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Abstract

Multi-Instance Multi-Label Learning (MIML) has shown great potential in tasks such as image
EIRER .
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classification and text annotation. However, existing approaches still struggle to effectively capture
the complex dependencies among instances and the correlations among labels. In this paper, we
propose a novel correlation modeling approach for MIML based on graph attention networks and
contrastive learning (GAMIL-C). Specifically, we first construct a graph structure for the instances
within each bag and employ a Graph Attention Network (GAT) to model the structural relationships
among instances, where edge features are incorporated to characterize their similarities. Then, a
correlation-aware module is introduced to capture high-order dependencies in the label space,
thereby improving label prediction accuracy. Furthermore, a contrastive learning strategy is incor-
porated to establish discriminative constraints between instance and label representations, which
enhances the generalization capability of the model. Extensive experiments conducted on several
public datasets demonstrate that our method significantly outperforms strong baselines in terms
of prediction accuracy and macro-averaged metrics. The results indicate that the proposed method
effectively captures the dual correlations between instances and labels, while contrastive learning
further improves model robustness, providing a new perspective for MIML in complex scenarios.
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1. 5|15

TEEMGALEE . AR R . AWME B0, LTSI RE 2R, Zh800%R . flln, —IE
EUE AT LARI > 2 A X, AN XU E A — Ao, [F R AT RE XS B 2 A8 SURAS s — s SO T
B sl n) 72, RN AT REW K2 A AT A2 A Bob i, Bl BAA 2RI aers 1] [2].
T ZE IR R R R R, 2R 2 4525 5 2] (Multi-Instance Multi-Label Learning, MIML)# 2 H 3
BT TR AT [3] 0 A EEME SUAE T T AT [R] B 80k AR s A1) (] AR AR 0% 28 LA R bR 25 2 TR R AH S

RN 2 75 2 AR 25 710 F B TS R &« RP AR 4 bR 25 25 (R AR . 40, Zhou 55 N SEHRH
7 MIML [PEAHELE, SHJG SR FUB9E | HLml[4]; M), Bl R 2] a5
FB, AW A B R FRIA e A A MERE[S]. AT, X RTTRIE AR B 2 A BT, 2B T E
IEAERI A G ZR, DRI HE DL B 5 28 B B FH 55

JTAESR, M2 I 4% (Graph Neural Networks, GNNs)7E AP AERR J 1 B 75 45 1) ks 77 1 2 I H s KA 35
NN R EE T R[S] [6]. HH, BRIP4 (Graph Attention Networks, GATs)il it 5] A&
AN, HIERNHS I A A G R, Ref8 A RO S s 9] 18] R OB B[S, FB A R B2k
W B Rh 2 W 2 N H T 20/ 2 R 24T 55, IS T — € BR6]. HIA THEARAFAEA R : (1) 7-fIIE]
T SR 22 53 MR 1S B 78 7 @S, BRI S5 Ml DAL SE SO 55 P i G 2R (2) A A TUIIAE AR A AR g
SR RAE, B T AR A (3) TEAAAETUAR /NGB S FEARRIEOL T, B EREAL, T
RE T P57,

BT BRI, AR T — RS AR B B 2R AR I R . W ITIEAERFIEIR A
W Bl i v 5 JE M o @A R ] (R AH DG, (15 B 5 =) RE NS B0 o b4 2 S48 ] 110 4 JR MR OG 2R
FESEBI RGBT B GIN 2 S E B )AL, SEBI SCB R 1) B & N 35 5 L EARSE B B, A
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FRR AR A R 1 5 o B (E) AR B 2 I E 77, AT TH TN 25 R A B AR — ek [AII, A SCE— b 4
R EEE ST, AERIR IR SR RAR, Tt TR E R S AR 8] [9].

2. EXIE
2.1. ZRBIZIEEES

TESEBRR Y, ZoRPl 2855 J(MIMLYA &) 2 B A g5 Bilan, EEGRRES S, —1iE
FTRMEG AT —A “B7 (bag), HAME R SBUR X AAEZ A “24” (instances), 1M 1% K
BREARAEAEXS B — AN AN TR SOARZE o WHa] S8 R S U RORFAE,  FF 33— 0 Tl U I B A b 25
S MIML )@, MIML f4% 0 H AR TE T 21 i B 22 A S22 i et 55 2 2 AR 2 IR 6] B

A, W LLE S AE N X, BRESENENY o — MRS N MEAR TR EIL A
D:{(X1>Y1)=(XZsz)"“’(XN>YN)} » Hoh, BABA X, c X, B8 AP B X ={xil’xi2"“’xini} ’
x; € X . 525N EEEN: Y = {yil,y,2,~~-,yl.L} , Y c Y,yi,. eY, Hr L RRENEIEEFIIRZ R
B FRER X, GRRRE ARG, E Ly, =1, F50 y, =0 . MIML 1 H A5 2% 3] — AU s 8 2% —> 27,
R[] B 7 5 A R S5 8 ) B SRk A A T R 2 T

