IR T AR 2. SR, X8k
T A 2T X AT ik — 250 Lo, IF B
R TG AT LR ] T4 75 2 28 0 L B it A e
22 BRI ) L,

e SEPRAB AL U 2, pe S L L T g 2 5
BT, R AE DR 25 2 2] T, el A5
I FH e 5 300 S B 3 1 DR b 2 5 A — 1> DG )
R, R T VG b A R AR, S R KB T Tk
— AN RGP A R o R R R R AR R AT
— S RIS B REAR B RISk, o T2
2 BN RRAE A 2 08 B9 X 501 L 38 # 25 1 Softmax
R BB I — A TRI B . AE 76 IR P o 1 3
BT 119 ER B 25 5080 B, 5 22 0 A T Bk B TR A
BEREAS, DLkt B 51 A RSN Y 158 22 9 52 i 1S AR ) 72
1L Rk

YT FIRNEBL, SHT A MR 2 AR S T AR R
FRIR 2 5 B A R P A =5 B[R] . 1) ] A o vy o
A ENARZE » LA BR B RE A B A3 A 1) A 5 2) ]
R 25 BARIOMEAR . 7 A S e ) T g o 2 i PR s
SRR N AR UG R BN L i A B RRAE
TSR BT BB s A R AR
B, HBEAS B 0] REAF A2 7S BN 2 DA B Jor A7
HENHIE, RBORK D R TR, EPLE ¥ 2T
55, IR R A ) AR RS R

Ze R Z s PR AR SOG BOHE HE A7 TR 2 R 1 SCRRAIE 42
e, BB 24 B i s R R
FRARFAE 35 Bl ASE 0 B Ao B30 1 L S i 4 T
PR B PR AN 0 2868 1 . ThAR B 1 B AR T
BT X B30 (%) B A R B, YA R BB A R0 b D B AR
FR R Z UK L 22 B A SCRRAE S L A= i B £ B
25 o R, [A) I Gn SRABE A b F R PR A T4
PAFR%E N e S FE DR 2R B, T 7 AR 1R 25 R AL
i fe B2 5

BRI AR SCHE T — Ao SC ] B 461 2k 38 SUAR
AL (SMLCL) DA it g 58 301 5B RN Pl b
SR BN A] 8, SMLCL i — 18
LA TS He R — A ] B 153 2 R ko 2 7 B ¢
AOHRAE S R, ST HE SR (1912 1k Ak
KT PPN 14 5 T vk R A B SO AE HE . A
— By B R EE Y 5 1% T VR T R IR R BK
DA S SCAS B AR I SR 5 R 5 ] O,
AR ) AR R I PR AR SORAE . 58 R ik
S 55 BRI o L A 455 [R] SR e | B ATL A 85 R R AL
A BPFP 7 RS 25 0 3% AR ) 45 0, DT
P2 B B 72 AL RE 1. S SCRRAE $R BB H
AR A W 25 4 3 T Transformer (1) 3 7] 4 it
#84e7R (BERT) 5 460 0 1 O JiE i 455 4, 8K I %%
—AEBENEM — A UK E B & W%
(TextCNND M B2, U 4 SCAR [ A 44 i 56 22 A
Jri BB 1 SCRRAE » 52 0 42 Ja R AE 5 Jm 0 R AIE 1Y) 75
TR SN PREE T i, B iR 22 RBUZ W, LA,
ARSCEIN T — A5 2550 40 5 1 8] B » 30 2o 1 Sy
AEFR U He X} 28 358 A 38 7 S 8 (318 J5 15 210 19 P A
25 55 (Rl A7 IE SRR AR 2 TH AR, DA A b X 4y
AR50 B REAS A () A AR o 2 B 43 A [R) B AL
R DT 28 fif D SR 30 B ) R AL Rl . BRI 22
A s A SCE 3 0 46 A A B K R 2 8 AR R ok
Az BNAR 2 o I bk 7 A A R L) S8 SRR i 5K
A 22T, s R s W Y O X B AR A
AT LA B B A B P AR 25, 38 1T A 55
— ALY T AR A AP 1 B 5t DT AR D B
— B AT BB R 1) e 25 R 1R R AL

AR B TTERALEE 4 A5 T -

DT —AE A1 CRHIE SR ISR, 5 72
B 5 Y SCAR B IR SCAA G 2 Ry R
SURFAE , AT S0 4 Jy S5 AE 5 Jy B AR AIE 2240 34 )8
Al BRI 72 fL AR

2P T A5 2RI S 1 1) B 5 2 R 1%
PRI BIAR i A2 531 22 18] (%) o8 SCARARLEE {68 FH 1) B (.



