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Abstract: Multimodal aspect-based sentiment analysis (MABSA) is a critical research direction in the field of affective computing,
aiming to integrate multimodal information, such as text, images, and audio to achieve fine-grained analysis of sentiment toward spe-
cific aspects. Current research in MABSA faces challenges such as image noise interference and excessive reliance on local features,
which compromise the accuracy and comprehensiveness of the analysis. To address these limitations, this paper proposes an innova-
tive global-local interactive emotion analysis model (GLIEAM). On the one hand, the model employs a tandem architecture of vi-
sion transformer (Vision Transformer, ViT) and generative pre-trained transformer (GPT) to generate image descriptions, which are

then concatenated with original text features, significantly enhancing information fusion and enabling a more comprehensive capture
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of emotional cues in multimodal data. On the other hand, to mitigate image noise, a hybrid approach combining wavelet transform

and non-local means is applied for image denoising. Additionally, convolutional neural networks (CNN) and tokens-to-token vision

transformer (T2T-ViT) are utilized to extract local and global image features, respectively, avoiding over-reliance on local features

and achieving balanced and holistic image feature extraction. Experimental results on benchmark datasets demonstrate that the pro-

posed method outperforms existing approaches, the accuracy reached 78.46% on the Twitter-15 dataset and 75.21% on the Twitter-

17 dataset, particularly exhibiting superior performance in low-resource scenarios.
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P52, 0, HAR S hREZE o BEJS A 0/
e Al KR R Lo 9 2E— 21 3 5K B I
A, R AR JR B8 U5 vk T B 1R R M LIk
P

//N<p)7£V<Q)//2‘1 , (7)
h

IFIAUR A A AR R AR 2 R & LR EAR,

P 22 T7 1 A I3 M T PR AB R S T) E

1
Idenoised(p>: m qun(p)W<P’ q)'IaneIel<q>’ (8)

Hrp Z(p)zzqw(p,q)ﬁﬂﬂ~ﬂ:?o 2T
K, il i CNN 42 B sy 38 ¢ AE Fro, [8] B A
T2T-ViT & 4 # 4 K% Token - % i 4> Jay 45 1iE
Fglobal :VlT(TL>’ :/H\: EF‘ TI, j"j E‘i ég TOken J_‘? ﬁu o
Wit #Ea G, S8 G REE2R
FRAIE

Fyw=0 <W$[F ocal} T global:| )@F ocal T

<1 T 0'<Wg[F10cal; Fglolm]:| ) )@Fglobal,

Hob W, € RV ) S i 2% 5 B8 o Sig-
moid B8 . J R 3 i 58 XV B ) 0 5 AR
iF F, 5 RS F i, 2 O SRS

w(p.q)=exp| —

(9)

Falign:
(FW,)(FuaW)"
Vd

JEH Hof A 32 A P00 1 U2 A
y=Softmax(MLP([Fs F.y,.]) ). (11

o3 AR AE S A R B SRR R A ) A
BOPE o %Oy B R B S A ME  2 RUEE RRAE 4R R
5 B 55, B R T T RIAR R S R g -
A Jry AR S A R) A, R T T ARG B
Br i £ fE -

7 VR o B M 2 R RRAE £ BRI
5 RS X 55, A AU D T BRI R R R - 4
Jry AR 2 A ) L, 0 R T T 2 AN R
1) 1k HE
2.2.3 BRI IRAL

BEWMAXARTFI T=t,t,1,), A
3 o KAF ) 5 % BT B R (40 Stanford Parser ) Xif
SCAHEAT 53T, AR AR AR A TE R o ARAE A
PLA 1) B I 20 3R R 98] 5 1) 22 8] A 374 O &
Horp g A~ s AR — 1A, i1 3RoR iR 5 1) Z A
MR RR(MFEBEXR FELRE), ET
(Y T N I= S B (I £/ S (2
Ag €40, 1) Hop AL () =1 %m0 ¢ 5 ¢
R RR, /MO0, R T ik — P34
PG B RILAE T, 5] At AKAE 53 B (Seman-
tic Dependency Parsing) , A= B i X 4B 2 55 B
A ER Hp A (i) R 4,5 ¢ Z 18] Y
TOSCOGHR SR B . 42 T ok, FI ] TomBERT #5 #!
XpSC A HE AT dn 6%, AR O I )RR IR FL =
[finfor o fi ) ERE F R d Jg 5 fE 4 B
TomBERT il i £ JZ Transformer 2 % %5 4t $2 S
AW ETCFER, HAEZENISENT .

