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Text Classification Based on Graph Neural Networks and Dependency Parsing

YANG Xu-hua,JIN Xin, TAO Jin and MAQO Jian-fei

College of Computer Science and Technology,Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China
Abstract Text classification is a basic and important task in natural language processing. It is widely used in language processing
scenarios such as news classification, topic tagging and sentiment analysis. The current text classification models generally do not
consider the co-occurrence relationship of text words and the syntactic characteristics of the text itself, thus limiting the effect of
text classification. Therefore,a text classification model based on graph convolutional neural network (Mix-GCN) is proposed.
Firstly,based on the co-occurrence relationship and syntactic dependency between text words, the text data is constructed into a
text co-occurrence graph and a syntactic dependency graph. Then the GCN model is used to perform representation learning on
the text graph and syntactic dependency graph.and the embedding vector of the word is obtained. Then the embedding vector of
the text is obtained by graph pooling method and adaptive fusion method, and the text classification is completed by the graph
classification method. Mix-GCN model simultaneously considers the relationship between adjacent words in the text and the syn-
tactic dependencies existing between text words, which improves the performance of text classification. On 6 benchmark datasets,

compared to 8 well-known text classification methods, experimental results show that Mix-GCN has a good text classification

effect.

Keywords Text classification, Graph neural network,Dependency parsing,Graph classification
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— N8 K BB 2 ) Sk ok R BRSO TR FE 2 ) N T A AR
WHE A T IR AR, E VIR E 14 CNN(Convo-
lutional Neural Network)" "7 RNN (Recurrent Neural Net-
work) 1PV A o 45 0 A R 2 5 AR i T SO 4y 2
FHRE T AU IS TR R . Kim ' i CNN
HREFU SR AR SCA I AR AL 3 A S 5 | JR) 1 BT 1 4 AR
R T 2R e TERI R O BRRIL T S 480,
Facebook A T BE#F 57 Be #2 i T FastText #HI19, F 3¢
AR PR A3 8 IR AN 32 A2 | REZ A A L2
W i A SO 1) 1 A 2 5 R BR E0Z TS ) 1Y R [ a7 2
B G FEf  Z M2, Zhang FHE I T —FpEE /N KL
JE Y SCAR 4 ZE B A Char-CNN, % 85 2 7] LUK 25 18 53] /9 7Y
FES SR OB M AE B 7T LS I L OF B A AR
RDFE DRGSR B, Tang 55078 GRU Y 2 fil
AR T — T SO A R I Y T B8 A e SR
FA) 25 A 2 TR 43 1 B SOR B 8 A 0) T EOCKR . T E A
H T i (19 % 35 6 1 CNN 3 LSTM (Long Short-Term Memo-
ry) KA A TR RIERFERET A F X HAERRMLM
GNN SR ESCAR A 21K . TextRNNURD R 2 7 RNN Al
Z B3R, BA M BEAZ T RE S A AL B A B Y e R AR
%IRRT T SUAR S RN BR . Wang F200 BB b4
[ 2% AR IR A 22 AR S 6 4 1 T — BT A AL, B R R A
A A 48 T 2 DA SCAR o S8 ISR B AR AE 9 40 A, SO R
L2 M 45 (LSTM) i 3 52 BURFAE 10 L

