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STWD-DLFRD : Multi-granularity Fake Review Detection via Sequential Three-way Decisions and
Deep Learning

GU Bokai,LIU Dun and SUN Yang

School of Economics and Management, Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 610031, China

Abstract With the increasing influence of online reviews on consumer decision-making,fake review detection has become a criti-
cal task for maintaining the integrity of e-commerce ecosystems. Existing methods predominantly rely on static single-step detec-
tion, which overlooks dynamic feature evolution and cost-sensitive decision-making, leading to suboptimal efficiency. To address
these limitations, this paper proposes a sequential three-way decisions and deep learning-based multi-granularity fake review de-
tection framework(STWD-DLFRD). The framework constructs a multi-granularity feature space by extracting textual, behavioral
and social relationship features from reviews. Leveraging a hierarchical decision mechanism of sequential three-way decisions., it
dynamically identifies fake reviews with varying complexity levels. Experimental results demonstrate that STWD-DLFRD outper-
forms baseline models in both Fl-score and accuracy,while significantly reducing total classification costs. This study provides an
effective solution for high-cost-sensitive fake review detection in dynamic environments, balancing detection precision and decision
efficiency through adaptive granularity refinement.

Keywords Fake review detection,Sequential three-way decisions,Deep learning, Multi-granularity features, Decision cost

REAE R = o o B SCAS R AE 0 K U R B 38 K )
e WL T vk VRN IR IR IT IS 1Y 2K R R T IR 7R S
AP | SCA A 26 0 1 2 CLE T 55 60 TRTUL A B o LD S5 O TS
HIATIE X EOR, HH A B i SR 22 W 8 i A K
CESSYSE N N A S0 B & S T3 N & S LI R 'S
A FBERE R S BIF IR —E 22 R BR T SR KR

1 58

BB B 2 5 R PR A TR L TR ZTF IR B R B E AT
PRI B2 AR . SR T A R R Ak B AR T 4R
AR5 X T8 T L R SR (F BORIRPIH 2 R
A" A T 2l R &5 0 EL X R A AR R T

WRRIRE IR, 18 % — R A R 2L R A 5 xR
VI ARG I 5 12 Wi R L {H BB R AT I8 P 2 T B A B i
AR TR A M AR PP I8 X — AR 55 AR A T B A R AL A Bk
HET

LA B R BV 10 A I D7 vk TR By o 3 26 BT
ACHFAE B ST IN L 22 T F  AT O R AT B RS L DL 2 T 4 28 Y 4%

2R H . 2025-05-22 iR & H I .2025-07-21

AiERLSE o AR BT 9E JH ™ B AT O A AR 75 J B P 98 A6 I L o)
B E EEAEM ., B, an R — A AR S R A R
R EOEIE B4 A B R - A ROk T B
WL HSH P 5 AR PRSI R kA A — Btk
Fe BRGE AP A5 05 TR A B8 35 22 S0 L e A IR A E S E i
RELAAT AR IR I IE ™ . AR BT 5T 2 W1 )T £

REWH . EHRARBERAE (62276217.62402424) 5 U145 A SR B} 24 FE 4 (2026 NSFSC0445) 5 1 g 85 4% Fe A B}l 55 95 700 H (2682024KJ005,

2682024ZTPY021)

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (62276217, 62402424 ), Natural Science Foundation of Sichuan

Province(2026 NSFSC0445) and Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities(2682024KJ005,2682024ZTPY021).

G VE#E X E (newton83@163. com)



PP, 45 : STWD-DLFRD: 3 T 7 51 = SR 5 IR I 27 o) 19 20087 2 JE BT 46 Iy 189

HEAT W R4 22 A B MBI 4 X, HA XA B T 09 15 J8 A% 3 A
X AH KR A E MR ERAER S P AR K%
SO S A f , [ N A 3 R R B 2 2] B R X ik g R AE
AT TA KM . Shang 5577 76 BERT #8156 fify 1 % 3¢
A B A A9 AR Ok R B BB R 8 . Bhuvaneshwari %0
FIH CNN il Bi-LSTM 2 2 ¥4 (1) SCRS S R ALK 3047 1 1R
WA, Mukherjee 2507078 Yelp $U¥E4E EE S 5T N
FROE 08 S0P R A F R AR RCR A IR IR HED Yelp 093 U8
HL A BEAR BT AR AE . Tang 0Pk T 6 A FRAEH
FIAT R BYRRAE 345 6 T — A [5) I 55 0 310 4 R A 48 9 GAN
HE 25K I 1) B2 B P 38 . Manaskasemsak 45101 8 1 T — i 4y
T AT R B0 7 i o 38 5 IR0 P 0 RT BE AT S A = A I
HIES R Bl . Cheng S M 2 T - 7 B LA B Jo-1F
ISP JF T TR 2 I 4% 1 R R OPE IS R DUAE SR . He
AR M T — o R A T TR A ) 5 T A DA ST B R OG
F B PR IUE BOR AT R IT I8 0 IR B, Li S0 W]
e T 0 5 A T ok ) A ARV B R AR B & R AR B R
T TR A R 4 0 R BT I R I A A

