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Multi-label Learning for Evaluating Quality of Code Review Comments
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Abstract: Code review is one of the best practices widely used in modern software development, which is crucial for ensuring software
quality and strengthening engineering capability. Code review comments (CRCs) are one of the main and most important outputs of code
reviews. CRCs are not only the reviewers’ perceptions of code quality but also the references for authors to fix code defects and improve
quality. Nowadays, although a number of software organizations have developed guidelines for performing code reviews, there are still few
effective methods for evaluating the quality of CRCs. To provide an explainable and automated quality evaluation of CRCs, this study
conducts a series of empirical studies such as literature reviews and case analyses. Based on the results of the empirical studies, the study
proposes a multi-label learning-based approach for evaluating the quality of CRCs. Experiments are carried out by using a large software

enterprise-specific dataset that includes a total of 17 000 CRCs from 34 commercial projects. The results indicate that the proposed
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approach can effectively evaluate the quality attributes and grades of CRCs. The study also provides some modeling experiences such as
CRC labeling and verification, so as to help software organizations struggling with code reviews better implement the proposed approach.
Key words: software quality assurance; code review; code review comment (CRC); quality evaluation; multi-label learning; empirical
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FERL gt PRIB AR, 09 7 (PR )2 AL (0); 51 (1
PR (R0 F R R A BLATIR RV (0 VEIT (1)
A AU G )N ST B, ST, ST L R O) 2L (1)

322 MUK AR

B i S AN R TR T VPR R, IS A T U M A e AL R g T S . AR SO VR R
T A AR JEYERD 4 AN RS T Y N G B VRN R JE A T A
Rtz S 3.1 AT, ASSCHE A 7 i T N R PR TR AR R IR U OE R R 3 R T A
WIS 2 S A ISR R ALY 3 A A SRR AR WO 2 (K 3 L5 T BVIUR RS, R 5 4 4 A L i ig e
T B TR RRAR ot i 8 B P AR ST AR S 30 000 4 A 1 Al PRI D1 o 8 SRR A T st i R AR . A ST HE O 7 ik
FLAT AR 10 R, L0 e P RIS G 28 T DARRA 5 3R A 2 20 FL AR SR A BT sl 72

R3O WU RS
Y M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 MI0O MIl MI2 MI3 M4 MI5 MI6

e 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1
B in] 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
w0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
2B 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1

S R e M B R e M B R BIF RIiF RIF S E ISE S

3.3 AEAmM: BT ESmEE RTINS TS RN AR T A

5531 WRIEE 3.2 WA T ASCIR I 5 R I R AR SR (WES RS2, S A P I 3 75 B2 0 T AR RARE 20 L) 5
A SRR (B SRR, 538 5T 2 AR 2827 20 30 s TN 258 5 B IK A 4 FEBE AL SR S,
331 AR

ZhR%5 53] (multi-label learning)™ YA FR 4 £ F545 732 (multi-label classification), J&:—Fi G W B HL 4% % 2130
. AL BRR R 2/ 3 I h, BFAREAAE ANRRZE, B R BER R — N R4 MR, TEZ Fnde 2 2,
ARG EAHF B AR R 2 A2, BIAT LLRIIN R 2N IATS. ALEET ZhR% 24 ) Mt
PR BRI 0 SRR 2 (1) BRIk A SCRR I I ik e B T 4 AN B, BRI AR 2827 2, T B 4 M
B, T2 5 4 A @ v, IS e T, A8 A R MR BGE & e MR, fnfu) o) A AN B REAT B X R (1 A B



8 BRPk 4R e A gk K R

AR A PR T A SR A 2 AR 3], AT — AN R — IR, AT R BT R SR L (2) BT R A
oK AR TE T AR R B 2 ) BRI 5T BT S UE S T R B A G N B A AN TR AR SR AT IR N R R
(embedding) I, {4k [f] B4 (BUE S50 10 R BEARINE. BRAh, EARTE & AL BIAE 5] N IR 2 SR AT 552 31 PV,
AT 28 AT DAL AT 23 b R A3 20 AR B (P iR 5 ok 22 D % o () T 21 78 22), ABE R 8 ) RN 2 S s i — 2D 1
. RS VR B LR T — 8RR BRI B ARTE S (T Re B S ARRS IT 2R), BIVEA SCHR M IR v vh B B 1Y 4 AN & 1k 11
TR TS R 23 AR 55, BATAT) 3L SE R P17 3 D S AR (A 4 1) 2 7 AR o () A SRS 20 S 3 o 2 O 5 A
BIRIER BT AN 7] 53 JAE 55 VAT R PR e, R R T v )22 L S R A ) o s T o ) A AR Y, KA B T I i g 2
2% 2 e 7, RIREL R BAT SN 23 S8 e 7 IR IR B, 3 FLAT S5 1032 Ak e

H B A Y (1] d5z BRG0P 7 B SR IR AN R AR G SCAR IR NI, W3 48452 (bag of words,
BOW). #t#mfid (one-hot encoding) A -1 SCF4H% (term frequency-inverse document frequency, TF-IDF) 248
FEAEYEFEICHE « TOVA AT o A6 3] S 10 . 4, —Fh A (P BERTU R SCA IR AR AR E 2 AN B RE S T4
IS T SR E RS BERT 4=#% 4 “bidirectional encoder representation from Transformers”, 4&H Google T~ 2018
SERATH)— AT Transformers” i TR 258 5 R, TR ZRAE R 3G 78 JRUG AT 45 L TSE I 45— MNIUG B, SR )
76 B FRES ERORBIAABEEY, AT $2 S B R v B PR 5 1 R 7. PN Z53E 5 BT U8 1) 2 B0 F AR TR 5 AL 34T
S5 RGN R BTG A5 2. A% S (R O ki 5 BB A B SEIRRTE & (SUA) ISR ) A (e B4 5 A 3
7c), B BERECA 7 10 1R 3065 . BERT A VR XU Transformer 75 5 B0 44, A F <Hhd i = B8
(masked language model, MLM)” 75 XA E L ZE L BEAT PN 5, NI AR il & TS OUAR) 471 (BT
52 IMEF R, BERT HA R RIEH LRGeS, PSS WA 28, 5 B RSN X BERT Ml i Ep
A HUAHAR A (R AR
33.2 ML