(10)

Softmax *(FiaW.,),

T

QK )V, (12)
d

Attention (Q, K, V)= Softmax(

HpQ=FW, K=FW, V=FW, 45 k&
BRI, W, W, W, eR R AT 22 3] B8,
J T ¥ A S Bl A TomBERT # 3# S  1E
o, BT )R BN L] (Syntax—aware At
tention ) o IZ ML 7E AR E F B 0 0y E AL E T
N AR AR T AL, FIE SCARBE S B A 1E N
S I N, 4 R B R X o vk A5 R B AL RR T .
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AT B TR
. QK"
Attention,, (Q, K, V )= Softmax +/XA|V,
k
(13)

Horbr 2, F A, S W] A 2 ) ) v R JOAE R R
FH 20 45 45 ) i A0 58 A SO TR R e A
DUk o JE 1 AT 5 2 2 HE AR B G O Ak A 3k i
BT A% 55 Rl CRAEAE 55 o ) i B 4 55 1 4 2k
PR B R 28 S A 2K
Lo=—>Au(t.j)logA(ij),  (14)

Horr A (7, ) A RT3 SR B A R . 1 )
FAEAT 55 1R 35 % RV BCA 7 8% 0 25 19 58 SUIR P K
Egem:—Zyt. log y., (15)

Horbry, Ry B JERObR 25, 9, Sk AR TR S0 A 1 JEk
I3 . BZ, B BRI R
L=L,+ alm, (16)
Horb o AR S5 ACE R B B m) 2 1 R Y SCAS R
fE Fyo € R 8 AT W AT 55 (AN %o 25 4% )
oI A &3
y=1+/1 Softmax (MLP(Fsyn)). (17)
SrRGIENTREE BEEZ2IEFFIN
WM, HE— B AR o % T TR A A KA
) 1 f# T 5 TomBERT #2835 48 T+ 17 S0 A
T SCHL i 0 U R VR RN B R, O 2SR B
P& A 1 T =5 A SCARRRE R OR .
2.2.4 AFAERRAAELH
TEFFE G G B B, ABEALR ] T — M & T
TNEL R A 1 22 06025 R0 AF 42 R W, 38 i B 3 R
B 53 BE ALK SR 7 A [] A5 285 1) R AF 28 47 T8 2
BiA . BART % VIT-GPT B B 42 B i (8144
R FEAE A Foo € RY, K FRAF 3 2 VIT 40 5 48
BG4 Jm il U B, R4 i GPT i 5 4%
A BCEAT BT ST RE 7 0 SCAR IR FEAE 5 /)
P AR 4 5 T2T-VIT B85 3 B0y Jay 38 A4 Js &
BAFFAE N Fie € R, H o J5) 3 45 4iF 38 28 CNN
L, 4 R ERAE ) i T2T-ViT 4 3k — 2 38 o 4%
IE PF 42 52 B H Ab 5 K A7 1) 35 % AT 5 TomBERT
PR B 1 B SCARRAE N F e € R, I FFAIF 38 23
WK AT /] T il BT A s SCAR B R S5 M A L O
454 TomBERT #5% K13 5 i LRI IR o I

LR RRAE fl Al 2 DL A S
Fia=a+LayerNorm ( F ., )+

B+ LayerNorm ( Fi. )+ (18)

y » LayerNorm (F syntax ) ,
Horra gy Al 52 2] AR 240, 38 o ) f%
FE LAk, DL R 45 B8 R AR A fil A i 72 b B BT
1R B B 08 AR 4 AT 55 W oK B A % . LayerNorm
(ZH—46) H T X R E 2517 5 fE b Ak 2, 3 e
FRAEREAN BB & W% i, h T
i — 20 3R REAE (8] 1Y 22 B, @lA TR R Fr
s g — 23k | EE L (Multi-Head
Self-Attention, MHSA ) #5 He DL Fi i #6545 285 R 1E
Z (8] 1 15 B O K

