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ABSTRACT

Domestic and international social media platforms have become the main channels
for the public to access information. However, the convenient access to information has
also created favorable conditions for the spread of false information. The public’s ability
to identify rumors and fake news is relatively limited, and blind dissemination may cause
harm to social stability and public interests. Therefore, it is crucial to efficiently and
accurately detect rumors.

In recent years, there has been a continuous emergence of rumor detection methods
based on deep learning. Among them, a large number of rumor detection methods uti-
lize the structural information of rumor propagation and leverage graph neural networks
with powerful expressive capabilities to extract high-level semantic representations and
discriminative features of rumors, achieving outstanding performance. However, the suc-
cess of these rumor detection models comes with significant costs. In particular, the an-
notation of rumor data is time-consuming and labor-intensive, making it hard to acquire a
large amount of labeled rumor data. Faced with a shortage of labeled rumor training sam-
ples, various carefully designed rumor detection models may face the risk of overfitting,
exhibiting poor robustness and generalization.

This paper addresses the aforementioned issues and presents the following research
contributions and achievements:

(1) A rumor detection model RD-GCSL based on graph self-supervised contrastive
learning is proposed. The model considers rumor detection as a graph classification prob-
lem, employing the method of graph self-supervised contrastive learning and designing
three graph data augmentation strategies considering the characteristics of rumors. The
method first applies two types of data augmentation to the original graph to obtain per-
turbed graphs, which are then input into a graph encoder to obtain graph representations.
By judging whether two perturbed graphs originate from the same original graph, positive
and negative sample pairs are constructed to establish a self-supervised contrastive loss.
With the aid of this contrastive learning method, the RD-GCSL model integrates super-
vised classification and self-supervised contrastive learning tasks into a unified frame-
work for end-to-end joint training, aiming to capture more intrinsic features of rumors.
Experimental results on three public rumor datasets demonstrate that the RD-GCSL model
achieves better performances than other baseline methods, alleviating overfitting to some

extent and improving the model’s generalization and robustness.
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(2) A debiased self-training framework with graph self-supervised pre-training aided
for semi-supervised rumor detection is proposed. This framework adopts a self-training
approach to enhance the performance of semi-supervised graph representation learning
methods for rumor detection under limited annotated samples. Specifically, the frame-
work initially utilizes contrastive or generative graph self-supervised learning methods to
perform self-supervised pre-training on the rumor graph encoder using the propagation
graph structures of a large amount of unlabeled rumor data. Then, it utilizes this pre-
trained model as the initial model for self-training to reduce the generation of erroneous
pseudo-labels in the initial stages of self-training. Additionally, to address the issue of
pseudo-label sample selection in self-training, a pseudo-labeling strategy based on self-
adaptive thresholds is designed to improve the quality of pseudo-label sample selection.
Experimental results on four public datasets demonstrate that RDST significantly outper-
forms other baseline models in semi-supervised rumor detection tasks and maintains good
performance even in scenarios with very few labeled data, validating the effectiveness of
the proposed debiased self-training framework.

KEYWORDS: rumor detection; graph representation; self-supervised learning; semi-

supervised learning; self-training
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TOTAL UNIQUE MOBILE INDIVIDUALS USING SOCIAL MEDIA
POPULATION PHONE SUBSCRIBERS THE INTERNET USER IDENTITIES

i [ @

8.08 5.61 35.35 5.04

URBANISATION vs. POPULATION vs. POPULATION vs. POPULATION

57.7% 69.4% 66.2% 62.3%
80. 817, 56. 117, 53. 547, 50. 442,
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o eltwater

el 11 FEIB AR S I 1 o PR B )

Figure 1-1 Statistics on the usage of the Internet and social media!!
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FAE, HIS ATEREY %5 AR, “rumor” —mBREM “WE" o
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rumor (UR) J2HEIRNGTHI ALK LT I0IE, HEEMRH, 1M non-rumor (NR)
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Source post

L@ A snake with three heads

has been found in India.

REPOST COMMENTS

Related posts

: | Oh my god! It's terrifying. .. | |l&. it a variation of snake? | :

: | Fake! The picture has been PS~| II[ is nothing but a figment. I .

| How can a snake has three heads? I |Is it true or false? |

) |]I 1s fake which just a normal :nnkc.l | Really? It scares me! |

Pl 1-2 IR AT — U = g e ) )

Figure 1-2 An instance of a rumor on the Sina Weibo platform !
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T 5 Rl 5 ARE S AL PR — A TAE 5 I, BEE LS I AN LA fE
GUSATR PO RE AR B KA TAEXS A shifi SR b Tt o 1R
XL TARMIAN TR A b BeA I A O AS [R5 L, R EOATRs [ A AN 2 5 R AH ¢
WSS BA N =R (1) BETHRHE TRERESa 2T ik; (2) BTEE X
NN E PRI Tk (3) BTl w RS M IR > itk 18
JEEEAS T HH R0 3 DA E A ST R TR 4

12,1 EFHEIRENESEIRFEIFE

LI VR AL I T 32 BV 5 R SCAR NS ARl PR B AT R
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SRR SRR LA ) W E BRI AT R . Castillo 45 A AE Twitter $¢
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PG AR A P T A 428 5 R ] BB i — D s A B S B S R LS
(G

A RIS R B R TRE R BL AR > T 3R B ARAE VR = 1Y B SR B ER
THIFCRA IR, (B2 A R kil TR0 Tt itk X 28 N TRFHIE
TS G OHIPRE, BRI, H HARD) BN LR Gy Al R o
FEVEFRFE. BEAt, AR TAEP B SEE T i —, 05— Hdla 4 Bir e B
IR IEH AR R rZ AL Re I EARe Jr. Fr IR SR g, BATE
FORBE N BB Z . TR EE S I A R RAE R A i sk, (HATTREA 3R
KB TRAERYRAL , [R5 M 5 A AR LA TSR Y SRR RE T B A4 SR IR o
AIHE B RTE AL PRS- U S A R Gy, i S5 A I A S AR G B
FAE TR 7 YA A R A 2D T35

122 EFIESXARNBHEE FIIRREFIFE

e b7 ER R, BN TIRBUSAE AR I 2 A BE 25, R IRTT
FIER R 9% 7. Ma %5 A3 FRG P HbRE R BEER BRI 22 M 4% (Recurrent Neu-
ral Networks, RNN) W EE SRS Lo 5 R AL S i i i 12 5 J5S 7
(source post) Mz H: IS ME T (comments) BTSSRI FFH1 , 14T RNN [ 7 K4
WA T SCAERAE R, (AR [R] IRf 2 5T 7 32 55 1O IR ) FAE A SCAR RAE
HEFRE LRGBS BRI RCR RS T RIRRT. BiS, %
P L TR B2 > W38 5 R YR T IR AN WAL, Yu 48 AU 5 LT RNN 53
FFAE—SR RIS BEAR fig- b S B R A A 2 S BRI, 9 L I 4 e B O o A
FEAEZE o RO B, AR T —Fh T B Z M4 (Convolutional
Neural Networks, CNN) FAGI ¥, T DASE TG HuHE B/ BOFE S AT 21 Hh ) ¢ B
fiE, IR EEAEZ R SRS, A FRBEMIRGE, SBE S 1 R
Mo Liun % AU % BUFEIE AR R0, P 0 B AL BN, 18 5 Rk
M AERRPEARAG, A T — AR S 25488 28R4 & T RNN 1 CNN,
O3 B AR U AL AR AR 0 F PRI R 42 SRR R As Ak, DAEATIE 5 B0 014G . Guo
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S NPV R S AN [FE SR B A )2 BRI 91, SR e ke #a 4k
(R B 43 2 R ] KA 12 M 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM), 3k
HE T 1S EHAHE R . Khoo 55 AU H T BL T3 5 SO I PR AiE 1) 48 0
757 (Post-Level Attention Network, PLAN) , AELFU/EE = G104 Bt a] ) 41 45
THHEAWEET) (self-attention) LI Transformer LA 17 Befs Ak TAEE M
AT Z B AR AL E,, 52 AIRFSE 7 YEAH FEEUS T SE G i A I RICR «

123 BT ESEBEHNREFINE

BT T SCR MNP R B2 ) 7 v -5 F TR HURMIE R D7 1A B AR E A
RAIPERERRTE, (R BN 1% SR A P e A (5 R TR
§ R HE S i HR I TR W 2 RS B, AELRR G 2 1) Il 52 S5 I A A e 2%, B
ARG T R AR R — A58 B4 14 3% 1] (rumor propagation graph), U1 1-3
7o Zubiaga % AU LY MR ATECR A P00 0L S AT IES I < 5 & 2
I —BORHERAE R, X PR I AT el 52 5C 28 A0 35 5 SO E AT X 1Y
PR MR R, R T ERE IR AR IR . TR, AR R RE SR Y
& AR 16 T M i 5 O AR A M 2 A S, TR 5 IS A P o )2 R

ACSK 2Pz BR B B il 12 SR e IR M R g .

[AC milan midfielder Michael Essien}

has been diagnosed with ebola.

EZ T A, ABAT. Al kS A B .

Take care... , No he hasn’t. The man
Be safe... himself confirmed not true.

, , RPN B HE - NES .
Glad to hear this is
just a rumor.

Il 1-3 SRYET Twitter -5 (15— WITE F 9L

Figure 1-3 A rumor propagation graph from Twitter platform

Ma 2 A\ OV 3R H 3 I3 2 ) 2% (Recursive Neural Network, RVNN) 2 ¥ F)
i SRR 5 B TR TAE. E1-4fR, & BT S A L
a3 SE T O ) R B TS A A R 2R 2 [ B A R SO
T SE AR 9 7 T AR B = R IE 2671 - Khoo 25 A U6 E PLAN i a2
XA A T 15 S ERRSEE, KRt T HAR AR (Structure Aware Post-Level
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Attention Network, StA-PLAN) ., Bian 25 A 2% H-AipE b B A 50 K k88 1 &
M2 M2 (Graph Neural Networks, GNN) R 2l 5 Rl 145 Hr, %07 L
] A FR M 2% (Bi-Directional Graph Convolutional Networks, BiGCN) FIAR T sS4
fIE 3 SRR U 5 FFE . Zhang 55 AP0 $G08 5 0GB 45 A — 2 0k ST 1Y
R, Hha N BARRFEAR RS LT S+, RERIrasaeRe
PAIRIS A F R 308 . B RS N SR T —Fh S TR M i &5 5 S it
TR I F R A DAN-Tree, ZA5ZA4A{ ] Transformer 424427 > (54175 #42
il R BRI R R, R R LS ) A vy M B . Wei 45
NP TR AR PRI, S TRy U B AR R 4%
(Edge-enhanced Bayesian Graph Convolutional Network , EBGCN) #4555 H &4
(3 5 G ARAIE o Lin 28 P 500 S AR A5 @ o m e, S8 17— Fhsint 1
£ (claim) #5502 RALKH:E J1M % (Claim-guided Hierarchical Graph Attention
Network, ClaHi-GAT), PA7e4rF DGR (&, FBFER 725 (post-level)
MFEG (event-level) Ffife T2 ZRIGTE T FIBIMARHE . Ran 55 AR T
—AZ I8 R LSS S 3 A i S A, BT 2 A2 TR SR
LR GRS 53 BT 22 M A A - [ SR A S TR A A 254, ALt 1 At oS- [ml
BMESCR- T P 28X R A, A2 8 R ) M 48 5850 5 ) = ANl
TS SAE B AE R

@Oo® Softmax

©OT®  Softmax

[l 1-4 FL T3 5 L 7R 45 0 i B AU RYNND
Figure 1-4 The typical model RvNN based on the structure of rumor propagation!'”’

1.3 MBERARFEREZE

UTAER, DA WA AR S S R R O 2 U T AP, HLangEpd 43
RAES5HY Twitter]s I Twitter16 %idfidle I, 223 BIGCN B L AEIAE] 88.6% HI
88.0% HUHERGR , #£—70 FALF5HY Weibo Hifinde LABRSLHEL T ik 96.1% HHERH .
SR, BUA T 5 A SR AE AT LA T
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(1) A1 S FARERED N e SR g f BT E X M 46 1
B fE B s W%, ZHUR ARG S — 2 M 416 145 HI 5L R Bt 2 1 I R i e v
WAE, X R B A B T AR R ME . Ak, XHE S B AR T R AR
RS ZR I AR, N S BRI TR FR AR AW ) i TR s AR T
T PR T S S ST A R B 5, I HEE AR X R OR BT
BUBAR , fefasi & Ll AE BT A Be i 40 1 5 T B R M2 AR 2510, A
s AR, A EERSE Twitter1S Fl Twitter16 {UF 1490 F1 818 ki
FF (claim ), # F ) Weibo 1 H A 4664 2% 5 FeF. M40 S5 35 44 119 ImageNet
BmAE S A 1400 7B A . FESLIRI AR, BEANUN Z 1 F AL
B IR — 7 LBl oy BN R4 . SRR SRR . RS TAERO2 EE 2 AT
SYBUESE, B2 BN GRERRE AN ] ke 2 1 BB U 2 MR RE 25 45 A

(2) BERBNZALRE ) 25 . EREMEREA 2 . 5 & BIRGE ) KAEAURRE), B
A SRR A B RS, A R B i 5 SR 4 2T
Gro TARR, RERE SN TR SRR R B, B0t 72 Rnal
SRR = 2 H I TR PO IR S INGREAIEA T RO, B
W ERERNZ AR . WEI-50T7R, BI1-5 (a) &—WE 5 S0l IR 0GB 4k 45
FIE, P REAL AR 2 I BRI O TERA R TI , SRT, 3 5 A 3G 3 o it
PG T SRR, RN T 5 SRR Ve, R TR S R A
FUEARA A B TR 5, ANEI-5 (b)) o Wer A A BR A bRy = dds
FVNHARE]— 2B S E S AR, B EZENE L.

diagnosed with ebola. (ACK iRk i B

MM T DA MR 7 [, fhif.
BRI IS 15) (1 False) | o [e LIBIOELSE '

AC milan midfielder Michael Essien has been
O HES: TR MR 2] b CLUES: R R . ]

Delete:[No he hasn’t. The

Take care... ’ No he hasn’t. The man Add:[His club , man himself confirmed
Be safe... himself confirmed not true. has confirmed.] not true.
, , Glad to hear this is ’ , ’
just a rumor.