$£52% F7H/2026 £7 R/ATENTRE

109

ETOME 2 [R] 9 22 8 2k DX 23 AN [ 2R 3 i AR A, IR 7
i R DX [1) PR e KA TE A 2 5315 R 2 S e ) -4
Z (A1 (a1 B

3) SR FHAS SUBR I SR Wk 14 1 S 1] g 453 SR AR 1 %
A7 F 1) B B S0 () DR PR 285 LAY AR DR i 45 15 22 BRI
A

4) i 3 SRS T F B L A SO Y T R AE 6
DS MER A 85 T H an i de it ik,
IF Hal L 255 AT iE s 1T SMLCL A ek .

1 XTI

D2 W e 2K

FixMatch™" fiff FFJ D\ 55 38 58 1) AR A 78 5080 2 h
(1 DA 255 SR W ] — B0 1) 50 394 5 AR AR o SATH
AN —AT05 2 4% AR IR A5 IR Ecs A4
oL B & B HE P 8 0 7 15, DL et i#f FixMatch,
MixText"" F Fj Mixup""™ 7EIAE 25 ] 4 Rbp i
FVb I BRI A T4 1 3k e 1 %A RS B i 19 2o
4. CrisisMatch" 5% T JLFRAT HY 2 W 41
1 K Mixup 5 h 248 B T 9Ok #E S0 o325
PGPL" R 7 —Fof SR 5[ 5 10 2 W B AR, 224
TR I 1 SR 2 o L SR A i 5 | S i DA PR 25 o
W iR DR s 25 O 22 1) R

FlexMatch™™ 1 FreeMatch™" #4344~ 255
()27 21 RS DA 3 0 Y 5 2CR R Sy A I 4 4 /vl
S Z 1177 A B PR 2 B R A 25 5 o T iR 22
ZR )8, BLUM 262 $ T Co-training J5 1
2 L RIS 9 £, T4 TR 16 5 R 28 A=
JHA DA A 25 ok 22 W H B 4. JointMatch™™
et IR 28 Z ) >R A0 A TR L 3 ok 28 AR v 19 7 3K
AT NG  FFARYE B 00HE AN [ e 1] 7 27 >0 4 1
BB E R IE N 253X A7 B 26 B T PR
PR

2) T SUAT TR RS

VR AL A e MNTH 2572 35 iy,
BLfh N anfu] 12825 5C L0 5 rh AR [l 43 fift
FHZEAL T AR g M A AL ] LR v 3 vh o i £
BHBGTEN . BJS  VASWANI 22508 AT g
SR HR 4 A R S 2 R] 4 SR AR OC &R B T L
il o FEAS RS BEAE -1 7 Ab BRECHE I T A S b R
UM . X PR TR B AR F A RS
KR 3L A, {0 #5 BERT 1 GPT™ % # A1,
HDPY" 25 & ZARZE I S5 5t AR 7 208 5C
RU R B o AR 1 Bl AL AR R TR 58 SR A 2K
LSET™ T bR S0 /n 28 51 i 2 M 5 5% 1 g 1

B B INGREeBgs B SeAR 2L

TextCNN- i 35 B2 M SCA Bdi b 42 B
T 0 BRI IR I SR R SRR AE . PAJOM #¢
R IRSEERAE R 0y A B SCER T B 45 A T CE
o ARSI 2 Gt % 14) SCARARRAE L B FIRRAIE . AR SC
B T X PR L3 BT 45 & K SOR & )R
SUAF SRR A A A U 288 31 i D

3) Ml 2k R K

B[R] @ 1Y Softmax i 2K R £ 9E) 12 FF I
YRR, ArcFace™ 3% FH 1 B I b LA A Ul 2k id
Pk 25 4R TN U B R X A3 R T
CosFace™ 5 F B i i) b LA f5e ok AL 2 [8] 7 22 9F #
AMEZENT7 2% . AdaFace ™ MR RS E 38 7 6] B » AR
PR A 119 U I Sy AS TR JEE %) B AR 43 T AS ) 1)
B, X Tk 0 e [ AR A R[] B 5 2k
AR — g e fE . AT Lk ] B 451 2K 72
SN LU TR g R e R
A W SCAR AT 55 0. AR SO 18] B A% A 42
FH PR bR 25 0 1 R A AR 1Y) pR B2 e TR 2
FEARTEVIZRIA ] DTk 38 2 ek L. O T dRe/h
AR s AR ST 3 v 1) B K sl 4 A 1 2 43 ) 1) O
Ty ) & 8 PSR i AR i 1E B RE AR 1) o A E
%,