LA, i T E M & W 4% (Graph Neural Network,
GNNO PVl 52 08 b i 40 $h 5 S 9 R 0 ik &, JE 3 4 ok
Aub BAS HIL ) P 5 4 HOHE L FE TSR LA E |« F R AL S 4R AR
WA THRFNBR, HHZ3 THRENN)Z EHE. Gao
SR T AR Y gpool J2 145 & GCN(Graph Convo-
lutional Networks) FlH % Bliz 5 1 A& 4% B (hConv) 2.
gpool JZ 5% AT Il 25 1) 45 5 1) & S A o ] v 9 o i T R
hConv J2 A LAY 3 gk 32 87 9 A 2 504 E . Yao S84
T Text-GCN ARSI 28 YKL 3 A 1 o) 2 AR 318 SC AR 1 8L )
1) 3 B G 22 A8 B — ok S A L DI SOAS I SCAR L B S AR
PR B3 R A TR 90 2% 84 e SRR X ST [T T 6 AT R A
23 BRAF SCRS T R A ROR 1] E AT 43 25, Peng %Y
P T — i L T IR 465 1 TR 5 7 2] B Graph-C NN A A SC
A LR 2 ] Y St B 56 R v SCA SR B A, SRS R CNN X
PRI 190 66 3 A7 2 T il 0 SCAS 1 90 0 45 00 1 S5 R B 5 44 G
Fo WuSEP T DAGNN A5 8 H] F 85 38 S0 A 43 28 o 3¢
4 AR ARG P A R Al o S R B 0 1 S, A DR A S [R] 4335
B L oA 3 5 U1 2 40 2 TR0 o 22 I 45 o DA A 1 o 4 BBCRR AR DA 3
AR SCA 2, BIRBIAL A7 1 GNN #1755 200 #%
AR R R SR 1R 2 ) 52 2% BE R R w5 A IR T AL A DA 4R
Bl 2] 2 0 AR B A SO I L 2B T SUAS R AR B Y L
HL R RN W F A B I A AR A7 R 210 25 8 AR
EE . A THRULL E IR, FATTHR L T #7109 Mix-GCN 3,
A AR B A B ST A [N ) AR AT BT X A T 8 R AE
TRlG BRTE T U REUR

AICH) FZETTHRAN T -

(1) SCAS B30 4 8 Bl S L 3 IR AN AT I AR A7 L 43 A
A B b SR URRAE R 3E4T A 38 N Al A

(2) 44 SCAS 43 2 I AL L RL 43 28 [m] R, 4R 10 T — i F AR
G328 1 T B PR A R 2 W 45, ) 2 2] SCA I 45 14 # Fh 45 4

(3)Mix-GCN F| FH 4~ 2l 57 A9 GCN 2% 3] A 3L B i
AJARAE B 43 59 35 A5 P o SCAS T 1 o A T i, 8K I o T R i
AT HEAT O Al SR T T SO AR

ARSCER 2 AT FROE TR B 3 T iR A SR Y BT B
A AU 22 I 6 AR L 55 4 1T R AT SE 06 0 FURSE S0 B R B
gEe,

2 HXIIE

B AT E AT R 06 S0AR 43 S Bk L T R AT B i T A
M 26 M 25 SRR A TAEAFZE I B A TR] . 7R SCH H A A
TN A ey 82 R PR 25 4 4 SO 3 8 T A IR 43 26 1 )
BB ASCAR I AR L R A5 B IR T T SO 52AUR
2.1 XEET

IR E AR AL A HE AR AL {ER T B ML TG 1 X
AT LB A3, R 0 A T0 v T 492 088 P 45 P ML 25 27 20 TR BB 2 2T L
AL R =BT T 4 Fh SOA SRR AR, B UL SCAR R
A A, 3] 4% 4 #1027 (Bag of Words, BOW) |, 32 5 45 #4028
(Topic Model) . i fx A #1290 (Word Embedding) %5, H i
T AT Al SCAARE Y 3 B i i AR

Bengio 51 F 2003 4E HE T i & W 4% 15 AR 2 (Neu-
ral Network Language Model) , i #5 #1 7 2% 2] i 5 5 & f19) 7]
B Y250 ) & . Mikolov 2817 F 2013 4F48 H T CBOW (Con-
tinues Bag-of-Words Model) 4 % #1 Skip-Gram ( Continuous
Skip-gram ModeD) # B, Skip-gram B9 3= 2= A 2 H 24 [if i)
T L R 3¢, i CBOW #2748 55 Skip-gram #5281 Il 2k 77 5
W3 2, e 3 3 ) /1 R SCHUI 24 i i . 2014 4, Mikolov
DU LT Word2vee B RIEE H T Doc2vec R, i i 1155
Y/ e T T 22 ) 4 B Sk S WA /R B 22 ] 8 A AL O
S8 TR = R E R . 2014 4F Pennington %02 2 1
T Glove il [n] & J5 i 1% J7 1 3 F 4 5 il E A5 B Ok 2% 3 il )
B A F R, M I word2vec, B 7ER KRR EE _EA4R I T 0 )
A R B, Facebook T 2016 4 JF J§ T Fast-
Text!, B & — i) ] & 5 SCA 4325 T B, FI) B B0 10 55 2%
B SCAR 43 ZE TN R AE 24 3 19 J5 W dR AT SCAR 432, o L7 IR 45
G BE 10 ) A R T B L s m-grams S 4 /N2 PE A5 AR
TV IGE B R B M ) BE 25 {8, Tan 250550 48ty 401 ] 4% 3% AR 0
(Cosine Similarity) % &5 (Dot Product) 3 JIl 45 SC A #x A
FOR T T AR,