(a) Jidh e 5 A R (b) B8 B WIA 1 75 AL R
Hidi#r%s: False WARSE : True

Bl 1-5 BRI 23 SR A S

Figure 1-5 An instance of rumor detection model making mistakes
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14 FEMRART

DR b /N BB B VR S R T R AR )L, ASSCRF R SE AR
PN LRI

(1) BT BT Hea > B3 S A 77 vk RD-GCSL, 7E E—T7 e s, B
ATE T BRI, BRI S AR R RO DB B AR FOL 6 PR XU L
RSP S AL . T E BB T O R A T Bl An 2 (5 R, g
SEAREAT S, FERER RIS, = IR AT, Rz ARy
fiE o X HA I —Fh R B B 22 O, I BERR , A IR AR
TERHEZS [ P HEATRT LG, SEIEARASEIT ., fAFEA IR, 2 TR S5z
PEVERE . SRTIITEVS S AN, A B 2 I R N R+ BE 2, HAERR
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L5 RITBEARH

ARSI N IAESY, A ET A GAA LT

B EG | ER A SO S R AL S5 RO ST S R WP AT A . B
xof [l A At S A AT 28 AR A A DL B AT B4 S b, e A ORI Bty
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WA A NSRS SOAR B S 280598 . foeJa X AR SCHFSE B BBt R A0
HRVI R T 4

FEERENEA SR DIIIENA . BT A B He o B3 A YA
RD-GCSL. AE @ HTXF IAT i 5 A IR A AR A B M AIZ AL R E 22 A0 ) AR
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2 EXRERKRIE

AT R A A ST T 7 W R R 5
RIS N, B S| A SRR TOIE O F HBg2
IR B S Iy VR SRR A BTS84 T 0 4
BRI 1 PP 7.

2.1 EFBEFRTFEIMETRUGE

L2 EX B T A A A 2R e AR TR YA, A SRS
F e T RN ME SRR, R -FET RS AL, |
Bian 25 A POV RGP R 50 0 AR A P4 28 TR 7 ] o 2 1) 485X — iR K Y
IR D TR AT L i, A5 i R Ao 2 ) 248 1) 2 5 A A 2R 0 R B
DSBS Gt 5 R AL, BT 1A AN R 5 1 PRL o 4 ) 45 R A R 5 1 J2
FFIE, HHG T RGEERI . AT X — 2T IR Al BE 1B A AR
T R 2 A HEA TR 4

2.1.1  BEEML

TG TR 2 S A E A UM ER 25 TR s O e b E U T KAy, 2R
PR Bl 2 AR R S (R Y, H AR . 1 3R M (A TR B 2 > T
% (WERRERAE) ER ERMEERIT. TRA KRB E T E XMkt 7%
I A B P 5T P ot 22 o A 2R 3130 e ot 2 ) 248 A 0 S PR A A 9 JE A% 328
PLH, EAHER G ME P S EE, AR AT SRR R R . X
AR, AT R AR AR RN AL B AR S A S T A A5

BRI, XA K JZ19 GNN, 55 k20 HE 5 208

al¥) = AGGREGATE® ({h*V) 1w e N (v)}) (2-1)
h{¥) = COMBINE® (n{F=1 () (2-2)

Hrh, AGGREGATE® () #I COMBINE® (-) 43 B 75 45 45 1 B A RIS . bl
R v FESR kZWRHE R, N (v) 27505 v Irg SR IE S . FEARRI RIS
2475k H , AGGREGATE® (-) fil COMBINE® (-) fly BRI P e 5. DA
2 M7 GraphSAGEDPY 45l AGGREGATE A #AET R R
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Sof W R AN ST (R, MAX TR BB GraphSAGE iy
COMBINE {2 A-etbmessf W - |1, al?| 5BF8E. MP2-1F7 4 Graph-
SAGE HyiH B A& s AR il .

7

ra
@
1. Sample neighborhood 2. Aggregate feature information 3. Predict graph context and label
from neighbors using aggregated information
SEFEAR T P T TRAARLEZE A

[ 2-1 GraphSAGE 1) T./E JF Bl 7 725 1 13
Figure 2-1 The illustration of the working principle of GraphSAGE 4

TR RATS, WA IR — B SRERR b AT RO A B
X T4 P 53 A 55, G HE B — > READOUT B ORI & I 25 55— 2 15 £
FHIE, EPRIKEIFR ho:

he = READOUT ({h{®) | v e G}) (2-4)

Hrp READOUT R 50 e ml DA A ] LA A2 6 R B H-F- 351t Ak (Mean-Pooling)
KAl (Max-Pooling) . >RANHEAL (Sum-Pooling) H{HAZ A P2 Tt KPR %L -

212 XAXRTFEIFE

SOARFR 2] 8 B ARE AL BRAT 55 rh S A Rt A B F ) AR, e A AR 2N
H ARG S SO T LR s FAC B B el ) R . e SR 55
il 5 B SCAR AR TR B e A R —, AT R RO R AT SO RAAIE
PO SEAS I Y R A B 2 O E AR .

BUA T R AR rh Bl 11 08 SCAR SR 2 ) 7 iR R B AR =R 36
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TP AR, Se 4 Z sl i DO WL e BRSO 1) s BLAYS
Ko BRI, BOW BALRERE SO H— MR OR[N E—Ios ik
TR T AR R A SO v 8 e BB AR AL R fef o, (HR AP AE 2%
R VL Z RN AR S A5 R R PR
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BE AR S RNAE SR, AR P AR 2 s T 1) SR NI A BATHILE
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Y. ZITER MG T (source post) FNMISE (replies) 5% Z T4 LAY 17 7 (&R 2514
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££ A BIIERE] T 88.6%. 88.0% F1 96.1% FHHERE .
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Figure 2-2 The model architecture of BIGCN 2"
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BAL, Z I RIAN Z BT IR 5 G A B G TR, Loy A 2 A M AT
T EMATH . I, BTG 0 5 A 7 R R oy A [ iR
TR, HRETT S Z T W IELN TE R, 2Bl T B R 4% 12
(Graph Attention Networks, GAT) YENiEZSEFKNE B, KT GAT fE R &
SRR TR, RERS N HIRIRA R AR, 1 & &M 4B (Graph Convolutional
Networks, GCN) HEEXF BTG <8R -12 BoAH W A EE . 76 BRI 45 54 1
b, BB TG TG (Post-level) 3R AL fe 4 il AH SC b+ 5 UG 15 B
TH.. FEMTTEFRIRI A E R e L, 5 BIGCN Bl (1) T3 Ak 5
VEARIAL, B A R RIS 1 a5 AR W8 5 1 B B AN B bk
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22 EBEBEIFE
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Figure 2-3 The model architecture of ClaHi-GAT ]

SJE R AT 5B I ERRER R . H BB I FE T B B 2808 5 A P4
WOATZMNME, ERFREINESRT, WOAMRERS T REN B IRE
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222 EBEXIkEIFE
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75 InfoGraph ™! FlEE K 2% 5L 7] InfoNCE X Heffi 22 150 4 3% GraphCLM, 4x
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Fon, Bk WTEG = (V.E), EHSEN ¢ 1 K JZ GNN ZE17405,
1Pk GNN ZER R R RHE I S 2R, 538 JRaR 1454 (local patch) EI’J%%/T
hg(v e V):

hj, = CONCAT ({}," ) (2-5)

WiiJm, % HUE T READOUT AL #AEREnl AR 2] &/ K 2R Hy(G):

H,(G) = READOUT ({5}",) (2-6)

H |V 2 G W5 S0 X EARBRTHE, 6 & UHELR- R (global-
local pairs) [ Jensen-Shannon H.{5 B AL 11%%:

Loy (15 (G); Ho (G)) =Be [—sp (=T (5 (G) . Hs (G)))]
—Epi [sp (Tu (h5(G), H, (G)))]

Ho P RIGREATER A2 M2 IR, G RREEE PiA, G 2 REE
HP=Pi— [A*m<wmmw%ﬁmm~Aﬂw%<W%n%> sp(2) =
log (1 + e*) J2 softplus i AL FEILTUEAX RIME b, 54 REFRRKIET
— AN BT SR TEREAS , 7[R — > batch H U5 T H At 5 Pl i i
A BRI R A A e SR T DA -

Los = == Z D Low (h(G): Hy (@) (2-8)

GEG veV

(2-7)

®

Graph-level
representation of
Graph A
D Training data of Training data of

l Graph A vs. allnodes  Graph B v.s. all nodes

Patch-level
representation of Discriminator
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& 2-4 InfoGraph 517 [&] (41]
Figure 2-4 The model architecture of InfoGraph*!]
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Pty BF. BRI AL RHMERESE . ORAE TR @ RS, S2IP
ANHEMFEA G, Gy FH—ET GNN B %S () J25UE G, G; WK
PAHAEFTR, 1538 h M hyo BEEERIFRPHE L (ZRBEAL) B2 BIFEZS )
18] 2 2y, SKIHFTX IR R T IR

e H RN ferr, 41 minibatch (1) N AN BRI A LT 2N A
Peh &, AT BEEWH R RN R R TR, TR n DRSO R 2,
2j FIRNHN Zniy Znjo EXﬂLt[ﬁ%éﬁiEﬁi‘iZI—‘Xﬂ‘Eﬁ’ﬁ_L- VTR —A~ I AP
SRR IEAEA, [7]—1> minibatch HHAM 3 53 R E A TAEAS, R A
Oord 45 A1) £ 1 1) InfoNCE X} Hea# 2] 42k, X128 n AN, XF LRl o :
exp (sim (2y,i, 2n,;) /7)

Z '— 1,4 EXP (sim (24, 207 ) /T)

S T RRIERAL, Sim (2 205) = 20520/ 20l 20| REARIEADULATHSE.

l, = —log (2-9)

Add & Delete Edge (Node Dropping
[

) Brop Node & Edae Pro echon Zi
P : %(lG) ~T RN Hecfd a(* %%
InputGraph - G \IoC—> ‘/i e

. & . )] \

; i Maximize
¢Augmen1‘aﬂon5¢ ' f() - Agreemen‘rw

4i(-|G) ~ T/Edge Perturbation — - '
i PmJechon
—»i ...... Head g ﬂ%

( ilm} kir\(-\__ ! ~o
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&: Embeddings C 15 ) t ; s Lt
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Figure 2-5 The model architecture of GraphCL [4*]

2223 B#miLsg 7k

K B 9mfid#s (Graph Auto-encoder, GAE) 2—fhA4 =i E B WA ik,
EH— R — RS2 GAE 1 4wl - F B 4 2 19 1B T~ A Hy
ABHE R KRR o AR R R AR B AL 1) H by VR HUS T 5 0 beae 2] ik
FHAAPERER L. A/ N EEE 2022 4 Hou 458 A\ (il (R4 LAE GraphMAE #£17
A

XPTPA X ONFHERERE . DA A RSP G = (V. E), FEYLRAET R —
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von € RY, d FORHRERIAERE . TR, W v € V FEMFYRRERIFE X P RRE
TR T ATE SOA

x v; € ‘N/,
=M - (2-10)

B JG, MEREREALIE X R RGIERS o DI B S RS FR
H = fi (A, X) 2-11)

T A R P R S BRI R, R S )2 R H ARG,
F— MRk 54 [DMASK] O B 25 1 1 S A TR, oA hpayy € R, i
J5, BRI SRR h R H = REMASK (H) Hhf DA 78 -

i = {hW] nevs (2-12)
FEMERD AR o BRSNS h AT Sk AL R LA A -
Zzﬁ%Aﬁ) (2-13)

W AR 2RI VR SR B BOR BE R A AR X R A i 2 iy S

ﬁ%: 1 T n
Loce = =7 1—&) n>1 2-14

\ﬂ%%( EIREIAS e
Horp, n @B S BN T AT EE, TR B, IR B A Z 2
Pt TR SAERTAER) SO0, RRSAOUT RIS EL, TR Bt &
WIHEES.