Fl=MHSA (Fj). (19)

2, Froa B 060 A BIAE 55 45 € 09 th )2

(4 3% #% )2 5 Softmax JZ ) , H T 4wl 1% 4
AR S 2 B R AT S5 A5 2R X
ol 5 S W AN AN AR DR T A% 5 22 B AS R AR o )y 3
FEAE 5 42 Joy R AE AN - i 19 [R) 80, 3 38 2o 35 15 45
Fa A5 B 51 A ST 1 o SCH AR B TR A, T
PR TR A IR R

3 S

3.1 EEE

T VEAL 4 )R JR 8 A8 L IR 43 B AR B 9 3K
F, fdi ] Zhang %51 Fll Wang %51 (2018) 1 B
{14 T A~ 56 o 500 8 a0E A7 18T 1) D A ) 2 A A 1 Uk
325 . Bl Twitter-2015 1 Twitter-2017 , £ £ £
& B M S5 8K, Twitter—15 FI Twitter—17 8 32
AR Tz A0 R Y 5 o R 4, R I R A
TFEE BT . Twitter—15 % 95 4
£ 5% 29 15000 4% #E 3C, W 55 T U LT A% RN
{6 R Y T S B O N Y A e N
25,0 B T A O R BRSO B X R 2
B2 5 1 SR WF 9 SCAR 5 0068 A 8. =2 T 1) 15 %
TR 7 H A . Twitter—17 $ i £ 1E A
Twitter-15 " B IR A , i — 2B ¥ 78 T FE A M
155 2 2 17 000 45 #E 3C, IF X 1% S B gk 47 7 3
9 RL B (4 4y, AL EE B VISR LR AR R .
AR AR B I bR R SRR TR & 24 9 B B
T 55, 491 Iy T 15 IR 43 2% A R B T
BEAh, Twitter—17 {4 ¥ T EIZ R AT A 22 458 25 4



BHENG A LT AR R A

BRI Z RS T 9

PR, BRI T E R BN UEE A B
T4 T SR ) 1 A e R v

T4 4l 2 1 B 5T S UK Bl T 20 A A 1 U
Oy MR & 8 N FR R SO 5 B2
(B8] fY 22 H AL 4 T A S UE SRR . B an
i 3 43 B B B AE Twitter—15 A1 Twitter—17 F 4

PE DL B s A ) A . R TR R BRI, AR S
ILAEZ 1 /R T Twitter—15 F Twitter—17 34
LA B, AR B IE R
G AT DL R Z2 A B0 1 L 491 A AE S
3.2 RS

h T AREURI R S SRR A AR AT R

R, MR FRRGE R ZEREM G REHA R BRI mr, 7 2R 0 2 8L KR AT e
M, I HE— 2D R RS ) A B — B EAh BB BB S RN R 2 s .
®1 HEERIT A
Table 1 Statistics of dataset
B Twitter-15 Twitter—17
%4> POS NEG Neutral Total AvgTargets Words Length POS NEG Neutral Total AvgTargets Words Length
Train 928 368 1883 3179 1.348 9023 16.72 1508 416 1638 3562 1.410 6027 16.21
Dev 303 149 670 1122 1.336 4238 16.74 515 144 517 1176 1.439 2922 16.37
Test 317 113 607 1037 1.354 3919  17.05 493 168 573 1234 1.450 3013 16.38
R2 FHAMEE
Table 2 Experimental parameter settings
i SRR ZHH i
) GPU NVIDIA RTX 3090 fa R IR
REPESRH o .
CUDA A 11.8 5 pyTorch2.0.13fE%¢
Torch i< 3.9.21 IR IEF A
T Y o
pyTorch fiA% 2.01+cull8 TREEF I HEBR AR
SCAR GRS TomBERT BT BERT AY/AJ RS 3 SO G &
IR B RIE T ViT-B/6 VisinTransformer #5581 i AR R A 224 X 224
SRS AR FusinGCN BT A TR 245 ) Z AR E

GLIEAM B 8] & 2% B . O (N'd+T'd+
TNd+ (T-+N)d) , Hr N R E &8 % 55 N A
patch, d Mtk ANHERE , T Mg A SCR K JE .