A MIML 545 KR B R LA AP R )5 i (degradation methods) Fl B % /7 7% (direct methods).
A E K MIML #4084 £ 75491 2% 2] (Multi-Instance Learning, MIL)E % #7452 3] (Multi-Label Learning,
MLL) 7] 5 3k i) $ SR g . %1140, MIMLBoost [ 101 MIML %% #:>4 MIL i) #; MIMLSVM [10]i#id k-medoids
B MIML B4y MLL )@, 76 3RS MIMLSVM+ [11]03#E—5% MLL 2 # 8 — R 5057 1) —
3RS, T E-MIMLSVM+ [11] X456 ZAE 555 21 AR RARAEAH IS (0 6] ;177 MIMLNN U DL 254
2L AR B AL T MIMLSVM 1/ MISVM HEZE

F—RITENE BT bag BB BTV, b a1k filhn, M3MIML [12]5 D-MIMLSVM
(13145 FH IE AL B AR fif w17 7L, MIMLRBF [ 145K FH RBF #1428 W28 384T 525 20 2% >) 5 MIML-Knn [15]3&
k BT ABIEAT B4R KISAR [16]1R A4 bag 115 20 FAH GBI G845 ; MIMLFast [ 171456 HF P42k
5833 7004k DeepMIML [18] U FH R B #0228 X 2% A il S5 26 7k s MIMLLLMC [19]175 5E T J&)
HARZEAR A 7 MetaMIML [20145 G MM N G052, dE— D30t TR ST 55 5 T iz
TePERE.

RUEIA J7 AL Z v 2 b 285 21 1 B T oE S AR Tt R, (B — SRR . B, YFE
B AR T VR T ARV B AL Rl AR B B 2 SR S0 R, X FE SRR B A A HE DA 2, EL AT R
SEMERE TR, [FIR, EEREB R BARARNS — B R LR LR N, (AT DL g A3 A B S 1]
T ORI AR 2 (R A G, AT PR TR R IARE 1. L2 R, AR P S R R =
HZ R ZARE 21 T8, 18IS 51N R P28 RIS (8] 5C 2R, IS B AR SEAH S I G A% 5 0] B 2% 2J L
Hll, AREET T bag PG5BT TERE, B 75T & 53 0 R AR bR 25 BT TR A

2.2. BFERIME

B3 = 7 2% (Graph Attention Network, GAT) 5 5-H Velickovi¢ 5 A4 H[2]. %7 ERE =I5
N B #2294 2% (Graph Neural Networks, GNNs), FRAH 1 1% 45 B 4 FH W 28 A4 it 4 357 7 9 4 R AR AR Seiidk A7 2
FeUt B PR, T B 2 (A 3E i A0 1 R R SR G R B AR

AR, GAT HIZ 0 BAR R I8 7] 2 2 B3 R B B R AN [R5 s (A B2, T AE (S B
RE SR CBAL E R T S A E . R EATmWAEIR: %k, FREEANEHEN R
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B PO AH DGt R %, R
e; =a([wh | Wh;]).jeN, ()

Horbt, W RS BCRARNE, h B b, 9B, Ay, RRERR, |FRHHERIE, () At
LIRS, WA A LeakyReLU WO BSCAEF . SRJF . X BIMIM M REGHAT softmax 17— 1L

eXp(a(ez/))

o @
zkeNl eXp(a(eik ))
Fok, PRI 0 SR B0 AR &5 A8 BT IR A, 43 2 565 5 75 AR R R -
hl! = o'[ Z af/.Wth (3)
h (K ) =l U[ > a,;fthjj @

AN, GAT 454 1 £ Skt & F7HL# (multi-head attention), RUIEIE 2 AN fvE & Sk TRMER &
IR i e i o 3 N 1B Rt B v A RS DI c SO = = e e e AT = B Wz A= Ry e e s o a1 )
AR FR, GATAET R BRREIEESH I T BEMR2].

23. MEFEISEXMER

TR, XT A2 2] (Contrastive Learning){E v —Ff 3 I8 % 2 yusl, ERIFRIRZ ) G0 iR BRI 528
T 5 A B AR URAT ) 1T N [21]e Hokz O AR A I A 3 TR SUREASSN, RS AE s s R] R R AR AL,
FEAHIBE R, POt AAHMEA BIEE B, T 2% ) B S R O AFIE R R . EEIZE S5, X E
>177%(Graph Contrastive Learning)if i+ EIRAFE . HE B iR BURHE BN 55 07 A IE T LUREA, A 3Rt
T EMZ ML 1z A RE ) S B 22].