38 A X B A SCHR 9 43 B AT R IR O AR R E
TR AR TFE—EW )RR, —Jrm, 2 A f
VIR NEZE ¥ i 1 I A P U B 0 0 N2 X [ G o
ZWE T K R B S SRR, B — . A TR KR £ LU
Hor RS BE S B bR . 200 T AR D B R R SR AR R R . AR
TETH X B R G st R AN B R EZ BN TEERE,
LR 7E AR R A, X T — 2 ] o Y R A PR, T
B A SCAS S AT R AR IR T X — L AT T SCAS O 2
W2 2% B R IT 8, W75 ZAK I 38 2 94T 9 G R A5 B A g iR
5 33 S S SR IO7 A4 G T B A 38 o T 550 TRt o S [RDRE B (1
TEA HEAT 2l A K, 0 W7 2 5 5 AR UE Z e R 5 B2 T4
WEE . AR — TS0 2R IR Z R B PR T L T
B = 3 % (Sequential Three-way Decision, S3WD) & i F )
AN 2 e 1) 0 SR A0 LA 4 Tk o O 3 R 1 T S AR R
R AP SR AR M O T2 6 0 R4 A9 M BB . Zhang 4577 R
n-gram i 5 BRI B T 2R Y BT = SR R SR R 4
BT RMER R . Chen 55187 S fif e 30V SR ) B0 v s 00 A%
M A B 8], B8 AT T A O B R 48 1 ) B =S R
WP, LR T — AR BUR M P T = X
PR T B AT NI R b T 432 25 . R, S g o i
A P38 8 W ) Bl 285 1 A SR AR M 1) R AR SO TR B =
KR IT

FeT UL BB AR SO T — B TR B = 3 g SR AR
B 2 AR B OIS R J7 % (STWD-DLFRD) . 1 56, Fl
% % #& K5 BERT.LSTM.CNN L K GAT #8544 k421K
207 WA PP AFAE . HOR L A5 B R B = SRR B 0 2 R AR
P T ZRR EZRENERRER, &5, FH R
VBB Z A48 b5 T X 2 B8 HE AT X Le 43 B, B diE T A
SCOT R A R

2 MEXR#=

2.1 FR=ZRE
= H Y% (Three-way decision, 3WD) & Yao 552 H 19—

P 3 TN R 2% 10 AN B D SR R B0 R AR R A
e S Iy AT AR 3l 2o S 3R AR R Y BT O i ke 2
ey B, il i Trisecting-Acting-Outcome (TAQO) 455 Al
AR EAD R 3 R GE 3O 434 3 A4, I XA [H]
B 53 2R HROAS [8) 18 D SRAT 9 T 4336 RS 5 X AR L (1 45 2R
TV R B i . HAEZR I a0 I8l 1 s

| | HEES) I | HEES, | | kS, | : A-Acting
%’(;i_ ?T_ij]?’l _____ 1 T_[;U_____ 1;I;u_;
_____________________ 5
| o] [FRo.] [0 | o-Oucome
|

\ AT 2 i B 5 R |

BT =30 S HE A
Fig.1 Framework of three-way decision

TH S PRI R T S SR e R . BRI
“OTTIAZ I B AL B BAR X A B 2R R 2
RERE 2549, O 38 1 — R 51 = S vk SR b B ok S BN H AR 1 8 2
325, S — U ATHE D SR B v, BT DL SR AR A i (5
B2 5 5y ZE M RE AR e o R B TR R 2 )5 - T3 R A b
ARHEATYRE o BEAN o 1% 7 Tk 58 I 7 P O AR v T AR
IR FERA , I3 2 50 I e /MBS PSR AR 1 B ARD
2.2 BXKERHE

LR Z R —FRRR R S S, i 2 BR K R B
0,1 1] 5 R 7R A [RATAR I B B OR R AE . 554 TR 3 o 0 &
LR RL Y SR, T 22 06 R R BRI A B — Ay
R AR SR RT DUGE S AN TR 9 G R EAT ORI 56 R U AY
ARG FE X ER X RRAE R WE G ER, K
W, 2 B F Ak B R TR 5 1k 206 R R IR AR A,