A SCET OHACTVE o 2 5T VP AN 4 H ) 7 R AR AR I 5 SC I8 3 BTl 7E 3 JE2 IR A 44, B R R
2 ZERE T NZE SR BERT, HTW P 2 W AHRAZRR. i 2 B YE 2, wE T 4 Ak 1y
(B EVEUL I LB 5.2 7)), FIT- RS0 PP s B 4 AN BT JE VRN 27 S AR 55, )2 T I 4 vh i LI 4 i 4
(V2 7824, iR IL RIS T <2 A2 20 g R E0E T o% 2 2, RIS 2008 A W= I 2R SR ms R 1 2
FWIBZ N ESE. &G — E RN E, B AT I R OF R 1 B AR ) Sk VR e
LI PR g 1 I B IXAEI 3 RS, ARSI T X E 3.1 R KB A v I B ARG 5T, R
FFT B SR RIS T, 2840 i 1) 8 J 2 LA B AE AR SR B 1 R 38 v s 4.

333 YIRS

H S ABIEL R I ZRAEH T P SR, IS4 .

o BT (self-supervised pretraining)

i FHZEL BERT IXFF: (1)« RAR B (FRIE B M 28 S50 005 20+ )=, BUESHOERNEATT, H2 1A2) 2t
WNZR. 5 WI TGRS TR — o AW A5 28 | D R AE O BdR B2 EUIZRATAa Y, 2 b I 25 (MR AL 2
BT RENLE, BI2E ) B<RiR, B A R AR AR TR SRR 55 2 35 AR Ul AT: 45, A0 FH AUOR AT 5%
5 (K500 A PN 25 B8 (A T S 5004 T 0OR (fine-tuning). T ZRMLAT T LA BB (BT PRI ZRBE R A 2
(ROABEIRL) (1 I 5 I TR 5 05 FFA8, T I T LA AT 280 B v BT A Rk i 7). S Google 75 & Aii BERT [ [l It & A T
H ISR TIAL B S (FRIRR TN ZRABE ), F2 PRI SRS B AT ) Bt i 2 3 F S8 BYiB ), ik b4 itk
I 1) BERT 3EAN B 48 SUIECRT B RN, PRIHE 5 BE7E SR B AR 45 8 B TR R, A S, 7R —18 5 (ardh 3
B S0) ARRD VP R LR A A I O Sk, B BB TN G — R R 2 I TN 5 07 3, X R B
BERT [J“fEHD 5 S5 AR B HLEIR SEBL. A S TE#93T BERT B A SR RLAE Y 2RI 1 50 A H TERR S RS PP &
EIFEAMT A BTN Z5.

o H B (supervised fine-tuning)

H BRI AE 58 B A B T 2505 R A SRS REASRIAR 25 B N 2, R AR 284 R o e 1) A% 48 52 1



MRS F AT B AR5 F D Y RAITF LR N 9

XA 2 st — 2 . e B RO I 2B B, E BB T R AR R R, WA (4) B,
h, LI AR R B K (asymmetric loss, ASLY™, 473218543 < BRI HU I 25451 2% (virtual adversarial training
loss, VALY

Loss = ASL+ VAL )
e |[ e || ome |[ s |
Wi &
D (N | D | (S | | O |
[ | D | D | | O | I |
R A
EECE EZE IEZE
@ 7 | 7. | l T, l
BERT
E[CLS]| El Ez | EN
i[CLS]i Tok 1 || Tok2|
|
! : !
ARG VP L

3 ASCTTVERAEA SRR

FLRHh, AERTRRB S ASL 1H5E LA (5) Bion:
Ly =(1-p)~log(p)
L_=(pn)~log(1-py)
Hodr, L, FOL_ A3 RR RPN E . FREA RS SUR B AR,y 75 SR 4R 18 SCH 3 FR 4 “focusing parameter”, A2 P /EH,
¥+ Ry SRRSO E . FOREAR FIRUR . (1= p)7 F (p,)7- 2E SRR T8 ST 85K 4 “modulating factor”,
1 R D B A BEREAR I SR AR, M A R AR Y R S G 125 5 TR R (R RE AR pon £E SRR SC R
B A “shifted probability”, H:5 XAz (6) Fron:
Pm = max(p—m,0) (6)

PRI HART S (TR AAEAS IR T 55 —28) MITAEEE, m & — NS, H T — DR A
(A5 RO, LA Ao 5 e St AR 458 7 ) B P A S

ARSI IR I AR50 22 A5 28 AR AR TNAT 55 o 1 GORE AR S S48 i 807 8 1. AR SCHE 5307 VA 55 DL S 491 I % 3,
4 A T SR PR AT AR AN TR BE B G AS 4087 1) . G S AH 24 2 L A8 1 3 L £ e 3o Y A AR 4, 408 HE B ) (99 VT 7 8

ASL = { %)



10 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

Do B L e b BT S SR AR, <2 I PR L o S B B S D AR R R B AR B IS M
HE BNy FAT S5 v 1) 22 BRI /D B AL YN 25 1) T B P8 R SR A 28 Sl AN P R b 38 b 152 1)
FERHINGRI R VAL K5 XA (7) Fios:

K
VAL = Dt (pCe DlIpCle+ Fvaan (5,6):6)) = = D pC1x: ) log plkfx -+ Faay (x,£):6) )
k=1

Hor Dy ()7~ KL 8% (Kullback-Leibler divergence) B& %0, H Tk S AR A M IO 2557, K RonTLshik L,
x FRONIANFEAR, 8 F1o 53 R RE L — N2 O 4 A3 BRI 2 BRI A U 2530 Y1 22 SR A5 O B0 3 4
Fyady TEJRIESCH B FR A “adversarial perturbation”, FLXI T AFEARFIPLSIAEH, Hoe A (8) Aror:

Frady (%, €) = argmax Dy (p(-x; O)l|p(-1x+736)) ®)

rilirl<e

e/ NS, H T IRHIPLEIEAR. DU RS BRI 2545 5 1) A B A 7 2 400 1.