3.3 EEER

Wit & I R AL S AR )2 M, 2
BB E RS BAR TEEREE. E2HK
BIEEAr O, BT R LA T RIAMN

EgitIs ZIKI%B\AﬁhT AR R B I LA
BERY AT X HL o BT o ORE B A9 AR 5 BEA YL
ﬁﬁ%@*ﬁﬂﬁ P, G SR AR Y AR 35 P fiiE

0 A5 25 T 43 Ry WL R | SCAR i R SO - L
S il Bl

P FEA A

Res—Target : — i 3& F & 22 M % ( ResNet ) 19
B b A LAY, 25 5 T 5% 22 2% 2 L H Fs kil AT
55 WIRE RS

AR FEAL A

AE-LSTM: H % 5 #% (Autoencoder) 5

LSTM W9 %5 &, T SCA 7 91 1) i 8 — i i, 52
FF SCA A B Bl e e
MGAN  ( Multi-Generator

Adversarial Net-

work) : Z {F & A W X P W 4% (Multi-task
GAN) , il i Z AT 55 % 2] A W 2 Ak SOA , 7+
AT

BERT : Tl YIl 25 X [n] Transformer 54 %Y | 38 2
FEASIE S AR LR SGE S, T N T
ARG B FAE S

BERT-+BL: BERT 5 X [n] LSTM (Bil-
STM) IR & 28 0, 35 7 ) Bige ), G L F
o B IR B RO Y AT 55

BERT-Pair-QA : 2 T BERT [ [f] 2 58 4,
Ak 3 BT A A CAn ) -2 ), A Ak TR LT
fic 55 4k 21 fig

SCZIRWLA@ LAY

MIMN ( Multi-Interactive Memory Network) :
MIMN J& — ' Z B 38558 BAd 2 W 2, 8 i it 12
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0 28 7 it R0 BB AR 0 5 SCAS R AL, 52 B 285 1]
MR E RS . A0 T 2R HHLH %L
i A % Bl 25 4l $2 OF 18 5 L 58 5 SCAR Z 18] /Y 5
et .

ESAFN (Entity-sensitive Attention and Fu-
sion Network ) : — i J8 i SO @l & P 2%, &
TE T 3l Al G 5 5 SCAR FEAE LR THI B0 B
PERE o B o A IEGE SO B B A A
AR 59 O OC I RRAE , JF 456 A IE Nl A oK
W% P 7 AN ) A5 25 1) BT R

TomBERT : 4" Ji& (1§ BERT 2844 , % "] H il
B XA G AR G . B IR BERT
P WSO NFAE , 145 & CNN £ U R0 58 X 42 45
i 38 2ok 3 2 LA S LA IR A A KR

SalienCyBERT ( Recurrent Attention Network
for Target—Oriented Multimodal Sentiment Classifi-
cation ) : — i fi 35 % R 1 Y 5 B35 BERT AL,
18 5 P A 3 M A A e 5 P AR b R X
S, O 45 5 B A R AL A A R AR X 5%

Res-MGAN (Combining Residual Networks

and Multi-Generator Adversarial Networks ) : 2% &

TR 2 W 4 5 24T 5 GAN RSB AS R | S0 5 7
P3N SO Y HE S N 5

Res—BERT (A Model that Integrates ResNet
Visual Features with BERT Text Features) : fill &
ResNet ¥ 58 #5715 BERT SCA 4 fiF (4 65 %4, 11
TG —h F A AT 55 CAn v ) 2% ) .