& 2-6 GraphMAE #5i7f [&] [44]
Figure 2-6 The model architecture of GraphMAE 44
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23 FUE=IJHE
23.1 HXIE

IS P 2 U A AR B AR AR AR AR, R T I e AR i £ s AR
1, AT T R AR OR & e b A S D B BRI AR R I S I R
B2 5] (Semi-supervised Learning, SSL) 755 . HI T oA A 52 $8, SSL
T BE AR AR A S B B4R T . AE THRA AL e s 2 i B T K SSL g AH ¢
WFFE LA™ e SR S, WaTsC1 39 T, ARMESRAS OB i 5 4k
PRAR ATESE 4 MBI B T NG A 30 3 8B 8L . 4545 SSL vk, FIUHAIRINA
By EZR A AN R o Tohm R A e G2 2] il S A AT 55— Fh B 83 5%, A/, H
R = DAY My A7 i 3 Al i A DA 9

P LR SSL A RE AT 40 Wi : —22 BN A (self-training )40
WFR A AR ¥ (pseudo-labeling) o A% U AR ) AR B 06 To Ay 50 ) il
MZE R EATHRIRNIRZS, SR )5 I X L P AR A AR R AR ZRiX LAY, Lee 5%
VT 8 W R HAT f i TSR R R AIVE R ONAR S, FE45 HA N B SEA7R 45 . Iscen
S T B O AR 25 W DA T4 3 L A FL 45 AR AR AR AR . S L U5 1T B
R, {H Arazo & NS YR HAFAER & M (confirmation bias) , R R 211
AT SHfRYCIGIAET, Rizve 4 NP $-H T — BT A8 & T D bR A vk
PARR AT 25 i i . Cascante-Bonilla S5 A1 R 2% 20 1) JEAR S, i 21 P bRy 3R
W, DA—FhE g B (self-paced) Y5 sOREHITCARERA

H—RKERE—FEIE N4 (consistency regularization) {5 ¥EP50, HAZ.OE
FE (A AN 3 1) To bR v 0 i A\ B AR A PN 25 2R . asedEsk, B —
B IR W) R W T E T BN ER R, R, BT —EE N
1) 7 530 T B TS 8 ) B 1 i SR s L AT 0L X S A A R
FeaniE %, & FhEdE GRS O SR E e NV . REBET—FEE L
() AR TR B TR AR A T 59 55 3o (ks . BFE) Asmgicisgsg (an
Cutout’®” | RandAugment® | CTAugment!®, AutoAugment!*®) A= lidtshim A .
SRIMN T RIS B, B 1 o SR 55 e PR L 1380, 5 0ok 1 4k
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232 Bil%AE
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13T AReE > O (Curriculum-learning ) 1) [ Y4k 5 ¥

(1) QE2-7R7R, 400 H NG ELERT IR B S R & IR A 4k
PG 2] — M S I 4 2egs . M BIGRE R iaisial . Fedgde B ISk
AT, R o ORI B I R A B . FEARTE— AT 5 SR [ A 5
TEXT S B PR T B JT ,  RFX SeRE A A B [ an 0 A Ry I 2 4E . BG4
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00 2¢ @ |l
SSEE el o “gans ol Sl
VS t © 8ofo0 © ©oge® o % °e o
e 0 —» ° ©%° o%o —>° °%° o..' — —> °.o°.: s L4 °
° 2 s .
GNN °e® o DobRIEREA SR
Et‘n‘ﬁ1ﬁ‘ﬁ$ %*%E% T ' T?ainingslteralif)n : B E(]ﬁ*j;ﬁ%
0 BEBR g | EHUE |
Y
GNN

2-7 fR G LT [ AR A IR T5 ik =

Figure 2-7 Illustration of traditional self-training framework based on fixed thresholds

(2) 550 1 1 2 BIE R PhAR3E ¥R A, Cascante-Bonilla %5 A 191 42 Hi 1y
BT IR NGB T A 2 A S S R B {5 B TR AR
B RS DR 2 PR 1 A0 A b 1 SRR EL X I TO R R AR () T A 253 7
HRNHERY , HEEE— R e B TR S B R B BT 20% FIREAS I A B AR A Ar eI
GAE, FEFIGEAL, FEERRIERDL 20% A K, Kk e, |
T A TCARE R A BIE VR IR . X R AR > R R R T A
HNZ R B, B2 08 055, X i Ok B o R IR R D RR2E, Bl A I
ST, BEGETRCE, 2SRRI, WG IR B L R DA
I TERRHEAEAR o

BLAL, HET AR ST 0 E N ZRr v B2E H NZha RE Pl T A A B R L
T FER U OIAREEREA I A B PR 8GRkl
BAINSEL, ARG IR . 2R, SRR S S BIEEBChR AR, 2
MATEEFTA FARIEREAS T 3R B 20 B, X5 Bl A e 3 A0 D AR
AAEEE A NGRS Ao A1k
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24 HIERESFMiERR
2.4.1 Twitterl5 0 Twitter16 B EE

Twitter15 F1 Twitter16 PRS2 Ma 25 A\ 4 45 2015 4EF1 2016 4E 4 78t —
4325 Twitter 1512 1 Twitter 16131 Hds 48 JEA T 0C e 1 44 e DU 43 2808 5 B 4,
FHWER T HAR PR IRHESC (source tweets) [ L 5E B G 25, R FE VR
HESCHYHE KA H 5E (retweets and replies ) {5 B, 13125 5 18 28 M5 (41 snopes.com,
Emergent.info) F|H1ES 4 (events) MRS MMM S TIRE . BMES
VEAHESCHL & DU R AARSE . non-rumor (JEIRF ), false rumor (ZIGIEE SN
fRIIET ) , true rumor (ZIIEF SN EEF ), unverified rumor (RZIRIIE
(W% ) o Twitterl5 Fl Twitter16 454 45 1 IO Ah 28 AR 2 KT B () Y4 SCHRA R
BRI, 2R PAENEIRE, BIREN MG IHE B nR2-1 R :

2 2-1 Twitterl5 il Twitter16 E4EMIS T E B
Table 2-1 Statistics of Twitter]1 5& Twitter16 datasets

Hte Twitterl5  Twitter16
FH P 276663 173487
URHESCRL 1490 818
non-rumor (NR) 374 205
false rumor (FR) 370 205
true rumor (TR) 372 205
unverified rumor (UR) 374 203
FPPEEE 1337 /0if 848 /N
R IMETR 223 251
FFm LT AL 1768 2765
= NUS e U 55 81

2.4.2 Weibo F1 DRWeibo ##EEE

Weibo £ia4E /2 2016 4F Ma 2 AU AUHIRAT: DA FIL O i SR AL T B0 v S8R
e . RTINS FHA, R Weibo 1) APTRHRC T MG T M2 H i A 4% A A ml 52
RH G T, IS IR T AR R L5255 (non-rumor events)
A [ A1, HEA> Weibo R R 05 2313 AN FHAFIRMG A1 2351 4~
B R A e el B L Y [ o G/

Ihttp://service.account.weibo.com
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DRWeibo #ffidk it Cui % NP 1 2023 AFAY @15 5 T oCHngE, W Tt
AL E AN 2012 4531 2022 4RI R-F- 6 A998 S AESE SRR 138 6037 %,
5 3185 ZRE SRR, T 2852 Z R IR = FFAG UG T, FRE, BES
FFAL BRI 1 B A R B ME1 h TITAR R A R R 455 0 e B A B A
A, KEREERCEgCr G 8B A MER, H it DRWeibo e B ARTER!
AL B, (B S B R AR GO A 5 MR BB R RS T, A S,
% 5 F A R R AR, 5 Weibo Fdli4E ik 804 AY-F-19 IS KA L,
DRWeibo FJE 114 IS RAAT 62, 1 Ay ST (Al 4 FA) 8k 5 A g Yty o
THZ PR

WNZE2-2F7, k) Weibo I DRWeibo £ 4E i EAn e 115 . -

%< 2-2 Weibo F1 DRWeibo g4 mI4t 1115 5
Table 2-2 Statistics of Weibo&DRWeibo datasets

B LE Weibo DRWeibo

HE H 3 H e

TG 145 4664 6037
rumor (R) 2313 2852
non-rumor (NR) 2351 3185

RPN TR 804 62

2.43 PHEME #{E&

PHEME #(ffli4E 72 Zubiaga 45 N1V 75 Twitter -5 _EIICHE A9 S0 5 B
B 5 I G BB AR SR PR SCIE 6425 ko X IUASBT SR B0 (AL
JATY At BRI SRR RS AR T RPTUGE S . IR g
o2 3R Bk R AT B T . ARJESER
E S BRI R R B 5 5 S F . PHEME SadRatiE 5 250k 2>
77305 Twitterl5, Twitter16 Bt —2, HEHALNEABEA VA, J&TIF%
# (non-rumor) AYYFHESCE R L T =i F 0, KRR ER&
Bl S AR, BRSO L 2, SRR R SRR
AT BRI S A AT 551Kk T k.
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%% 2-3 PHEME $(lE4EM ST E R
Table 2-3 Statistics of PHEME dataset

i A NR FR TR UR JFESCEL
Charlie Hebdo 1621 116 192 149 2079
Sydney Siege 699 86 382 54 1221
Ferguson 859 8 10 266 1143
Ottawa Shooting 420 72 329 69 890
Germanwings 231 111 94 33 469
Putin missing 112 9 0 117 238
Prince to play in Toronto 4 222 0 7 233
Gurlitt 77 0 59 2 138

Essien has Ebola 0 14 0 0 14

it 4023 638 1067 697 6425

244 FhistR

AT A S e R A5 Fh i R AR PR BRI S, TR B EUAH S i SE I VT A
FRbR, AN R SIS TP R AR T . B, 1 S R R 2R AT
5%, NIEPOEBTEMFerr A . IE#R (Accuracy). Fifi#% (Precision). {3 [H]
# (Recall). FI {4,

WMF2-4F7R, NGO T REERATRIE I, R AT @ SR o
Hraetn:

K 2-4 P REERRIEHIE

Table 2-4 Confusion matrix of classification results

SURIESES
1B (positive)  Jzffl (negative)

1Ef (positive)  EPHME (TP) B (FN)
Bl (negative)  f&BHM: (FP) HHM: (TN)

FLSARZ

WERI (Accuracy) : YRS A TEHE R N E A AT, FR IE
W 5 SO REAR IR 7 14 B SR L
TP+ TN
TP+ FN+TN + FP
W T 5 R A S WA 2 B PR T B R , 1% T o
R M R A A IO TN 0L, 7 BGRB9S AT A . R
22
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Accuracy =
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RFTRPIA BN IEGIRREAS i SEE o IE B EE B, AR X S — A
PPN AR A ERIAR L, AR AR

TP
Precision = —— 2-1
recision TP FP (2-16)

A FRIA SEBR I GUOREA 1, A IE IR L, 3
RSB S, A 4:

TP
TP+ FN

Recall = (2-17)

W, KEERRA BRI GE AR, R e UCRB A i T “F
57 RAEARAEIR I AR A I, A ] 28 i AR A S i ) T “H
SIHRZ AWM IEREA . T e RIFIRLIA R, R FLE
TEMPHEAR, " RARTRAN A [ R A4 -

Pl 2 X Prff,cz:sion X Recall (2-18)
Precision + Recall

2.5 AREING

ARFEE PR SC RGO ) BT B R R ) W S ke Iy YA I Bk e
A EACEEER TAE BiGCN Ml ClaHi-GAT 0T 1 2 41 BEET 4 T
ARSCWTFE R B B B B2 ST RT3k BT e TR A e, A
FDA T 45 H I TARR A T R IR 2 20 T A SCRI S B B 1 4 7
—RERAR: EHE A TR RIS ARSI T O R R A T R
A1 5 R AV BE R I 5 R PR FE AR -
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3 ETEBREXEZEIESRNGE

IR I 11 o R A AR A b it 78 /2 1 00 N BB A 800 = ARk
AT, B R S AR BN, AARER R S BAE AR B =, A A
fmim g AR . SE R, AR SRR, S0 R E RN &
B8 BOIONE 5 IR IR 45, RIS R S IS % . R DAL
A, AT TR T B BT 2 ST 3% S A RS (A Rumor Detection
Model Based on Graph Contrastive Self-supervised Learning, RD-GCSL) , Z5&i% S
P RRI AR ST 1A I 1 B G 3 o SR R A ADURT I i A 5l AR B A e )
TEREAX AT R 22 S 15 . B I HOAT: 55 FAT M BT 55 i 3] i AL EEK 455 1)1
Gk, EAES] B T SRR E R T AR ERHE, e E o TG,
PETH TRz A . AT = TR S A TR SE Bt T T,
Bk T RD-GCSL AL A 251k

3.1 R

UCAER, KR S RAN KT IEES A S e A AR B, R
BN PR A 3 S TR0, AR S R R R AL, AR I SO B, RS Osei T
T AT AR SR POA5) i A R S AR T R R DL, X s
RS Rt 1 7 FLBME 0 ZEHF BE AT B O MER R o (A ARTERIE 5 8 A 5
REHRAE, L3P, 5SS EAREMEN, HARED, PAERES
R RS O BOT AT S R A A T LB A AR . IS, B i S A DA 2 A
Bt AP, WEL-SER, 4 v W 5 A i P mT e A R B
F R ESRUESR R ISZG T, BeR b R IS e 1 R B 1 [l A T IR
XAMEOLE , BUA T S AR IR A A & B R

R Eea ) D5 AR TR bR R, B SCARBEAE S5,
Wl B Sz R R S, R R IR G REA M A B RE AR AR 23 18] Fp A X LE ,
IEREARR R . SRR MR, %) BB EA TR R, S TR
Iz ACE S B IE . FERZF R it , BIMEl TR B BB Hs T R ¢
D7 VR OAET SRR A SO0 A RIS A I AMKIA B = . e, A FER
TETE A BB g S i1E F AL RD-GCSL, 45615 5 IR rE skt 7=
MR T30, FEu sl (Boligas) a0 sh i A 2 & g 415 2145
HERIWRE R R, SOE RS ), P sl 1A 2 5 o Y IR — J5
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X — H AR B HE X Hear ST RN 55, A I EHMESF e A 2%, AR5
15 B s Rz AL R R, H R A T

32 WEBFE

UnE3-10 frfe RD-GCSL i B AR A, A 32 Sl TR A 2t
SR DA . PPk, W R IR T KA. EoE, RS S
TP [l Sl AR B TR 0152 58 R R i 5 ALk I, W — ki S 1Ll
DEATPARAN ] (4 A a4, B SRR LBl i) A3 el i A LA GNIN Sy 2y
4 1] 20 i i R AR R A RRAE SRS R T S R AT T BRI 25 ), AT
PSRBT AR (RIS, AR BRI AR5, DR IATAS Geted B g it i 4 i A2 [
G AR IS 5 0 Kds, VIR LSRRI N S5 2R 1 S SO 2k o B A )11 5
AR, O HsA AT S5 M M 3 AT 55 B B i LK 5 )11 2