Tl
@ [ | )
' AR

T O zz#n
oo HEE
— =

./

F 2 ZXFREIEAEGIEL
Fig. 2 Structure of multi-relationship diagram

T I R UL AR SORE 22 G R KRR O — A 2 Tn R A

G=(V.X.{E.}*. .Y (D
Hir,Vv="{v , 0, | BARTEOCFRER; X={x1,x, N
WL S 5x, ER KRR T AL v W) d JEFFAE M 4G E, R
N r RRARMBNES ¢, = (v ,v) €EE FART HIBAETESS
BRrel{l, - RIWKFRY AN EREES BN E o B
A ZIhR%E v, €{0,1),
2.3 REFIHEAR

Bt 5 VR B 2% > $ R 19 %58 , BERT, LSTM, CNN #1 GAT
FIrEERT Iz B TR BT A I . BERT J& —Fl LA
Transformer H' Encoder 4% 14 2 £& Bl 09 T B2 W 1) 1 75 R AE

B
©
[E|




190

Com puter Science T HEHMLFF2¥:  Vol. 53,No. 4, Apr. 2026

A, A F B il K SCAS RRAE 5 TR A AU P, LSTM 78
TG R 22 100 26 (RNIND B il b5 1A 117 HL A 6 HC AR 5 Ak 2
< BE AR 170 80, g vz I T R AR T IR R I A . B AR
22 ) 4% (CCNIND G 3 Jry 8 % A2 BF AU e 2 b A S B4R L A
BT MBS M TR B M, CNN #A
L0 B 41l 2 4B S A5 B A BB T, 7E SCAS Ak BN R RT3 A T 45
SR L R AP ACRET A, B 2R 9 4% CGNIND (5 H 72 ]
SEA YR SR IOE B A RE Ty, ) v B TR RO iR R
AR Horp, BB 45 (GCND i i 45 B AF R 4 B b
TR AR JE T SURRAE ST E BRI AR RRAE TR L i I
= S M 4% (Graph Attention Network, GAT) 7E4Z 45 GCN ) &
il EBIA T EE AL E T BT R RECR A LBE
AR [ AR BE AT AR DU R AR TR . GAT W
SEARGEMRESL AN IE 3 TR .

\ Ju
a,
= @ concat | avg

sofimax,
B===()===0
alﬁ
ANy, b
0gdogoo00% ()
Wh, Wh,

B3 GAT 34 25 4y fiE 42
Fig. 3 Basic structural framework of GAT
EKE 3t GAT fEZ R R KT R AR R E 1Y 43 R
M, H, ETEMKRE r M T —REE,GAT @
S EENRBONE A E LI RNEE,

(e ]

[ LsT™

| @ o]

R RBUI RN
e’ =LeakyReLU(a" « [W;" « x"" Wi, x!"" ] (2)
3 — A 200

W — €Xp(e,(j“)

Y 25 exp(el’) )
EE N,

KENREMITHAERX N

2, =ReLUC 2 af « WL « x{"1) 4

U GAT 4 (1A R 105 O K P 9 01
R SRR IE AT B T R — 2B SRR O . 41 3 R
o B A B R

£ =ReLUW S, (1 V@20 1) 5
B R U SR B A o R 4 o, 7 P
G I — 1 2 L HRHE a” € RV LT L N ()
A v, AT R S 1R LT R T - 4T 4 S
oozl WM R LR TR - B v, 148
JE T RURRAE W0 WL AR B, D R R AE P R AR
WA T LA Sk T DL LB A 9 7
rEr s

3 BEFFRASERESRES TN S HEERIT
e

ARTERAR T — R TR B S SO MR 2 S ORI
REABRPPAEAG TN 75 1, AR &L 4 TR . — T, A R 2 R 2 5
FARSEBCT AR 5 R IR A5 B A 22 R K 2 R 1Y
AEZS 8], 55— 5 T FLHT R 51 = 32 e SR 43 2= DR SRAIL 1 % R
[F 7 2 [ia] PAY B9 9T 38 5 B0 i ke 5

T RERIE (FAXA |
S R BT ) |

e} ——

XRBo e |
HH s X5 H

| GATZ % — Bk (one hop)4T & ‘

BAHE, RIK A E L

% AR AR (BT R
S BOE )

Y
‘ GAT® %& = Bk(two hop)4T &
BAAE, MRABGE R

% Z R ERAE (RIAER
KA S R BT IR

L
§| i | [ Foewn || mirg |§ :

P 4 PP B = S0 M Ml VT e A DO HE 2

Fig. 4 Framework diagram of sequential three-branch fake review detection



PP, 45 : STWD-DLFRD: 3 T 7 51 = SR 5 IR I 27 o) 19 20087 2 JE BT 46 Iy 191

3.1 ETREFINBAESTEMAE

— T BRI R R BRI A 3 AT SR R
W AT R LR R R FE . ARBEIENRL)Z 25 1) 44 1 5t
RENWER BTN, BT HFEER.SRESHES R
Gr={Gr, ,Gr, .Gr; } ,7FiEHEEG N V=",
3.1.1 F—kKERTRMHE