F—J7 T, FRZEAH N AR (Label Correlation Modeling)7E £ Ar25 2 > i R B R . 571k E
PEAR AR (B A ELASL, SRTIFESERRMESS T, AR Z MEAEAAAE B R SEEIR R fln, fERGARE
5, “URE” M CHRR” RN ML AESCARAES T, NIRRT M CREEN)” e
FHE . AR BRI FIAR G, RS FEIMMRE . A TSR BB PR/ il 5 7 20k
BAEBARE R R, IWTIRTEZ AR B B HEm (23]

K xf oo 2] HARE M M AR A &, W DAE SRR 5 SR P00 25 1 (R 3R 2 e — 5 T, 0 Bl 2y ) o
TR R IERISRE ), HBISEBIS bag REIFRIREIFRIA: F3—T7 0, A EALE 5
FASRPEFERE SRR 254, I A FIFRRE 2 M B ARATOC &, TR TR S5 2R . 4R A i TAE Zalit
BIRWRITE, BIANTE R PR I 2 AR%E 52 2] h 85 S0 E s ST SERRE AR GRS, IS I TA% 47
ERCR[24]0 X AARSOTER R T E T K

3. 5%

FEARTTH, AR 7 — PR S 8 1) BV 3 ) 2 - 2525 52 21 J7 1 (GATMIML). 4556 —4H %
i bag, ALK HBRRAEAH bag-level bR B AT T, 18I KA ARSI A5 1] 1 25 46 (5 5 A 25 A
HIFHCHE, I bag-level Al instance-level 2 bR2ETM . S5& S T75EA R, GATMIML fEHESE A [H] B 5]
N T BEE I bR O H R, FREs EXF L2 2L, FEIR A RoR 2 S Re I R, B AR b
SN AR B SR PR R A1) o
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HO

3.1. BERiEZRE

ONE T BRAR, ASCE e i th i) GATMIML S0EHEAT BAR A 21 o 125505 2 i DU AN OB A R
FREIRABEEL BRI IR PR SR AR B L S 3 S 550t B I . (1) FERFIEIR A B B
By N UL bag TR G Y, B> bag B 2 S IRATAIA] K 34877 A0 @ 5t 2 1) (B 25k, Il
IR R BERAT I 1, TR SEGIRF AR A 9] T 22 ST =R . (2) EEFRRZ I, K
PN R T 5 (GAT)R 5 fdE AT i, 8 2 ki WU R G5 R, A RO sl [a] 1 gk
Ry REFBLBIGR IR IR logits. (3) FERRZARNERMENBL I NF22 2] BRI RNEAE RS,
Xt IR A6 logits HATIZIE, & sUBAEARZE IR (T8 SCHOBIOC AR, TSR T 1 — S tE S HER e . (4) 7E02K
5 2B B I sigmoid BREGRTG 2 AR TS5 2R, [R5 5 0 A 20 SR SR AR A3 2R Rl 5
BRY, o or a5 0 T MBS bag-level ARSI, 5% LG A5 26 T 384 5 S A R /s (1 0 i 1 o e B SR AR )
PrFEER, GATMIML e [ Jifi 4t Se A9 1a] (0 4544 5 SR ANBRAE 1] B8 SCHAE, - SELBE  HER (1) 2 7 ] 22
PREEEEST .

3.2. $FHEHRAN

TEZ B 2 hp28 5 SIES L) Z IAAEAEAFAE R AE HAE R, A A S R RHE R IR, 5 5 22

W% bag WIBINESHIEE . ik, ASCAERHERR N BUE 6 bag WSLBIig@ gt , DL U
SEHIFFIR R WHAS bag HISEBIEES -

Xl.:{x.l,xl.z,---,xmi},xy.eRd, ®)]

1

Horb, d NFFIRHERE, n RORHS i A bag SEEIECR. N T HITESCBIZ MK R SC R, FATRA K L4
(KNN)JTiEAERAE A3 1] O AN S G4 B 1 K ANEBJE, TR WIAR SRS 4 € R .