-———— SRR, Sk
|I LTI g EEANE HLIhR Sy N
1 1 115 7
: o SRR . W Bk L
N (1 —
: N I hm H softmax E
R W
M : I 8% R )
X G ' - -
T —— T Y »' | o
A A 1 i : e i —
R R : L 7z
L 4 1 V'
ST H GAT 1
Gm /’ v ) | 1 R
"R I :
~ X G .
O\ N m g 1
YU | Ty 2N || e % % ) =3 | ke,
U v v I 05 Bros 4 z
N | 1 H
FREARS I |
N I i
v ¥y (X6 |
- T T~ i
G Yy vI—|yy v vy "m [ %% |
v ¥ LAY, LAY | | READOUT | | Jf Z’
n n
ERO I BT . S

_____________

K] 3-1 RD-GCSL #2244 14
Figure 3-1 The model architecture of RD-GCSL

3.2.1  je)sEiE

T 4EF FES C = {C1, O, .., G}, W O RFREG A i ik
FEM, o REREATESFONEE. C = {ro,25, - 25,, G}, K
HER i ANTEE FERIRMG T (source post) , o A @ AN FEIIEE § AR IS,
T, m AR« MEFFEP AN TR . B ME S F R T2
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PAZRIE P ARSI, AERARPE NG T2 BB I K 2, i) ARG REA i 5 SR
—HREAEHRANESCEE. H G = (Vi B) RFORE @ s FER L%
&, Vi g DA T i AR R I T SRS, B RITA ARG, 25061
R, AR 2y X 2y BN T, WHFETE— B IED o) — 25, X € R™,
A € {0, 1} 23 BRI RTE AL R A RAAE R A B B

AT SR IAL S I AR aE 3t £ = Y, Y FORIEE I
FARZE, RIS FRBIRSE, SRR A 25

322 HiEiEE

BAEsE R ) B W2 AEA B SR G TE TG OL S, AR — e R R
A, AT T R EE DAY AR AR . Wei S8 NP SR ISR T LIRSS T E
wWAAANHEE, fll, —SESHHEESERESEEBENEREE KM X
FRAmG - BCRE BR BOS LG 1. 5 —07 T, i S LR R B B AR R (R
Mo RHGuRE F R B SR E S APERE, WHE E AR R T AR, ok
B rs4ish. Hikuh: XHE S FENIRRERE G, HETMRINE), 53m5K
WK Gi, Gj. TEIAHIEZFIRZ SRS TAED) &b B GRS 1 S
TE R 73 A5 H EMEIEH A 2. ANEI3-20R, RELS A 5 LB B ARER
BT T R A G A 5 s - #8FRkill (Edge Removing, ER). FEFR7 AR
(Node Dropping, ND). #5375 45E (Feature Masking, FM).

. 4

w_M¥F

L 4 Mask
A\ % N N
v ¥ Y ¥ AR ue N
A\ N A\ N\
v Y v Y v U we u
(1) A (2) # ik (3) B lRT5 A1 (4) FE 75775 RUAFIE

Vel 3-2 AN [ P P g 4 SRS

Figure 3-2 Various graph augmentation strategies

B AR R RIS R A R . AR SRR R, A R Il At e]
REANTATE LB KB . BN, —Setb A2 W28 ] P Boh e B MR IS K & T2
REHC 1 BEBLb [l AV 5 A4 P T AR G 7, R Tl S iR I S5
WA ENE . EBOX SO, SR FEAL 25 5715 5 1 1 34 10 1) Bl i SR
Bl XPPAFFERIFE N X, SBEOEFEN A BIESEHE G = (V. E), DMRR -
Xt BRI SR AR LRI 25
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o AP R SR SRS R AR R AESEPRITE AR AR T, R
B BOSE IR AR N P 2 F O R BRAE BRI SR I A 1, Ber By
REBAR S f it ISR IR, DAROWEE AR e BEAh, AR 4
eIt ] RE BB IS RE I A A A [ S M, X T IR B . S
BELA AR DL, R AL Z F708 5 (L A R shems, Bk DARESR r X561y S
WIS EREDIOREE, RS AS B RAE 2 1Y 5 S X B HE 2

B =AM BC S S R R T T AR . AL AT B TP R 2RO P R A
G BB ATE SO AN B R R ATE N, TR B, Bl
PEE R FEATAT . MUESE, fEIRRTE A B — e A e . DX
PG, R BEALAE 5 7 RURAIE AR i SR, B DA r X SR
X Y d DYERERENLRAE, FERARRIERE X AP X B RAE S A 4 5

VRS 27 > die BRI AT, B iR SRS 1) S R LB S MR L2 2T 1 I
o AR I A B Sl D S R A ARSI TR B, B S TT
TR B AR R A AL . W B T ishid 2, S REHRERE
KidZ . AU A RIS, R B PR R s ik 4l e
BTSN -

323 KEl4mfuss

oK T O B A A S RO A Y RS2 S0 A B O 2
TEFRITS A LRI | S5 AR P B HRIORE A, AP EWT E
AT TR TSR M. BT O 2R 4t (IS T)
SR, RSO RR OBUE . TP B 1) 23 A B 40
R AR B TR, b 7 SR TR RO, WP (2 LB
R LR s, HO = [0, 8, 0" sommss
BRI, J0f HO = X, LR R AR I3

o (o o o)

S jen, & (6 (a7 [WORLworD]))

o _

Qi =

(-1

Horr, o) R T 2; X0 T o UM, (| IBHEAE, o F1 WO RE MBI
EHE, N, TR o T B AR, ¢ 1R B L (40 LeakyReLU ).,
R A E AR INA3-2 5

KD = ReLU (Z aggw<l>hgg> (3-2)
JEN;
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5, X GAT M %5 — 2B MR TPl , RGBS B RHE
A
h = Meanpooling (H")) (3-3)

AT E BT S A APEHE S R R E G, R EhE G, G,
iy A B SRS R 7S S R4, R F R R PR FER b, € RY, B € R% A
hi € R%,

324 XJLEFEIHK

TEHATRE F 5 2] 27 Wi 75 BRI AR 52 S5 15 B s ML 2 6 e 2s Ta], 3652 3k
it — AR g(-), HPZ RGP . Bk, i e e o,
TR A P s R R R s b, Rl R, SR RS a5 )] 2), € R®
2l € RE:

5 =9 (hy,) 20, = g () (3-4)

tER RN Zhd AR T, 4 minibatch H) N AN JEE g9 A 8T 2N AN
ZEl, BB IEENEIRRR 2, R R, RS HR B AR A4 Eh B i
FHILZRTR 25, PUONIEREAS, BRICZ AN 2N — 2 A48 B IR AL N SREAS
T R RACIEREA I — S (IEARAR BT ) . B/ MESAREAR I — 2k (FkeEAs
FHHATE]), B BT e~ 1k

(]
L= —lg—— OPLmz/T) (3-5)
exp (z}n . zﬁn/T) + Zneg exp (27,  Zneg /T)

Hrp, 7 FORMEREL, 2nee FRBEVURFER TREA

325 EESESH

RS R IR B RFE RIS b, S0 A ATTERE)Z A softmax )22 :
y = softmax (W_.h,, + b.) (3-6)

Horr, g € RYC ZATN A4 28 5IMEA0 0, O FoniE S R AIREEE, W F b
7e Al ) S ROHRE o

MR S B F AR R, TTIRI A1 5 SR A S U, 15
B MRy S B K -

Lee==> vilg (i) (3-7)
=1
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2, R IR 2T B4 A AR A B o2 2 i - AN AE i RD-GCSL HE
EUISEi e
‘Ctotal = Ece + )\Essl (3'8)

Horpr, A 0 A BB~ R A E B S 4

33 XS S5ERSH

NBUEFTE RD-GCSL J5 ik AE Ve 5 KL 55 RS, AR i =%
FOATT RS EJRITIR . A/ INYRE B e 4 i 8 A8 s R A A DL DA B B
SRR, H SR B 200 LA B AT A 2 B K A R Y S B 4
KA, HBOT T R SR 0 UE P PR R A RS A R, it — M2
ek RES IR SE B R B R e Iy A E B T . I AR PERE LRSI DA B i P ) A
IR

331 HEESSHIRE

SR AR B TR AR AL () M RE R BT VAL, BT TORIE T A S AT B 1
SANVATFERAE Twitter]1 5, Twitter16 F1 PHEME #E£75255

Twitter15 Fl Twitter16 2 i Ma 25 A ¥F Twitter 41 22 A4 I CEBUE T 1)
T E A . Twitterl5 I Twitter16 [ CHE4E T 5 25 X B E AR XS 94, S8
11T B R AR AR D T B SR R, AT S T R BT
R4 PHEME 303845/ R %M 95, PHEME 2 —/N7E Twitter -4 T 5 LA
R BT A SR SRR . A RO R TR L E A 24— BT
T I SRS A N SRR & TR RIS R,
T 5 O TR AR — KA Y i S AR IR R . R3-1ER T TR BRI RN 5
HEE.

SLIRPAEL S Pytorch', 7ERAMSEE b, EIMEMKNZEKE R 2,
R 5000 4Er)i45 (Bag-of-words, BOW) HFAEAE A 51 SCARHEARBI UG AL 1%
FACTE R SRR R, S 1 S B2 R B 64, IR ) W 4%
2 I HSEGR SN 4, dropout ZELIE K 0.5 REMS A, )Rk
B A 0.0005, batchsize % BN 256 (Twitterl6 25 128) | WHIREIEIC 3 HRAE
r={0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5} T3 ik A48 2200 8 S LA, LR AR TR 2R T
WEHR 0.2, AMEHRTAE X &E N 1, RAH Adam b4 T HRAIS4.

"https://pytorch.org
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7 3-1 BRENSITHE R
Table 3-1 Statistics of datasets

Bie e Twitterl5 Twitterl6 PHEME

TE H 1490 818 6425
JEiEE (NR) 374 205 4023
kR (FR) 370 205 638
KAWIEIET (UR) 374 203 698
iR M EMES (TR) 372 205 1067
JeslmE i 276663 173487 48843

s T%% 331612 204820 197852

BKIZRIEA 200 4> epochs, BiEHERY loss £E 10 4> epochs 22 AFE T IR ]
AL 5 RVNNITT, BIGONPO 2605 SR SLanise B — 50, FrA Bndedkif 4+ 1
T EEBIR)  NZR SR A SR . RN S Irae Uik, FH AR FIREPLA 11247 10
YOHLARFI9ME, S s R ETER R (Accuracy) FI2K FLAE/ERITMHEIR.

332 BERR

ARSI P B o 0 SR AR A

RVNNI: g A FF GRU BUITFIRT S5 A4 18 I 28 M 26 1) 5 R AR 2L, [
SR 3 5 0 SR BRI RR S5 (R B T il S 1

BiGCNP: @ — AT P U 22 0 26 1) 1% 5 A A28, ) T 5 e g X
P, 3 A E BT A TR I _E R S B S A Z R, AR SR
AL 1 5 ) SRS A Y 1 £ R o

ClaHi-GAT P : @ —ANBLF P R 28 1 5 A S, SR T B AR i
=W LIN B DA E R L R DR Y S

RDEAIS!: g —ADUHAF SR A BB A AR SR ES, SAcEs
FIrfE RD-GCSL J5 iR X AFE T, RDEA SRAIHY2 A B 0I5k Ja AT PRk 5 4L
PEACIR R SR, i RD-GCSL 2 — i 21 39 B B s S AESE, B BB 55
1 H BT A I

SRD-PSID!4: Jg—AZ LA XS b2 ] i S A AESR , 5 rd RD-GCSL Jy
AR ZAEAET, SRD-PSID B TEN b2~ rf BB v Bt e s s, i ot A
PGt (CRAESRIE ) RF A% 1R AR 15 PR AT SOAR 2 A 45 21 B SRR AR R A
AFELAZEATXS L

UDGAT: @AEW I B i idas, A GAT JhyRERfiZ M H- 51 5 1 A
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RTEmE, H5 BIGCN #AAMI L, Kl /D> TR SEE .

RD-GCSL: J2ARZ A B W e R S8 57, DA UDGAT fEH
Fl gm i 28 AR BB AR R s, 85T T B b2 S R BT 55, 58 g
RS BAE DS

333 SEHER5H

F3-2, F3-3FFK3-45 57K T RD-GCSL FLAU I H A FL 2 7 VATE Twitterl5,
Twitter16 Al PHEME =/ dli4E LI PERER L. = rh & 4hn i S (B 2 HEF T kL

MEZERZE R R B, ASTE T A B B B b2 20 % 5 R Jr v RD-GCSL
e Twitter15 ., Twitter16 fll PHEME —/NERAE F4r Mk %] T 88.0%, 88.9%, 85.6%
HERR , A RTE X i e, X &0 RD-GCSL JyE7E1E & Rl 45 b
5 HAh  YEAR H B A

TERTE By, RVNN (PR B 5 T BT i 28 I 45 A A 2 11 R BLAH L
AR ZEIR, XYL T B2 W 2RI T & 3% BIAHE R R = s, PA GRU
BRSO 25440 328 V1 4 25 X 245 Ay SR et P A R I 5 A AR 25 A A R R A

UDGAT #8 PTG ] IR, FERCBLES M B R T — N B T 2%
A TR EGR M%&) BIGCN BRI, HSHE KRR, IS
P L b A s (B S aa A TR B 2 980, SR RE R I 5 BIGCN BiZUAH L
KA RS T o XU B T TR T D90 28 T 3 JE A% 3ot By 08 Fa i~ B AS R AS L 17
AR, ] UDGAT A4 BSR4 Hb 2 > HE 22 1 P 2 T 25 BE % 26 RIS B2 1) [T S
88 AR 2R i ) 2 ) B P B

T E TR E SR s, DU FRIN 45 B 4B 25 1) RDEA
FHYETEVERE R AL T BiIGCN, UER T H AT i 5 B A5 Bk ey A i
Bt g ST YR R . SR RDEA {1 i B BB N 2R B i 0 3% 5 i
RD-GCSL J5 33 81 HEAT H HBHE 45 AT U BHT 45 BR & U 2Rt =UM L, kg
PAA RS, I BAEBIGRH BeAe sk T ZHE . BT 2 A% s S vy
#: SRD-PSID %A & s 4 i i, M2 4 3 AH AR RS B i &
RHIEZE 724>, 7E PHEME $ii4Eik 3 7 R AFR .