AIBVEE E WS TR AE S SO, IITE ARE S U AT B THR)FE 5 SCA/E 0 . X AR 0 %
B RN . a1 e AR TG R AR VR R R LR A . A R AR L I R B 2
SR, WRTIEF 20 (Java. JavaScript. SQL %) FIZTHFIE (R84 Rk, 1EHASE), X T IR L K
T, X LA TC 3 L2 AN AT B, A58 M e HE 1 AR — PR L, H BN ) 7 3 IR B e A
WM. VR R IUBR T 8 THRGE S SORSE, i J8 T AR B THE 00K, WAER Z I 01E . RIEME 7% RE
B SR B MR PN ZR, BT 2, T DAY ) B Y ik IV a7 2 0 I SCARRAE, R A AR Sk T R
SO TR L R P T B DI AT AT RE SR AL, H T B B AL, AR SO Pk MR ARRE JE 3 AR TR R ol A5 A A 0] 1R 7
WL “Het (attack)/4E3h (perturb)”.

“XFPiill &k (adversarial training)” e —Fi 8 A0 IE WAL T AR, BT DAEST 4 AFEA /NS GXRERIRE AT A
KREPUREA) A SBLRL HH= AEBOR A4k, i B TR B ) S s PRz e . BT, Wil &4k
JZ 2K AARE T AT 4%, RIS T R R ), T B I, AEASSCHE ) i, SRR A IR AR SRS
LR R AR T . AREE B I T A TR o =L, T R PR L (Rt R B aE FIRIeH) AR
TNUS DA 201 5 B T A AR A SO EE FH SRR A R A 5 AT TC R B A 5 ARTE . A5 S5 1 P
B, T IG5 AR B 1) B ks R A e 0. B A, TR SR TN ZRIN, A SO T BRI ZRBoR. 55—
WP GRS WEAN R, HE RN BT A AT AR AR 28, BRI R OURT B I 2 mT DALE B M B Pl 0 A s B Ao o B
HRERIEAE N, BN, BRI HTUIZEnT DA — e FERE L G0 DR bR B AN MER R — BURT e 1 A 2R . 18
FRT B I 5 St = B0 I BB R R AR B BOR ST, PR A S (8),

ST AR BB 2K A Rl UK U 2258 2 0 5 22 B AR AN 15 2 2% TR i S U, TR B 2, ASCHEIE R
SR, AR A B PR R WA A B RIS T TSR (pilot experiments), RSl A2 BT ISt T8 UE < EXT AR
TN R T  ZRdh 20 R IR i 92 56 (ablation experiments). S 45 RAUESE T BT R, BRI A VEA
SCEEH T (F B RERY) IR0 2k BR B T B B R, A SOOI RN BTN 0 R 70 A B O B B 85 2
EETHBUR T B2, DI Z B AR TR B oA B B 48 .

=

4 L I§

S 5 RS0 UE A SCHE (9 5725, R S0 R TR R T IR B AR S TR AL, BRAR AR UL, A S
SCAE A AR SCH IR 7 i F AR A SCHE IR R T 1) B S AR, BVEE T~ 2 b8 2 )Y SR IO 258 BERT (1)
SRS A,

4.1 HREE
AT LR AT SE ) B (research questions) AN Z S2it et A 45 B0 4T
RQI: A SCHE 9 7 v 66 5 A R PO A A P o 2 05 2 12



MRS AT S5 F D RAEF E LR E R 11

RQ2: A SCHE H 5 15 i 15 A 25 P A A D 3 DL i 2

AR I 7R TR A TR (SR [ B (), SEF 2 %82 S a R R R (¥ SCAR 4 Bk 1 3
A M TR o 12 S A VT T R A S G B (N D TR, A M AE [ RQL A RQ2 A FSHE.
4.2 LU

421 e

S (0 AR VT T S SRR A P9 A RIS I AR A, O TR UE S 56 HE 4R 1A Rk, DU LR ARAD
PEA RSO R Z AR A ek, SR 0 H W B T L FHEANSAE: (D) A R 3 ER TR RIRE; Q) AR
T 1000 4 VEH L (3) BAFH 20 B RFLIFHE S MHS HH. 2% 34 NIUH R UEN 4. SLRx 34
ANTRE B VF R WEET T BEALRAR, LLERUEREAN T H & DTER 1A R 2R (500) B SERGREAS. thAh, RUE D R
PR RERAR S (n e B 8 207 B A5 245 A B TP JET i, AR SCTE SO HE 25 I BT L 58 A A B 14 s [
S AN R4 T H BI04 VP A R LA I R R AR 2, 2 SRR R AR NG 4 5 SIS 0 1 PN RS A5 B e, e A T
By FOBE R Y 2545 . AR VR 20 Je 4R b o3 BT VP o 3 0 52491, )5 b A 25 3R 5 AR i il e B v A B VP I, T
A—FRRE, RE M, WL, HEMEPER AR, BG 3 A /EE R &R (GRS 5.2 79) Morhbrd: & —
ZVEH R, e a il AT R R S BT AR AN — BN E L. 18] 4 s T B S T U e R LR T R
A R i S R A A