2 Fik
2.1 REEBGE

AT T — A M B SO gy 28 A
SMLCL, 24 41 SR AIF 3 HORE e 1 ] B 45 SR A e
FH A i pe D AR 285 15 22 B2 R ] 0N A 3% 100 5 ) 2R 40
BRI, A e SMLCL A6 5 fi e A 45 44
HETEE A4 A A SRR AE B , HE
o7 JRy S [ AR B, 28 SR A B, i B 1) B 4 G
B,

SMLCL ) FZAHEL K 1 Frs CE @R I
GHENLTREYE M HTML 7, FRD . 2430 ik
B 53 PGB 43 < A T B AT AR I B X g
— b TC RV B AR A ECHE O PR R AR R
A SSEAR G SR AR AR BT R SR 4G
B SIZEH TextCNN 2% BERT #ADR 3518
SCRFAE st A 35 R JR) 5 5 (B A B A R L A
A I [T N S 5L 1% 0 A 3 S R X 7 g 2 5]
PhbR4s , Pl o T A5 LS = [ Tl B , (45
TOINAF 1) B SRR A 7 1) S 30T 38 B A RAR S . SRS
PR 2 S8 48 e AT A A DA 28 T 5 58 N3k
FRHAH E Y2k



110

E525 FTH/2026 87 R/ATENTRE

I e e 2] ]
| 1
= | Data . | i
— I Augmentacion: I
| 1
Dataset ____1 _____ ] Model E Lt
e F, 2 ?g
|
|
i Semantic Feature
Unlabeled b Extraction
Sample L

Ground
Truth

\\ /

Ll

1
Loss Function

B 1 BEEIREE

Fig.1 Illustration of the overall model
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Y7515 S I HL /N bR 2 15 22 BB R AY 52 i Rl ok
SURTLIUNE /e

&1 SMLCL &k

BN B, BRI C AR U= {u, 0 €
(1,2, uB) ) AREFEAR X = { (2553, :6€ (1,2,+++,B) }

T R RIUPSE PN

1. For model F, .F, do:

2. FHRSORIRTE R IR IR O, s //3 (D)

9. End For

10. For b=1 to uB do:

1. RTARS A — S A A 5 /2 (18)
12. End For

13, TSR R 2 5 /A (15)

14, AP M TR TR R 5 /2 (19) 220

3 IWEERSH

A SCEE g {9 R Sy AL00, B AF K/
80 GB,Python R4~ 3. 8, PyTorch fiA<l 1. 9,
PENFRFR B PEMERS 2R F1 (8 (Macro FD I, EH
FIE oA b i BV PERERE R - 0 SO I T
DU s o S F000 25 3 1Y) Ll fdil s Macro-F1 2% 18 1 2
SIS DL TS BIRR AT [ 3R A1 1A
3.1 HiEE

R T AR AR SE IR A A BE T 6 i
(B SC WBS SCAR A3 L v Hi 46 PR A SMILCL, 43
A AGNews®™ | Yahoo! Answer™ (J5 3 & F5
Yahoo) . IMDB "  Empathetic Dialogues™" (J5 3 & &
>4 Empath) . GoEmotions™*" (J5 3 f# #k & GoEmo) .
Hurricane” (5 3CfRi#k & Hu). AGNews i 37 [# 3C
TG A Yahoo £ & Z AP 2SR A FH P AE BN A FEAS
A 7] 50 R B e A2 01255 s IMDB B HL 5% P18 44 15
Empath f&— >4 [T T2 E 45 [R5 58 S8

. e e P s
b e T A 0 BT a4 GoErmo 381 Reddi EACSEHO R
5. MFRFERIE TR /2,09) T B — PR BRI B TR
6. TForc=1 to C do: BSCA R R AIRE AR 1% Hu & —A>% T iy
7. R SR R R /A (1) BT O TR A S AR A 1 IR ) R B
8. End For £ 1ERT 6 MIRENEAFER.
xR1 HEEELXRER
Table 1 Information statistics of datasets
EVEIES LyeiE Sl FE/ A Bl B % eSS by
AGNews S I 32 4 35 600 5 000/2 000/1 900
Yahoo [ 25 3= A8 10 130 000 5000/2 000/6 000
IMDB RIS 2 37 000 5 000/1 000/12 500
Empath poprE vl 32 24 850 610/2 770/2 547
GoEmo Reddits 27 29 425 870/2 956/2 984
Hu TR 5 8 12 800 1.280/1 280/1 280