FT T AR BE B BE A0 R I DF 98 S 3 SCAS 1 fiE A kR
PRI o 565 — L2 Tl R P I8 1 SCARHRAE , B 1R SOAR S5 1 oF
. AT SRBCE A I E W RRE 25 ), S T LR B R WL Y
W2 3] H AR LB BERT, LSTM Hil CNN, 3k 347 3C A S (14
HC, EK . S8 BERT 38 HUSC A 2 AE ., #5435 F1
LSTM #fi 3 1 F SCHIAE J1 L & CNN 4l 3% 7 3 15 B B4 fiE 1 ok
F OB R 2 R 0 SCAS 5 B 5 S5 6 5 R AT PR A S — R
2 Gri BTFISFHE

By =W(CNN(BERT((text)) DLSTM(BERT (text))) (6)
Ho h R PRiE v, FERL)E 55 8 Gro MFRAE W S BUER 40 15
DN PrH A,
3.1.2 HoBEERMHE

2 B 28 38 SCAR O 26 1 VT Ve AR R A3 3 S A AR A T
SR TR — B A PR AT O AT T — R
JESCAFRAE B L A T A N Tk 9 AT AR AE . T
. B R U T AT O TR SR AR B A TR AT IR Can P
P HAT N SRR EE L AR A REIR . Nk, o T
L A U P R EAT R R T A ETFIHIRNE X RR
AR S PIR R B R T H AT R 5 iR I,

XH KA BN TAT N £, 5 1 —h )2 TR R e
B BRI AR S £ 3¢ R B MW R T SURRAE

SVt o

X =W Df,) %
o, x5 v FEER AN 0 2 (IR L ERE, £,
RN T BERE WA v, BIAT HARRAE W A E AR I

e A 3 ) W 4 7 22 06 R B Al AR AT I8 (Al Y 6 &
5 B M2 BT 0 R AE 25 8D, TR BIAT b 8 e T . B
RS WA SRR x80 E — B E R E 2 5 H B
L E] — Bk (One Hop) &P & 7 S 095 B ORMES K EM
FREZS 8] Gry o

K =x" =GAT(x{") (8
3.1.3 =k ETAMAE

H T RIBARVEIE A 52 00 7 o K BOVE I8 2 4 LA B E
THMRIER AR R RE B W X 20 P M2 43T, b
HAEZ KRB LW — R E R PP Y 2 0 4 & 19 A B
KREMEEFEB SR 2, Bk, b T 45 6898 11U+ 38 X
REEIFISWAESS 0], 658 3. 1. 2 9 I JL Ak L 3@ & B b &2
50 28 P — R A AT REAE SR A T Tl 2 — Bk (Two Hop) 4B JE 1Y
RFAE A4 3 D AR =2 B RFAE =S ] G

B =xP =GAT(x{") (€D

WO M BRE RS TR ZKIFIRMNEER
PLRCEATZ MM 22 B R i B vl R B A S R R R w
MBS .

T BRHT AR ST T — A HAT =2 R R A5 )
(Gry »Gry ,Gry) . Horp 38 3 X 07 i SCAFRAE 19 $2 50, JE B 35

HLKLBE B RRIE 25 18] Gry o 3K — J2 7 A6 00 46 1 B ) | A 3e i
B — SCAS R L RE U A9 R BPE IS . A A AN T
FEWIAT AL R 7E 2 56 AR B b AT — MR SR 4K 4 3 Hh T A0k
JERRFAEZS 18] Gry . —BRRAEM T A TFIE 5 H AR TE IS W)
MG AR L REAS AR L b S W i P 0 e AT DA R AT
S BERITIS . 5 T EOR RS RO R M 5
T [l L 4 3 e KL B A AR AR S ) Gry . R RARAAR T £
ASTVEIE Y A5 S, T 336 26379 i) f) 32 T G R A A HH BT 418 A A
b [R] /F 28 B 15 B0 L R4 52 56 R 57 1 R ARPRAE
3.2 FR=EXERTELENTTE

Fp BT = SR ARV A T A A 7 T 30 5 R 2 ST A 3 Y
2R FE AR 23 18] L 32 FH 40 TT IR 27 19 ke 3R S8 AR S B B 19
R PP AG I FF AR A £ — B2 A R0 4 BE  FI BT iR 2 5 s T

HE BT IE .
3.2.1 BRZ L kRt

MRS 2.1 9 A B M B 3 AVRZ B RFAE 25 1) Gr=
{Gry,Gr, .Gry } . HH Gry A Z . Grs HEAKLZE,
RIS IR EARR A V="{v v |, KEE
O={X,— X} FR L PR LR, X F— X 5] R B
WP MBEBIFL N, Pr(X, [v)EBRERZE Gr, Lv, BT
FSEIT IR AR

