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ABSTRACT
Multi-Label Text Classification (MLTC) is a fundamental task in the
field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) that involves the assign-
ment of multiple labels to a given text. MLTC has gained significant
importance and has been widely applied in various domains such
as topic recognition, recommendation systems, sentiment analysis,
and information retrieval. However, traditional machine learning and
Deep neural network have not yet addressed certain issues, such as
the fact that some documents are brief but have a large number of
labels and how to establish relationships between the labels. It is im-
perative to additionally acknowledge that the significance of knowl-
edge is substantiated in the realm of MLTC. To address this issue,
we provide a novel approach known as Knowledge-enhanced Doc-
Label Attention Network (KeNet). Specifically, we design an At-
tention Network that incorporates external knowledge, label embed-
ding, and a comprehensive attention mechanism. In contrast to con-
ventional methods, we use comprehensive representation of docu-
ments, knowledge and labels to predict all labels for each single text.
Our approach has been validated by comprehensive research con-
ducted on three multi-label datasets. Experimental results demon-
strate that our method outperforms state-of-the-art MLTC method.
Additionally, a case study is undertaken to illustrate the practical
implementation of KeNet.

Index Terms— Multi-Label Text Classification, Natural Lan-
guage Processing

1. INTRODUCTION

MLTC aims to assign text input to multiple predetermined cate-
gories, and has been shown to be employed in several fields such as
topic recognition, question answering, sentiment analysis, intention
detection, tag recommendation and information retrieval[1–3]. It
permits the coexistence of numerous labels within a singular docu-
ment, wherein each label signifies a distinct facet of the document’s
content. Therefore, it may be deduced that the entirety of semantic
information encompassed inside a text consists of numerous interre-
lated or layered components. Figure 1 exemplifies the instances,the
news story titled “The cultural industry will become the pillar in-
dustry of the national economy in 2020” may be categorized under
either “Economy” or “Culture”. Likewise, The movie “Twilight
City” can be classified as “romance” and “fantastic” movie.

However, enormous difficulties impede our progress in solving
the MLTC task accurately. Several difficult problems of MLTC can
be summarized as follows: i) The number of labels for a given text
is unknown, because some samples may have only one label while
others may belong to dozens or even hundreds of topics; ii) The
content of some documents is not rich enough to accurately predict
the labels, because these documents belong to three or more labels.

§ These authors contributed equally to this work.
* The corresponding author.

Fig. 1. The example of Multi-label Text Classification.

MLTC methods can be broadly classified into two primary cat-
egories: traditional multi-label classification algorithms and deep
learning-based algorithms. The traditional multi-label classification
algorithms, such as BR[4], CC[5], LP[6], ML-DT[7], Rank SVM[8]
and ML-KNN[7], are limited to capturing low-order correlations.
There are challenges in the area of text representation of vector fea-
tures, including limited expression capabilities and high cost of man-
ual feature representation implementation. Deep learning-based al-
gorithms, such as CNN and RNN[9–12], are widely used in text
classification, and with the introduction of transformer[13–18] and
the pre-trained model such as BERT [19], significant improvements
in classification performance have been achieved. However, they
have also failed to capture high-order dependencies between labels
or distinguish similar sub-labels, and the attention weights employed
in these models lack the necessary strength to accurately assign all
relevant labels to a given document. Significantly, prior studies in
the field of text categorization have not incorporated external knowl-
edge, which has been demonstrated to hold significance[20, 21].

To address the challenges mentioned above, we propose a novel
Knowledge-enhanced Doc-Label Attention Network (KeNet) for
MLTC, which aims at solving above-mentioned two issues includ-
ing not rich documents and label correlation. The initial step is
acquiring pertinent information to enhance the content of the doc-
uments. Subsequently, we make embeddings for documents and
knowledge, and encode each of them as unified lengths. We also
make embeddings for labels to capture the contextual relationship
among each label set. In addition, we adopt attention mechanism for
document-label pairs and knowledge-label pairs, respectively, and
assign weights to obtain dependent label representation. Ultimately,
we use a comprehensive representation of documents, knowledge
and labels to predict all labels for each single text.

The main contributions of this work can be summarized as fol-
lows. Firstly, we retrieve external knowledge based on entity link-
ing techniques to provide richer information for documents. Sec-
ondly, we adopt attention mechanism for document-label pairs and
knowledge-label pairs, respectively, to obtain a dependent label rep-
resentation that contains comprehensive information between docu-
ment, knowledge, and labels. Ultimately, a series of experiments are
performed on multiple real-world datasets. The results indicate that
our proposed model outperforms all state-of-the-art MLTC models.
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Fig. 2. The architecture of the proposed KeNet model.