AEEMFFAE H ) RD-GCSL LA Z Hi R 5E (R B mh b, @7 7 — i 2 i) B
BT He2E ) 5 B AR5 B VISR HESS , [ I gm i ) 8 T 5 1% 1%
IS A I A RRAIE , $2 8 T AR A S B I, F Twitter15, Twitter16 F PHEME
BOPRAE [ 5 A S Hf ST i SE5 28 UDGAT A E, 2 BIE T T 3.4%, 1.8%, 1.2%
PUERRS, B5UE T RD-GCSL Ji i A 3t -
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7% 3-2 Twitter15 $(didE b sSLgngs i

Table 3-2 Experimental results on Twitter15 dataset

X Fl1
i HERf% (Acc.)
NR FR TR UR
RVNN 0.723+40.8% 0.682 0.758 0.821 0.654
BiGCN 0.843+0.4% 0.788 0.860 0.895 0.808
UDGAT 0.846+0.2% 0.792 0.849 0.906 0.829
ClaHi-GAT 0.859+0.4% 0.831 0.864 0.901 0.834
RDEA 0.855+0.6% 0.831 0.857 0.903 0.816
RD-GCSL 0.880+0.3% 0.851 0.886 0.926 0.852
# 3-3 Twitter16 Xdiudl Ly sLisi R
Table 3-3 Experimental results on Twitter16 dataset
- i Fl1
il HERE (Acc.)
NR FR TR UR
RVNN 0.737+0.9% 0.662 0.743 0.835 0.708
BiGCN 0.858+0.5% 0.767 0.854 0.925 0.867
UDGAT 0.871+0.3% 0.794 0.876 0.927 0.870
ClaHi-GAT 0.882+0.4% 0.827 0.887 0.936 0.874
RDEA 0.880+0.5% 0.823 0.878 0.937 0.875
RD-GCSL 0.889+0.3% 0.833 0.882 0.949 0.886
7 3-4 PHEME %(¥JidE iy sEgsli R
Table 3-4 Experimental results on PHEME dataset
e - Fl1
it HERIR (Acc.)
NR FR TR UR
BiGCN 0.847+0.2% 0910 0.634 0.655 0.500
UDGAT 0.844+0.2% 0.902 0.658 0.833 0.485
ClaHi-GAT 0.846+0.1% 0.896 0.670 0.623 0.515
SRD-PSID 0.838+0.3% 0.905 0.774 0.734 0.604
RD-GCSL 0.856+0.1% 0915 0.669 0.607 0.530

AT A5 RD-GCSL HES5SEMEAT bR R R AR 300 2 LA, 2201
M FI T RUEREAS (10%, 20%, 50%) 95XB s B FREFTUILE. WI3-SHFR,
UDGAT Al RD-GCSL HUZEAEAR A AR B IS0, b <A™
AR . TR AL, RD-GCSL 4= /MR A Bl
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PN B HERR R IR T BCE BT 2 ) i EAR A UDGAT, #E—501E T
I B B BT b X O AR T S R AT 55 B A R

% 3-5 ARIVIGREIR AU F IS g 2R

Table 3-5 Experimental results with various scales of training data

. 10% 20% 50% 80%
e i
TR A TR A TR A HERf % A
) UDGAT 0.608 — 0.684 — 0.769 — 0.846 —
Twitterl5

RD-GCSL  0.626 11.8% 0.702 11.8% 0.803 13.4% 0880 13.4%

Twitter16 UDGAT 0.594 — 0.723 — 0.820 — 0.871 —
witter
RD-GCSL  0.626  132% 0.743  12.0% 0.838 11.8% 0.889 11.8%

PHEME UDGAT 0.738 — 0.766 — 0.797 — 0.844 —
RD-GCSL  0.745 10.7% 0.776 11.0% 0.807 11.0% 0.856 11.2%

334 j4EhSRIG

(1) AR E s m . AR HE Y RD-GCSL { B sy > 17
TR HE B AR R TR S R i D as . RERS A — AN 1 0 b ST fE e
SHeH R A SRR A PR RE R I . R T IR A [+ 1) P G R i 45 )
. B AR S B 448 UDGAT. BiGCN., ClaHi-GAT, 456482 i i B
B b2 STRE SR A 7ok . QNER3-6FR, B “-GCSL” AFRMH T A hing A
BT L 2E 2T A, “A” RERHERR I3 .

MR- S5 RR R, =Min 5 BRmEASELS & T AT i hr B e
XF 2 2] R JETE AR AR IR — Bt AS T8, iX 1] RD-GCSL HE
DA T 2 1 B G b, BERB AT — 8 TR b > HE SR $2 T Bl 1
R A RIR

(2) FAmsgon i) 5o o BRI E Aol by > O ¥E b A R, O
S A B REAS T R B R X B2 ST 5 R . ARSE3. 2.2 Firist it = Fh 9
PRI R RS, A AR @A Z sl Iy A A . teAh, g sm seng bk
RPN HE B r RRESE IS Heaf S WIRSOR o h TIRTER IRV ERH 3 5 v DA S 4 50
He Bl 285 E RD-GCSL HEZR R /e, 1561 DA 5685 -

1) R[S SR A 5o - ARSE3.2. 2715 Pri T = Ah B smskims , 4 5I%F
JE G S ARG AT AL (B, B . M aUEtE) . AR
ARG . AR R A H G SIS A s B . BRI ARl
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2 3-6 I [F] Pl A B 45 14 52 il
Table 3-6 Effects of various graph encoder

» Twitterl5 Twitter16 PHEME
s
fedfiR A HEERR A fERRR A
UDGAT 0.846 — 0.871 — 0.844 —

UDGAT-GCSL 0.880 13.4% 0.889 11.8% 0.856 11.2%

BiGCN 0.843 — 0.858 — 0.847 —
BiGCN-GCSL 0.881 13.8% 0.888 13.0% 0.850 10.3%

ClaHi-GAT 0.859 — 0.882 — 0.846 —
ClaHi-GAT-GCSL  0.872  113% 0.892 11.0% 0.852  10.6%

FEBIA r = {0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5} FEEPURIESE. R3-TR 1A [ R 7 SR
R, Kb “ND” (URBERAY RO, “ER” MUK RSN, “FM” UK
P B RS, e U RER BT TR R .

e 3-T AN[RIERA S TR AW 1 5 )

Table 3-7 Effects of various data augmentation strategies

HERfE (Acc.)

Sl
Twitterl5  Twitterl6 PHEME

ND 0.871 0.883 0.851
ER 0.873 0.888 0.852
FM 0.869 0.887 0.855
ND+FM 0.880 0.888 0.856
ND+ER 0.875 0.889 0.853
ER+FM 0.873 0.887 0.855
ND+ER+FM 0.866 0.885 0.855

RITEER R, AR G R R = e LRGSR, (I
R, FoBRi MR T H AR RS R PR AN [R] 358 5y YR EE SR B
ERORE AT BRI AN S A =R IR RSB I 5. T DAKEIRT, X Hear
BRI T A NS TR B, X R FERRT e T BReR, RIRHEA RS T
5%, TR IR G P b 7 i 22 i sh 2 1 1A U E BBk 2k

2) AFRIEHESEPEB B r (S RIS R B L B B
BN Har A RORII R, ARG = A0k gl sh s (ND+ER+FM) LR |,
PAAFERHLEIEE S r = {0.1,0.2,...,0.8,0.9} JEAT5LE, SEEREGRME3-3HR .
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_________
_____________

Accuracy(%)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
Droprate

&l 3-3 AR HEEl LBl i 5

Figure 3-3 Effect of various perturbation ratios

ME3-3 S &5 3 b UK B, BR324 0.3, 0.5, 0.5 B, BAIfE
Twitter15, Twitter16 Al PHEME =AM#iadE R IA B st . BEE L) o I 4k sk
K, BRI UHER R I S XA R T, AR RS 2
Peah gl AL Z s, R R E R R RARUE R, UL 2 > A 45 e 3
PG, BE TR A ST 55 RN SR TR A PERE R B

(3) R LM, HIIE RD-GCSL B2 h 5 55 B g Ve, 4T DA
NIHE SRS, ai3-8fs, H w/o PH (without projection head) {34545
IMRARAL, G EIR, TERR TGS, B HERIA R TR,
f£ Twitterl5. Twitter16 F1 PHEME £ 45 F A HERG 273 B T 3.1%, 2.3% A
3.9%. PALSEREIE TR S BB, UL LA AR T, R4S
s > BN GRAE o B 25 B8 Sk AR R AR e, fEAR ¥ S B s el it
AT HEA 2R A REORAIE B M BT o2 ST A 20k

(4) ZALPEREIRIESCES . M IRIF RD-GCSL 7572 Ab P B8 I £ T DA B b 33 48
BRI EREN, Bt N2 ERRIRUESCER . R 3.2.295 Frik it iy = Fh gkt
S SR T A6 T AR T IR SRR IEI A v = 0.1 9Pl F BEA T RO [R] 26 54
(REEIESE , TSP sl B 280525 5 5 T B AR B P — 3, A3 RF I e i A
RUAE JE G ISR RN PR M _EREA T, R3-OJBIR T AR F T o2 2] i FLsE 1Y
UDGAT Fl H Mt 2% 2] 77k RD-GCSL FER P4 _EryERERIN, FRrp “A”
RFMEF RIS . Z5 R R, T M SE AT 2 5, PRSI e ) v
AR BT N %, 1B RD-GCSL FEPR 3 M SE b W Aok B2 BH S /N T A i F G 1
22> W EARA UDGAT, JER] T RD-GCSL 1345 H WX b ST S5 mm g, %
B TR TR EEE S0 MERE, SR T A L
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2 3-8 BB 2 )
Table 3-8 Effects of projection head

Wi BON R i

NR FR TR UR

) RD-GCSL 0.880 0.848 0.880 0.923 0.833
Twitterl5
w/o PH 0.849 0.822 0.841 0901 0.817

) RD-GCSL  0.889 0.833 0.882 0.949 0.886
Twitter16
w/o PH 0.866 0.799 0.858 0.945 0.846

RD-GCSL  0.856 0915 0.662 0.639 0.510
w/o PH 0.817 0.899 0.555 0.565 0.430

PHEME

% 3-9 ZALMERERR UESE R
Table 3-9 Validation experiment of generalization performance

. " HiRiE
Blnse iRy
JRaEIAE sl A
) UDGAT 0.846 0.823 12.3%
Twitterl5
RD-GCSL 0.880 0.871 10.9%
) UDGAT 0.871 0.835 13.6%
Twitterl6
RD-GCSL 0.889 0.878 11.1%
UDGAT 0.844 0.830 11.4%
PHEME
RD-GCSL 0.856 0.849 10.7%

34 REINGE

ARFEREXT H A S R MRS A S SR A R R A, SR TR
T BT B2 3] AT S G I vk RD-GCSL, 45 & 5 el e S 51T 7 = b
BRGSO T IR TUREAST R 7 3, L T B HEORT s ST AT
55 Hbs, A B AT 55 B G A o 2 s L I 25, B Pl S i BEAIT AR 5
A G RFAE . AR =S A PR S B T SR Bk 7 RD-GCSL J5ik
FEVE SR S5 AR, S T A AR B 2 5 B i 10 45
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4 BEEWIGHBERBIIGETRUG X

PUA S R A2 A 50 4 B ) SR B T A8 1 REFRIPERER I, A&
AR VE 5 RAEME AR BT, 2 B 27 2] 7 vk (R I R IA BR B A b 5 Al
REH)TCARERSE, PASEARHY A LI AR BER B, D T XA AR
AR . B NGRS — MR 2R B 2 > TR, R R B2, (HRRTE
BN GRRE T A RE  AFAE M A R R . D DA BRI, AR T —FhH
W BRI 2548 B T 0w B 2R S #0575 (A Debiased Self-training Method with
Graph Self-supervised Pre-training Aided for Rumor Detection, RDST) . £ Weibo,
DRWeibo. TwitterlS. Twitter16 PUKctindle EibA7A MBS rp, Frfe Ir vk p ot
RER DN MR B | HABFE LT, HAEA PR DRI O 505 1 RAFR

4.1 TR

R BUA £FPE 5 Ry s o200l B T R PERERIL, HR2EA
PR SE Al 2 PASE A I (fully-supervised) HYBCEVEATHY, RUFIA T 47819
BRI TG 13— TR, &S SRR R R RS K E A
71, M E F R BIARE , 0 TE A S & AN Fh i 50
. B RRG, BITLE AT A e i 2w H BRI . ST, Jobn
TR S SR AN BE A AU A KAk, Bk, R A BA R R 5 S ok &
ToARYERE & ER AT B> (semi-supervised learning, SSL) J&if &
WAT S T —Fh BRI 5. R IR S = DAL B O O 5 R D A TR 5
FRAH 2 TAE

A BRI SSL AR RS, —Fpg B IIZR1O 0 (self-training) ,
FRAOIAREE (pseudo-labeling) 5y, HAZL AR IR FI LA JC AR B 0 7oy
SRR HARIRNARES , H X SRR A I A B AR ZRdE v, 2RIt
B, Iy — g —BUEIE ML (consistency regularization) [#75v%, HoAz L JEAR 2
(RN B 1) TOAR TS AREAS i AR AR T 25 58 . mSe4E i b9 AR, B
TS E ) R R LB e T BT BN R R, R, BT
— B I WA ) 7 O T SRR 2 (domain-specific) (4G5 77 =, 1
WK BRI 2 R 55558 (weak augmentation) FISREHEIGSH (strong
augmentation) . 7EALSEATIN, £ PPERIGIR RIS 1) & -5 M B FLi i, (AX
PR S 1, AT ORI A . 55 45 o SR DA A5 — B E WL i
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BAE R MR, BT BN R T LA TR g 3, T DATEAS [+
P . R, ASER I B ISR AR T R S A I I .