BT T 5 B = 3 R BT K I ) S A 9RO < AE A
B R AR K08 B T H SIS I AR Pr(X v,
50R0)2 B BB Cay s B HEAT HEE, 4% 1 %6 A T 19 37 38 SR R
AFERREIT R HA apax Fay 537 51 3R R 8 PF 6 8 45 5)
1E3 POS, (X) (FLAZPFIS) il NEG, (X) (i {837 8) flil 5t
B BND, (X)3 #4731, 4 Pr(X, | v)=q M. % v, R4 2
POS, (X) ;24 Pr(X, |v)<<f B, v, R4 % NEG, (X); &
v, %4 Z BND, (X)),

B AT — 3 1Y 2 0 T3 A il S8 1 T 38 L 7 R BUE R
ey 2, B SR AR 2 5% T £ AR IEAE B AT e Ok
T LA B o DA S5 HURE 2 B 35 410RE 2 1 2o A2 o, 1 3 50 5 ) 43
FIPE B SR Wb B e i e — )2 AT sE ekl 4.
3.2.2 BMEHEA

HT HAER I FEFR 1 AT =3 B e R I
AR, For e Al Al 3 B R ARTERLE G, L35 1F
WA B SR ap »ax s an PESRAT R ITAHT s Aby s Al Al 3 11
FRIERLZ Gr, I BV R IR R E ap »ax san PERATH
R .

1B A AN A R

Table 1  Decision cost matrix
_ Wb
REATN ————————
XP) — X(N)
ap /\{;I) A{)\
ap Ay A
aN A A

BT TESE 1R SR BUR W) TR SR AT S 19 J0) B8 il A T 3
R

cost(ap | v;) =2 Pr(X|v,) + A Pr(—= X|v,) (10

cost(ap | v;) =Ap Pr(X|v,) + A Pr(= X|v) an



192

Computer Science THEHEL2  Vol. 53,No. 4, Apr. 2026

cost(ax | v;) = Pr(X|v,) +APr(—= X v,) 12

AR DL 307 e 3 FIL 90 100 $00 B 450 2 e /D 9 DU 35 B 0 R
A Fe/NAT S g e AR B T 52 L T LAAS B A0 T e S AL

DU cost(ap | v,)<<cost(ay | v,) H. cost (ap | v;) <cost (ax |
V) MR IRAT ) ap 5371830 23 B 1E 485

)W costay |vi)<cost(ap | v,) H. cost(ay | v,) <cost (ay |
Vi) JUSRIRAT B ap ¥ VI8 000 43 31 i 8L

DU costan | v,) <cost(ap | v;) H. cost(ax | v,) <cost(ay |
vi) MR EAT B ax B IFiR 30 4 2

BEAL 76 B ABPE T A 0 o i o, e P R AT 1R A 2 Y B
SREAR 8 T S AR ) W g AN T T B R0 TS T AR
R SUNF TP E A B 8 B B P36 U0 o B 923
W AR SR TR ST U R kR BRI AR AN .
A O<A%p A% <TAkp » 0ANy A <Aby s Ay <<Akp

FET LT LIRSS LR R LB o, 1B

— (/\f’N 7/1{5.\1 )
Oy — A + Qe — Abp)

ﬁ _ (/\lls.\l_/\/\'.\f)
! (A/B\I_A[\I\])JV»(/\!\IP_A%P)

TTLAE 5, B R 0 380, 300 580 00 P30 250 7 e /L
MOKFRZ Gry .4 o, =5 =0. 5, Bl 7E S 400002 B 1T —
PR, ¥ Pr(X, [v) 5 0.5 AT AR 2 Pr(X, [v,)=0. 58,
v, X5 % POS, (XD, T A Y Pr(X, [v)<<0. 5,4 v, X
3% NEG, (X) ., PFig MK .

3.3 Hik#k

AR SCHE Y e B = SR ROV e A T O ik R AR
BE1Pn, ZBERETZXRZER S 2B ESIHERD
A 3B A R IO AR IR FR1E /3 B B Z R &
PEARAE SR Y R BT IR A I AT, BE— 25 Hh R P Stk
R 1A EARL, 43 0 6 RN R Y PRI SR AT = 3R A R IR R
—ANRLZFEAT Z 3R 43, T 58 BN BT A PR 4 26
&3 1 STWD-DLFRD # il E 42
A GEEES V.2 X RE G AN FE COST. BZH L=3
By Y245 R GE B POS(X) , 7 NEG (X)) , B 73284 Totalcost
L./ /WA AR AE 42 1