Res-BERT +BL (A Model that Integrates
ResNet Visual Features, BERT Text Features,
and Bidirectional LSTM) : 7 Res—BERT & fifi I
51U LSTM , 3 58 5t B 17 22 450 25 50408 11
BLRE T o
34 KRIGZERXITEL S

SCu g5 Rk 3 s, 7E Twitter—15 1
Twitter-17 PH AN |7 32 fift A9 #1: 52 544 1 1% 43 A
Hodi 4 b, GLIEAM # #L5d i 2 88 25 R R Al 5
H5E AR, fetEfe LB s T A
AL, Je BT AR 2 2% 2 B IR i AT 5 v
AP0 o BRI, AR AL T 4 A Res-
Target , GLIEAM % #% /0> 28 % 75 T H: 81 587 7 1
51 AT 3¢ Transformer (VIT) 5 A= 5l = #1 l Zk
AL (GPT) B 83 I 228 ), 3 3 Vi R i A 18118

9 B Ry L REAE, JF AL GPT AE LB A R 3
N RE J7 R UG A R e Bl S T 2 Sk T
B IIHLHRE A B SO R R AE 5 5 06 A
fEHEAT U PR, AT SE 80 T #1985 SO AR 2
) e AR G o 3K — T AU TR T AR G R v AR
R PRl 2 SCAS AR ST X DL A i 2 A 155 J8% it 1) 71
[F) 0, G H R AE 5 TH IS IR A AR g5 b, Be 8
(7] s 34 5Ty 308 4 750 5 4 S 1 IR

5 4 37 KL R (4 BERT £ %1 ) A 1,
GLIEAM A8 32 A7 ) 1 Ml i H2 R BG5S
AW LGB RE T, I8 45/ T TomBERT
BRI — DT T SCARFRRIE IR B R LRk
e f, BEEERNRE, GLIEAM 74> FI ] T £ 4
A BCYE B9 B AN 8 W 5 SCAR REAE 4 B[R]
YEHT, Uk AD T 4 SCARBEARL X BHER BT S0fF B
AN 2 1 TR, 3 R 2 A5 A Rl R e ol A AR A
FE A B T A B ) A 32 AR B B
FIE 1% B VA B b A 4 FH P 0% 1 T 1)

1E 5 HAth 22 85 25 B AL (%) % e, GLIEAM
ORI B . B, 5O L g0 6 R A 4
M 2% (CNN) 42 BOPE 5 71 79 TomBERT 45 24 A
b, GLIEAM % H T T2T-ViT 22 ¥, GE % [A] i}
P2 MG Jmy R A0 1 R AR 5 A R S B I
GG /N SR R A LR EOR, iR
FTEBE R RS S B, A, 5 Sa
lienCyBERT #5% £ 4] [t , GLIEAM i 1 81 3 /4 ]
1548 R A= B w5 M AR b BLAIL R A B s
AR e R AR M TR
KB E R B

5 A gl =X B 4 B R MGAN A L,
GLIEAM ## & T 1% 4t 19 LSTM 284 , % ifii 5% JH
F F Transformer 19 5 15 25 XF 55 ML, SE88 T A1
G SCARRRIE B R A sE B, R T LSTM 7E K
B AR A b i 8 R BR M . R FE Twit
ter—15 20 ¥ £E 1Y Macro—-F1 38 #7 b , GLIEAM &
fik T SalienCyBERT , iX — 2= 5 A fig ¥ T FF-1iE i
B A BB IR AL S AR AN 2 L {3 GLIEAM 7E B
O 2 B AR H O K 4 ) Twitter-17 £ 45 42
hRIMIC AR M, Ak T H 4 5 - Jm &8
fIE il 5 SR W R B SOAS il B R D R LR A
BILTHI 9 255 R RE -

i 5 X GLIEAM A5 38U 76 AS [a) 47 8200 1 i



TR AT LT ARy SRR A AR R ) 22 RS 1 I 3 H 11
=3I FHRLR
Table 3 Experimental result
Twitter-15 Twitter-17
Model Ace/% Macro-F1/% Acc/ % Macro-F1/% Params(M) FLOPS(G)
Visual
Res—Target 59.90 46.60 58.60 54.00 23.50 3.80
Text
AE-LSTM 70.30 63.43 61.67 59.57 12.80 2.10
MGAN 71.17 64.21 64.75 61.46 15.60 2.60
BERT 74.30 70.00 68.90 66.10 110.00 17.50
BERT+BL 74.30 70.00 68.90 66.10 115.00 19.20
BERT-Pair-QA 74.40 67.70 63.10 59.70 112.00 18.00
Visual 4 Text
MIMN 71.80 65.70 65.90 63.00 85.60 18.30
ESAFN 73.40 67.40 67.80 64.20 92.40 19.80
TomBERT 77.20 71.80 70.50 68.00 120.70 25.60
SalienCyBERT 77.03 72.36 69.69 67.19 125.30 26.90
Res-MGAN 71.70 63.90 66.40 63.00 88.20 18.90
Res-BERT 73.58 68.74 67.18 64.29 125.80 24.30
Res-BERT+BL 75.00 69.20 69.20 66.50 138.00 24.90
GLIEAM(ours) 78.46 72.05 75.21 76.75 130.2 22.30

