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Abstract. Identifying misogyny using artificial intelligence is a form of combating online toxicity against women. However, the
subjective nature of interpreting misogyny poses a significant challenge to model the phenomenon. In this paper, we propose a
multitask learning approach that leverages the subjectivity of this task to enhance the performance of the misogyny identifica-
tion systems. We incorporated diverse perspectives from annotators in our model design, considering gender and age across six
profile groups, and conducted extensive experiments and error analysis using two language models to validate our four alterna-
tive designs of the multitask learning technique to identify misogynistic content in English tweets. The results demonstrate that
incorporating various viewpoints enhances the language models’ ability to interpret different forms of misogyny. This research
advances content moderation and highlights the importance of embracing diverse perspectives to build effective online modera-
tion systems.
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1. Introduction

Misogyny is etymologically defined as "hate to-
wards women" and is often expressed as a form of sex-
ism, hate speech, and abuse against women or girls in
online and offline environments [18,10,9]. In the land-
scape of content moderation, addressing misogyny has
emerged as a critical concern, and over the years sev-
eral artificial intelligence (AI) systems have been pro-
posed to detect and discourage online aggression to-
ward women [16,13]. However, the reliability of such
initiatives is at least arguable in the light that humans
disagree on what should be considered misogynistic.
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Moreover, the lack of a clear source of truth raises eth-
ical concerns about who gets to define misogyny and
whether the perspectives included adequately repre-
sent marginalized groups who may be most affected by
online misogyny. For instance, because of their lack of
knowledge of the phenomenon [22,11]. The interpre-
tation of misogyny may be also affected by the culture,
personal beliefs, and exposition of annotators to differ-
ent forms of misogyny. Considering this subjectivity is
primordial to designing systems to combat misogyny,
otherwise, the moderation platform may face negative
consequences such as:

– Bias and unfairness in which the system may in-
advertently favor certain perspectives, leading to
biased or unfair content moderation, resulting in
censorship or the failure to address misogyny ef-
fectively, depending on whose viewpoint prevails.
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– Reduced user trust in the application because
it inconsistently identifies misogyny either by al-
lowing misogynistic content to persist unchecked
or conversely, leading to over-moderation, con-
straining free expression of users whose not
misogynistic content gets flagged.

This study proposes four approaches to effectively
incorporate the viewpoints of six different profile
groups to enhance the detection of misogyny. These
profiles are defined by using the gender and age
of annotators. We conduct experiments by apply-
ing multitask learning techniques in two transformer-
based models. We then compare the multitask learn-
ing models with their corresponding architecture that
uses single-task learning. The single-task learning ap-
proaches serve as our baselines. As a vital part of our
proposal the reader is welcome to read more about
the multitask learning technique in [4]. In short, the
technique employs shared representations to learn and
leverage related tasks thereby enhancing the perfor-
mance of these tasks simultaneously.

The present research provides groundbreaking in-
sights into content moderation by acknowledging that
human subjectivity in data annotation have a substan-
tial positive effect on combating misogyny. Our pri-
mary goal is to reduce bias in AI systems, fostering
fairness and equity in technology. This approach en-
hances model performance and adaptability to meet
various user groups’ diverse expectations and contexts.
By addressing subjectivity, this work contributes to the
development of ethically sound AI systems, aligning
technology with societal values through bias mitiga-
tion in the prediction of machine learning models for
misogyny identification.

2. Related works

In this study, our primary focus centers on the chal-
lenging task of misogyny identification, a task inher-
ently imbued with subjectivity and often characterized
by disagreements among annotators during the label-
ing process. These disagreements are pertinent, serv-
ing as a human model of the phenomenon that machine
learning systems endeavor to grasp to accurately iden-
tify misogyny. Traditionally, addressing these discrep-
ancies involved aggregating the varied perspectives of
annotators into a hard label, frequently determined by
a majority vote [23].

However, a growing body of research recognizes the
relevance of the inherent subjectivity to better design

machine learning systems [19,5]. In real-world sce-
narios, human annotators often hold differing views.
In such cases, a soft metric is often introduced to
gauge the alignment between the model’s predicted la-
bel probabilities and the distribution of labels assigned
by human annotators. This approach, particularly in
the context of misogyny identification, has led to pi-
oneering projects such as [2], which considers demo-
graphic traits and culture in misogyny detection for the
Arabic language.

Turning to specific methodologies, notable contri-
butions come from the winners of Task 1 in the Ex-
ist2023 shared task initiative [17]. One group em-
ployed data augmentation, enriching their model with
additional contexts from past competitions [8]. An-
other team augmented model features with annotators’
demographic information [20]. Finally, a distinct ap-
proach treated the task as a regression problem, in-
corporating contrastive learning techniques, both with
and without updating learned parameters, into the tra-
ditional fine-tuning process [3].