TR A T vk A SR an I AR A
AR v A0 R ATL R A R A AR SCHY oA TE AR AS VI
SRR R 2 TR I e T AT 2 0 Rod 4R R 2R
AR B4 1 o B R . % 1m0 33, S8 SCA B
JSARTE » R 5 T 0 05 100 & 3 5 3% T ) SR 2 e,
WordNet fif ] i) BEHL e 30 70 BiA] . 3 A% dle

L3043 DA T 2000 Ay B AS B A7 S B 4R 1
JobR TR A B R 5 000, L AGNews H i,
AGNews [ 5 i £ F1 I 2 48 43 ) 42 & 8 000,
7600 &K A, i T AGNews A world, sports,
business. sci/tech 4 ASFRZE 50, A b X T 545
22 B R AR AN AR (19 R /Ry 2 0001 900, L
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1B BRI AL R R
3.2 BEHIRE

FERTRIIZERL B 1 R Adam 0 1L 8T 01
oo T 3E— 5 B VAR B P T S, 56
SRPBURIERT T 5 YOS PR IF TS TP

ARRARUEZE . I 22 YCPPAG Y J7 12 REAE A 250k N [
B AL E BRI U6 f 22 Sl R O EA i 22 . Ry
T ORISR R HE L DT 1 i B S R 8L R
SCSIRNF AN ) ) R SR AT AN R 9 S 80 L B
WEZRUEIN 2 Pk,

*2 HEESY
Table 2 Model parameters

GIGEE S FIR/107° HERN T AL EMA H46 B IR] B bR R/ 2%
AGNews 2 8 1. 00 0.9 0.98 0.5 10
Yahoo 2 8 1. 00 0.9 0.98 0.5 20
IMDB 1 4 0. 05 0.9 0.98 0.5 10
Empath 1 4 1. 00 0.9 0.98 0.5 10
GoEmo 1 4 1. 00 0.9 0.98 0.5 10
Hu 1 4 1. 00 0.9 0.98 0.5 10

3.3 B&AFE

AR SCHEHR T AT JLAE 19 7 ¥ : BERT ™, UDA™,
MixText", FixMatch™", SAT" FreeMatch?!,
SoftMatch™", ) K H 1 #5558 (%9 )7 12 JomtMatch™*
VR S B % L Ty v s At — 20 50 SMILCL 19 2K
£, BERT (i T Transformer A4XLn] 4 fith 25 K 3L
i 1T SCHEA T SCA 5328 s UDA FI AR FR RS - @
B R R BRIz AL fE ) s MixText 7E Mixup
FEfith i — 20 8T SR ZER R S, DU R
PRI N ZAEAS , TS B AL 2 o] B A 2% (1) IREKE
13 ;s FixMatch ¢ — S0P 1E AL RO br 2 25 A S 30
ARG 5 SAT 38 128 B0 785 I8 8 B A A R0 OF ik
AP AR ISR T (AR RE A8 1 02 AR 32 T4
HELEAE b AT &b 2 ) s FreeMatch £ H —
PR B = >0 T ik s A% JEVREUR R 1 5 7 [ (EL ML)
F—ZC IE WAL s Geps Wa s 2 2] vh [ 5 {5
AN FE (R, DT 4 SR TE AR AR T E 0 1 )
FHZL s Sof tMatch 38 i FbR 25 AR 45 7 e A Sk ek
WA S B PERE  ARVPREALR R T 2 AT R AR
G NI $ g oz A RE 7 FNAERf 1 5 JointMatch 45

G AR AR B W B SOAR G IS AL FE B 1 o L PR
PR HUHT MR B B R 38 AR SE . DA
TR 2 i R .
3.4 ZGHER

F 3 REET SMLCL YEA R SCAR 7 28 4 I
B TR LEAEE AL o A SRR TR R 4R -
BB HEMERE TR REHE 42 55 — A0t (s T Sl 2kt
b . X FAREEGE R 10 1 AG News
Pt SMLCL 5454 JointMatch AH L HERG 2R F1
B4 B T 4. 15 %0 4. 20% s ZEAR ISRy 20 (1)
Yahoo [43l#2 T} 6. 14 %01 5. 93 % FEARE SR N
10 9 IMDB | W) 43 5] 4% FF 15. 73% F1 15. 9020,
JointMatch BRI T H 18 1 (S 138 XARTE , (H 2.
W T SCARAE B T SCRRBLEE R Eh bR 25 22 ] 1 28 031 22
S ARG I A A SRR IO PEA A4 18] A1)
RSO EE M R X SRR 5 LS = (] [A]
B DX A3 AN RIS SRR AR, 3 S et (T A5 RS U A AN [
JZR FIHRAMR R T SCAR S B TR B T B
4 IMDB I R M RBHE T 2 B 7 AR SCHE H A A
FEVE SCALFR - LA p b