N T B R IR IL RE )1, ASCAEIL B 51N & (edge attributes), 38 1 5451 18] () A2 5% AHALLEE
BAT U BRI S, 518 p 51 R g MRE, MIHIABGE LN:

X, X
e, = L4 6)
A

Horp, o x, Mlx, 73 5IR0R p 9 5T 8 g FIRHIE R B . 2, A bag AN — AN A 14 & PRI
A
G=(V,E,X,E,,), (7

Hep, v RRW RS, ERORLES, X NEORHILAER, E,, NIAJEMERER. S AL

e, RSO RGNS B R, BEOREE T SEBIiiE UE R, SXOEid s 4 1 se)
(BRI FEAH DG, NG SR B R 32 ) BE5E 1 Al
3.3. BRRES

TE S8 UARFEIR N 5, AR SO FH P 28 ) 286 53— 245 S ABE SIC 48] ) ) v AR O 3R o FRATTSR FH 5 vy P19
& 71 4% (Graph Attention Network, GATV2)fF N E AL TG, @it H & M 53 B 408 5 9 i) A, S
PR AR IE B STR S -

BT INERIE A by e R, 15 51385 248 1 A5 6kl S5 1) 397 P 4R 0 2 1«

z, = Wh,,W € R, ®

Horpr, o d' JPE R EAERE . T R HHARETT A e N (i), VER BT IAR G R AL
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BN, SR

HO

¢, = LeakyReLu(a" [z, ||z, ). )

Hor, || RRERAEIE, ae R AWEISHIN . HE, Wi softmax 93K IR

. C) I (10)

’ ZkeN(i) exp(ey )

FEMBIER RS, 10 B R s

hl.'=0'[ > ai,.zjj, (11)
jeN(i)
Hor o (1) NARZRIEBOE R O 7 IR A R E MR R AA R ), ASCRH 2 SRER AL, K K ANE
AP S 57
i ({ > a;.“W(“hjj. (12)
JeN(i)

21 PR GATV2 I A, I SeBl i sl IRHIERGE — Bt o R iE XRow. B, RAT5IA
ZRIEE A, R SR G B bag JRHEER:

z:iﬁ[h’.’, (13)

Horb g kR AL S BB, Sk T S0 B A bag FORHI TR, I IZE R, B A RES fHR
S A R SRR AR 2R IR RESN AL PSSR S, AT A 10 55 B 95 1 bag-level R .

34. FFEHREXMEE

FEZIRZE RS, AR BAEAEAFAE AR M SURBIOC R, IS SR 2 2 [A) 28 3B,
53— LM R BB . R BIRIXEEAI M, 7T RE SR SE RA — B B SR ik,
AILAE bag FRLeid 73 FAFEN N logits FEfth b, BE— 255 AFREAMCHE GBI, DR 220 4R 48 18] (4
TR X I 45 R AT AL

BRI S, BB — M2 MS M M e RY Horh L NS S8 KPR IFiEid tanh (-) B8
St 2 [—1,1] IXTA],  DAASBIRIAR FOARSEAR SRR R«

1 .
S=E(M+M ).$ = tanh(5). (14)

TG EAHRTBOR, EBRfonE, FERE—AT 347 0 — BT, M 20 AR DG P56 R AT A i e
AR BIRR A R MR FE C
C=1+C,, (15)
Horb 1 NBAERE,  C,, FORATRR B A AR f B0 o SRR R DARIEARZEAE H ORI CRIFECE 1, [FI
AT HIZ RTS8, BERBEARE.
TEAS BN A M C Ja, KT RIEELS logitse HARMIELZFKE logits z e R™ 5HATHIx
PEAEFE J5 145 5 2C AT IR &
z=(1-a)z+azC,a e[0,1], (16)

Hrh S5 o 1 JEG T -5 A PR IE T 2 18] (-7 o Gl i mor 5, AR RERS A8 DR 1R AR 22 2031
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RN KA
BET BRI, OM FARAE 22 0] B AR R 2%
BEAh, BT 2 R SRR B T AR AR e, 6 LA A B SN R AL IE AL LR
1 & 2| Cop (65T
Lcorr = /7"1 off /12 a/f ﬂ? L ZIZJ—M H (17)

Horh =000 Az B AR R E . BUEAREEA P IT MR . iR, IZBLH AR SR PEALIE logits 2
POEN Sigmoid LA B A K ZARETIMER ,  I15 70 FAR KA b 27 ST R IE R AL A B A A5
it

3.5. FHEEFELEF SJRR
FEAFE] bag FMIEIR NG, BAEE 2 RBONIL MLP BEATARZR MG, SRAF 40 B TR0 17) &
zeR", M L RIRIRZE LA
z=MLP(h), (18)
BEJG, SIAFREARCIERFE C e RY, DUEBA FIARRE Z MAOMIC 2R . T 45 SRAE 55 AR SR R
G R R RS

z=(1-1)z+2zC, (19)

Hor, A e[0,1] AFESE, FITHEH R logits S HIDCHEI SRR R Z MIALE . B0 2 b w45 5
JEL Sigmoid pRET 5

y=0(2). (20)