2.2 BEWHmEmM%

WAL S A G AE S P R EEY 4
BRI SCAR R 5 AT 22 20 . T G AR R R
B 6K A 1) 15 5 7S v A 4 I 4% s ) ) o A O R E S £
W25 B F0 A AR A B . X T AT Xk R0 4% kAT RN SRR L S
ME AR T ¥F ZHA, [N Perozzi 45 48 MY 4 J0 W 7B 6 75
DeepWalk'*"), Goyal %5 4 tH ) W5 B 2% > #L ! SemiGraph' ™/,
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— B LT o T 2 e R B TR ST A Y A B G s T A A AL
IR A RN o LA 20 IR 0% T L Ak B o) 4% 24 700 g = T L B A5 4
0, 3 2R G SR 3T S B A T I 4% 11 25 F KR AE , AT 45 )
[0 4 B i A ZFROR

BRI 2% (GCND J& GNN v 32 B i A% v T e ) 1) —
RN I g s B L | W R N S ok & I
Kipf 5 B BB & MK A F 2 3 KR £k 8 T
A EBORE GON EZ B 7 )73z () 3 IR ETH ALY
BEIREI RS | AR T AL B AR SR T I L G AE B 5
FNO B A AR DT R A 20N ML A BT AT S
IS N S e AN C N O W I o W P - S s DN A o
A7 1k (Spectral-based GCN Methods) Fl 3 F 75 38 1) & 3% X
(Spatial-based GCN Methods) , & F il daf i) B 45 B 07 325 2 M
5 5 v Je R R 7, 6 25 B0 180 46 B U ot B 2R 6 58
M E A% . GON SR 2 T 5 3 00 45 BRI 245 , 1 A5 ] DL i
FORAE AR FRAE BEAT IR > o 7E I TR 25 000 2% (1 ik il
FLE AR T 2 A BA B S AUE B R A A GNN B
BG4, Velickovie S48 ) 74 A 19 8 F 2 PR AL 19 B 1
J1 M % (Graph Attention Network, GAT)!M, 2% #5 %1 g 4 4
R ST AN [ B S A, LU Y S AT LUTE 2R B R AR I 58
i 5 7R B B4R 3 ; Hamilton 2548 ) T GraphSAGE™Y , &A1
RUE —HRA R RIERA K BT hop MARM(E A,
Kim 502 7 1 B A TR 78 1 46 (SuperGAT) » 1% A5 Y
FIHT B M B AL e T 340 B A A R B OR O B A 6] 3 Y
5, SuperGAT 76 X 434 15 7 30 1) 4B & i £33k 13 T B3R B )
B T DT 4 T ] i 25 I 9% A BT MR Y 2 o g
Alon MV &1 38 B B Y s 2 8 4% 4% 5 B AY over-squarshing
() R TR R O 1 s i O i TG AT A R B A A1 1 A EE 1D
AR TG B R AR, Yao FUVHEH T GAug A
BOHE T T HE S, S2HE ZR R L 00T 4 o 1 B R 5 Ik ok 42 T
T GNN W S kMae., 25 L#ET LR E
B, GAug HESR AT BY 3% 58 AT 2 7 GNN B2 44 Fn 846 4
Y HEBE

TESCAR G AT 55 o, T ol 8 T 45 ) LA 8 4 IS AR AR A
TEAR BE 4 Jmy G5 A0 A5 . 0 [ B, i 4R SCAS 1 45 44 {5 2 R0 5 ) [1]
P B MR G R AT AR A5 R AT A 43 2R RUR . Lhan, 3k T &
Mg 25 19 J5 1 TextGON H5 B AN Hh 9 i) A1 SCR A
TR B RS TR 1 — TR S A BT SO 43 2 ) A e
B AT A IR FE A SUAR 43 24T 55 T IS T AR T R .
2.3 FEANH