% 3 7E AGNews, Yahoo IMDB #3B & &R ZE L

Table 3 Accuracy comparison on AGNews, Yahoo, and IMDB datasets %
B AGNews(C=4) Yahoo(C=10) IMDB(C=2)
HidTES F1 {8 iRTES F1 {f HidTES F1 {8
BERT 69.18+3.70 68.27+3. 50 58.11+1. 60 57.38%+1.90 63.16+1. 40 62.93+1. 60
UDA 76.69+3. 20 76.51+3. 00 59.32+2. 00 58.47+2. 30 64.88+1.70 64.57+1.50
MixText 78.07+2. 80 77.23+3.50 59.93+1.90 59.24+1.80 65.22+1. 10 65. 78+1. 20
FixMatch 80.22+2. 40 78.98+2. 10 60.17£1.70 59. 86+1. 50 64.52+1. 60 64.31+1. 40
SAT 85.43+1. 20 85.30+1. 50 61.33+1.50 60.96+1. 40 68.96+1.70 68.92+1. 60
JointMatch 87.6840. 50 87.64+0. 50 66.58+0.70 66.0940. 80 76.91+4. 50 76.79+4. 60
SMLCL(Ours) 91.3240.30 91.3240.31 70. 67%1. 01 70.01%1. 18 89.0110.98 89. 00£0. 98
X JointMatch $2£ 7+ 4. 15 4. 20 6. 14 5.93 15.73 15. 90
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R TN R RS b T R Y S g 4 SR A T2
He#, 7E AG News #1 Yahoo £da4E LA T 1525 bR
HEEE B A AN A R X eS80 R B SMLCL AH
[T FixMatch 1 JointMatch ZEAERE FAgHETF, 0
e 4 FIFE 5 PR, SMLCL 783X AN 5 da 4 Y g
P BOHE B 45 F N AR AR 2 M T JointMatch F1
FixMatch, FEARZEECERERDIIIEILT  ANTEARZE 5
5 BYIEBLUR . SMLCL il HERf R BEAS HE AR 2 B0 Ny

100 19 JointMatch 3K 3 51 &5 (1) 7K *F-. 7E Yahoo %5 4f
b AR SRR 5,10,15,25,100 (9L E T,
SMLCL #H %t T JointMatch #E #f§ 3 4 %Il & 7+ T
8.58%.7. 71%.5. 69%.6. 90%.3. 83% , 7 AGnews
Bl g L 4 5048 T 4. 79%. 3. 90%. 3. 919,
3.4620.3. 56 %0, g4 R W], SMLCL A {LUAH L
JointMatch A2 T 5 = AR R, 1M HL7EA BR bR
BHAH Ol N RBERIMER R T IR E

F4 Yahoo HIEEREREHETHARE

Table 4 Accuracy under different numbers of labeled data on Yahoo dataset %
A PR N 5 braE % 10 bREEH N 15 b2 Ky 25 PR 100
FixMatch 56. 13 59. 81 65. 07 63. 85 68. 07
JointMatch 64. 08 65.52 67.51 67. 24 69. 74
SMLCL(Ours) 69. 58 70. 57 71.35 71. 88 72. 41
A3 JointMatch T} 8.58 7.71 5. 69 6. 90 3.83
RS5 AGNews HEEARRREHE THAERE
Table 5 Accuracy under different numbers of labeled data on AGNews dataset %
b K bR RCEH5 bR R R 10 bas B 15 brasHE S 25 bR %R 100
FixMatch 70. 29 80. 25 82:.32 85. 96 87.79
JointMatch 86. 00 88. 18 88. 33 88. 50 89. 07
SMLCL(Ours) 90. 12 91. 62 91.78 91. 56 92.24
FXF JointMatch 2T} 4.79 3.90 3.91 3. 46 3.56

K 3 MR HIFE AGNews F11 Yahoo P45 4E
ANFIFRFERCR T (A HER R AT LR B, W&l 8 R
SMLCL it £ 5P A2, X S A 09 SMLCL 38 iid 3
#3055 Db 2 O 2 18] ) (B) R ek 1 sk i B

9Br

90 -
= 8r
:
2 80f
75 ~=~ FixMatch
+ JointMatch
—— SMLCL
10 20 30 40 5H0 60 70 B0 90 100
Labeled number
(a)AGNews

KNG B [ L K PR BR 2548 RUIX 43 FF S /N T IR
IRZEH SRR 2E B, RN 245 R E 0, SMLCL
AT DL g R D AR v O o T A K
TohREERE R O HA R .