AT BRI SE B R IR R, BRTAE R B S AT EE2E 3] bR . RS SL LR JE RN
Kz, WX EE S ST R T InfoNCE 32 XON:
L, =~log ixp(s#n(z#Z;)/T) ; 2N
zkzlexp(sim(zi’,z,i )/T)
Forb, sim () FORRZAONEE, ¢ IR R E 140K R B F] — bag T I SRR B 2R s 1A
i, [FIR 5 AR AR R R X ) .
B PIRAL B bR B3 25K L, S50 b ST 45 O (R 28 il
L=L, +pL

con >

(22)

clv

Hep, g ST BUR IR R A AU PIZE B bR, B BERS fE SR TH o RAEPE R [, 3
fa%bﬂ%%&*ﬂﬂﬁﬂ PERRFIER R

4. SEI§

EARY T, BANAT S Z R et F LT IRE, RGN FTR B M ER T E £
TN 22 BRES S 2] iR R, TR S S IAE bag ZCH RN S 2 ) 22 RS AT S R IR I .
4.1. BIRESSTREE

ARIAENN AT Z -] 2 25 (MIML) S HER PR S Bt 4T 75256, %5 Letter Carroll. Letter Frost.
MSRC v2. Birds. Scene il Reuters Z{#E4[12] [19] [25]. Hr, B 3 DNEIEE RN bag 285 S0 2%
b2, TTHT bag H5 B R A0 FALS 5 3 MERENAS bag Zhrss, KX T bag £
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PR FATS . SEAREMTFEMGEE WA 1, Hp “#Bags” £~ bag A&, “#Instances” FRnSLH14L
i, “#labels” KRIZEEE, “#Features” RIRIFIAFFELERE, “#Average Bag Labels” KN bag
HIFIIbR 4L, “#Average Instance Labels” F7nREAN SEA 1IR3 40

SEIGE— G AL % W RTX 4070 GPU (CUDA 12.4)ff] Linux IR %54% F5E . SN 64 1 Windows
10 #£{E R4, Python 3.8 ZwFEHAEE, LK PyTorch 1.13 IR SIMELL., BT H L4 7 VE RIS IR %
HILSXATT W BT E . AL RN 5 IR =428 XRHIE 1P 3 1H

TERSHUE R L, batchsize HUH {64, 128,256}, %] FHLH {1e-2,5e-3, le—3, Se—4}, A HEIEIN
H{le-3,5e4, le—4}. FERNELMN{2, 3,4} Pk e, HEJ3080H (2,4,8), BB Z4EELH {128,
256,512} . XFELZESTHIRE &%« M{0.1,0.2,0.5, 1.0} FFik ¥, FHEHBSE o. pNII{0.1,0.5,1.0,2.0}
Hik .
Table 1. Statistics of multi-instance multi-label datasets

# 1. ZRAISTERERNGITER

Datasets #Bags #Instances #Labels #Features #Average Bag Labels #Average Instance Labels
Birds 548 10,232 13 38 2.0 18.7
Letter Carroll 166 717 26 16 3.9 43
Letter Frost 144 565 26 16 3.6 39
MSRC v2 591 1758 23 48 2.5 3.0
Scene 2000 18,000 5 15 1.2 9.0
Reuters 2000 7119 7 243 1.2 3.6

4.2. B S M ELLEE

ASCRFZSAN AL 1 2RV E AR K PPl BT T VETE bag 95 S0 44 2 bR %8 73 FAT 55 Hh it 7k
BE[26] [27]. XEEIEFREIE: TR (Hamming Loss, HL), T # & TMRE 5 H LR 2 B FIA—3
4 7B % (Coverage, COV), FuitfREBIFTA B SLhRZ AT 75 MHEF 28 — B 852 (One Error, OF), H& T
DUHE PP 1553 B i I BR 25 ANE BLSERR S A& R I LA HE44 45 2% (Ranking Loss, RL), i &4 AR 25
HiF 5B SR Z A A —3hE; SFX0kS 1 (Average Precision, AP), & 5l HE R th b S bR 25 () B AR iy
BEIEM; LA %P F1 { (Macro-averaging F1, Macro-F1), HHFTE FRZEIFH) F1 555 BT DYASFE AR R
ANBRGF, S AR R UK R LT

N T BRAUEA STV BAA R, BATBERC T SAS BRI MIML JE 28 AT 0] L5256 : (1) MIM-
LSVM [10]: it k-medoids FEFK MIML [0] B A Ny B 5045 2 R 455 ) )@ (2) MIMLRBF [14]: T
13 ) B2 I 26 2 S Sl s (3) KISAR [16]: 18] bag H1-5 & SAnZEAH G LB 5L )5 (4) MIMLFast
[17]: RIS E 4025 T HES B MIML 532; (5) MIML-LLMC [19]: 7E22 2] fE b % e R
AR AR s (6) MetaMIML [20]: 456 R4 W 48 iR N5 70 5 S HE SR () ol 77725 75 B4R )42, KISAR,
MIMLFast fil MetaMIML [F]i5& B - bag 245 K01 2 br2ssr HeAF55, AT Re 8 55 A 1hi th 5 A S0 07 vk
TR