FIR BN ARG B fg s, (H02 B TARMLHIAAE— A A
HIVf 5 P B (confirmation bias) . X B AT DAREH A6 6 D Dh R R A (8 1)
i IR ZERR R - FEAR DR DN REAS I ZRA5 21 AR 0 SR 2 4] 5 W P i L
A A O 2 B R B, X5 A T H IRl AR e e e iy R AR, e
FEERA T E LR

FER; LR PR, AR FRE T P 1 B TN S O 09 A 1 R A
Jiike FAAML, B, SR B IS AR A I AL E AR, PAYE H IR
A O AR DRI DR 2 R R O ARyl 5 Rl i Ak 45, I A
B2 RTINS, BE A A PSRRI, 1R B VISR E SR AT Aa .
15 H ISR R P i) bR R AR R B, i 48 B IRk AQ T B D
ARTR, AREE BT T E SN B E R DR, BE A E IR &
JRfE (self-paced global threshold ) 42 il B (A D32 A1) Y oy HEE A — AN Sy I
(local class-specific threshold) > RN H R TG00 JHLE4.2—F51FX
BRI A A T A U A

42 BEBEVGE

AR 2T HE RDST (H i B I 5 5 A0 00 75 ik i & R A, R 28
T tnE4- 18, 8 e S JOhRE R s A L R 45 AL DA Hor > B0 14 B 4 b5
BT AR (I gbdas) MOk, BS A AR ol 205 21 59
R, R3PS B U GRS TR X T b i 5 A 00 oA 2 i
DIBREE , FEIM AR TS AR B AT TAIEZ 5, R — 7 B & Y BE Y Dhds
BT A IOTR B AR REAS I A B IR A AR 2R 4R, RN SR
GBI GRS RS AL, I ATBR A AR SR . Bl R A QAT
HLE A Z AR DR AR A i DU A B bR A

42.1 [e)@fEi

Sy A B B IR S RIS 0 bR, SR PA R A AL E 2 0 AR 2 2
DI 1 S HEA T 3

A W BAEE R R S R AT 45 T et R oy s X R 4l N ARSI
FREARURIED D R T — B fy (v), X UEREAS t— N bR v O ) 42
B Dy = {(zi,y) e, (o gy € {0,119 FR C D BIHY one-hot F7%5) Fl—A>
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" .
v W T L2 ST B 0 ;
—> ® —> i —> —
L Yy P T 4 oW .
S alalilio N B e
o . BN SRR KUBENBBAE
o. o o.: 1.0 / 1.0 \
O o) 5 L
.::°.°.—>§3 _);&ﬁ“ —> .oO:o.
: ° ﬁ 50 4f O. ) o o
R oz DhiRIERA HICREA
R B A EEEm L HAITER
; L teEESE : o i
E I ESSaaEEe MR - Do
ERHER : 3 b B
! Sl B B | BERE : Oy
i%%'%ﬁ?:ll
___________________________ BENRE .
! Jip >
6 | wm |
GNN 017

K 4-1 RDST J5 A 1A
Figure 4-1 The architecture of RDST framework

FARERIRIO S Do = (o} 4, FIH N = No+ Ny BTFAZRM A
MR T, FTER Ny DTCAREREARL R 9, T2AE% Hirn] Agt—20
FEAFH D = {(,9) ), OFF N ASERERAS, § = y) #TI1%. 758
BRI, v &% DS FOR IR T ST R TS, |/
T, = {Si,ril,rm ---,Timi—l}, ,ﬁ\:q:‘ S; 7%‘7)5‘:[[]5?, Tij XEé X E/‘J% J /I\E]/E'pﬁ?, my; XEI%
x; A BRI T A .

BT F R 4G T IR HESY , (BRI E AT 52 K &R ]
PRSI G TR @ i — Mg SR I . Ga = (Vi) B) AURER @ i AL
B, Horp Vi ACRDATERG T s AR S FT A B 117 S, B R Vi 5 1]
SR FAAR A TCI AR A H X e R™ 4RI A € {0, 137" 43 B3R5 1%
TR AN B, d Fon 7y AFIER4ERE . B fy () J2—A il 0 24K
TR 2%, 55 1Y B AR @ I AR AL (A5 L RB IS X% & F+ 0 1) B AR M A T 20
. MAEAFEMERESE, &S WERMA AR AR YA AT
FERAR MO T A S TR (1) 2% 5 (rumor) 2% dRE
& (non-rumor), I N i S RIAE ST — Mg S S _ HER. (2) 1Y
GrehR: AFIES  (non-rumor), BEAEAYIE S (true rumor), Bk RfRAIES
(false rumor), RALKIFMES (unverified rumor). FEH KRR H R T, “rumor”
— A AR R, IR — M0 2 ARihie ER e b S
AZEE . FERRN AR EE R 73 26T 30, iR S AL 55 S Bk A
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422 BB

UNRISC2.3 2T as, ARG NG IR SE A BRIA AR s I 2%
AAFE— RS RE r 2Kode, FFHAENIRE: H GBIt fERE)R4S
Rk AU, XA AR X T S HEA T I SR A AR R . ARIE— AT E
SCHATEN 8 BRI e i AR R DR AR AR Z 5, R S8 O AR REAS I A 21 S5 i A
PREUIZREE, FFERT NG, B R AT, B3I 230 B2 A 1 AR ik
WA 2 AR R DB AT S

ST, A DB PR AN 2645 2 W AR AR W e S i B A e, I L
i T A, AR B AR BT I AR AR A A i A D AR 2024230
RIS . PULAE B UIGRRI IR BL, A7 A (B R0 Jobs R 7 fir
AR — R Db e B R Y, X BT R A DR EEREANTE B IR m ek AU
RERRARSEA Y, SEUREANRZEZH R, & T E AR, XA
PG FE AR AR

A/NTAT S5 A AR AR BN SRR IR Gy BOs A 2228, Rk, A4y
SR H I GRR W IR A M RE LATE B YNGR S0 A i DR DR . 2 30k
AR E B S SR R A ELOTTON AR R JOAR I R A A R M R
BT A BT, BEZ HEIRIA AR SR B oR] RS2 B
WZRIPIIARE AL . R AR AR IR R 2 BAR o aa i i = 26 51 (5 B ]
A HRZENTEA RS S RS S T F 58 L SOE UG FER KR TS
PRI T B I GRR B A a8 RERS SR IR0 5 A B4R AE, Iz At
FIE AT A5 -

AREEGFFOR T RN E A ) D53k DR R TR A g it A
AR A e HZ AL RE . 52 AT BT T AR R S A R TAR OO R
[7], ASTER A PRR AT AR 5 IR AN T BB S R B S S . 18R ORAF
I AR I AR ) HLAR S -

XTSI, 52 BRI O AR GNN R, AR ]
—AFhE (vanilla) f) GNN SREEHGE AR EINZR . Bl b UR AR
AR RN . AR, XA K21 GNN, B kR RN

al¥) = AGGREGATE® ({h!V 1 u e N (v)}) (4-1)
h{¥) = COMBINE® (n{*=1 () (4-2)

ot b B o fEE kR IRE R, A R VTG X, , N (v) 2
A I S8R 4E & . AGGREGATE™ () #1 COMBINE® (.) S35 f (5 & 5918
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P, BARIRIEDT IR0 BT A ) GNN Z0b, fEAEE FIrf AOMEZE o i il A
¥ GNN ZERARIRRIBR S, ATPAN GONPU, GATP, GINDT 4%,

X E BN, RAA R PR i4:

(1) P A MBS A T 2 R 2 o) 2 P 2 T i il —AS =0 s
1R, DA R B0 Hea > J7 VA0 TG BB 7 A0 400 49 5 SR 15501, SRTATAE A
AR LT, A RS s 07 S Br 22 5, TES B BB RREFET R
IR E . O TR A0 SIS B RE, RN T EH R
FIAT R R BAG BB AR R 2 ) 5 ik B

HARH, —HE S ERENEGTARTR N G = {G1, G, ..., Gy} W F—A
R G = (V. E), fFEfMAZIh ¢ S8R K )2 GNN #1545 57E GNN
AR BIFIRPF A —NRHE [ B JR AR 14544 (local patch) 2R hi(v € V):

hf, = CONCAT ({(}," ) (4-3)
Wt 9 s R 2E A Tl AL (READOUT ) #A: RIFAT 758 4x PRI B 1R 0 Hy(G):
H,(G) = READOUT ({n3}!") (4-4)

Hrp |V FoRim 57 E G S 8E, RIS S A A s 2.
J AT HAS B (mutual information, MI) FTHE, i & HE 4 J&- R 6T
(global-local pairs) [ Jensen-Shannon H.{5 B 1T &#%:

Loy (hy (G)3 Hy (G)) =Ep [—sp (=Ty (hy (G), Hy (G)))]
— By [50 (To (75 (G')  Hy (G)))]
Hop, PR UISREATE R A ZS ) LA IR, G IR RAEE P — AN ARE
A, G RREEH P =P B—AREAR, T, B— A8 (v SHr— e
M%), sp(z) = log (1 + €*) & softplus ¥ ih BREL
TEXT He2 S IE SRR AR b, 5 4R I 3 T Tl — L Rl T A 1 5
BOUHIEREAS, T 7R I 5 SR e e, ik, @A R A
W e ST H

Low= 3 S5 T (03 () Hy () (4-6)

GeGveV
(2) B A MHEEA NG K A%HE4S (Graph Auto-encoder, GAE) J&—
AN A B2 Ok, R R AR RIS A . GAE sl X}
AT B BR DEA T R R M e 2 o) IR 3O . ARER T I th i P RE R B 57
FOHERS P g s () HEAT I 5 e 1) | M T 2
VR, AR A D AT AR £ D T HeA A AT 15
41
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HARM, XFT—APA X € R™ I RURAERRE . DL A € {0, 1™ 41 BRI
SRR G = (V, E), ARSI 5 R, BB S — A4V C Vv,
i F—~ [MASK] PR s HASAE &, Hen—Amr23 gy apg € RY. F
B, TR v € V IERA TR EAE S B AEE S X PR 7 TR
S

@{ﬂm wev, (4-7)
T v, ¢ V.

Bifi e, T T BT SRR IR S R AR K0 E i 2% fe SnAS A B 55 ST
FRZEFIR:

H=fp <A, )?) (4-8)

Sy 2 T P S R S TR 4E AN AR A I RE A7, e SRR R H DT,
JH 55— 45 [DMASK] 6 B B BERE AR 0045 S5 B R hy € R% . WIS, S
R 5 hy 7 B RLARAESERE H = REMASK (H) H] DA 35 H -

~ h v; € ‘7,
D (4-9)

TEMRRD SRR b, 52 1 2 00T DA v i F 22 IR BB S A e ity
ARIE, Wy A GNN VR ERD RS, M fo RIS, HEMEEEE MW
ERAFAE I H 45 A\ B RTS8 Th JE 1A% A

7= fp (A, ﬁ) (4-10)

X EAREMN MR, R R RE N AL X MEARAE Z () E

EEE 1 N
@w—ﬁ;ggcfﬂawwm)mzl (4-11)
o, SR TEAR RO SE TR SRR T 2 B4 SE UG, 1T
VST A BE i P B AN AT ) B A B A 8 hfe Tl . R, R e
TN GRoe UG EAE T, (TR B U 1 el 4 i 8 AR IR 75 1% 406 T 1 2
FR, DAMEETWHE S I

B BT se UG, TEMOEIES, TINS5 R S8 0, KWLh
TR GRS, HHAVESE D HAOVIGREARS TR . AR, S aPREEREA R
VESEREE A S GNN, 76 GNN I 5 — 23R8 7RIS 55 by 5,
—~ READOUT R ¥R A1 S 3R R A5 i & A R I Fms

he; = READOUT ({hv}L‘Ql) (4-12)
)
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B, SRR softmax BRBIORGHE 2 B2 BT
y = softmax (F'C (hg)) (4-13)
PERRITINEESR ) FIELSEARES BN (938 U125 -
Ny
Lap (D) == y;log () (4-14)
=1

%, Gl A BN ZMGOR G R K aidas, K AE RDST B IZRHESL)
(IRGY e

423 BEBENBEMREERRGE

H RN ) KB T ONAR YRR A B e S, R A R P i 52 1 DA AR 25 /b
T B NGB GG B RSN . A/ N2 i 5 38 Y 3B A DA R 3 SR
PATE B Rl g 48 A A P Bk BOT B PO AR R A . B el — A B e
1) 4 Jr BB K M 2 B E B I R B R ERE AT, T RS RIN A 0L, 2F
— G A RBNEE B RS IBE, 20 BE P SRR E

(1) HESERA2REIE: 52 airse D b 6l —ANFE X s i [ e B (40
0.95) RIH), AFEARPEIAE G50 15 O TOARIAEAS A 054315 2 Bh A Y 42 Je) 190
{H. 525 f2E ] U954 (curriculum learning) PRI B %, R BEDS TEAREREAS
TR AR 5311 S R B A 43 R BOE B 2 #HE R AR e, BI7E B IgR R, Hik
B AR I REREA, BEE A ISRl T, BB ERE 11533 0E, Matkm
R, BERIFRYEREASIE R LB AR HI T8 2 ) TobniE Bdin . AR, X155 ¢ 48
HNZEA, RBEE 7o A& -

7¢(t) = Percentile (ug(t)) (4-15)

pet) =~-t t=12....T (4-16)

Horp pe RAOBRERARERLS], + 2 HEREUERMPRK, TRAT =1/y
REA NGB EIREL, Percentile (- ) FRMAGHICARERRTIMAR R 55 5 Y I
HZ pe FrR R (RS o 35 RAE B GRS DN e 2 3R, D
FEAHR I WA T p iR E AR e R, X AR B4 e w3 T e 1) DA AR R AR
TR — e e P Al DA A I

(2) JEIERE SR PRI 4R B P2 B A 2K ol DR e R AR S A R
—Fhokms, SR EBCH 5 I8 SIBAS S K BIA R 22 T 15 0L . 2l S8 A 2L,
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4257, REHIIRI A PRERUTCARERE A G2 280 R, (EREE B IZk
AT, ARG 6] TR B JCARERE A T g 5 — B T LR E S W RASET X
R AREAEA R R T T, ORI SN A A A&
W5 Z AR TAE P B h ) R B, RI—AMSEZ 5 R e 1 2R - ) s
e ENGSMR, b EARATERIRNE, DIRZERYR AR RIRAFAT .