B 71 BL AR 5T B 25 BL 8 9% (Neural Machine
Translation, NMT) , - 8% ] 3z i H F A #4818 7 40 2 (Natural
Language Processing, NLP) #H 5C AT 45, 4 52 44 3 B DL K A 2
PRESE . TR @ Bk Bk Ul 8 A i iR S 2 E 2 i -
PEIURRAE , 10 3 0K 2t Bt 5 DA A 8% A B B A [ R )
PR 70 AR A B R L T LR R B R 2 (5 B . NLP &g
B T 77 WL R 45 S G 8 45 % B3 2% (Encoder-Decoder) %
RIS ST, G A - A B 2SR I 3 R e O v K — AL g
NI AR — A L L A% 0 J2 38 e G A 25 0 i AT B B L K
T 5 149 )5 3 i A B e iy s vh R AT AT, A5 B R 19 % R

R 2 AL A ROR BT T L2 T T £
TR I AL A AR A, DLAE AL BT 5 2% 9 4 45 . Sukhbaatar
SEUSTBL T — R A B D B R I 4% NLP AT 55
TETE MR G F 0 0 B 0 (9 iC A2 I 4% . Wang SRV T £ 2
TE 7 B S 4 4R R 1 22 1) B ] 3 56 3R L AR IR BRI AR
B Yang SR T — b H T SORY AR 2509 4 G 2 BL
il s IZATL T 7 53] ORI R - GOk SCRS R AT EEA, DT AT LA 4R H
M RMNEZEGEE. AWARESL T AEZHLHD R
A TR Z LR SCIE R 7T LU 3 BE AR [ I
T HFR A 28 B . Sun PRI T — AR U 2 Sk B AL
il B AN ) Sk R AR AN Ta) B PR Y 07 1 L 3% S I ) B PR L
REEEMA, BFR T T BIFAE S50 ERE. Misra 557 21
T — iR It A SO TE B I HLE (Triplet Attention) , 3% 7
B WL 3 8 Triplet Branch 4% # 4 3K 5 2k )3 58 5k 1T
S R AU I BLRT DAE S A Rk 2 A e Ny A
[B] AR A7 & . Ah, Triplet Attention ¥ GE L)L AT ZL & ¢ i1 %
FF 5 S 0 3 T R S ()R R HEAT SR A

3 ETEMENEMAERERRNIARSE

E1 0 B I SCAR 432 5 B 2 R SO BN A B 1 Tk
IR A7 2N 0 0 285 0 5 8 1% [ R, AV S 50 90 7 A il ]
S RGBT B OB R I B 4 T 5 B R L A R [ I 2R )
SCA 4 D S5 A8 A5 B DL R SCA I AL AE B o B SO I RR AT
FR B 25 B8 OSUAR A3 84T 55 4R e T A BAUR
3.1 AR

BEAREREMIR S ES L= L. VI RE
EV=0 vy | XARES X =(D, D, Dy}, HA5
ZESUAR S HAT 55 R 48 SCAR LA B SCAR D= {w,
Wiz e VAR — A T A T BRI AR 2 v o P SOAR Y B4
w,; €V, HMRE v €L,

FRATOY B AR SO Y 540 A 2 A SCAR I 45 % SCA
4325 (0] J5L 8¢ 70 i 1] 4 2HS T AL, 48 S TR ] M 2 I 4% A TR M-
GCN, H Mix-GCN % 3C A W 2% 1k 47 [ 43 2, 38 7 S0 A 43 2%
3.2 Mix-GCN B HE 22