2. METHOD

In the paper, the structure of the model is shown in Figure 2. It
consists of six parts. Knowledge Retrieval refers to the process of
accessing external knowledge in order to enhance the informational
content of documents. Doc-know Embedding is to extract semantic
features of documents and the corresponding knowledge. Doc-know
Encoder is to obtain documents representation and knowledge rep-
resentation of uniform length, respectively. Label Embedding is to
map each label to a high-dimensional space to capture the interactive
information of sub-labels. Doc-know-label Attention is to capture
comprehensive features of document representation, knowledge rep-
resentation and label embedding. Label Prediction is to make final
multi-label text classification.

The MLTC task in this research can be summarized as a tuple
set S = {(di, li)}Ni=1 with di and li represents the i-th document
denoted as D = {di|di = {d1, d2, · · · , dn} and its corresponding
label sets denoted as L = {li|li = {l1, l2, · · · , lm}. N , n and m
are the total number of documents, the length of the i-th document
and the number of labels of the i-th document, respectively. Our pro-
posed KeNet model aims at assigning all suitable labels to its corre-
sponding documents based on the conditional probability Pr(li|di)
to solve the MLTC task.

2.1. Knowledge Retrieval
Knowledge Retrieval is designed to introduce external knowledge
to documents to provide richer information. It takes documents as
input and outputs the unstructured text retrieved from the Wikipedia
of the entities in the documents as the corresponding knowledge. We
first search the entities in the input document based on Wikipedia
with the TAGME tool [22]. We keep the entities whose confidence
scores given by TAGME are larger than 0.5 in order to guarantee the
accuracy of entities searching. After that, for each retained entity,
we crawl its Wikipedia text with the highest confidence. If more than
one entity in a document, we retrieve their specific Wikipedia texts
and combine in the entity-order of the document. These combined
texts are regarded as the knowledge of a document.

2.2. Doc-know Embedding
Doc-know Embedding is designed to capture the deep information of
documents and knowledge. We use a Pre-trained Language Model
(PLM, such as BERT [19]) to make embeddings for documents and
knowledge, respectively. The input of PLM is documents and knowl-
edge, and the output is respective contextual representation of docu-
ments and knowledge. The process is shown as follows:

EmD = PLM(D), EmK = PLM(K) (1)

where D and K represent documents and knowledge, respectively.

2.3. Doc-know Encoder
Doc-know Encoder is designed to obtain unified contextual repre-
sentation of given documents and knowledge. We adopt bidirec-
tional LSTM to encode each of them and output 2H-dimensional
vectors. The unified representation of document and knowledge are
denoted as EnD ∈ Rl1×2H and EnK ∈ Rl2×2H where l1 and l2
means the length of input documents and knowledge. The specific
equations are shown as follows:

EnD = {[LSTM(
−−−−→
EmD

t−1, ht);LSTM(
←−−−−
EmD

t−1, ht)]}Tt=1 (2)

EnK = {[LSTM(
−−−−→
EmK

t−1, ht);LSTM(
←−−−−
EmK

t−1, ht)]}Tt=1 (3)

2.4. Label Embedding
Label Embedding is designed to fully establish contextual relation-
ship among labels for the reason that all labels for one document
contain different but relevant semantic information. We convert the
label set L = {li|li = {l1, l2, · · · , lm} for a document to embed-
ding vectors EmL ∈ RM×d via GloVe [29] with M representing
the total number of labels. The process is shown as follows:

EmL = GloV e(L) (4)

2.5. Doc-know-label Attention
Doc-know-label Attention is designed to capture interactive features
between documents and their corresponding labels, as well as re-
trieved knowledge and their corresponding labels. In the MLTC
task, a single document belongs to several labels and a label can
be attributed to several documents. Moreover, the corresponding
knowledge is considered as supplementary information to enrich
documents. Therefore, we adopt Doc-know-label attention which
is the weighted attention of the document-label attention and the
knowledge-label attention to fuse information between documents,
knowledge and labels. Firstly, we apply self-attention mechanism
on documents and the corresponding knowledge to obtain document
attention AD and knowledge attention AK . Based on the above
two attention, we obtain independent document weight λD and
independent knowledge weight λK which denotes contribution of
documents in document-label pairs and knowledge in knowledge-
label pairs, respectively:

AD = softmax(W
′
1tanh(W1(EnD)T )) (5)

AK = softmax(W
′
2tanh(W2(Enk)T )) (6)

λD = σ((ADEnD)W
′′
1 ), λK = σ((AKEnK)W

′′
2 ) (7)



Table 1. Comparisons of KeNet and fourteen baselines on RCV1-V2, AAPD, Reuters-21578. (+) means the higher the value is, the better
performance of the model. (−) indicates the opposite.