AT SR R 24 S DR AR A B HE R PEREA T 4xh oA, AERAI T e
TR B2 (R VEIER ST 2 4T) o QniEl4-2 47 Twitter]5 £ 4y
A 40 NAARHEAEA N ZRARNT TOARE R BEA T 0 H- AR 96 4= Jay B {E R B
ARSI TSR, AR T DAACEE, Rt o e 22 i 0l B AT e e Y 4 ol
AR, AHIOR AR, AR T f /D ) 28 B B R RSB R . AR A [l
AR X RGN Ay fre SN AX S D AR 2 A T RE R MERI D iRaE. 2 Wei
S NV ARSI B YN HEZE s AR AR AS R SRS 0 5 e, AR BAR YR — A2k
SIFEF-A (class-rebalancing) FY J5 IR EE JETRFE BRI BRI : #7201 ¢ 1
PO A ARG, e OB 2 A e T S 2501 ¢ B DM AR AR I B A ARTERE A
&, IR,

1.0 L I — S S S

800 //»4’\‘ //*__.—< 0.9 ‘

) X wos| " ‘

600 —— R [El —— R & —— R
& m R ROO. 6 R 407 m R
£ 400 v " .‘ikq o LR .‘ikg0~6 v LE
& 8041, Ros{_o_ -

200 : ________ ':* —— b 0.2 "‘;::;T:-t)-_.;r:;,.:;‘:;-;.-;,—_-g 0.4 -—

. s - ‘ 0.3
i 2 3 i 5 i 2 3 5 i 2 3 ) 5
ERRH ERRH ERRH
a) SRR b) FASAFRERY A ] 2 o) K RINPREIIRE T2
el 4-2 PR Jor i 4 b
Figure 4-2 Analysis of pseudo-labels quality
HARHL, Eeg e BUNZRES ¢ kA2 PR 25 ) Bl -
Ny
or(e)=Y 1 (argmax (P (y | 1) = c)) c=1,2..C (4-17)
n=1

Hr 1 235/~ % (indicator function), py,, ABIAESE ¢ LA H AR
Bl Je He e P I o (c) HEFP, 53 Ny > Ny > -+ > Neo BT 2E5] ¢ 1
AR HERE AR AR H A T e :

(0 = (25) @18

Hrf o > 0 2 REE L GIES R 20k, XT3 2R 2RI P 1
DIFRHREAER, B RMEBDIEEILFE 6 = §F =10, FDRAIER LA
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o (1) = (M5=)" = 1, BRI, (1) = (252)" = 010,
o = 0, W FBIHHIA o (¢) = 1, EDFTR DOBREEREAHRUORI, S0 R
PERISA. AR A SR VERE AR, RO B RS R, (eI HA T
REEIEREA

STV 7y 11 LI 2 ATA SRS A S s

7, (¢) = Percentile (y; (c)) (4-19)

1 () = pe (t) - pr, () (4-20)

ot () JEBHI AN ¢ HOPATEREATESS 50 RRURENL LT, Bk, 251
B R TE I B T

1
L= 57, 21 (max (an) 2 (@) - H ) (421)

H gn = poge (Y | un) ARG TOARERAR TSR, ¢, = argmax (g,) 2 Phbs
%, H(- ) REZ .

H T PR TR R BT, RDST Jkt—B A 7— x5 (dis-
tribution alignment, DA) i, Zr X} 55 M2 i1 Berthelot 25 AP ik, H
U AR R AL ToAR Y EAEAS ) P00 20 111 58 PR A AR B 28 505301 p () XF 55
AR, Bl R R I TEAREREAS w, BTSSR ¢ = pm (v | un) FEDA
p(y) /p(y), Hp(y) BBAS A TCARTEREA TINS5 R 20 F2{E . 7£ RDST
FEH, AT HRSEE Y, AT — N R B R 8 S8 8 (8 > 0),
¢ B TIH— RS B RO AR o A

i, = Normalize M i -
oin(s(28))

G TN w TR ZEARAEA g FHTERE, AR5 RAE DR T BN )
PARRIE DR Z:, — B ERr Be A oR, 200 S B R i Zhad AR P A &
A o

42.4 ISR RRE
TEOMPRIEREAR I R B SE BUS , RDST J5 ¥R 1 — Rl i VIl 2 Smgs ok B

R P ST BV R S R D e AR AT AT P RE A
T4 B BRAGAT BRVE S04 mini-batch o, LGRS, £/~ mini-batch f
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A REH R I D — B FEAR B IEM bR, dE—2 b TIRE 4. XT3
IRATREREARSE S, HA BRIk R#R R
1 &

L= 55 2 H (b (| 22) (4-23)
n=1

BeAh, i B IIRR SR )G, BZSHCR BT R A B IR
PSS 0,, PABRORIIZNAE )5 Sk I REAS & X 2 i Al BE A7 i EL A ASC 2R 7 A Mg
PR

N TR 8 N ZRFI0 0 28R DRI S H R JeAR AR AT 2
— D REGLUMRE LRI, AR T —MEZRIRFFE H Tz 6 AF
PEIE AR, PASS IS IR AR [ R A3 A A A -

C
L; =Y p.log (Z—) (4-24)
c=1 ¢

Horrpe RAH ¢ IR, he RBEIBTNAZEH] ¢ (A HEAR Y T
ERAT I E T AT N B SEE IR i Adnde, RS20
pe = 1/C VENEAZERI STt 11

%, RDST SRR HARSRE ] AR Ny :

L=L,+NLy,+ >\f£f (4-25)

For Ay A 2330 Lo MLy IR R AR S 4K

43 WS ERTH

N T IEAE TR A U507 5 RDST fe2F B i S A AL 55 ERA R, A<
TAEPUAS A TP S BE AR EAEAT TS SRR . AT RF B ST/ 4R S s SR 1R
FAk, BEERERT RO B SR B AT R A, PR SEIR AR SR E I T
Y, G RER A A SE IR A R PEAT A RIE I8 e T R S 30 0 DA 20 4
IREBRIARE ek e T A S R T E T

43.1 HEEL

AREAE PN TR S BdE s FE T T 558, f93% Weibo, DRWeibo , Twitter1 5,
Twitter16, Weibo £l DRWeibo /& H1 SCHY — 43 Ze8didE, Twitter]15 il Twitter]6 J2 3%
SCHIIY 7 S8R 4L, DA BB ARG D2 4— T E TN . TR, A
B RV TP T R IS SR S5, BRBr  F m Eii SR A 1
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FAAH REBA B REA SR . BRI BT SR LS T E B E4-19R (R Weibo
1l DRWeibo Wi~%in4E4—FF R 229008 FR 35).

7= 4-1 BHRENSITHE R
Table 4-1 Statistics of datasets

iR Weibo DRWeibo Twitterl5 Twitterl6
HE HC HsC E5'e 55
HR 4664 6037 1490 818
JEES (NR) 2351 3185 374 205
BE R ErEES (FR) 2313 2852 370 205
iR M ENES (TR) - - 372 207
KAKUEMIES (UR) - - 374 201
HUEFINEFEL 804 62 223 251

432 HExiER

AREESLYS T O LU B SR A, B AR SR B 0 R A R R
R OB 2% BIGCN Y FI ClaHi-GAT ) JiH  4b, ARFEIR L TAF
SEAL T LY GNN YA 35 -

GINB: g —Fh iz 1) GNN 344y, FEE- RS LA RERI. FHEE,
GIN PATE [l )V 5 A R AR A o

GIN-GCLPU: g —Ady J&] 1 MBS b2 S I gra it (4nd.2.2—45 i)
1) GIN g, RN BT A 1125055 RDST-GCLP H#Iak A

GIN-GAEP™1: & —/~y [ H 4 i EAG TN A I (404.2.2—F5 i) 1Y
GIN Zfh, SEITIRFE R A GIN ZER 1R B 2 A 4% 14 g i s TR i 4% . GIN-
GAEP [N H Il 4577 ¥ RDST-GAEP [ S .

FON, AT T — A R E SRR

CLW): B—AAARFMEWET IR B NGIrE, HR ARSI
RBAEAE Db A rp W N AR B BRI LL ), AR5 RDST AR ZALHET,
CL 3 BRI R 2 IGO0, AFREIE AR N A S A5 T AR
B, T GIN A 151 G i 4 A o

ST AT 8777873 ISR T O B2 > TN 2o P 2 B S0 TN 5
KAt A UIGHESE RO, (R IR B4R A2 23 51 fiy 44 2 RDST-GCLP HI RDST-
GAEP,
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433 G ESSEERE

TEERAE R 4> b, Weibo il DRWeibo $i#a4E4#: 18 6: 2: 2 By HL@IRI 4Rl
GRAE/IGIEEE /AL . Twitter15 fl Twitter16 M = KR BER D, Hi
XA ECRAE IR 8 2 (Y F Bl 40 R I ZRe AR AR I 64T HL A 22 SURnE (52 Fi
[RFFE T AR L0242 SLdit B —30) . X4 GRS A HE S 01, If
HAENTFENENMEGR PR e 2B I B SLTs, R ZRde i BOR A 1 b
Bl —25 8055 R — DB TR EREARE SR — D TR EREARE S (TohniE R AR E
BRI o % BRI FEEGRE RN, XFT Weibo Fil DRWeibo $(#i4E,
GATEEREAR SRR RN N, 38 {5, 10, 20, 40, 100, 200, 500 } 5 XFF Twitterl5 %
ade, FFAEREA LR R/ NE N {10, 20, 40, 80, 100 } 5 T Twitter16 Zfi4E,
FEAPREREA LR R/ IMEE S {10, 20, 40, 80 } o R YIGREETRI A I FE AR AR
TeAREREASE, Hph ) N sORMEH B DA AR A B/ N T TohRYERE
ARIEE . A IRTEREA R TR, 8 TR YR R WM&, X
BRI Ny, BEALSA AR L RO R REALRAE , 3RS TR R
PRy RS/ TOAREARIN AL &, HAE R A SR TR S5 R

TETT SR EE R, T Twitter15, 16 4, A 5000 4k BOW
(Bag-of-words ) TAAFEFIE K RBUE 5 SCA RN BT SEHE SRR s X
F Weibo #l DRWeibo i(#i#4E, JH 200 4ty word2vec ™! FRAFFREUE &5 SUAMFIR o
GNN ) 20 E R 2 )2, Fra A R GNN #R HE Ay 2OR 3R B A Y
FRAIE R « TERUZ T SRR 4E LAY e I, Twitter]5 A1 16 i 8215 ok 64, Weibo
1l DRWeibo B4 i M 128, 4R[S TP IRy EAE AR I B LU B B 20 7
Weibo #l DRWeibo £#a4E 1% R 0.1, FF Twitterl5 fil 16 Zifa4E % B R 0.2, J&ED
B PR G B L B HE 208 240 o 7 Weibo, DRWeibo, Twitter15 £ 16 UM%
Ptk oy mlicE R 0.5,0.25, 1.0, 1.0, P75 /- MR s 48 B0 244 8 #e
MRS B0 E N 0.5, Jo MBI 2R TR 231 1E B 2R T AL EE Ay 1 Ap 43
SEESRH 0.8 1 0.4, FE Twitterl5. 16, Weibo il DRWeibo PO 4E Tl 219
mini-batch K/ E R 256, 128, 32, 32, % T Adam fifbas 62 Fil s (A 14
RREVRORE SR, 27> FHACE R R LU B E S 0.0005 F1 0.0001. AL
SR AT Twitterl5, 16 Bi¥e4Eny5—47 (fold-0 set) FI1 Weibo 5 DRWeibo
BB r B IE R 2 . T A BUALYE PyTorch® RBE S, I HBTA B4 A ik
S EN RN

*https://pytorch.org/
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434 FLEHEREHI

e RDST ¥k M A RIAE Weibo, DRWeibo, Twitterl5, Twitterl6 PU-/~45
Ptk BRI E SR AT R IN5R4-2, K43, FRA-ATNRA-SPR . 5 ZHEE
A RMFSE 5 SR IR B ERARL, ASTCAR TS AR AR A RS T 1 432
FGJZ (Accuracy, Acc.), e “# Label” FoRAREAEARE, BN, £
“AI” FoRse A BRI (NS T A AR ATRERA) . 75, £
PEHEREC AU 27