ASCHE A Mix-GON SCA 43 BT 2l 3 38401
T 5 430 g ST A e 35 1] AT 3 40 58 R A A ol L SR I 4% R A
IR e SCAR AR B, BEHUZE A IR 1 TR,
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Fig.1 Diagram of Mix-GCN model structure
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AIEMAEIE o A 2 S Y R AR R 45 53331 2 3] SCAR S
VL 0 ) 125 AR A T ) 400 30 B 3R] G 2R R TR MR A 6 &R L 4 Tl 75 2
PIA™ B B4 B s ik A SRR o SR I T T 0 LR X SCAR Y R
TR A HEAT A AR e L IS0 S AT TR A L A5 2 X R Y SCAR
R E 1) ek e R 3 AR Rl SR K TS SCAS ] AR
B — AR KB SCA AR 1) A2 T softmax 9 2% J= BE 47 SCA
K,
3.3 XALHMEMAFKREENHEE

] 4 ) At e o U A AR Y R 5 A AR TR B 2 ]
B Tob JL D) s TR A 00 W R P A B A Y R Z AR TR AT AR .
A SO P B i) 6 5 10 D5 5 OR A EE AR AT 56 2 19 T 2R 2 2 3]
TR B R R T PSR SO B R 4%, FE T SCAR SRR AR

BT TR ARCR .
3.3.1 XAXIAR

e — B BE Ry n B SCAR TS, FRATH W= {w, sw, s s
w, )RR BE WA 1K/ o, 3 SO B R D R
mF .

(1) NS SO 3 vh SR R R R 4 L XA BRI 2R 5 3 2
S P B R A A R U — A LR SR — A R

(2) 8 B 1Y A SCA T 5 A 1) A 1 3l 6 10 epots B4
B ow MR w; flw, ZE—8 DS w, Flw, HESY
B RGEL ] o RN SEW S & A LI B

IR PIA AR w0, =7

i

LA “ Beckham is a football star who has won many
awards” XA F N B, B 2 45 H T — A SO B 4 Bl S0 A
LA 5

Beckham ~ who

won

football star many awards

B 2 SCA SRR Y #
Fig. 2 Construction of text co-occurrence graph

TEFEAT SCA ST S HI AT A 757 X SCAR AT WAk 2, 40— s
5 ) 2 g, [N AE B 2 ) b, HBE BT “ Beckham”
“football”“star”“who” “won” “many” “awards” {E Jy & H i) 35
SRS E N S & 0 KA 3. W, “Beckham™ il “ foot-
ball”7E [} — A4~ 8l i 1w, “Beckham” A1 “football” 7 4~ 2 Jil
W R AR — SR T
3.3.2 O ERAH

ARSI T H AR TE F B A B Al R 43 A A T Y
GRS Z G R . AR MRAT 43 BT 2 3 IR AE X &
X B v AR 5 SR AT 43 0T ) o R AR R A 1) 22 (8] R A AR
A AN ST RN ST OC R . A SR 0 HELAR 19 80 3 4 AT A%
stanfordCoreNLP X 3C A th (4 1) + i 47 4] 35 AR A7 53 B7 » 4% 3
A H AR — A T T 2% B S5 A . LA, S — A ) T Jack
runs very fast”, F] ffl stanfordCoreNLP 43 ¥7 1% 4] F, 25 B
Bl 3 n .

Nsubj Acomp

Advmod

Pl 3 A RAKAT P i #
Fig. 3 Construction of syntax dependency graph

MNIEL 3 AT LA MY, ) 2 43 A A 45 2R th R AUAR Hh T R 2
() A0 0 5% R, 10 A4 MR 50 R S, 1 runs” B fast” Z [
S “acomp” KR, KR E AT M b 78 . FRAT 3 B 1k 43 BT 4
SR SO ) 3 S A g vk 43 BT A 43T AR R 22T B OC R
il A b 3R 35 1) 1 22 I A A0 G R VR A SOAR I 254, B
AT A B B SCAR SRR B — A T L AT A
V&1 5 1T T 16k 25 0

) AT PR SCAR L B 18T 2% A 10 B i B T 0 SCAR AN )
77 T REAE BEAT AL, ST e g ] A o Aok R R B R A
A0 B 3] g S 3 A B 2 O T ) AR AR X LU R 2 R
ASCA B B 8 B Ry P BEAT 43 A . PR, AR SC IR s P D
PRI B o ] B 25 I ) 22 [ g AR 48 ¢ R FE VL OC R L DAl R T
Z I CARFFHETR B .