2. for each " vi€ V do

(13

Q

(14)

3. it BERT A2 it A T 4 o™

4. it iF LSTM 421 E T SO AE o 5™
5. i it CNN R IR SRR e

6. PHEARAE b < W e [>T D™ ]
7. end for

8. for each 715 vi€ G do

9. PHEAT W x| <~ W Df,)
10. end for

L1,/ /2000 BE AR AE 25 () 4 3
12.//H0 2 1. SCRFEAE

13. B 4H T by

14, //K0)Z 2 AT R HHAE

15. for each 17 £ vi€ G do

16, —Bk GAT %4 :h" < GAT(x(” .G)

17. end for
18. //Ki)2 3438 6 RFFAE
19. for each T & vi € G do

20. Bk GAT R4 .h” ~GAT(x(V ,G)
21. end for

22,/ /¥ B =3P

23. WA AL 58 : BND<V ., Totalcost<0
24. for ¥iJ2 1=1 to L do

25.  for each v; € BND do

26.  HFEEARMREPr(Xi[v)<o(W -« h)
27. if Pr(X;|vi)=q then

28. # vi A POS

29. Totalcost<—Totalcost+COST|"
30. else if Pr(X;|vi)<@ then

31. H vi A NEG

32. Totalcost<Totalcost+COST,
33. else

34. 1R vi ] BND

35. Totalcost<—Totalcost—+ C( )STlde[
36. end if

37. end for

38. if I=L then

39. X4 BND Y PR 58 i = 40 2%
40. end for

41. return POS(X) « NEG(X), Total cost

4 LWHERSHN

4.1 SRIGEE

ARSI FAE AT M b Yelp £ 24 8R4 Yelp Chi, %
BRE A Yelp A Y U 5 580 1 A9 45 954 282
T AT (9 i g PF s G BO S iFie (L5 Hob gk
BT 5 o 14.5% . SERRE AR AE 4 4 2 1 B L R 43 Sy
YIS AR AE . i T 80 19 28 00 OR SF- 4 1) 8 4 7™ 5, B
A A B 5 2R /N HE I 2R A T SR A 5 W R AT R LI
B B — /N ORI v B BIL SR R R TR R A O R AR R
AR

T ot B AT AL B, 2 B A5 AR RN Al B S04 L 17
B RIT H K B R 512, IRl 4318 25 4% SC AR #6 #  BERT
LAY G 3 e (4 T8 3, U IS 820k WUR JE SCAR RAF . M4, S 3%
SCHRCA0 TR ST FY 3 14 4 N TAT M ARAE, I 558 — ki J2 12
HUAY VR BE SCAR FEAE DR AT il B L 41 22 5% 2R B 0 B T AR AE
ARSCH SR A S~ E N x” ERY,

AR ARV 5 P 7 B AR A OCER, X
S SCHRLA1TMIFSE R T DO N S M Z X R KL IR
BT FILFER . DR U-R . % 3 i [ — 0 % A6 (4 B A
Wit ;2R T-R, 8z [ — = & F [ — 3 4 N & A 9 417
Ws3RS-REEF — 5 FIFs—8irie. 3 MxXzEs
BB T £ R B 49315,573616,3402743 4530, &%) &
FRAMERANBE. LE GAT WEZE LK =2,

BEAN R T SR AR SC TR A R B BN R L A R
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B TR 5 Amazon bR A6 B RIS RO AL O xbix AR BE 5 TSR AG 2T AL 15 AR
BOREMAT B PR . 2R A ET 11944 £IF 4.3.1 Rl F K47

S, 2 Bk 42 T8 3R %, 8 “helpful votes” 1t 80% By R 1 1 9P 92 K W 1% 47 44 . SR A Precision, Recall, F1 {H
FRic R P # “helpful votes” /b F 20 % B R 9 R VE H 3 A F6 A ARG I A SR ATA
FULHRRVER S S L 9.5% . EE LG T RUH M T Precision— —LP

) ‘ i i recision= 5T Lp (15)
MEZXRE, IS B4 ]EE T FILMER . DU-P-
U B2 1 38— AR 72 6 o 2 S AR B P 5 2)U-S-U Recall= 5 (16)
=N E DG — KA FE S 3 U-V-U., il Precisi ‘
_ L o o N Fl=2% recision X Recall an
id TF-IDF f & fr & H 5 0 2F 8 SCA # R0, I 3% 432 0 Precision+Recall

SUMAHP . 3RS MIE T £ % & B 1175608, Hr, TP,FN,FP Fl TN 45 A B IE 1 A 6 8 1 i) i B
3566479,1036737 kil . HeJa B T AL HE SCAS FNAT A R AE B IS B .
B 25 4 A T 41, 3 2 LSTM fil CNN #2 B 5 1R 2 1Y 4 4.3.2 ol R