Among systems utilizing multitask learning (MTL)
techniques for sexism classification, [1] explored vari-
ous auxiliary tasks. These tasks include homogeneous
tasks derived through unsupervised learning and weak
labeling and heterogeneous tasks involving sarcasm
detection and emotion classification. The heteroge-
neous tasks provide external cues for classification.
Another set of works adopts a hierarchical frame-
work for sexism classification. The initial layer per-
formss binary classification, and subsequent layers
classify sexist content into subclasses. This approach
aims to improve predictions at each subtask levels. For
instance, in [15], the authors employed the annota-
tion schema of the EDOS dataset [14], where classes
represented the reasons behind content being sexist.
Similarly, the authors of [7] leveraged the annotation
schema of Exist2023, where subsequent layers repre-
sented the intention and categorization of sexist text.

In summary, while traditional methods aggregate
perspectives into a hard label, recent works have made
an effort to recognize subjectivity in real-world scenar-
ios. Our research stands out within the field of misog-
yny identification as it engages with diverse auxiliary
tasks and employs a hierarchical framework. This ap-
proach contributes to a comprehensive exploration of
misogyny identification and offers insights that extend
to both theoretical and practical contexts.
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3. Methodology

We present an overview of the dataset employed for
misogyny identification, outlining the process used to
define the profile groups. We then elaborate on the
specifications of our models, designed to incorporate
a range of annotator perspectives. Then, we describe
the methods used to conduct and validate our exper-
iments, providing a comprehensive understanding of
our research approach.

3.1. Dataset

We utilized the English slice of Exist2023 [17], this
dataset was curated from over 8 million tweets, con-
taining nearly 4.7K English tweets as samples that po-
tentially include abuse toward women. This selection
aimed to mitigate potential biases arising from termi-
nology, publication time, or author socio-demographic
profiles.

The dataset segment employed was categorized as
either sexist or not sexist by 398 annotators, who were
diligently segmented by gender (MALE, FEMALE)
and age groups (18-22, 23-45, and 46+). Each sample
was annotated by one member from each of the six
segments, forming the profile groups for this study. To
determine the hard label, we simply selected the most
frequently occurring label (the mode) and excluded
samples where there was a tie between labels. It’s im-
portant to note that we did not conduct any preprocess-
ing on the textual contents of the dataset.

3.2. Experimentation setting

In our experimental setup, we compare the single-
task learning approaches as the baselines with the
multi-task learning approaches as the intervention
models in the task of predicting misogynistic English
content. The models are evaluated by their perfor-
mance in the hard label, which is defined as the ma-
jority vote of the six annotators. The baselines rely on
the hard label for training and predicting misogynistic
content, while the intervention models learn the indi-
vidual perspective of annotators to support the training
and prediction of the hard label.

To this end, two sets of experiments were conducted.
Firstly, a baseline that fine-tunes the language models
on predicting the hard label is defined, and then two
architectures for incorporating the judgment of the an-
notator demographic profile were considered as the in-
tervention models. The following items describe these

three architectures in more detail and Figure 1 offers
a visual representation of the design of the multi-task
learning systems:

– STL-full-FT (baseline): This approach follows
a standard single-task learning architecture that
simply updates the language model parameters to
adapt its knowledge to the task at hand. This ar-
chitecture can be seen as a straightforward and
popular choice among the NLP community and
practitioners [6,12].

– MTL-six-aux: The first multi-task learning archi-
tecture being introduced uses the hard label as the
main task and incorporates the six additional la-
bels from annotators as auxiliary tasks. These la-
bels aligned with annotator profiles which were
previously defined based on their demographic
traits of gender and age group.

– MTL-two-aux: Here, the hard label served as the
main task as well but the architecture performed
an extra step to reduce the six annotator profiles
to two. Specifically, the responses from MALE
and FEMALE annotators were aggregated as two
labels and were utilized as the auxiliary tasks of
the multi-task system. This architecture is essen-
tially different because it represents the collective
perspective of all male and female annotators in a
more condensed way that aligns with the expected
polarity of the phenomenon in practice.

Subsequently, a second set of experiments was de-
signed to explore the impact of parameter freezing or
updating within the architecture on the system’s adap-
tation to the task. This investigation provides valuable
insights into how the nature of the acquired knowl-
edge depends on the chosen approach in addressing
the task. The following items explain the architectural
variations while Figure 2 offers a visual representation
to describe the layers of the architecture being frozen
or fine-tuned:

– STL-full-FT (baseline): This baseline is the
same previously mentioned that simply updates
the language model parameters to adapt its knowl-
edge to the task at hand.