Datasets RCV1-V2 AAPD Reuters-21578

Metrics HL(-) mP(+) mR(+) mF1(+) HL(-) mP(+) mR(+) mF1(+) HL(-) mP(+) mR(+) mF1(+)

BR [4] 0.0086 0.904 0.816 0.858 0.0316 0.664 0.648 0.646 0.0032 0.940 0.823 0.878
CC [5] 0.0087 0.887 0.828 0.857 0.0306 0.657 0.651 0.654 0.0031 0.937 0.828 0.879
LP [6] 0.0087 0.896 0.824 0.858 0.0323 0.662 0.608 0.634 - - - -

CNN [23] 0.0089 0.922 0.798 0.855 0.0256 0.849 0.545 0.664 - - - -
CNN-RNN [24] 0.0085 0.889 0.825 0.856 0.0280 0.718 0.618 0.664 0.0038 0.902 0.813 0.855
ML-Reasoner [25] 0.0076 0.889 0.860 0.870 0.0248 0.726 0.718 0.722 - - - -

S2S [26] 0.0082 0.883 0.849 0.866 0.0255 0.743 0.646 0.691 - - - -
S2S+Attn [13] 0.0081 0.889 0.848 0.868 0.0261 0.720 0.639 0.677 - - - -
SGM [14] 0.0075 0.897 0.860 0.878 0.0245 0.748 0.675 0.710 - - - -
MDC [27] 0.0072 0.891 0.873 0.882 0.0240 0.752 0.681 0.715 - - - -
AttentionXML [15] 0.0079 0.890 0.850 0.871 0.0242 0.757 0.685 0.715 - - - -
Transformer [16] 0.0072 0.891 0.873 0.882 0.0244 0.744 0.676 0.698 - - - -
LANRTN [17] 0.0070 0.910 0.890 0.893 0.0240 0.762 0.689 0.718 - - - -
HBLA [28] 0.0063 0.906 0.892 0.899 0.0223 0.768 0.722 0.744 - - - -

KeNet(ours) 0.0062 0.943 0.910 0.926 0.0221 0.845 0.698 0.764 0.0017 0.988 0.901 0.942

Table 2. Statistics of three datasets.W , Ntrain, Ntest and M denote
the number of total words, training documents, test documents and
total unique labels, respectively.

Dataset W Ntrain Ntest M

RCV1-V2 47,236 23,149 781,265 103
AAPD 69,399 54,840 1,000 54
Reuters-21578 18,637 8,630 2,158 90

Next, we apply document-label attention for document-label pairs to
obtain document-based label attention ALD , and apply knowledge-
label attention for knowledge-label pairs to obtain knowledge-based
label attention ALK . Then we assign weight factors β1 and β2

(β1+β2=1) for each of two pairs to get multi-attention-based label
representation LA and its independent label weight λL:

ALD = (W3EmL)(W
′
3(EnD)T ) (8)

ALK = (W4EmL)(W
′
4(EnK)T ) (9)

LA = β1ALDEnD + β2ALKEnK , λL = σ(LAW5) (10)

After that, the final doc-know-label representation SA is calculated
by multiplying dependent label weight λ:

λ =
λL

λL + λD
+

λL

λL + λK
, SA = λLA (11)

where W1, W
′
1 , W

′′
1 , W2, W

′
2 , W

′′
2 , W3, W

′
3 , W4, W

′
4 , W5 are

trainable parameters and σ is sigmoid activation function (the same
below).

2.6. Label Prediction
Label Prediction is to use doc-know-label representation SA to make
mMulti-Label Text Classification as follows:

ŷ = σ(W
′
ptanh(WpS

A)) (12)

where Wp, W
′
p are trainable parameters. We adopt cross-entropy

loss as the loss function in our work which has been proved suitable
for the MLTC task.

3. EXPERIMENTS

We conduct experiments on three popular dataset, RCV1-V2, AAPD
and Reuters-21578 and compare fourteen baselines to validate the

Table 3. Ablation study of five derived models on RCV1-V2. KR:
Knowledge Retrieval; DEm: Doc-know Embedding; DEn: Doc-
know Encoder; LEm: Label Embedding; DA: Doc-know-label At-
tention.