18 000
15 000
12 000
9 000
6 000
3000
0

FEAH

faig PEAY Bei e ()
(a) BB (b) BUESF

4 Kb

422 FRMERIH

AR SCHR IR 5 2 T /2 20 ARG UF B 55 05T 1 T A A SUAR 3 2B AT 5%, AR SCIRPEAN ST &, RITAT A DR #F
BV 8 T SRR (AT W PEH L (inline comments): £1%F pull request 3 —47 8 LAT A PP 5 =L, K
B >F 100 7, J& T SCAREIY; ATAMTH B L (non-inline comments): £l %} pull request 44 P 2 VT =L, K
WAHBE T2, BT KICRZER). DS (1) R B £ T SR 2 A W TR R4 A
EAIER, AFT TextCNNM, TextRCNN™, FastText™. DPCNNMF Transformer™.
423 VHIRRR

AR TR SRR T 2 brR8 28 SN A el B B AR, DN G S8 A5 FH 22 bR A8 2 SIAE 55 e i WL T4
P B B AL PP S4B R B

o AR (Hamming loss, HL):

1 N L
HL=— XOR(yij. 3ij
® 0-1 #%K (0-1 loss, 01L):
L&
0lL=— > I(Y#¥ 10
N;( #9) (10)

o 71 F1 3% (macro-F1 score, mF):



12 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

1 L 2211)’:']'}71','
mE=7) S v
= Zi:lyif+ =1V
Horp, N RRFEARRL, L RRWRERL, ¥ RIS ESEE, ¥ RN TINAL, vi; R85 i MREARIEE j MR
(I ELSEAE, §;; R i MREARIEE j AMFRZ I TNE. PCARB R EE TARZE VER Fa R, RIS [EAEREAR R 11
IEFPE. A, 0-1 BRI TREARMIVENFa b, B ZEXEFEA A (04T — hR 28 F000 HH 4, 2R A B e S5 VR T4 120
% F1 B RIRE R B TARZE VR He AR, FLH T PR AE AP e 28 BRI, Bb4h, 7EvEAT B 3B BIx
— BB RN ZE ST e ), SEI IR Al T B ER (precision, P) A3 (recall, R) Al F1 735 (F). %P0 b,
DO AN 0-1 B RA AR, SRR B R IR AT, JER MR, R BIB R LT . SRR VPG 5 3738 X
BE g 2, R — T IE T, WA E Frik B 400 45 VP R WAL ROIZRAE, TR 100 4 V7 A7 = AR sk, 4
SCAE I AES BOR 56 77 v Wilcoxon £F-5 FRAS G (Wilcoxon signed rank test)” I ARAIE SLH6G 2518 A IR AR VE. HoAkHs, &t
SEEGHE W I R A AR SCHR H (0 5 VR I AR AR B T IR B A VP FR bR AT 25 R
424 HBSHERE

ARSCHE R KA TS AL, DG R S S v B UL T AR VTR L B KA GRITK
BE) 2 256, LK/ Ky 32, 3] 88 Adam, 3 & 3E-5. AR R B ASL H, v+l 1, v- k4, m R 0.05. )%
P HUA R VAL 1, & MUK 2924 1. ARSCEAEHLA 5 S BN GR i — o2, BIEIIZRER ki o e SE, 7
BAEAE L LB S HOMEE TR I B 1) S0, e 400 B AR IR IE AR L AF A AL R DU AR I S EUE B S 5. filn, «2% )
Hr SR 5 BAR SR WO, R S R S —. 8T 2 RS AR R, AR SORILAE S R E Ol 3E-5
AT DA AR SCHE H B 7 VR AR SR AR A b, S AN 5 B0 i 6 U AR A 1 B K NS, RS T T R AR
ST VPR R L PR, RIS TR E (256) AT LATE REALEE 95% VPR R L, BRI 256 1R B ST
43 #HR59Hh

KA 6 S MNIH TR JE PERTRL SF GARA RR T AR SCH R 7 vE B HAl 5 R AR UER L AR TR, A
A TR HE— A R VP SR PR K R LA
43.1 ET s AT

A RS 5 B T R B AN 2 5 BT, 1 S SRR I 45 BTN, AR SCHE 5 T A vHE A 4 R Ry
THIFE 0.76 F10.42, 23 FIHELEFT A BRI 5 2 A AIES 1 A7, TextCNN ZE TIN5 457 I, 31 B e PR A % (0.85), 12
fe LA MIERAL A 0.22, I F A SCHE 19 7 VAR IN. 286 RIS A SCHE H 4 572 1) J2 FastText, ATk A1
AEIERSHR 0.75, 031, FEA =M, RE Transformer [ EHEFR A 0.63, (HEH A FIRAH 0.06, =mHHEIL L
P BEHEAA T AS AR (A% SCH H 1) 7 V270 T000 0 o J P 26 I, WG AR D B2, KRR A b 112
(AR VP B 2 L. 76X B ) (R TR, AR SCH IR kI A v . AR F1 2800 552 093, 0.96. 0.94, 43
HEE T ABERNEE 2 A7 B8 1AL B8 1AV, SRE R IR A SCHE tH (M 7 i 2 TextCNN #l TextRCNN,
R 503405 0.92. X <PER I TII, A SCHE 1) 7V A A W R ATE AR 43 5052 0,80, 0.81. g I T, 4%
SCHEH R VR B R AN I 2 092, 0.94. A SCHEH A7 VELE IR BAN I 45w (R D38 HELE BT A
HIRIZE 1 4%, Transformer £ _F 38 PN FIINAT 45 A A0 7 v SRR BRI A SCHRE HE G 5 VR (0.804 0.92), {H 2T 1]
BRI IR JG AR SCHR M 7 (051, 0.82). BT IR M A v 2, AN 7E A [l Zedabn EERUS L, AR I
EIERT 4 A B R TIAE 51 F1 eSS HE T A B 5 4.