43. KWERS5H

FEARATH, P T8 KB S8 2 T VAL B B 7 kR Rk, SCER S5 bag ZU 2 R KMk
e M5 2R ERILL TR L, BATIGE 1A SRR FESS ISP FE bR T 5.
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Bag R AUFRZE TN M REXTEE

TEA/NTI R, BATRGIAS T AL TTVELE bag Jill 2 R385 FAT S I TERER I, 45 W13E 2 B,
Xif b5 LS /S P R R 2R : MIMLSVM., MIMLRBF . KISAR . MIMLFast. MIML-LLMC LA 5 MetaMIML.
HH, MetaMIML 7E Scene Fl Reuters 245 145 R B2 51 H A A8 30, FHR 7L 25 R 7E A [R] 5
WRE N, @ IR = IR UE TP E AR A F

MEH RO R, A TEERZHEAREM e FIHE T RERSE . BAME, /£ Birds 5
Reuters #8545 b, ASCTEAENBTRFRIIFEA S —, RIBTE B AR T £ MSRCV2 a4
b, ARSCHIELE 5 ek EEUS AL, 1F Ranking Loss 7515 —; 7F Letter Carroll 5 Letter Frost 34/
£ I, AR EAE Average Precision Macro-F1 il Coverage Z54% U br AR T-%F bb 772, )45 E Hamming
Loss fatn LK IUMEEL; 7E Scene FHE4E I, AL J77ETE Ranking Loss. Macro-F1 1 Coverage & HU1§ & £
459, 1E Average Precision Al One Error _EJIJBEK T MetaMIML.

BAORE, TEANEIRE. SNTUFMIRIREE 36 SR, ASCTTETE 72.2%1E 0 TEEE—4,
FAE 9L.7%MME I N IRFETERT =, {NAE Letter RFIF Scene F(#ELEMNT Hamming Loss FEbr b ARREHE AR
o RIRGERERWY, AKONEEARRES s N fabs TR B iR AR . R
B o5 T AR PSS A AR AR A AH DM 20 R 5 0] L A ST WL S5 5 T 256 5T, A AR T 2 52491 bag
W BB PR BRI VE IR R, AT T BRI e fe 5 iz A Re

Table 2. Bag-level multi-label classification results

2. BRIHREFLER

Dataset MIMLSVM  MIMLRBF KISAR MIMLFast MIML-LLMC MetaMIML Ours

Average Precision 1

0.5681 + 0.8545 + 0.8364 0.9016 = 0.4191 + 09248+ 09315+

Birds 0.0037 0.0002 0.0004 0.0015 0.0217 0.0271 0.0059

Letter Carroll 05032+  0.6737+ 05318+ 07082+ 06512+  0.6774+ 0.6842+
0.0007 0.0012 0.0023 0.0020 0.0127 0.0298 0.0287

Letter Frost 05317+  0.6663+ 05358+  0.6997+ 06380+  0.6870+ 0.6937
etter kros 0.0008 0.0007 0.0007 0.0027 0.0224 0.0819 0.0436

MSRC v2 07128+ 07327+  0.6449+ 06902+ 07579+ 07946+  0.7969 +
v 0.0005 0.0002 0.0004 0.0039 0.0041 0.0132 0.0175

Scenc 0.6534+ 07891+ 07944+ 07982+ 07972+ 09160+ 0.8086 +
0.0002 0.0009 N/A 0.0013 0.0143 N/A 0.0089

Reut 09519+ 09177+ 09515+ 09417+ 09670+ 09120+ 0.9717+
cuters N/A 0.0002 N/A 0.0003 0.0016 N/A 0.0061

One Error |

Birds 05518+  0.1387+  0.1230% 02486+  0.6395+  0.1436+ 0.0594 +
0.0120 0.0003 0.0009 0.0218 0.0312 0.0541 0.0163

Letter Carroll 04457+ 02432+ 02386+ 02035+ 02228+ 05050+ 02181+
etter Larro 0.0051 0.0047 0.0038 0.0056 0.0268 0.0478 0.0347

Letter Frost 03375+ 02097+ 02167+ 02159+ 02153+ 04744+ 02142+
0.0063 0.0032 0.0035 0.0079 0.0282 0.1330 0.0599