3.4 XARE#BHN

i i B R A B P K SO SO SR G = (v
EDRANEKAEE G, = (V. E.) . i X R SCR S Y 2 194
IR A RS o Hod V2 P SRS R S
AL G SCA M BRI E A E & CAILIE b E S 1
WA B0 Z AT R R E, SR RERAE B MR &

A5 P TP A T 4 R 228 0 4 D0 43 331 28 >0 TR A SCAR T8 2% 1 4
FEE A L A P A SCAS 0 2% 114 B 34 42 OC R R AT B IEUR &
5 DT A5 3] SCA B 1 i A R IR E .

Hy =0(AyHuWy) (D

H,_o(A, .H, .W.) (2)
Horbr Hyy 387 304 S5 IR i ik ACBE BE L Hy 3% 78 ) 1 MR AT A
R AFERE . H =X, XERY " 2K B IE — 25 A
N AR BT 0 L R OR BRI IR AR, A€
RVN AR 4R B . ou R AR 0 B 1 Z [ B /N BRI AN B
T S Z A E . WERY N RN ESH M 0 )
FR AR LM PO R K. A AR B Y 0 B S S
MFESINZ 2 E BRI L.

3.5 HEFEANHMEEML

SR FBREZ G, ATE R T 3R T B JR T G
HRAFRIR . 8 T MBI B 4548 Th 15 ) SCA Y R R 1) 1L o 2
M 30 B Y Y 3R ) B R A SRS Y P SRR L B T A A
FRon ) HATRSE 428 EIb AL R E RIE R
FIHLHFR G WAL W43 . BT B I HLI A & P 2 2 B
By e — A T 5% SCA i A L R] o] o A AR 42 PR AR 4, 55 — A
FHF 388 SCAS B — A PR i) i A9 AL TR R B X AR R
F T SO AA A Y T B TR AR = (3D TR

h. =oc(mip, (hi)) O tanh(mlp, (hi)) (3)

hy =o(mlp; (hyy)) © tanhGnlp, Chiy)) 4)
Hodr, o RARBIGEREBGmip, smlps smips smlp, T2 )2 B
ML s mlpy Fmlps T 5 ABE R B, mip, Fmlp, X1 5 R R
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BEATAR LA e s by, R SCASL B Hp 4 — 1Y AT YA 1]
Ly R FEARAE P R — AT AR B I

P 3t A A58 A9 X 7 SCAR R A 17 k) £ RO o EE B, TR O G
T LA 58 AT A AT i 1 248 2 4 2 B8 DR BT ) 6L 5 AT 2R A Pl 4
9 ) R I 1) ko 89 (Vb A AR i D A R e % T Rl AL D
KLEMNBEA R, B, AR P 7 X855 78X 454
T AT SR A5 I [ B0 45 £ R B R AL I T B AT

L. R WTF.
he, :(ﬁ S b+ MaxPooling (hy ks v+ 1)) /2 (5)
vEG1
hg, = (% 2 h,+MaxPooling(h, yhy ,+++ ,h,)) /2 (6)

Ho hy kg seee by R SCAR BRI SR A F R A ATk
4> 2R B ME K L ) 24 TR Kbk
3.6 HENHSEHRE

SERR b B ST A PR 2 T % B BB AR AR 1R R R [
o DA SCAS e B Pl v 1 Y 2 B ) kL OG R L A ) R R A T
R BRI R SO A A AR A O R o FRAVT T Ak e Y i) R
AN TR SCAS 14 495 AIE ) 5 U0 o] Bl A, R AR BT S, Y L E B
Koo AU ARSCHR T A & S A HRAE Rl A SR G AT [ B AR
SR @k NI NI By = s I N S (T N O N A= 1

h=a * ho, +(1—a) he, )
Hp,a 2— MG S 8w Gt Bh . e A8 T
A R il 25

B RATHAF B0 SCAR FOR 8] i ki A softmax 2 ik
T ARG, = () FiT /R

y=softmax(Wh+b) (€9)
3k fRe /NP RS SR 5 R BRIOKR I8 B A Ak B B
Y= — Yy log(y) (9

e () A () W R AT S HUE B 5 b 2 B ]
vy M5 DICERRE DRI B EE R §, v N
DRI ARZ ., B PR BT A S 8OR BN R
Adam #47HH AL
3.7 EBEXESR