4 PRANER T SBELE 34 AN H LT R, PR X 44— e @ 2k, TR 2 AR ST 5
DLV AR (DU -1 BURANZE FL 43080 K S BB, 1 Je SR AR SR U7 vk, S04 34 NI H
R AR 2R 0.06, B AR & TextCNN HI TextRCNN, H PR30 W45 26 29 24 0.08. A SCH #7732
[FAE) 0-1 51524 0.19, ST (K {)5 2 TextCNN F1 TextRCNN, {HHASEY) 0-1 Hiem T 7 DA 2 5, 4 0.26.
FLRMRI P34 0-1 BREAE B I 0.30. 5757 F1 A E0X—TUTMr firbs o, A SCHEH 09 7 iR IR AL T-4R5E 1
R, B HHE S 2 & B (TextRCNN) 6 4N 1 73 55 (0.74 vs. 0.68).

an



MRS AT S ARE S I RATE E LR RN 13
F 4 BERRI EHA)
SH TextCNN TextRCNN FastText DPCNN Transformer ARk
HL O01L mF HL O0l1L mF HL O01L mF HL O01L mF HL O01L mF HL O01L mF
P1 0.06 0.19 0.63 0.06 0.18 0.67 0.06 020 061 006 020 0.61 0.07 024 059 0.04 0.12 0.73
P2 006 020 0.67 0.06 021 067 007 021 0.65 0.06 0.19 068 0.08 026 0.58 0.04 0.13 0.77
P3 0.12 037 0.63 0.12 035 069 0.13 037 0.67 0.14 039 066 0.16 044 0.52 0.08 0.25 0.79
P4 008 028 0.68 0.09 028 069 0.10 031 0.65 0.10 031 071 0.10 033 0.58 0.05 0.17 0.84
P5 0.10 033 0.66 0.09 030 074 0.10 031 0.65 0.10 032 070 0.12 0.39 0.53 0.06 0.20 0.79
P6 006 022 0.62 0.06 0.19 063 007 023 056 0.07 023 059 0.09 027 0.51 0.04 0.14 0.66
P7 005 0.18 0.72 0.05 0.18 075 0.06 020 0.75 0.05 0.19 078 0.07 025 0.64 0.03 0.12 0.83
P8 0.07 026 0.63 0.07 022 064 008 026 0.62 0.08 026 063 008 028 0.60 0.04 0.15 0.72
P9 007 024 0.62 0.07 022 072 008 026 0.65 0.08 027 069 0.08 027 0.60 0.05 0.16 0.73
P10 0.06 021 0.64 0.06 0.19 0.69 0.07 022 0.65 0.06 020 0.69 0.07 023 0.63 0.04 0.12 0.69
P11 0.09 028 0.76 0.09 026 078 0.10 031 0.73 0.10 030 0.73 0.12 0.38 0.58 0.06 0.21 0.85
P12 006 022 0.71 0.06 021 078 0.07 023 0.64 0.06 021 067 0.07 024 0.64 0.04 0.16 0.80
P13 0.08 026 0.62 0.08 025 063 008 025 0.60 0.08 025 062 0.09 030 0.59 0.05 0.16 0.68
P14 0.06 022 0.64 0.06 021 063 007 024 0.62 0.06 023 066 0.09 028 0.57 0.05 0.17 0.67
P15 0.13 040 0.63 0.13 039 066 0.14 041 0.67 0.15 043 063 0.15 045 053 0.10 032 0.73
P16 0.05 0.17 0.63 0.04 0.15 067 005 0.17 0.67 0.05 0.17 063 0.07 023 0.58 0.03 0.11 0.70
P17 0.06 021 0.70 0.07 022 072 0.08 0.25 0.71 0.08 024 068 0.09 029 0.58 0.05 0.19 0.72
P18 0.09 029 0.74 0.10 031 0.74 0.10 032 0.74 0.10 030 0.77 0.12 0.37 0.59 0.06 0.20 0.86
P19 0.09 027 0.58 0.09 028 057 0.11 032 053 0.11 033 056 0.11 034 051 0.06 020 0.70
P20 0.09 030 0.65 0.08 028 0.68 0.09 030 0.65 0.10 031 062 0.10 032 0.60 0.06 0.20 0.68
P21 006 022 0.65 0.06 023 065 007 023 0.64 0.07 025 063 0.08 026 0.61 0.04 0.16 0.69
P22 0.09 031 0.66 0.09 031 066 0.13 036 0.60 0.12 037 063 0.13 039 0.53 0.07 0.24 0.74
P23 0.12 038 0.63 0.12 038 068 0.12 039 0.67 0.12 036 069 0.13 040 0.55 0.10 031 0.74
P24 0.09 030 0.61 0.09 029 067 0.10 032 059 0.11 033 065 0.12 0.37 056 0.07 0.24 0.75
P25 0.08 025 0.59 0.08 026 059 0.10 032 054 0.11 033 054 0.12 0.37 050 0.07 0.24 0.67
P26 0.06 0.19 0.68 0.06 0.19 067 0.05 0.18 0.69 0.05 0.18 0.65 0.06 0.20 0.65 0.03 0.11 0.71
P27 0.06 020 0.63 0.05 0.19 063 006 020 0.62 0.06 0.19 062 0.07 023 0.59 0.04 0.15 0.65
P28 0.10 033 0.68 0.10 031 068 0.12 036 0.66 0.12 035 067 0.13 039 0.58 0.07 0.25 0.78
P29 0.12 038 0.65 0.13 037 064 0.12 037 0.67 0.12 035 072 0.14 041 0.55 0.08 0.26 0.82
P30 0.06 021 0.66 0.06 0.19 068 007 023 0.62 0.07 024 062 0.08 025 0.56 0.05 0.16 0.70
P31 0.08 027 0.75 0.08 024 076 0.08 0.25 0.73 0.08 024 0.75 0.08 0.28 0.66 0.06 0.18 0.79
P32 0.07 024 066 0.08 026 0.66 0.07 022 0.65 0.07 023 0.72 0.09 029 0.61 0.05 0.17 0.75
P33 0.09 029 074 0.09 031 0.74 0.09 031 0.78 0.10 0.33 0.73 0.11 0.35 0.63 0.08 0.25 0.81
P34 0.10 034 0.55 0.10 034 057 0.12 038 051 0.13 042 052 0.13 040 0.51 0.07 0.25 0.63
Avg 0.08 026 0.66 0.08 026 0.68 0.09 028 065 0.09 028 0.66 0.10 032 0.58 0.06 0.19 0.74
*5 ORERI (B A)