RIEHA4-2, F£4-3, FA-AHEA-SHLIREERAWT L

2 4-2 Weibo B2 Wt se i 4k

Table 4-2 Semi-supervised rumor detection results on Weibo dataset

e (Acc.)
# Label 5 10 20 40 100 200 500 All

GIN 0.691 0.708 0.746 0.791 0.874 0.907 0.940 0.945
BiGCN 0.631 0.653 0.762 0.832 0.879 0.909 0.945 0.948
ClaHi-GAT  0.665 0.705 0.773 0.823 0.887 0.914 0.947 0.953
GIN-GCLP  0.766 0.773 0.831 0.856 0912 0.927 0.946 0.962
GIN-GAEP 0.759 0.823 0.854 0.861 0900 0.924 0.957 0.966
CL 0.687 0.712 0.764 0.836 0.896 0.927 0.949 -
RDST-GCLP 0.860 0.868 0.895 0.917 0.937 0.945 0.960 -
RDST-GAEP 0.824 0.853 0.878 0.909 0.930 0.951 0.963 -

% 4-3 DRWeibo %ifa - i B sL a4 R

Table 4-3 Semi-supervised rumor detection results on DRWeibo dataset

iR (Acc.)
# Label 5 10 20 40 100 200 500 All
GIN 0.557 0.586 0.667 0.713 0.739 0.775 0.819 0.868

BiGCN 0.553 0.609 0.650 0.701 0.754 0.797 0.836 0.885
ClaHi-GAT  0.568 0.614 0.654 0.705 0.751 0.780 0.841 0.888
GIN-GCLP  0.562 0.607 0.721 0.749 0.769 0.798 0.834 0.876
GIN-GAEP  0.559 0.592 0.685 0.726 0.747 0.792 0.839 0.882

CL 0.553 0.591 0.714 0.740 0.777 0.792 0.827 -
RDST-GCLP 0.653 0.689 0.746 0.771 0.801 0.825 0.852 -
RDST-GAEP 0.626 0.65 0.708 0.751 0.787 0.838 0.866 -
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% 4-4 Twitter 15 KSR 0 HBF SL g 4R

Table 4-4 Semi-supervised rumor detection results on Twitterl5 dataset

e (Acc.)
# Label 10 20 40 80 100 All

GIN 0.445 0.524 0.625 0.737 0.757 0.848
BiGCN 0.495 0.577 0.678 0.753 0.791 0.880
ClaHi-GAT  0.507 0.585 0.676 0.760 0.785 0.875
GIN-GCLP  0.464 0.556 0.663 0.756 0.788 0.865
GIN-GAEP  0.501 0.588 0.699 0.778 0.809 0.887
CL 0.456 0.549 0.665 0.766 0.808 -
RDST-GCLP 0.569 0.653 0.740 0.793 0.827 -
RDST-GAEP 0.603 0.665 0.771 0.825 0.842 -

2 4-5 Twitter16 FHEEE Y 2f B 52 g 445 o

Table 4-5 Semi-supervised rumor detection results on Twitter16 dataset

eI (Acc.)
# Label 10 20 40 80 All

GIN 0.510 0.594 0.688 0.779 0.868
BiGCN 0.561 0.656 0.737 0.816 0.879
ClaHi-GAT  0.565 0.675 0.765 0.820 0.887
GIN-GCLP  0.549 0.632 0.720 0.803 0.883
GIN-GAEP  0.566 0.641 0.737 0.825 0.892
CL 0.537 0.625 0.769 0.812 -
RDST-GCLP 0.635 0.753 0.805 0.839 -
RDST-GAEP 0.670 0.774 0.819 0.857 -

(1) RE B AR 5 G RRER S OB T 220 5 ZR 118 5 R AR (BiGCN
ClaHi-GAT) 7EAARIAEAR TR R T RIFAERE, (H 2GR 4 3=
Z I, E1r]i%f%ﬁT@%EE@ﬁ%uA1tﬁm Bian, 2EAEMEE S A 10 SME R
TEREAS R IS, K BE 2R 5 =) i 5 R A 2R L 2 L 5y ] B ) B R AR A e
7e, MWINGTE Weibo HndE AR, BB EG 5 MRS AT
B, BiGCN F ClaHi-GAT {4 RS 2 LU 4544 7 SR AR 2% (vanilla) GIN BLHYIA
BT 6.0% Fl 2.6%.

(2) GIN-GCLP F GIN-GAEP F| fj oAy 254 i) 17 5 1% 178 B 347 B B e i
WIGRFH P A ARERIR R, EIr A WA SR B N T GIN A2, 24
5N 5 %1% BiGCN #1 ClaHi-GAT #5181 [ e}, GIN-GCLP #1 GIN-GAEP 5%
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T HHAMYERERI . Hr, 75 Weibo £ n) R IMBONHAE, FEPFIE &
R, GIN-GAEP £ AR [A a5 R e BiGCN 1 ClaHi-GAT #2577 1.0%~17.0%.
FIRE, fESEA R (R TaAREEdE) &E T, GIN-GAEP fyA RS 2 1
BiGCN 275 T 1.8%, [ ClaHi-GAT 4275 T 1.3%. P45 5IFERH 7 FTEe B BT
WG ETE R E dnfdas iz e tE . S ald W& ErgfER, itk GIN-GCLP #
GIN-GAEP W] AR 24 1F A3 i ] I 5] G 20 of ke A28 FL I 17 v 2

(3) BN ERMAREETAIE CL 56 T H SR PR LSRN, 7E280a bR
BRI N R Boh i T E R EEIA GIN. AR SR RBIMCE S AR
HAEASTH] A, 78 Weibo Al DRWeibo P 8i#fi4E , CL iR IMZET GIN, 415R4-2H1
FeA3FR . WG ENE T AT win R, B A8 ) 2R e aUR my
WML A R, B A YIS T, REZWEM, SRR RRREL.

(4) Az T o B U250 5 kel 777 RDST-GCLP 1 RDST-GAEP £ 4: Y
B EE I T A AR U 35 L Ir A BB ) R IR SR T . i,
VG PR R AR D, RS B S M AREREAS AT B, RDST-GCLP 7£
Weibo Fl1 DRWeibo 454 b réfa s H CL 43 3llm i T 17.3% F1 10.0%. [A]FE,
Wk HA 10 M AREREAS AT BB, RDST-GAEP 7F Twitter15 Fl Twitter16 $#
S RIS EEHL CL 233l il T 14.7% F1 13.3%. B4, TEfR ORI RESGEH
BT, RDST-GAEP [{) R — LU FLAR BRI E 52 2 B B N R Y, H 2
it THER A FEBRAE S e B B AR DA SEIR AE R T A E T
fi B 2577 vA RDST, FEALAY B WA 1t I 2500 iy A0 A0 38 1 (80 B O Ay s i 5
BN, WEHIEAD T EVERE (confirmation bias) , #2751 B IlZRidFERIREE.

435 HERSKIE

EIE RDST J5 ¥R A A R, Bt an I VRl S 5 -

X PO R AR A e I = AN [ A FRIEREA B, T Weibo FI DRWeibo %
PEdE, EHL N, = {5,40,100}, XFF Twitterl5. 16 F s, kI N, = {10,40, 80},
TEWEhses B DA R AR RRAL: (1) -w/o LCST (without local class specific
threshold) , FIRTECFRIE T BN S BIHR & W Rl s, PR 4 misifE s (2)
-w/o PT (without pre-training ), 7~ H IZRMVIIAEIAL M VLS B0 ia i, I B
HAESIEIZ:: (3) -w/o DA (without distribution alignment) , FERBER 1
XFFEfEde; (4) -w/o LA (without labeled data allocated averagely ), &R JRIGHIA R
FEREAS YL FEAIL 0 FE 2B A PRy E SR 45 mini-batch, A T2 P45 70 i o

WE4-30rR, Bk R, BBRARE A EAR R B 1125 )% RDST a7 kP fE
FRTE. BAKHE, -w/o PT 4 Weibo F1 DRWeibo iz 4k L INHER R A B RH T
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95.0 -
-w/o LCST 3.7 80 w/o LCST 78.7. 78. 5
92.5 -w/o PT 92.3 /o PT 77.1 AT
- w/o DA [ ~w/o DA X3 .
~w/0

90.0 “Wolh & 8.9 75 “w/o LA 750 742
= | mmm ROST-GOLP = BN RDST-GCLP 72.9
. 87.51 o
3 86.0 <‘-<> 704
S g5.01 3
5 : 838 84 ‘ B
& & 45
ESZ.S Ebs 63.6 635
" 80.0

60 1
77.54
75.0 T 55
100
ﬁh,ﬂﬂtéﬁl ﬁfﬁ',ﬂﬁ:&
a) Weibo $(f54E b) DRWeibo % #z 5
85
-w/o LCST 82 85 -w/o LCST % B
80 1 -w/o PT 8.5 .7 -w/o PT a7 81.9 82 &
-w/o DA 1 773 80 -w/o DA °79.8
751 -w/o LA - -w/o LA 77,4052
BN RDST-GAEP 00 709 75| WEE RDST-GAEP

68.0

JERAER (Acc. %)

64. 163. 4

HEFAZE (Acc. %)

55.756.1

[

(5]
o
o

O
(9]

40 10
BIREHEERY ﬁ*T/Eﬁlkﬁl
c) Twitter15 $fa4E d) Twitter16 %4

Il 4-3 R SRR AR
Figure 4-3 Experimental results of ablation study

W, X RIDAE A W T 2R 07 okxt B VIR B iR AL e s/ M A 2 22 BA
HEEAEH. b, fE Twitterl5 Fl Twitterl6 P EHE4E I, -w/o LCST ¥E i A £
AR R 2, — Ml RERY R 2 Twitter]5 1 Twitter16 % 4E -5 Weibo Al
DRWeibo £l Lt & 2 nyim 5 280, Hoor e 55 s mME, RAE B il 4
R, RIS B 1 27 2T 1 DU 28 RS 1 R IS (B TE N B 22 . -w/o
DA Fl-w/o LA #R7=4E TASE R T, Boik T BN TR E DA bR 2 A0 A T AR A
AR

A, Zliwmﬁ/ﬁmﬁ*b@’jﬁﬂfﬂ FE T H E R 42 R BI{E (self-paced global thresh-
old) BEHMARIYE: HE B LR P bR e A v R ) — 2L 7 A 2 . {0.8,
0.9,0.95} 5 RDST 1) B 5& HE 4 Jry BUE A TR E o« DU ) 15 A 20 BRUCEL
Gi—E o H E PR BUE VAR IR AR S R4-00rR T B I g R Dby
ZeRRi A E (R #PLY FoR) MMNRHERG S GEREW], A — X
e Y E BE S T2 BRI RE, I & R5 B e R E{E
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DT AR ZE . 1M R 2R A BE 775 2y BIMERB AN O 4
TEGERU DR ZE I AR 1 AR, EO SRR E Ik R R T

2 4-6 [ 5 BIEAN A 2 0 A PR REXS L

Table 4-6 Performance comparison among fixed and self-paced thresholds

PIARTEREAS R B
ERAR 0.8 09 0.95 I
#PL UERfIR #PL Ui #PL  MERRER #PL  MER
Iteration-0 - 0.853 - 0.853 - 0.853 - 0.853

Iteration-1 1978  0.863 1464 0.866 1159 0.864 255 0.865
Iteration-2 1835 0.872 1096 0.865 1540 0.848 504  0.864
Iteration-3 2038  0.870 432 0.852 463 0.854 747 0.868
Iteration-4 2212 0.874 707 0.865 1406 0.851 1079 0.872
Iteration-5 1760  0.886 585 0.863 1560 0.844 1317 0.874
Iteration-6 1597 0.882 1342  0.859 572 0.836 1473  0.873
Iteration-7 2265  0.889 826  0.868 1530 0.849 1813  0.883
Iteration-8§ 2008  0.891 1215 0.854 1594 0.857 2081 0.899
Iteration-9 2194  0.887 1047 0.850 1527 0.835 2355 0.907
Iteration-10 2041 0.887 1378 0.861 1524 0.842 2370 0.910

43.6 SHSOM

AR RDST J5 ¥4 b iy — L8 S 25 S A i gt -

(1) &RmBREMEKDE v 2 E 2R 55 A O AR A B
I EESE . RGP NE ~ WA B N GRpstle s, R EARAE AR 2 A HER R
LRI =M R 35 2B {0.05, 0.1, 0.2, AE4xFRIU A Hdi 46 fr g 2 1R L 40
MEVPEFEAR AT I 28 . B4-4f8R THEA ISR ADIE v T B g iR
PHER AR . G5 REHY v 5liE R 0.1, 0.1, 0.2, 0.2 1), #HEALYE Weibo,
DRWeibo, Twitterl5 Fl Twitter16 PUNEIREESFIGBAETI . Wi/ v FH AL e
REFRES, MR SEBEANREWMERRIL, I B hsEireyntE, XFIRRLE
DRWeibo 71 Twitter15 ¥iffide bR IR

(2) ZEHIF-FARSREE o @RI JRHR (A b2 ) 25 2 P L 1 g 4k
FESEL, K4S T R AR B S5 T80 B o T RgER 2 illiZk. M a =0
IF, FrA S RIRREELC BN 1, ARG SR E Jm iR A 58 4 R AL, 1K I 5E A B
ST R R BB i RN B, AR DU ER AR R I R e A TR . Y o )
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Figure 4-4 Effect of various incremental stride
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Table 4-7 Effect of trade-off hyper-parameters

# Label 5 \ 40

Au/ A g 0.1 0.4 0.8 1.0 2.0 ‘ 0.1 0.4 0.8 1.0 2.0

0.1 0.824 0.795 0.829 0.833 0.857 | 0.890 0.901 0.891 0.903 0.895
0.4 0.825 0.832 0.861 0.841 0.832 | 0.890 0.907 0.892 0.902 0.880
0.8 0.812 0.860 0.869 0.840 0.842 | 0.892 0.916 0.907 0.885 0.901
1.0 0.842 0.833 0.817 0.857 0.863 | 0.893 0.895 0.902 0.901 0.896
2.0 0.832 0.778 0.814 0.807 0.840 | 0.889 0.890 0.881 0.892 0.898
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Figure 4-7 Visualization of features on Weibo dataset
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