ARBPENAR A 1 iR Bk A SCAR B
D S SCAR AT IS a5 L B SCAR bR 2y,

#Hix1 MixGCN

Input:D,y

Input Parameters:k,epoch

1. D<preprocess(D) { CAS Fi &b B )

2. Ay<—constructl(D, k) { # AL B

3. Ay <—construct2(D) { ¥ & ALK 17K )

4. X<—get(D) { 15 2 Wl i i &)

5. for in range(epoch)

6. Hu<GCNI(X, A {CAILIM g A2 )
7. Hi<GCN2(X,A») (AR %Ki A% )
8 hy <=Mixpooling(Hwm )

9. huy<Mixpooling(Hy.)

10.  h<AdaptiveFusion(hs s he)

11. yprea<softmax(m)

12.  minimize(1oss(ypreasy))

13. end
14. Output: y<Mix-GCN ()
3.8 HEIERESH

SCA 3 PRV AR A TR T R A R T {18 A ke T
B SBCh N, PISK EL 3E 5 505r 50 Ey R E, . Mix-GCN
T 40 A GCNL — A4~ GON 158 3c A St 3 [ 4 it ji] 42
FREEN OEDPY 55— A GON 8 4] 3 4R 77 B Y s 7] &2 2%
BER OCE:) . Bt A6 4 9 i 8] &2 2% B2 o O C2ND L BRI
Mix-GCN B B [H] 52 2 B2 OCE, +E.)

4 LI

AT R UEBIR A RO IRATTAE 6 DA R LT
SUAR 2K S8, 49 45 Ohsumed. R52, R8 Al Movie Review
(MR, i FH IE 8 324 S P 0 A5 8 P 6B 1 48 4 o

acc=M/N (10)
Forp, M 3R B0 TE B AR AR B i, N SRR REAR BB
4.1 HiE&E

R8Y, MR, R520%7, Ohsumed””, AG News !,
SST1F s 4 (915 Bk 1 g,
F1 LREIEERE

Table 1 Experimental dataset information

Dataset Training Test Classes Average
Length
R8 5485 2189 8 65.72
MR 7180 3554 2 20. 39
R52 6532 2568 52 69. 00
Ohsumed 3357 4043 23 135.00
AG News 120000 7600 4 45.00
SST1 8544 3311 5 20.00

MR:MR J& —A PR B 4 . A FEAR A —fE,
B AN R A IV IR AR 2 LR R T AR SRR

Ohsumed: Ohsumed $#5 4E € I T MEDLINE %4} g &
G BRI R G R ERE AW ES SR B SR E R
4t , Ohsumed 04 4 9 A SCRYREAER A 23 A9 9% P 11y
— AN MRIC . KBRITA 2 R4 R SCR S s ohsumed U8
53 3357 A UNZR TR 4043 ASIE R .

R8 1 R52:R8 #l R52 j& B 4t 21 578 A~ #5044 v 1 75
AT, RSA 8 AL ALHE 5485 AU ST AN 2189 A4~
OB s R52 A 52 AN, IF R 438 6532 A Il R SRS A
2568 A SCHY .

AG news: AG News B4 42 26115 196 835 4 %4l G )
CED IR A AG H SR A SO FEAS A 5 BR R
FHE AR T B SO AR W o A 4 A2 50,

SST1:Stanford Sentiment Treebank J&— 4~ 5 1718 %L
A MR BUREE Y R . ISR IE A F 1918 2K 748
5 2% A AGAEH E T O T L a7 U AEE R U
4.2 FERE%

LRET - 2P 7] 0545 200 S8 L 38 2% ) vh iy — Fh 3 ZE 0, L
EENE NS Ry

SVM™ . SVM IR 32 £ ) ik HLAS AL, J& F W58 24 ST HL A
B B R B AP T A S E R AL
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FastText"" ; Facebook $ H} ity — &b Pt 33 SCA 43 25 7 3%,
REA AT 3 A W 4% J25 A5 80 7 2, I R B

CNNET A5 A il #0125 1) GloVe i) [l 7 1 CNN [
20 i A SCAS HEAT i A RS FRERAE L B 5 3l 0 4 122 R AT
a3,