– STL-freeze (baseline): This second baseline
freezes the language model parameters. It can be
interpreted as utilizing the raw language model
knowledge without performing any adaptation for
the current task.

– MTL-full-FT: This architecture incorporates an
encoder layer that leverages the annotator profiles
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Fig. 1. General architecture design for incorporating the annotator profile perspectives as auxiliary tasks to support the learning of the hard label
as the main task

Fig. 2. Comparison of Single-task learning and Multi-task learning architectures when applying the variation of freezing versus updating the
model parameters

as auxiliary tasks following a multi-task learning
approach and adds a second step of fine-tuning on
the hard label while updating all model parame-
ters in a nested fashion.

– MTL-freeze: Similar to MTL-full-FT but only
trained the classifier head, keeping the backbone
frozen.

To initialize these systems, we employed the RoBERTa-
base and the Twitter-RoBERTa-base-2022 transformer-
based models, both considered state-of-the-art for text
classification. Our training of the language models
was configured with the set of hyperparameters in the

MaChAmp [21] framework with minimal changes:

maximum epoch of 10 and learning rate of 5e− 5. We

evaluated these models using the macro-F1 score as a

performance metric. Due to the unavailability of the

test split from the Exist2023 shared task, the train split

with 3260 tweets was used for training and validation,

while the original development split with 489 tweets

served as our test set.
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4. Results

Now, we present the important findings of our study,
explaining how different models and methods perform
in detecting misogynistic content as well as implica-
tions.

Our comprehensive analysis encompasses a range of
approaches, including single-task learning (STL) and
multi-task learning (MTL) architectures. Specifically,
we conducted two sets of experiments.

The first set of experiments investigates how the
method for incorporating the annotators’ judgment af-
fects the learning capability of the systems when us-
ing the RoBERTa–base and the Twitter–RoBERTa-
base-2022 transformer-based models as initialization.
In particular, the baseline system only finetunes the
language model on the hard label which corresponds
to the majority vote of all annotators. Our MTL archi-
tectures incorporate the annotator perspectives as aux-
iliary tasks that correspond to different segmentations
of their demographic profile. Table 1 summarizes the
results we obtained from these experiments.

The second part of our experiments offered valuable
insights into the efficacy of the proposed single-task
and multi-task methodologies when updating or freez-
ing, which is a popular choice to trade-off the system
learning capabilities with the time it takes to train. This
can guide future research and the development of prac-
tical applications aimed at combating online misog-
yny. The experiments included both approaches for
incoporating the annotators’ perspectives, namely the
MTL-six-aux and MTL-two-aux archictures. Table 2
summarizes the results we obtained from these experi-
ments.

Our study underscores the effectiveness of the
multitask learning (MTL) approach in the context
of misogynistic content detection. Across both the
RoBERTa and Twitter-RoBERTa language models all
MTL models consistently performed comparably or
outperformed the single-task learning (STL) models,
offering strong evidence of the advantages of incorpo-
rating multiple perspectives as auxiliary tasks. How-
ever, it’s worth noting that one exception was ob-
served: the MTL-freeze model showed a more evident
lower performance when using the RoBERTa model.
This suggests that MTL is generally a robust strategy
but may require careful consideration of specific model
configurations.

When it comes to the number of profile groups em-
ployed, our study found that there isn’t a substantial
difference in performance between using six profile

groups and using two profile groups. However, the
MTL model aggregating all six profiles into MALES
versus FEMALES tends to perform slightly better,
hinting at the potential advantages of considering the
nuances of partially aggregating perspectives when
modeling the subjectivity of annotators as auxiliary
tasks.

In our examination of whether to freeze or up-
date language model parameters, we observed that,
as anticipated, freezing parameters can negatively im-
pact model performance. This effect is particularly
pronounced in the single-task learning model (the
baseline). However, the proposed multi-task learning
model exhibited a notably robust behavior. What’s
more, in the case of the MTL-two-freeze models, they
outperformed their fine-tuning counterparts (MTL-
two-full-FT) without the need for the nested parameter
updating process.

Moreover, our research highlights a trade-off be-
tween performance and simplicity within the MTL
models. While the results from the models using the
MTL-six-full-FT and MTL-two-full-FT architectures
exhibited good performance across both language
models, the models using MTL-six-aux and MTL-two-
aux provided comparable results while being simple
as they do not include a nested finetuning step in their
architecture. Depending on the specific requirements
and constraints of the application, the archictures in-
corporating the second funetunning step may emerge
as a preferable option for implementation.