TiE 1 A 55— R 2 B RRAE LA B 22 06 2 T ) B 19 S5 AR A ST VA BT B R B 5 T ARG AR b B A L S
4.2 FR=XBEEKEE AT B JeAUH A F 3 0 R AU P B R 8 AU

T8 USSR (B AG I 3 57 b o B B IR I O O RAE G — B2 14 5 o AR RAE R PSR AR 2 AL e
WM I = T ESGTR WO R BOF e AU iRy LnF .
ZARM I i T HE R P AR . LU, AR SO 45 SCik[43-44 ]
A SR AR R A i ) SR SR AR T AR 1) D ok 4 i e SR
R HERE N3k 2 fral, Hovh 1<

L L
TC= X COST, = > (COST'! +COST) +COST?) (18)
=1 =1
Hr.CcoST} .COST) 1 COST} 43 5l F2 m 726 1 Ri )2 K P18 %l
A3 B TF 88k | 67038 R SR He SR AR

£ 2 YR A 5 B TELES L RERM AL T, 4 counthp » countip Fl
Table 2 Declsion cost matrix countly 5} IR AL ¢ B LA U F R 43 5 IE B 6
Iy FhERY Ui 56 38 B+ counth » count il counti 43 W) 3 75 75
X(P) - X(N)
o Y- =70 55 DRZ OB R R PE IS R 43 3 0 L 6 3 A0 i R A PR S 2K
ay A =11 A =61 i, MR, A M COST, Ko ARk~ 343 25 ATC 1931 5 X
ay Ap =30 =0 A
4.3 TR COST, =COST’ +COST) +COST?
AR SCHRE i (VTS AR U 7 5 1 AR FE T 4R o 0 (BT = Abp countip -+ Ay countip - iy countiyy +
T BRI 3R, I B AR AR I B A o BRI o AR S o DA 00 i R A Abxcounthy + Al counti + Ahi countiy 19
ATC= rc (20)
> countby + county + countlyp + counthy + countiy + countly
=1
4.4 LWHREHW SLE . EF X Amazon BUHE AR A SCIEE BT SVM CRRAIE & BL . 97
441 A FEE U N T . LSTM A+ CNNCRRE BB 91 46 N T H-E) ,GAT

ST B AR SC 5 1 B R APE L B X Yelp BdE 4R . CERAEZE B0 90 38 N TARAE) , LSTM+CNN+GAT CRE 28 1L .
ARSCIEEL T SVMURHEZEHL : X 3CA) ,BERT+LSTM+ CNN WIIGR N TARIE) 4 FhBE S BERY HE A7 X5 L SE 80, iy TRk B Ay
CRRAE S B A SCAS) , GAT CRRAIF 38 B . B B 32 4B N T35 45 WA TR JRAF T, PR A3 AN U 8 T 1= 43 264, D
FRAE LG SCAR A AT M ARAE) . BERT + LSTM + CNN+GAT 8 AL =30 A Aby =70, A A4 Y Y S2 36 3 b 45 R 3 3
CREAE 38 T« 5 2% S 50 5 S R AR [R]) 4 o 6 2 450 0 38 17 X b Jii%l ., STWD-DL 7EAS [RIRL 2 1 43 2 85 SR 3% 4 i3,

3 AN R A S0 X L2

Table 3 Experimental comparison results of different models

Datasets AR Precision Recall F1 {1 7~ FH RN
SVM 0.692 0.621 0.655 225830 24,048
BERT+LSTM-+CNN 0.754 0.662 0.705 202360 21.549
Yelp GAT 0.725 0.658 0.689 217590 23.171
BERT+ LSTM-+CNN-+GAT 0.783 0.686 0.731 197670 21.051
STWD-DLFRD 0.814 0.710 0.758 187485 19. 966
SVM 0.711 0. 647 0.677 51830 21.816
LSTM-+CNN 0.772 0.689 0.728 50330 21. 201
Amazon GAT 0.755 0.677 0.714 50860 21.412
LSTM+CNN+GAT 0.812 0.701 0.752 49570 20. 859
STWD-DLFRD 0.837 0.737 0.784 48800 20. 547
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F 4 STWD-DL R [alKLIZ 1 43 2 45 1
Table 4 Classification results of different granularity layers of STWD-DL