‘ TextCNN TextRCNN FastText DPCNN Transformer AR
Rt P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
154 0.85 022 035 057 032 040 075 031 044 0.70 035 043 063 0.06 0.10 076 0.42 0.54
M 095 089 092 092 093 092 090 0.82 0.85 089 086 087 0.87 0.84 0.85 0.93 0.96 0.94
P 079 060 068 0.74 0.68 0.71 0.78 0.62 0.69 075 068 071 0.80 0.51 0.62 0.80 0.81 0.81
W 089 0.90 090 089 091 090 0.89 089 0.89 0.89 0.89 088 092 0.82 0.86 0.92 0.94 0.93

R T RErs TASCR I K7 i FEERRAE 34 DTUH LR FOWIBUL . 0-1 KA F1 73 5 Wilcoxon £f
s SIEAIE T AR ST 7 AR TNV o Lo AT 55

BRI R A4

ZER).

SUEHEEAERIR (24 p {H/N T 0.001 I, 444



14 I S TR o Al

£ o BRI FEELNM)
TextCNN TextRCNN FastText DPCNN Transformer ARk
HL OlL mF HL OlL mF HL OlL mF HL OlL mF HL O0lL mF HL OlL mF
£ 0.16 0.57 0.66 0.14 049 070 0.18 062 0.68 0.16 0.53 0.67 025 0.81 050 0.10 0.36 0.77
KIF 005 016 0.56 0.05 0.16 0.54 0.06 0.17 051 0.06 0.18 052 006 0.19 0.50 0.03 0.11 0.59

—f 0.10 034 042 0.11 036 042 0.12 036 043 0.12 040 044 0.11 033 034 0.09 030 0.48
BIE 025 079 033 023 073 036 026 0.76 035 026 078 035 031 095 026 020 0.65 0.39

%7 Wilcoxon 55 FRMI: (p 18)

o A5k
HL 01L mF
TextCNN <2E-7 <2E-7 <2E-7
TextRCNN <2E-7 <2E-7 <3E-7
FastText <2E-7 <2E-7 <2E-7
DPCNN <2E-7 <2E-7 <3E-7
Transformer <2E-7 <2E-7 <2E-7

432 FEF RGN AT

TR e A A, AR A ST A VR R BETT SR B (PR SR 3.1 4Y), SR S5 2 R VP 6 3 I B VP A B 2L
7= AR T 5% i SR BG RSe E 11, 3B AN S 5 T/ 2, 5 2, SRR S5 2 ph TR (04 o A e 12k D
SE. VEUT B BRI X AN [R] IR S5 K T R B, RS AN CRA VR R WREAR I 5 AR ), A SC[E1% RQL $%
“Ijt H R TR JE P SR A A1 RQ2 F% iU S 0 5R A, SEBRATY & VA 0T 8 5 £ 1 () PO R B DALk, A S|l
% RQ2 T3 FAAE 203285 ST 45 i WVET Fiads (BUIIHR . 0-1 BRI F1 43450,

A TR S I TR BN K 6 FTvs. 1 58 00Hn O35 T, A SCHE th M ik B 2k . 0-1 Bk
Rz F1 Ay 80y 30 0.104 0.364 0.77, HEAE A BB A28 1 A7, HETEZE 2 A7 AR R /2 TextRCNN, 3 Titfats sy 5l
J9°0.14, 0.49. 0.70. ZEXT R AP FI0I, ARSCH H BRI R 0-1 1R FI%: F1 43405 5l 0.034 0.11,
0.59, B4 T HA B A AR, HEZE S 2 A7 AR AL & TextCNN, 3 JiFEFR4> B4 0.05. 0.16+ 0.56. £ERF“— " HI T
Wb, A SCHE T R DR R . 0-1 BURAIZE F1 44053 34 0.09. 0.30. 0.48, IHETE AT A BRI 1 4. 78
HEIMAT S, AT 3 TP AR bR IHEAE S 2 A7 AR OB RHEAE S 2 47 (2 & TextCNN (0.10); 0-1 #t
RHEAE S 2 A7 (KA 2 Transformer (0.33), %2 F1 730 HUHEAE S 2 ALIRRIAYJE FastText (0.43). 76X <% 22 1 15 4,
A SCHEH I 7D R 0-1 BLRANGE F1 450505128 0.204 0.65. 0.39, [RIFEISHEA T AL EE 1 7. HE
FESE 2 AR TextRCNN, 3 UHEFR 23 9125 0.23. 0.73. 0.36.

AR R RS2, AN SCHE 10 7 256 <A B0 208 (1) T 2 IR AH 4% T HAB B AR LA SRR 34, SR T 1 B JEX Bt
PR BT IE AR R A B (PSR 3.3.2 7). WP 4 R, RS AT VR B WL A R A 13%, BT Ak,
I A N B ZE VTR T AN S 2%, JE T AR HEE. DA AT S B 0-1 B3R A, AR SCHR HA I g v T
PLF5FIHRZE" 1) 0-1 K53 0.36+ 0.65, FRINFAZUT AL JE TextRCNN (“UE557—0.49, “9R#7—0.73). K
FORRE A AY JE: Transformer, FLFIN“PLF5 10 0-1 B2 0.81; X 2= (R 00 JLT- 58 4= M, FL 0-1 #5325 5115 0.95.