Metrics HL(-) mP(+) mR(+) mF1(+)

w/o KR 0.0085 0.891 0.868 0.879
w/o DEm 0.0080 0.903 0.882 0.892
w/o DEn 0.0067 0.926 0.899 0.912
w/o LEm 0.0079 0.918 0.890 0.904
w/o DA 0.0083 0.895 0.872 0.883

KeNet (ours) 0.0062 0.943 0.910 0.926

performance of our proposed KeNet. We also make ablation study
to analyze the effect of each module of KeNet. Furthermore, we
make case study to further visualize the application of KeNet.

3.1. Experimental setup
We carry out our experiments on NVIDIA TESLA V100 GPU with
Pytorch. We set the maximum length of each document and knowl-
edge as 250, respectively, and adjust the embedding size of labels as
300. The dimension of hidden state in BiLSTM is set to 300. We use
Adam optimizer with β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999 in the training process.
The batch size is adjusted to 128 and the learning rate is initialized to
1e-04. We evaluate model performance on test sets after 200 epochs
with early stopping when the validation loss stops decreasing after
10 epochs.

Datasets, Baselines and Evaluation metrics. In this research,
we utilize three popular multi-label text datasets and the detailed
statistics are shown in Table 2. Based on investigation, the selected
datasets are most used in previous research. We compare our pro-
posed KeNet with fourteen baselines as shown in Table 1. The re-
sults of baselines are from their published paper. Inspired by the
previous work [24, 30], we apply Hamming Loss, micro-Precision,
micro-Recall and micro-F1 which are also mostly used to validate
the performance of KeNet.

3.2. Main results
Fourteen baselines can be divided into three categories, including
machine learning methods (BR, CC, LP), conventional deep learn-
ing models (CNN, CNN-RNN) and Seq2Seq or attention-based
approaches (S2S, S2S+Attn, SGM, MDC, AttentionXML, Trans-



Fig. 3. Influence of dimension of hidden state, and document and
knowledge length on the RV1-V2 dataset.

former, LANRTN, HBLA). The results are shown in Table 1. We can
find that generally conventional deep learning methods outperform
machine learning models. It strongly demonstrates conventional
deep learning model are superior in extracting deep semantic infor-
mation than feature-engineering-driven traditional machine learning
methods. Moreover, The average results of Seq2Seq and attention-
based approaches show an advantage over that of conventional deep
learning models. It indicates that Seq2Seq models and attention-
based models are more capable of exploring latent label orders
with global embedding. Most importantly, the experiment results
show that our proposed KeNet has the best performance on all three
datasets, outperforming the current SOTA models on all metrics
(p<0.05 on student t-test for all above comparisons, and the same
below). The possible reason is that i) external knowledge pro-
vides richer information for documents; ii) PLM extract deeper and
hierarchical contextual information of documents in Doc-know Em-
bedding; iii) Label Embedding integrate all unique labels in order to
capture latent connections between each label-pair; iv) Doc-know-
label attention mechanism learn comprehensive information among
documents, knowledge and labels based on the dependent attention
weights.

3.3. Ablation study
To analyze the contributions of each module of the proposed KeNet,
we carry out ablation study of five derived models. We analyze re-
sults on RV1-V2 as shown in Table 3. The most important module
is Knowledge Retrieval, which drops dramatically after removing
it (w/o KR). It indicates that external knowledge is necessary sup-
plement information for documents which can improve the perfor-
mance of multi-label text classification. The second important one
is Document-knowledge-label Attention, which also drops at a large
degree after removing it (w/o DA). It demonstrates its function in ex-
tracting comprehensive semantic features among documents, knowl-
edge and their corresponding labels. When we remove Doc-know
Embedding (w/o DEm) and Label Embeddings (LEm), respectively,
the drop degree is similar, which proves the embedding technique
can effectively capture global semantic information of texts. Finally,
the performance drops the least when we remove Doc-know Encoder
(w/o DEn). It indicates that document and knowledge encoder fur-
ther enhance semantic information of texts. Above all, each compo-
nent of the proposed KeNet has indispensable effect and the organic
combination of these modules make contributions to KeNet’s SOTA
performance compared with baselines.

3.4. Parameters sensitivity
We also carry out experiments on the length of input documents in
Doc-know Embedding and the dimension of hidden state in Doc-
know Encoder. Results on the RV1-V2 dataset are shown in Figure 3.
We can find that the peaks of length (see Figure 3 (a)) are 250 both
on the training set and test set. Next, the peaks of dimension are

Fig. 4. Visual analysis of KeNet on a MLTC task with label cs.sy
(a) and math.oc (b).