Datasets B # a; B TN TP FN FP 1 £ Hr B AR A

1 0.9251 0.1566 504 2365 806 564 5151 89415 89415

Yelp 2 0.8576 0.2528 409 1747 552 387 2056 64210 153625

3 0.5000 0.5000 295 887 683 191 0 33860 187485

1 0.9312 0.1728 127 665 215 144 1224 23580 23580

Amazon 2 0.8485 0.2735 112 447 121 91 453 16755 10335

3 0.5000 0.5000 76 216 137 24 0 8465 48800

WA 3 AT AT R SVM SR R B e 2, R b BN A A M TR) R Y O . e AL A B T 1 S kT T

£ F LSTM,BERT,CNN Fl GAT % ¥ 88 48 BUE 2 W ¥F 8
R, SO M E AT R i PF I8 K U s BERT + LSTM + CNN +
GAT WBCRM T BERT + LSTM+ CNN Ml GAT, X W 1
ARIT e BA & 24, SR BUE 2080 /YRR AR AT B TR 00 18 1B
P8 STWD-DL & F1 {51 Recall {8 b A T B 4 KL £k ki 70
XERB T B R AL A R T TR DR s #E — 2P
STWD-DL Ry & 43 2 A b 35 % T HC Al A5 AL, 3k 158 WAL £k A
43 2 U SR AL 7E B AR T 53 9% 5T R 0 TR e A AR AR T 4
FRMr . INE A TTLUE 55— 2 10 SR A 52 300 3 W sl
7B XU T E B =SSR A I SR P AL e 42 A AL
A HE R R B9 B e FRAE . AL A B AN E L ST T
AN TA) A2 2% B 0 AP 1) sl A G I A BB AR T AR AR A
4.4.2 ERER

Y0 B UE AR ST I 0 A% 2 R A 1 A ROPE L HE
Yelp 4L FHEATT 6 AIHALSLH . & 58, NG TER 2 K &
B4, %3t T STWD-DLFRD-T il STWD-DLFRD-TB ¥
ASCE . R T STWD-DL J7 vk # v 19 3 J2 5 1F 25 4],
STWD-DLFRD-T { fiff I 55 — i 2 (9 F¢ iF (SCA R#AED , B i
FTHRAE-Z.REMEEREEN o =p=0.5,1 STWD-DL-
FRD-TB Wi ] T 55 — F1 45 — % 2 B9 4% AF (oA R 4T J 4%
AED s ok, S BIE = S e S AL A A ot B TR T R =
TR AL Y Single-Step-DLFRD # # , 1 3 1 2 = 4L J2
HYRFIE FEAT — 20 28 R 55 e O B IR T8 B2 27 0 2 10 1 A AL
P B E T 3 X M, BiAW F . STWD-FRD-TF
H TF-IDF # 8 BERT #2& WU 3C A HE fiF , 3 4 O/ 35 A 48
STWD-FRD-BERT # & 7 LSTM 1 CNN. H # i H
BERT #2 B Y 3C A< K¢ AiE 4E 55 — KL 2 7 4E s STWD-FRD-
GCN H] GCN # 1t GAT %t £ 3¢ R B 47 R fE B4 . T Al
SIEEERANE 5 A,

%5 HMIRER
Table 5 Ablation experimental results
A Precision  Recall F1 1 Y ERTITI
STWD-DLFRD-T 0.754 0.662 0.705 202351 21. 549
STWD-DLFRD-TB 0.788 0.691 0.736 195578 20. 828
Single-Step-DLFRD 0.783 0.686 0.731 197670 21.051
STWD-FRD-TF 0.795 0.699 0.744 192556 20.506
STWD-FRD-BERT 0.791 0.691 0.738 193289 20.585
STWD-FRD-GCN 0.801 0.702 0.748 189156 20. 144
STWD-DLFRD 0.814 0.710 0.758 187485 19.966

M 5 TR Y, e — B SCAR AR A2 LR 2 2k i 1B
IR TIAAT A0 C R AE A B T4 R B OCR X BB T
EZ2 8RS R SN0 N CIK (DI R Qs 3213 v 1 = s 73
RABBEAR T BP0 AU BT B = SR

B B R BE 2 S F R AT SCAR KR AE Y 32 HUAT DL 08R T
SRR, HARBCR RRAE B AT 4 A R R M, A
FE PR AIE /9 B2 I A2 b 51 A VE B HL A AR 1Y AR IS Y
SRR
4.4.3 GHm

b — 25, S T I SRR R K R M S Y BT X
Yelp AR EBE T 3 392K . STWD-Replace 18 i3 B 12
FAF (N “ excelent” B M “excelent”) » UL K f#i F| WordNet #
o — 343 IR (UK “ good ” B “ great™) , 7E 2 £ SC A
TEA MR ; STWD-Insert 38 i3 78 SCA Bl AL AR A b 8 3 8507
H AR ; STWD-syntax i 13 B HLAE 4]+ o iy 308 — 350tk
LA B 30 8 8 1% 3t A P 1) B 25 ok i AT IR B IR IR R, R R T
JE LR £ FE AR AR AL B 5 TR .
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Fig. 5 Noise testing
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