PERE 3BT (3R 4) , K B SR B B W 0 26 031 22
S - BB IR RN ROR B A (Ace 82106, F1
80.30%0) , X EE G 45 T M XA P& EL
AH At 0 A7 SR (I e 55 7 W ) ax g
HAT B 19 18 X o3 BE 5 I B K Z (Ace
73.50%, F1 72.80%0) , HidEfE B F = 2 T 1
AT 2% 35 5 SR FH B 15 % LA R AT B RS g i s
P M A R 3R B AE X 8¢ 55 (Ace 70.20% , F1
69.10% ) , iX 5 v P JRAE T SRR 6E R E
HRw = 2 F A G . B RLAS TEE  HL O
Br 22 BT, AR I J26 ) I v SO AR 2 TR B Gk
65.00 %6 , T T Fill 5 46 TE S 1 45 2% M ASE He Xof 7 A%
T RGRIJE S e (BB F1F R 5.10%40) .
%4 GLIEAM /& R Rl B R 5] Lo bk £ I
Table 4 Performance of GLIEAM in different emotion

categories
lite el Ace/ % F1/%
UK 82.10 80.30
TH 73.50 72.80
ik 70.20 69.10
3.5 HEESEIS

TR UE 4 R R A A8 HN R 4 B AR Y
(GLIEAM ) Hf £ A~ 8 O A B i A 50k, Fe 473k
7 RS IH R SE 5, 7F Twitter-2015 Fl1 Twit-

ter-2017 B4 45 LaFAS MR RE AR b . SE56 H 1Y 2
B 9E LLT R]8 . 4 JRy R AR 1 58 B B (VIT-GPT
PG A 3 2B 15 il ) T 4l 12 B A 1 J i 1)
YERT, G R AR 3 s B g (/I L 1 CNN 5
T2T-ViT FEAE5& 5 ) Xif Mg 75 410 i) A 22 RO BE R AR
P& IR TR, o SRR AR 1 9 AR B (MK A7 ) 3 A
Br 5 TomBERT ) X 3C A ¥ )23 18 SCHL g i) 52 1)
FEAE A& B A & 5 2 3k A 1) X
PR B E M, SCI A SRR 5 TR .
RS HmFRER

Table 5 Results of ablation experiment

Twitter-2015 Twitter-2017

Pk Ace/%  F1/%  Acc/%  FU%

w/o bRiE AL H] 73.21 67.05 70.34 72.18
w/o ARAF AL 75.82 6945 7263 73.92
w/o ViT-GPT fi#& 74.95 68.70 71.88 73.45
w/o Global 74.10 68.20 71.50 73.10
w/o0 Image Denoise 75.30 69.80 72.80 74.20
w/o T2T-ViT 76.20 70.10 73.40 75.00
w/ LSEM(BILSTM) 75.60 69.00 72.10 73.50
GLIEAM(ours) 78.46 72.05 75.21 76.75