7.0

725 F

~= FixMatch
= L =+ JointMatch
L —— SMLCL

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Labeled number
(b)Yahoo

B3 AEREHE THEREL

Fig.3 Accuracy comparison under different numbers of labels

ARSCAETI A 3 D EAE 2RSS0 i85
Empath, GoEmo., Hu I+ # 17 52 56 4> #7, UL B /R
SMLCL Bz RETT. N 6 FioR . b i AEA Y
WA 10, A L SMLCL A5 L BT A B D7 VA PR RE S AT

$ETb. X 3 MBI EFEARZ A RO,
Z AT T U0 FreeMatch #0045 5 08 H @ W B (H
B Zh AR R [R50 Db 2 A5 2 1 it e
25 [ 7 19 1 X AN [] 28 ) A 3 FiC 1) [0) /5 Sof tMatch
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Rl R AR 28 LR Ai) AU AR 45
RRERIRFTE 0] BE AR 45 0 A, 31X AR O 4 X
PIAREE AR — 205 [R) RO AL - ke = X6 B AR SR A B 4R
KWW RALS R FHERARZMRK W
JointMatch ¥ I I s 45 & 1E— & M 1T B & 1
B (EASTR 5 bR A R e, P RESR TR X . AR
TEIXBET7 R LR I 200 B2 1 SR il $2 52
Z 1 JRAREAIE o P T 2 1 ) B X AN T 28501 =2 18]
Dhbn 2 IE SRR AR T] i A R0 70 H T REAS (A5 R A
ST i N R ARASR G A X JointMatch i 6 56 43 i1
R6 ESEINBIFEE LEREITLL
Table 6 Accuracy comparison on multi-class datasets %
SRS
BERT 21.63 28. 86 71.72

Empath GoEmo Hu

FixMatch 24. 40 30. 06 73. 44

SAT 29.25 30. 36 74.06
SoftMatch 29. 96 31..84 74,38
FreeMatch 30.15 32,74 77.03
JointMatch 34. 67 38. 40 78. 98

SMLCL(Ours) 42.99 53.45 83.98

A%} JointMatch $2 T} 24. 00 39.19 6. 33

PTFT 24.00%.39.19%.6. 33%.

R T BEA SO R K A A A R i —
£ M7 GoEmo B4 L gh . WE 4 () Br
7~ > GoEmo fHIE I B4 ILAT 27 200 1 8 A~
SKER G4l R ZBORE A T B Je AR G AR DA
AN 24,2022, 17 JLEFEAER /DT 100 2%,
] 4 (b) SR AT 25 28 1| 00 v B SR A P T 181 il
DL AR BT AT 3 28 B0 1 5 A AR AR R 7 X £ 2k
AR B AR R LR AN X L U 17,24 S L H
R U AP XS AR 2 I B AR SCRE AR RE A A U 42 4
R SRR A 200 ) DG B CRRIE R R, JF i 1 s
it ) P T O AR 2 I U R

WL 5 AR L AT DAY W b X 5% 2 AH X
TR0 78 A SCOTIRAE R DB 4R LR Re R A
W RT3 B A B T A . Ul
SMLCL X T B 1 73 25 SCA (1 52 2= 18 B
e, Ho i TR SCRHIE 8 BUBES I B s B ff 1 S0A
PIA%OMF B TE AL o 72 TR A5 DL e S R B, Bl s 3 o
A2 87y PR L R 248 1) A DX ] o 7 0 i 4 /i A5 81 )
PARRAS B A A M R e, Sl i SR 25 5 4
HET IR S SR

0 500 1000

1500 2000 2500

Count
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HANE10. 00 0. 030.020.000.070.000.080.020.050.100.030.030.010.000.020.010.010.010.020.070.
.010.000.000.010.010.010.000.010.000.010.010.000.010.000.010.000.010.010.
2 -0.020. 01 [8ER0. 040.070.010.020.010.060.010.120.010.010,010.000.010.010.000.000.010.000.
3 -0.060.010. 16URH0. 020.050.040.060.030.020.150.010.070.010.010.000.010.000.020.010.000.
4 -0.100.010.010.01(8kI0. 050.060.020.030.040.180.010.010.010.000.000.010.010.010.020.000.
5-0-030,010.010.0!&01@0.000.000.010‘010‘130.000.020.010.010.030.000.010,010.010.050.