MSRC v2 02826+ 02596+ 03939+ 02037+ 02047+ 03478+  0.1940 +
v 0.0012 0.0003 0.0012 0.0050 0.0057 0.0159 0.0237

Scene 05324+ 03259+ 03144+ 02926+ 03037+ 01720+ 0.2787 +
0.0007 0.0003 0.0002 0.0071 0.0187 N/A 0.0161

Reuters 00737+  0.1331+  0.0796 + ) 0.0529%+  0.1770+  0.0505 =
v N/A 0.0005 N/A 0.0025 N/A 0.0111
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SRR, sk
Ranking Loss |

Birds 02465+ 00721+ 00862+  0.1318+ 04973+  0.0909+  0.0341 +
! 0.0018 0.0007 0.0002 0.0140 0.0292 0.0276 0.0054

Letter Carroll 02736+  0.1349+ 03489+ 02078+  0.1683+ 02377+ 0.1621 %
etter Larro 0.0005 0.0001 0.0049 0.0079 0.0042 0.0417 0.0209

Letter Frost 02631+  0.1486+ 03531+ 01763+  0.1736+ 02224+ 0.1459
0.0003 0.0001 0.0005 0.0042 0.0081 0.0346 0.0288

MSRC v2 0.1009+  0.0923+  0.1182+  0.0644+  0.0968+  0.1331+  0.0863
M 0.0001 0.0006 N/A 0.0007 0.0017 0.0047 0.0132

Scenc 03068+  0.1750+  0.1716+ 01668+  0.1723+  0.1720+  0.1561 +
0.0002 0.0006 N/A 0.0112 0.0182 N/A 0.0085

Reuters 0.0264+  0.0454+ 00243+ 00177+ 00172+  0.1770+ 0.0168 =
N/A 0.0001 N/A N/A 0.0008 N/A 0.0034

Macro-averaging F1 1

Birds 04024+  0.5886+ 05430+  0.6214+  0.1122+ 05092+ 0.7405%
0.0009 0.0005 0.0003 0.0515 0.0316 0.0511 0.0204

Letter Carroll 02119+  0.1973+ 02568+ 03333+  0.1463+  0.1848+ 0.3357+
0.0008 0.0015 0.0037 0.0013 0.0344 0.0346 0.0475

Letter Frost 02008+  0.1744+ 02514+ 02829+  0.1263+  0.1924+ 0.2918
etter kros 0.0070 0.0007 0.0008 0.0081 0.0373 0.0595 0.0426

MSRC v2 02772+ 03859+ 03133+ 01909+ 04319+ 03680+ 0.5551
0.0003 0.0004 0.0004 0.0002 0.0074 0.0104 0.0285

Scene 04641+ 05851+  0.5830+ 0.5632 + 0.6123 +
0.0003 0.0002 0.0005 - 0.0140 - 0.0137

Reuters 0.8487+  0.6400+ 08551+ 08629+  0.8740+ ) 0.8769 +
v N/A 0.0002 0.0002 0.0033 0.0025 0.0133

Hamming Loss |

Birds 02090+  0.0867+  0.0758%  0.0835+  0.1619+ 0.0568 +
0.0008 0.0003 0.0003 0.0239 0.0033 - 0.0025

Letter Carroll 0.1610+  0.1228+  0.1246+  0.1633+  0.1254+ ) 0.1288 +
0.0001 0.0004 0.0007 0.0262 0.0034 0.0171

Letter Frost 0.1481+  0.1122+  0.1137% 01269+  0.1208 % 0.1173 +
0.0001 0.0005 N/A 0.0180 0.0043 . 0.0129

MSRC v2 00814+  0.0708+  0.0689+  0.0697+  0.0690 + ) 0.0605 +
v N/A 0.0001 N/A 0.0003 0.0010 0.0051

Scene 03176+  0.1757+ 01703+ 01691+  0.1700 + ] 0.1940 +
0.0001 0.0003 N/A 0.0038 0.0034 0.0065

Reut 0.0354+  0.0661+ 00416+  0.0813+  0.0286+ 0.0282 +
cuters N/A 0.0005 N/A 0.0012 0.0004 . 0.0026

Coverage |

Birds 03792+  0.1940= 02140+ 04075+  0.5371+ ] 0.1345 +
0.0020 0.0001 0.0004 0.0354 0.0230 0.0152

Letter Carroll 05549+ 03652+  0.6097+ 05143+ 04178+ ) 0.4054 +
etter Larro 0.0015 0.0005 0.0025 0.0692 0.0106 0.0272

Letter Frost 05394+ 03798+ 06186+ 04610+ 04232+ ] 0.3786 +
0.0008 0.0005 0.0009 0.0275 0.0114 0.0529