RVEESR UL, AR SCHR U7 (B SR A A I AR A D AT RO R R P (RQL) AN R S
(RQ2), fEZTVF Fa b AR5 T HABASE Y.

5 1 i
A U I A S H 0 I A O T L b, 55 5.1 WERISS 5.2 40 i i SU O b R
PR 5 5.3 IS HORH RS AT [ S RS 7%
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5.1 IREFNEER

AT PR BT AT T A 35 DL R FR i 22 3 R — 350 DI 445 .
5.1.1 bRk &R

EEXT 4 A i @ AR A A R S A W R

THARAE S (1) MBUELLIIAR T, W, 20V S () LA S ) DRGSR 200, et 36 > af:
AR YE GG R B A, VT R LI A0 T I RS 4.

PEHBEIR: (1) IR 55 (2) IR IR, Qrcngy g ety 2 A A R ) A5, 10T i WA 4
H T BRI

5T PR (1) B AR, W To R <OUaR i B 5 WS se o G 4 (2) IR SE ], e kit
B, (3) ISR R A A e D AR, VTR R LB ST TR AR T .

PRt A B LB, JUH R ST 1R R 2 R s g B Hh BB, e 3G e Jh e e o6 B kb 7
ORI T NTR B @B RE, P R A SR TR AR G AR T

AT DL &5 T AR L B AL ] SentiCRMVA (9 Sl A0 RS/ 17 HL SR8 I 4 7 AR LV o 285 DL 0 5 v, (AL
EANTER (IEWFRIER") RN A IS, H BB TR 288 7 AR IR R R0 il B, IR A A 7
ground-truth ZedE AT, A T ARTERIR 7 2 B2 (A6 Y. < AAE R % (human-in-the-loop)” (14 by B4k &
N LI BB L, MR bR TRk A it —.

XEFAE 2.1 AR 1 P VT R L SE, JORTR IR (N AR/ 2 5] ) R A5 26 (RRIB L AR R T R

Wi 8 P, AR SCHEHH R 52— 5 THI R A8 0 At b DX 53 AN [V a7 25 DL 0 BT Jes R R BT B 55 20 5y — T, SRV
R Co— AR C3I—BERE T C4—info HEITENR L ELRB R LA MMESR (C2 fitca B
DT <R H R, I B H BN B, C3 HELARTE: B RECE”, I A MBATEM G, C4 MIRIBITE), H
X EAT BRI S5 R B, SO T A SCER IR iz A g

R 8 AUV R L A AN A2 S

JEE C1 2 C3 C4 Cs c6 c7 c8 9 C10
T 1 1 1 0 1 1

d| 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
PR 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0

e 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1
L BE R I R U R I — & 75 —fk W75 R 75

512 —SEARE

B 7o R RS A R, AR SO SR I T A 4 SR R RT B b ARAIE AT U R R U AR I — Bk, LR
giunr.

TRbREE: TR LF AR AE T2 (1) bR A 53 S PR R VP o R LS A AN ROy A 2 R, AT SE ik N T AR
. (2) BB BN A B i RR iy U S, WA B, R T o A O T R R R A R A

B R AT R I BB A A RN LF AR AE T (1) PRAIERRR BRI AU — 00 7 S 5 10 8RR 5. (2) PRUEREbRTE
S AR — T (R SE R AR (3) T B R B S i R iy S I )

SEXTFRIA: G R ARE IR Ak [R]85 0 G A R 5 0 PP > 28480 (1) 5 Bh B AR AL A 32, (2) B R I ANAb B
ey sz, (3) FAH MBS LLRIE T 4B 805 R0 i 55

—EPEASS S — B AL R L AR TE T B A VAL [F] — BRiE F TS R, B ANBRTE R, R R — 4 Fois &
(PRI 28 TR 75— B, R) IR TR B2 DA T b v A 2 3 (R B A 75— B0 5 IR — BOhvE (1 9291, 75 2 3 A M
A L, LT R AR R A A, — B IO B T R LA 22 ML) Kappa R EAb, IE R LT A
SO AT BIPE RRS (PEILES 4.2.3 1), SRR, Wby 45 50 A3 MR B S B R0 TR,



16 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

5.2 HREHEXSHR

AR BT 4R B2 2 T P AN B2 AN T e B AR DI B AR 5 0 3, DN TR P9 A8 5 DR 38 IR AR D B DR BE . o0 i
PP HH L0 B AR AS (R ) A SCPE B AT (1) FBIFR S d it Ay SI0AIE; () S A seil. Mgt
EIE. W RAREAETEAN AR O R, WITEARVE N AT DS ARd B —hR 428, R 2R 25 B S T b 0AryE; 7
AT AR BRyE . FEXT 22 AR 282 SIAT 55 S S, [R)RE 75 2% 18 22 AN BRAE 2 AR I A LR AR DGk an SRANAEAE, WA A
“binary relevance” R4 i%; 11 R AELE, T Fl“classifier chain” 453k P,

5 IR T BRI A SIS AT IR 17 000 45 AP & W, 4 FH “Kendall #AH2C & 4L (Kendall-Tau rank correlation
coefficient) AH IV BT T2 K 45 2R B PP ARAN J7 BN 1R 85 R 9 5 £ )8 V1) Keendall BRAHSCR B o Wi /T
0.2, R JLPAFLEAN DN, W v KF 0.2 (HE/NTF 0.4, ZORAFESIAI M Wik ¢ KT+ 0.4, RAREBDFEFE
FREE A SGHE. NI 5 vT LA Y, K2 805t J8 MR AR S R AR AR F IS, SEUE T A SCHE 072 (B s A AY) A H]
“binary relevance” —ZEFIL M ERTE. v BRI RS T 4 AN SR IS H Y A GERLSE 3.2.2 Y, HHT-#&
TN 4 AT B PR A S A5