6 -0.000. 000. 000. 00 0. 000. 00[L8E0. 14 0. 01 0. 000.010. 000. 000.010.000.000.000.010.010.010.000.

7 -0.000.000.030.000.000.000. 16{80. 01 0. 000.000.000.000.010.000.000.010.000.010.010.000.
8 -0.000.000.030.000. 000.000. 000. CO[YMI0. 010.010.000.000.010.000.000.000.000.010.000.010.
9 -0.000.000.010.000.040.000.000.000. 00 0.010.010.010.010.000.000.000.000.000.100.010.
10 -0.000.030.010.030.010.000.010.010.010.01 0.070.010.010.000.010.000.010.010.000.010.
11 -0.000.090.010.030.000.000.010.000.000.000.00 0.010.000.000.000.000.000.000.010.000.

12 -0.000.000.000.010.000.010.010.000. 000, 000.000.00 0.000.000.000.010.000.000.010.000

Class

13 -0.070.000.000.010.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00 0.000.000.000.000.010.000.000.

14 -0.020.000.000.010.000.000.010.010.010.010.010.010.010.01 0.000.000.000.000.010.000.
15 =0.000.000.030.000. 000.020.010.010.010.000.000.010.010.010.00 0.000.010.010.000.010.
16 -0.060.200.030.000.000. 01 D.m_ﬂ,_mﬂ. 010.010.010.010.010.01 0.3}000 0.000.000.000.000.
17 -0.000.000.010.000.030.010.010.010.000.010.000.000.010.060.000.000. 00

18 -0.000.030.010.000.030.000.010.010.010.010.000.010.010.090.000.000.000.01
19 -0.000.030.010.030.010.010.010.080.030.080.010.080,080. 010.000, 010. 000, 000. 00

20 -0.000.010.030.000.010.010.010.010.020.010.010.010.010,030.010.000.010.010.000.01

010.040.010.010.010.05
010.010.040.040.010.01
010.010.010.000.010. 01
040.050.000.010.010.03
010.050.010.000.010.01
010.010,010.010.010. 01
010.010.000.000.000.01
000.010.000.000.000. 01
010.010.000.000.010.01
010.090.010.000.010.01
000.050.000.000.000, 01
010.070.000.010.000.01

.010:170.010.000.040.13

020.010.000.010.000.01
010.010.000.000.010.01
010.010.010.010.000. 00

010.010.000.000.000. 00

.030.040.010.000.000.01
.010.010.010.000.020.01
.000.010.000.030.020. 01

.010.010.010.000.000. 00

21 -0.120.010.030.060.010.030.010.020.010.020.010.010.000.010,000.010.000.010.010.000. Oﬂm .010.000.000.000. 06

22 -0.100.010.010.

23 -0.000.000.010.010.030.050.010.020.010.010.010.000. 00'0. 000.000.000.000.000.140. 01 0. 000. 00

24 -0.000.000.010.000.030.000.050.030.020.010.020.010.000.010.030.010.020.010.040.010.070.
25 -0.010.010.010.010.010.000,010.020.010.010.000.010.010.010.000.000.010.010.000.010.000.
26 -0.030.010.010.010.010.030.020.010.020.010.010.000.010.000.010.020.010.000.010.020.010.
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Fig.4 GoEmo training set and accuracy heat map
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Fig.5 Illustration of accuracy among multi-class datasets
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TH LSS  FEBRIE SCRFIE B BUBEER , B bk (A1 B 451 S AR

He LB s RIS LR 7 R .
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Table 7 Ablation experimental results % 1 e b {Eﬁ'ﬁ_i‘% AAY BE H2 T4 A0 A Mk A b AR
i AGNews Yoo IMDB b s A HEHBURAE S R OIZ LA
SMLCL 91. 62 71. 68 89. 99 i% 8 ;F E I‘ﬁ] BEI{EE(J'HELE‘EXTJ. H:
TR 88.40 68. 80 88. 11 Table 8 Performance comparison of different margins %
— IRl R 5 87. 89 67.43 87.87 pEr— e prpep —
I SCREESR L MR E 88.39 67. 24 82. 86 o1 p— S5 50 p—
N N yon P 2R .23 . i
YePH 53 5 D25 o 48 2 9] ) B 5 (840 7 o o o
> S fer Ay A s AR -5 . . .00
FEAR 22 53 B o DT G2 A R SR 300 S RS A0 R AU ) X’ i o1 o o1 oo 0
SRS BIHINE S  B FEBUR PR = e