Fig. 5. Weights of all labels of a given document.

300 (see Figure 3 (b)) both on the training set and test set. After or
before peaks, the performance all drops, which indicates that Doc-
know Embedding and Doc-know Encoder manage to capture more
significant information within acceptable limits.

3.5. A Case study
We conduct a case study to better understand how to classify multi-
label documents using KeNet. We visualize a document which is
labeled cs.sy and math.oc shown in Figure 4. First, we aim to
explore contributions of each word in the whole document based on
labels cs.sy and math.oc, respectively. For example, words of high
contribution in the document for the first label cs.sy are systems,
engineers, etc., which are covered with deep red. They have a
positive effect on predicting the target label cs.sy, which is in line
with human intuition. Similar to the second label math.oc.Next, we
reveal probabilities of all unique labels calculated by KeNet through
a heatmap shown in Figure 5. The probabilities of correct labels
cs.sy and math.oc obtain 0.85 and 0.88 which substantially exceed
other labels.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel Knowledge-enhanced Doc-Label
Attention Network named KeNet, which designed to reliably pre-
dict all labels associated with each text. KeNet incorporates exter-
nal knowledge, a thorough attention mechanism, and four additional
modules. Experimental results on three datasets and four common
evaluation metrics demonstrate that our proposed model outperforms
all state-of-the-art MLTC models. We also carry out case study to
visualize its real applications. In the future, we will generalize our
model with more datasets to increase its robustness and extend its
applications to more scenarios.



5. REFERENCES

[1] Zichao Yang, Diyi Yang, Chris Dyer, Xiaodong He, Alex
Smola, and Eduard Hovy, “Hierarchical attention networks for
document classification,” in Proceedings of the 2016 confer-
ence of the North American chapter of the association for com-
putational linguistics: human language technologies, 2016,
pp. 1480–1489.

[2] Ankit Kumar, Ozan Irsoy, Peter Ondruska, Mohit Iyyer, James
Bradbury, Ishaan Gulrajani, Victor Zhong, Romain Paulus, and
Richard Socher, “Ask me anything: Dynamic memory net-
works for natural language processing,” in International con-
ference on machine learning. PMLR, 2016, pp. 1378–1387.

[3] Erik Cambria, Daniel Olsher, and Dheeraj Rajagopal, “Sen-
ticnet 3: a common and common-sense knowledge base for
cognition-driven sentiment analysis,” in Proceedings of the
AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, 2014, vol. 28.

[4] Matthew R Boutell, Jiebo Luo, Xipeng Shen, and Christo-
pher M Brown, “Learning multi-label scene classification,”
Pattern recognition, vol. 37, no. 9, pp. 1757–1771, 2004.

[5] Jesse Read, Bernhard Pfahringer, Geoff Holmes, and Eibe
Frank, “Classifier chains for multi-label classification,” Ma-
chine learning, vol. 85, pp. 333–359, 2011.

[6] Grigorios Tsoumakas and Ioannis Katakis, “Multi-label clas-
sification: An overview,” International Journal of Data Ware-
housing and Mining (IJDWM), vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 1–13, 2007.

[7] Amanda Clare and Ross D King, “Knowledge discovery in
multi-label phenotype data,” in European conference on prin-
ciples of data mining and knowledge discovery. Springer, 2001,
pp. 42–53.

[8] André Elisseeff and Jason Weston, “A kernel method for multi-
labelled classification,” Advances in neural information pro-
cessing systems, vol. 14, 2001.

[9] Simon Baker and Anna Korhonen, “Initializing neural net-
works for hierarchical multi-label text classification,” in
BioNLP 2017, 2017, pp. 307–315.

[10] Ankit Pal, Muru Selvakumar, and Malaikannan Sankarasubbu,
“Multi-label text classification using attention-based graph
neural network,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.11644, 2020.

[11] Muberra Ozmen, Hao Zhang, Pengyun Wang, and Mark
Coates, “Multi-relation message passing for multi-label text
classification,” in ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International Con-
ference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP).
IEEE, 2022, pp. 3583–3587.

[12] Guangyao Lu, Yuling Liu, Jie Wang, and Hongping Wu, “Cnn-
bilstm-attention: A multi-label neural classifier for short texts
with a small set of labels,” Information Processing & Manage-
ment, vol. 60, no. 3, pp. 103320, 2023.