MSRC v2 02270+ 02043+ 02365+ 02153+ 02177+ ) 0.1957 +
0.0007 0.0001 0.0003 0.0387 0.0019 0.0160

Scene 02967+  0.1943+ 01926+  0.1815%  0.1929+ ] 0.1806 +
0.0001 0.0005 N/A 0.0125 0.0136 0.0084

Reuter 0.0470+  0.0631+ 00443+ 01152+  0.0377+ 0.0313 +
cuters N/A 0.0007 N/A 0.0002 0.0008 0.0029
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4.4. JHRHSCIE

T B IE B AR AN SR A AR (A R, FRATT 3 IAE Birds HHE R (L)) FH Letter Carroll 2545
RSB o) ERAT 1RSI . SEI AT HE D L PR B B, . (1) ZERRxs B s 2 I(w/o
Contrastive); (2) 2<FRhRZAH I (w/o CorrMatrix); (3) 2% FAH I 4 B4 1) 1E WAL 21 3 (w/o CorrReg);
(4) ¥4 Focal Loss & #: £ 4t BCE #i2<(BCE); (5) = it ik & # I {E ik (w/o AttPooling). 7E
SEIG A, FRATT A BIAE L ] (bag-level) FSE 451 2% 7 (instance-level) AN Z T HEAT VAL, HF % H Average Pre-
cision (AP). Coverage 1 Ranking Loss ZIRAR1E NN ARAE. SKEREE a3 3 F15E 4 s

wi# 3 iR, AE Birds $UR&E RGN R T, FEEEE = AMEN R EIBUS R ERE, Hh AP
15%] 0.9315, Coverage 4 0.1345, Ranking Loss 4 0.0341. 4R8N b5~ > B DGR IE LR, MERERY
HIL— BT TR, RUX LT RENS A AR TH RAEM I RIME . B — PRI LUK I, 226k CorrMatrix
B R AL RIAE 224K AP F Coverage (1) N[5, Ui BHAR AR DI A5 73 e JIHLIAE 2 bR 24T 55 T g
5 E AT M ZI1E bag P EBFIRRAE IR 2% R FHLZ T, ¥ Focal Loss ##iy BCE SR T E 1 RE
B, AHFZI AT A

Table 3. Bag-level ablation study results
3. BRHMIARER

Algorithm AP 1 Coverage | Ranking Loss |
Full (Ours) 0.9315 £ 0.0059 0.1345 £ 0.0152 0.0341 £ 0.0054
w/o Contrastive 0.9219 +0.0079 0.1405 +0.0120 0.0355 +0.0051
w/o CorrMatrix 0.9266 + 0.0072 0.1383£0.0119 0.0344 +0.0057
w/o CorrReg 0.9246 + 0.0087 0.1385+£0.0105 0.0345 +0.0050
BCE (w/o Focal) 0.9233 £ 0.0067 0.1357 +0.0109 0.0352 +0.0044

Mean Pooling (w/o AttPooling)

0.9243 +0.0089

0.1401 +£0.0108

0.0350 +0.0048

5. B&%

AR 2 7R 5] 2 KRR 5 ) T S DG RSN AL« AR 2 A 78 43 DA RS e M R 55 4 I
A, R T AR TR SR IR AR B R ) MIML 753 . 1207 VA B R B B U SR 1) 18] (75 SR
R, (A5 R > RENS A i P 4 /AR AR SO R A B B gl N 2 SkiE R AL, SEBR %
PSS FDE RO AERR ST BT B ARSIV R, 1871 7 ZARE TN A R B BAR — Bt [
I, R BEAE DTSRG, 7 4R J2 N s 2 (M HEAT 20K, A 8 5 7R (P S e . SEIR4S
REW, ZINEEZ AN NIT BRI fa b LS 78TO JERIPERE, B00E T HAE bag S5
instance Z4AE55 LA RNE . AR, FAVGRE PR RZMERAE DS TA . RIFREU LA E Y
SRS N, DRI HAR R A LR 5 d M 52 A RE

Table 4. Friedman statistical p-values for each evaluation metric

4. S MITEIERREY Friedman %3t p B

Evaluation metrics Bag level p-values Instance level p-values

Average Precision 0.0058 0.0719
One Error 0.0336 0.0293
Ranking Loss 0.0051 0.0421
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Macro F1 0.0001 0.0421
Hamming Loss 0.0034 0.0293
Coverage 0.0016 0.0293
EEWH

2K H AR A IE ST H « JE TR A HE 1) 22 B BT P M 26 T 1o 20 X 48 A 7262206297, Fit 2t 518
T INEN B IR FE IR AE 2 9 AR H Bl BV 5 VR 90(52174221) % B
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