TH Rl S 06 25 R B, B8 BR bR 1 I AR (w/o bR
AL B S 2 Twitter—15 F1 Twitter-17 19 Acc
g B R B 5.25% A 4.87%, Hioh o B ORE AR
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(H(y)>0.5) ) F1 K& ik 7.30% , & 2 & T H
by AE B3 a2 A HE 2 R, B BR T2T-ViT
ol [ 1% 2o M S B 0 Twitter—17 14 44 40 56 48
B (F1FE1.75% ) , X 56 UE T bR i fE Ak X SCA
AR MY SRR LA % RIS ASE e ) 15535 R 57
PE T 58 & GLIEAM A2 7 78 B A Wik 3 5 T 3%
Jre B B VR RE o RS BRI A A U A BT (w/o AR
FEA] BT ) S 38 Twitter—15 Fl Twitter—17 4 F1
43 T B 2.60% FN 2.83% , Hovh & 4 A 2URE A
(& 72 S g B S ) B F1 IR 5.10% , ™
T R A5 R 6 R 2 R R B R
% ViT-GPT gl & (w/o VIT-GPT gl &) 5l & &
Iz B e 2 U (Ace FFE 3.51%/3.33% ) , fi
BE A RAEA B F1 IR R 6.20% , it 5 T 4 SCA#E
A 1.80%6 B MR, IE 55 T 15 B A R AR AR i AE 2
RS M o 0 ML o 42 )R 5 R SR AR AE 1Y B
AN . B BR 4 R B B (w/o Global ) X} Twitter—
2015 5% i B K (Acc T F& 4.36% ) , PR H: 8 4 o
MK % A b sl SO T bR R R B (w/o
T2T-ViT) X} Twitter-2017 5% Wil B i 3 (Macro-
F1TNBE1L75% ) , 75 4R % 7 #r 2 H b 2
H, XM EAMEREAREE S TR —
VIT-GPT fil & A5 B 38 1 4 Jmy I o 1 % 3 o
TR EAE B T (w/o MR AE AT B R AT ) R
FE AR AE /) T i B D) A B A S X S AR T S
AN 25 ¥ A6 20 R o RIAG 25  f)  E M < R AR
i L FE B Twitter—2017 R 220 (w/o
ImageDenoise ) F £t Macro-F1 F [ 2.55% , 5 iiF
TN AR e 5 AR TR X8 X R ] A R
PE o T B SC B IE S T GLIEAM 4% 45 He i1y #p [H]
VEFH - 4 JRy e AIE 385 5 A5 B Sk 5 JRR 43 B 12 L A 1A
BT, SR IF 3 o B e il o e 5 2 RO 4R
ICHE T 6 e o 1 1 o R M 3E Ao AR A A AT IR
M SCA T SCPR A, B S AR B (VIT-GPT)
P 5 08 RO ORI O T R R
b SCA T SRR, s 2 Al A B B S BB A AR
HEXT 5% o Ak T AR R 3R R B 0] 1) 2h AL 4
Bic , DL iE— 25 A A A R R0 5 ] i Bk

4 g

B 22 425 D7 1 2 17 o3 A U R, B AT
7 15 3 3 T e A A 2 R 5 O TS a3 | RGeS T

T N B S (RO T LT TN N O T
WIS T 4 R JR A8 28 HL A R o B AR R (GL-
lobal-Tocal Interactive Emotion Analysis Model ,
GLIEAM) ., 3 i VIT-GPT £ k444 A i i Pl
Bl 3R SCAS | 5 5 IR SCAS R3S B i i CEL SCAR
W, SR 22 SCTE = 0 LA A or B A A T LK
B o ZOTIEA B T AR 507 1 R I AR S
SCAS R AL ] B0 P 1 5 B0y 1 SO 3 18] 3, BB
PE ML 5T/ 5728 e 5 AR R 8 2 {H (Non-Local
Means ) (1R 5 £ W5 4R BT T2T-VIT 5
CNN 1 P [6] R AiE $2 BOHE 2R . SEg 25 R 3R L 3%
WFFEAE A2 TF RO 5 B UG T 3 pg P RE
P& Tb SR TR RS B L SR, AT
FANAEAE—E R R, R E R E SR T SIS
PP o R R A s i 2 RO R0 o0
G, W s 0 IR A 22 A A IR B E S
DU TR B AE & 2 I 50 B iz AL e 1 5 S
PE o 535, R R WEFE K B X AR 1 B B )
B R R B ] SRS — B RO B 4
S R b PoRE=WILIN [N= R~ E alllBis I RN
[ERGEEAY-E 7 [ L T AN B WIS Brp VA s NI Y 2
RN o Jo i o T B84 A A A

B3k -
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