[13] Dzmitry Bahdanau, Kyunghyun Cho, and Yoshua Bengio,
“Neural machine translation by jointly learning to align and
translate,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.0473, 2014.

[14] Pengcheng Yang, Xu Sun, Wei Li, Shuming Ma, Wei Wu, and
Houfeng Wang, “Sgm: sequence generation model for multi-
label classification,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1806.04822, 2018.

[15] Ronghui You, Zihan Zhang, Ziye Wang, Suyang Dai, Hiroshi
Mamitsuka, and Shanfeng Zhu, “Attentionxml: Label tree-
based attention-aware deep model for high-performance ex-
treme multi-label text classification,” Advances in Neural In-
formation Processing Systems, vol. 32, 2019.

[16] Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszko-
reit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, Łukasz Kaiser, and Illia
Polosukhin, “Attention is all you need,” Advances in neural
information processing systems, vol. 30, 2017.

[17] Yaoyao Yan, Fang’ai Liu, Xuqiang Zhuang, and Jie Ju, “An
r-transformer bilstm model based on attention for multi-label
text classification,” Neural Processing Letters, vol. 55, no. 2,
pp. 1293–1316, 2023.

[18] Minqian Liu, Lizhao Liu, Junyi Cao, and Qing Du, “Co-
attention network with label embedding for text classification,”
Neurocomputing, vol. 471, pp. 61–69, 2022.

[19] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina
Toutanova, “Bert: Pre-training of deep bidirectional
transformers for language understanding,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1810.04805, 2018.

[20] Roberta A Sinoara, Jose Camacho-Collados, Rafael G Rossi,
Roberto Navigli, and Solange O Rezende, “Knowledge-
enhanced document embeddings for text classification,”
Knowledge-Based Systems, vol. 163, pp. 955–971, 2019.

[21] SK Hong and Tae Young Jang, “Lea: meta knowledge-driven
self-attentive document embedding for few-shot text classifi-
cation,” in Proceedings of the 2022 Conference of the North
American Chapter of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics: Human Language Technologies, 2022, pp. 99–106.

[22] Paolo Ferragina and Ugo Scaiella, “Tagme: on-the-fly anno-
tation of short text fragments (by wikipedia entities),” in Pro-
ceedings of the 19th ACM international conference on Infor-
mation and knowledge management, 2010, pp. 1625–1628.

[23] Yoon Kim, “Convolutional neural networks for sentence clas-
sification,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1408.5882, 2014.

[24] Guibin Chen, Deheng Ye, Zhenchang Xing, Jieshan Chen,
and Erik Cambria, “Ensemble application of convolutional
and recurrent neural networks for multi-label text categoriza-
tion,” in 2017 International joint conference on neural net-
works (IJCNN). IEEE, 2017, pp. 2377–2383.

[25] Ran Wang, Robert Ridley, Weiguang Qu, Xinyu Dai, et al.,
“A novel reasoning mechanism for multi-label text classifica-
tion,” Information Processing & Management, vol. 58, no. 2,
pp. 102441, 2021.

[26] Ilya Sutskever, Oriol Vinyals, and Quoc V Le, “Sequence to
sequence learning with neural networks,” Advances in neural
information processing systems, vol. 27, 2014.

[27] Junyang Lin, Qi Su, Pengcheng Yang, Shuming Ma, and
Xu Sun, “Semantic-unit-based dilated convolution for multi-
label text classification,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.08561,
2018.

[28] Linkun Cai, Yu Song, Tao Liu, and Kunli Zhang, “A hybrid
bert model that incorporates label semantics via adjustive at-
tention for multi-label text classification,” Ieee Access, vol. 8,
pp. 152183–152192, 2020.

[29] Jeffrey Pennington, Richard Socher, and Christopher D Man-
ning, “Glove: Global vectors for word representation,” in
Proceedings of the 2014 conference on empirical methods in
natural language processing (EMNLP), 2014, pp. 1532–1543.

[30] Min-Ling Zhang and Zhi-Hua Zhou, “Ml-knn: A lazy learning
approach to multi-label learning,” Pattern recognition, vol. 40,
no. 7, pp. 2038–2048, 2007.


	 Introduction
	 Method
	 Knowledge Retrieval
	 Doc-know Embedding
	 Doc-know Encoder
	 Label Embedding
	 Doc-know-label Attention
	 Label Prediction

	 Experiments
	 Experimental setup
	 Main results
	 Ablation study
	 Parameters sensitivity
	 A Case study

	 Conclusion
	 References