' 8-1
P —0.31 0.1
g - 043 | 021 —0.2

—0.3
iR 016 | —0.027 BRLBE 0.4

R
K5 JEEMEASE ST

53 EWFER
53.1 X ELE SRS R

ST, JEHOR TR S AN SO R VR, R VL S T B RS VRN & R IR AL # i, RFANL
SN Rl i) U 57 TR VT AT LI 4 N SRR R R T 45 SR GREAVE PR R LS (R, VPR B R TR E R
A AP R ARG (RSP E R 9 — 7, RIS NIRRT e A E. B, DA 2 i ) 2R A 0 T
R B A SRS . LK, R A BN AL LA B R T TRARRD VT A7 (R PPAN 5 SR, %08 FFARAG AR 58 FI T
BRI, AN I 30 N tedh, RSP o 3 L2 VP (19 e A = ) R TR B S 2 T
B2 (B 2 5078 B8R, VIR TN RE R, 100 H T SR R A5 SREEAVEM AL PP . RGE R, YN R T,
EFA I HFF.
53.2  XPVEETE R AS

VEAT A% B SE e TR THARRS &, 10 AN 2 220 b SR v T & 1R D 2R L. 9, o 4 R0 XU — 2K 11
HRBE, TOTE A 2T R E SRR A D WL S — T, M VT AN R S AR AR T, VPR Y
ThEEVEN 22 4P A e R« B 22 1 ol B 3R AR TS CXC e 380, AT 5 B T e 3 T 4 i 4 T4 R 3 2 4
7K

6 XE B

WAL (internal validity): SI256: (19 P9 #8245 U AT RER 9 B50dim 26 PR 5 . ACHE DI o AL IR I vl RE AL 5 R e
ORI TEER T T SRR I B AR 5 SOA, BT 2R R, ASSCAE T R« — A iRl T i B AT
PR L BT PR A RS M B, S T NN GG E T A B S AR, SC 5 ZE R ground-truth iR 4E. i,
AR 1 AR 2 000 4% (160 W EHEAT T PibsE”, PrG 4t 2 2 OB UE IR TR T IE S bRt i &
R (VEILES 5.1.1 ). AEIESARERT B, 3 AAF 2 o S S v S A b i 20 AL, AR Bl 1 o] 1T ) 4R

SV A A — SR IL, AT RENS DRUEAR B AR A IE A PEAT— L.
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SR RUE (conclusion validity): Jy 176 G i BEAFAE I 45 18 2803 B, AN SO B SE b 17— NIzl i HeAh )28
TR AR 1 SE R BB Bt 56 (34 ANIUH, JL31 17 000 £ ARAS VT H 58 IL). [RIIF, SEIGAEH 1 74 K28 LR IE A
Wilcoxon £ 5 FR KL I 7 iR AL I B 1K) B SALBERYR AT Rty B, AT RE RS DRAIE 45 18 1R IE W 1.

HMBALE (external validity): A SCHE Y7595 i OB B, L BTR R PR 2 1L 17 7™ 4% 0 =gk, A A%
PR IE S F 2 AR SCRR™ RS 451 3 A 465 R, 1 P Bt 2R T i A AN 1 35 R I 2 AN RS o
AN R 2056 55 TR, S ) 730Hr 5 R 68 70 TR H AR H L A SCRIARSC (FE30) IOTF s LK 70 T
G AR PR AR 25 T S, RIDOE TS0 H AL 0, o SCRIARSOA RS P e 35 L2438 . (B R S 1 5 5
ARG OGN NSl RN SEIAEAR, RO AR BOR B — S A, H T e 3 BURSCR H 1700 B
BN IR P R4 S S 0T abe, AR ST ST PR B T 5 B BUBEE TP A% I H N (PR ILER 4.2.1 77) SRfR
UESEIRFEA K 2 FEVE AR YE. 53— T, ASSCER 4 1SR MIER 5.1 Y IARZE AR L 000 52 35 D o SCACS PP i
WL, 2 R8BI BRI 22 5, A SCHR S BOAHSC R DU 2856 AN BE L EGT AR 2 Ho A i S MG, B 4t )R AR SR i
TR KT 0 TR A AR b R R PR SO R R L PR A A, SE A D AN TSR R H R
PP i LR TR AN, AL SR A R ACSCIT I, T DU B 5 SRR KR, R0 R i B e st
KA E SRR 7] I S 25 AN S 5 OB by 2806, DL S S s St A S5 7%

7 RESRE

PP R WA AR VP B RN T S0 22—, HSCA AR Vo )47 PP AN el BoAT 3 SR A
AL B R AR D e PP 5 SO IS AR SRS . WIRREE 22 SR SRS A5 U, ASOTFRE T8 T
SCUEWT I, JF AR SR T — BhE T 2 b 2) (MARRS VP 87 5L SR VAN ik, 2R 4 A i s
(RGBT PR A R0 SREE A PO PP 8 R IR (55 R e R AN Z2™). Serh, e Jas 1 o 4
P = AR VUM AN Gk, F dr 2 T 22 bR %2 STV CRITI 2578 5 A28 BERT LA 21355 (¥ 7 30 H 3% 205 i)
P 25 RS R A L T A TR 2 AL e SRR RHE VT A . S B P 2 KR Al 1y 34 ANk
TEH, 361 17 000 ZACHEVF o 5 WA 0 Bt 4. 45 R WIACSCHR (77 15 RE W A7 25t P A ACR U o R DL i

AR A — 5 TR 5 SR AR A SCH 7 iR A HA AR A Al 1 5 PG (e 30) AL XA EE (1 GitHub.
Gerrit S5 TFBHAFAE D) BIRIATPERIERENE. 55— 7, AR TARREFF SR ASZ A PP 67 AL, Wi B SR 7R A ™
FRESEAE, IR I H T SONVE S L R e 8t Fr SE AR AL A A SCHR BTV, e, AR TARK 5 St ST AR
PP, JFASORE T BRI RAE, B ) S LR S0 (A QRGP o B PP AR Rt R et
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