LSTM? 3% 77 ¥ d ] LSTM [ 2% $2 B SC 4 15 YRR AF
RIG A softmax HEAT SCA /325,

Text-GCNY % J5 1% fff F B8 A 19 7 20K 8 A 1 A} R
) i — i S 4 T R U 08 P IR A AR 2 I 4% 2 3T SCAR Y ik
AR,

SWEM) , — i ] B T 14 3C AR 43 2 Oy v . 48 1091 25 )
I i fA] SRt AR JE BLHEHEAT SCA A3 2,
4.3 TWBHESE

FE A SR B W B i sh B RN R 5, I B R
F R 15 B R KW AR B0 B 200, ISR 200,
) RIRCAT 200 A 5 g it A HE B2 Ry 300, Adam il 5
W4T epochs=200 ML, 2% 2] AT 4R 4k 0. 01, dropout
RPN 0. 55, AT K /NEN 40965 fEHIR o i F] RELU
AR LR PR WIS PR, TR A BB B f T 2 A B ] ik
AR A 300,
4.4 LR

2 2 0T A SCHRE BB DL R R LSRR i R . AT LA
i, Mix-GCN 7E 6 DR 4 D s 4 B IS 1 iR
RIEs R . FEBOR BUM e 45 A 0 RS Bdis 4 |, Mix-GCN ##
R 2 IER R HEA 5 2. 78 AG News $dli 4 I, Mix-GCN
R 43 JEIE 0 R HE 2 55 3. 25 L RTIR 78 9 A SUAR A 2548
A, Mix-GON A5 81 (g 5 b R Je . 33k 38 W P 2 T 4%
N T SCAR 53 2891 5] A SCAR I AE IR R B2 A R . H R
R AT B S GCN A 80 R fig X 23 (19 4 Jey 36 90 56 28 b 17 s e
It HAE R A RN B 456 % 08 T ME Bt i E R, it
AL FATE B Mix-GCN #EBIFE R52 Ml Ohsumed 3 4 B 1Y
T CR T H ,3X & A S R52 F Ohsumed £ 45 B9 SC R %8
K KIAWBEXRRENEE ATNFELHLES,

* 2 ARREBERISCAR TR IEFHE

Table 2 Text classification accuracy of different algorithms

S MR R8 R52 Ohsumed AG News SST1
CNN 0.7775 0.9571 0.8759 0.5844 0.9081 0.4364
RNN 0.7768 0.9631 0.9054 0.4927 0.9014  0.4225
FastText 0.7514 0.9613 0.9281 0.5770 0.9150 0.4261
SWEM 0.7665 0.9532 0.9294 0.6312 0.9106 —
LR+ TFIDF 0.7446 0.9531 0.8728 0.6218 0.8527 0.4035
SVM+ TFIDF 0.7569  0.9535  0.9231 0.6345 0.8829  0.3829
Bi-LSTM 0.7689 0.9631 0.9051 0.4935 0.8982 0.4765
TextGCN 0.7674 0.9707 0.9356 0.6836 0.9142 -
Mix-GCN  0.7850 0.9683 0.9417  0.6983 0.9126  0.4780

4.5 Mix-GCNHSHBREIRK

B 44— 6 2 BI4AH T MixxGCN BB 7E 3 8 dE & -
AR Z 8 0 KN myszm, 3 K LIE
ih ,7E MR,R8,Ohsumed X 3 4™ # 4 I, Bl 25 ¥ sh 80 0K
ANETIG I, Mlix-GON Y 43 28 1TE 4 5 S 1k 5 0 56 48 = )5 F %
Bk, LK S 0 B K el N R & R
Femg ., WRMW A ORE K, A E BN & O

4 B il M 2 B S BSOS B AR R I 2 AR
SAIE TN 22 4B AF B Rl 251 A5 20 28 T0 6 B AR S 5 T
B 0 BB /N R O A R B 2 b A 115 2
B SCAS B HP B S L BB A T RE 2 E R T L A — SE
TR 5 AT A5 G B A 5 B B SCA 2r Sk B
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Fig.4 Relationship between classification accuracy and sliding

window size in MR dataset
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