Bt o T SCRMIESRIBUSE R T T4 U SCA B 42 Ry i X
FAE I SCA T 19 J) TR AIE  RE RS AT RCHb K 31X P 43
RAAE LS 5 7E — S » DT HG 558 X A ] 55 B2 SCAS 1 1
SCRRfgE . RAsih SCRAAE SR OB LR B R AN RE A
FHASTRDRL N (838 SCAR R, 520 T AR5 fay 4 B i
P XEIE SUfF BT DL BB HERR — SR AT & 2%
PHESREARS | 10— BE AN R GRS P P ] ]
15 3 MR IMDB R R 22 R R B # 1
s 2 A O 12 R B R 2 i SOR R 1 SCFF
Uk B A7l B (RSS20 B A B 5 ) 0 TR TMDB
Bli ke AR BOR A Bt
3.6 F[EEFREX AR5

SMLCL i i SCI] F o DX 73 AN [] 28 531 2 [T Y
DIBREAEAS | i 27 > — A HIE R A 23 18] A BT
AR Z TR P 3RAT (9 TE S DR B AR AR 2 TR T
P AT 7 I SR A g 2 A1 36 1] e 45 2
RIS E m B AR SRS B T 2N ER Ui fR
RAEVEREMBE R B . 15 S, BIE B (I RE m 1Y
ek B 7EA R I3 JEBER AT UL IEAEA (1Y
POAR%E 0 AF 22 20 R o, T SRR AR JU) 7 ARG T 32%
{H. BEAP AR IE T R AR JE e
PRI RGO o AR — i R o s AR SO R
(PR T T I e o I A P e Sl A
T B B BB AT 2 X o AN R T REAS . PRI, A
SCHRTEIE PSP Z LR 1 R AN [R] [ i (o B 2 4
RERSENE o B0 i A 7 2 6 AL 2 B 20 R AR
AR5« ] IS AL B 26 BT, S0 e RS £
IMDB., FR AR S A 10, BRI FR{E AP AR 2
WM 2 — 20 AR RN 8 k.

TYGEERFR I LRI BR{E 0. 5 i, AR A [1]
FREZIRI PR E N 0. 7 YA DL I AR — L8 , (HAS Y 75 2% 1
Febn b 25 A R IR A 24 1A B LA T 0. 1,0, 3
i AR RIS RARGS » W7 /0N i [ e 7T e A
AR VAEEST BP0 230 . Il B e 3 2 0. 9
I TR0 3 IR AR 22 DR S B A G 1] el A ke SR i S ot

3.7 AENELITIERE R RIS T

AR SO R s A AR S R e e 75 ) 4 A
R REA TG b Y- A R A o G R Y I 25
LRI PR (i ReL U , b T #R 2 HoAt M
DA TT I BOMAL —=F0 43 2R XoF 455 1 1) P BB 52 1) A%
SCR FH R T 75 0 4 A A A%t L 15 G Kaiming
Uniform IR 2 , 38 1 15 B R[] 2 2T 2R A AL
— SRR T S B 6 UE AR SRR AR A5 2k pR Y
AR . SEBERE IMDB 04 45 . AR i A AR B
H 10, B RS ER EAN, KRS MK 2 —
OISR EE RN 9 PR

SIS ZE R AT DU 2 DA — SO 2k 23 ok
—EREE YRR . AN, A R e M S ) 1R
IR B2 T2 1XK10 7 B I AIAL— S5
S I BRI ER 2R A 78, 98 % H2 T3 80. 37 %, [
B AT 2 2] B R i A A MR R R KW R 3R, L
AR AT 22T FM 1107 JHREH] 1X10°°,
HERRZE N 89. 01 % [5&3 80. 37%, M2 R, 4fdi
BIS M fLT , BRSO 3 2 AR SR AT LA i
TR SR R B PERE IR R T T

*9 AEMHENLIZER LT

Table 9 Performance comparison of

different initialization settings %
With i N T
PRI

e TR P TR 1L 1X10°° X 86.43  86.22
e TR P TR 1L 1X10°° H 89.01  89.00
e TR P T R AL 1x10* X 85.66  85.54
T IR L 110" H 87.28 87.21
¥IS IR L 1X107° & 83.38  83.39
s [ Yoy T 1X107° H 84.72  84.68
s [ Yoy I1 1x10" 7 81.03 81.24
s [ ey T 1x107" H 82.31 82.33
T IR L 1X10°° ¥ 78.98  79.13
TR AR L 1X10°° A 80.37  80.36
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4 LEFRIE

ARSCRE R B B SO 0T i R e %
JEE SCRFIEAE B S B SR 5 i KA G S B D bR 28
JiEE R 35 AN ST MIDR 22 SRR St T —Fp Bk T iF
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