Lastly, our investigation into the choice of lan-
guage models unveiled that Twitter-RoBERTa-base-
2022 showcased a slight performance edge compared
to the RoBERTa-base model. This finding suggests
that the choice of language model can influence the
system’s efficacy in identifying misogynistic content.
These conclusions provide relevant knowledge for re-
searchers and practitioners in the field, guiding future
studies and applications in combating online misog-
yny.

5. Error analysis

For our error analysis, we selected four models to
represent our study: the baseline STL-full-FT and the
MTL-six-aux architectures, each using the RoBERTa
and Twitter-RoBERTa models.

Our analysis focused on instances where all four
models failed to align with the hard label, which was
determined by a majority vote from six annotators. We



6 Angel et al. / leveraging subjectivity to identify misogyny

Table 1

Model performance of Single–task learning versus Multi-task learn-
ing considering two approaches for leveraging the perspectives of
annotators

RoBERTa Twitter-RoBERTa
Architecture Precision Recall F1-score Precision Recall F1-score

STL-full-FT (baseline) 0.842 0.843 0.842 0.831 0.820 0.824
MTL-six-aux 0.830 0.831 0.831 0.856 0.862 0.857
MTL-two-aux 0.859 0.837 0.843 0.871 0.876 0.873

Table 2
Contrasting Single–task learning versus Multi–task learning models performance when freezing parameters

RoBERTa Twitter-RoBERTa
Architecture Precision Recall F1-score Precision Recall F1-score

STL-full-FT (baseline) 0.842 0.843 0.842 0.831 0.820 0.824
STL-freeze (baseline) 0.626 0.614 0.613 0.659 0.643 0.643
MTL-six-full-FT 0.857 0.854 0.855 0.860 0.847 0.851
MTL-six-freeze 0.840 0.806 0.812 0.856 0.855 0.856
MTL-two-full-FT 0.838 0.836 0.837 0.844 0.850 0.844
MTL-two-freeze 0.846 0.841 0.843 0.862 0.863 0.863

Table 3
Samples from challenging cases expressing indirect misogyny

Error type Claim about misogyny Complex references No enough context

False
positive

Ladies, don’t have a miscarriage in
Louisiana! If you do, in addition
to probably having your friends and
family sued by some opportunistic
yokel, you’ll be charged with murder.
url

@user My new favorite meme is the
pregnant woman driving in the Ok-
lahoma HOV lane telling the state
trooper who pulled her over that she
is driving with another person..

@user Exactly how I feel. I’m gonna
be alone for sure, it’s almost sexist /
racist / whatever else ist just to ask
this anymore

False
negative

@user Have I missed something, or
has phallocentrism become the latest
cult?

@user Best way to do that is from be-
hind her, with your hands on her hips

@user yea back when i didn’t even
have one to slap, unfortunate !

considered these cases to be among the most challeng-
ing for classification.

Upon examination, we observed that these samples
often involved the indirect expression of misogyny. In
these instances, misogyny was not explicitly stated but
could be inferred or indirectly implied through contex-
tual cues, tone, or underlying messages in the content.
Analyzing such scenarios often necessitates a more in-
depth understanding of contextual nuances to identify
subtle forms of discrimination or harmful attitudes to-
ward women.

The following items outline some possible reasons
for the systems’ misclassification in these challenging
cases, categorized into three areas. A concrete list of
samples for this categorization is offered in Table 3:

– Claim about misogyny: Cases where the text is
possibly stating a position or a call to action about
misogyny

– Complex references: Narrative of scenarios where
references are being used and may be hard to re-
late to the expression of misogyny

– No enough context: Cases in which the provided
context is probably not enough for a system to
make a justified prediction

In examining the false positive cases, we observed
instances where the models erroneously classified
content as implying misogyny. This misclassification
probably occurred due to the presence of related terms
or phrases, such as ’miscarriage’, which triggered
the model, or the misinterpretation of references that
were not directly related to misogyny, for example,
’pregnant woman driving’. Additionally, some false
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positives might have resulted from situations where
the model lacked sufficient context to make a well-
informed decision as shown in Table 3. Conversely, in
the false negative cases, we found occasions where the
model might have failed to recognize text discussing
misogyny. For instance, phrases like ’the cult of phal-
locentrism’ were not identified as misogynistic con-
tent. Additionally, the model could not have been able
to connect indirect references to misogyny due to its
limitations in spatial knowledge or reasoning, or the
absence of contextual information associated with in-
sulting women. These challenges in identifying indi-
rect expressions of misogyny within textual data can
be considered some of the most difficult obstacles to
achieving accurate classifications by the model.

6. Conclusion

Our study contributed to advancing the understand-
ing of the complex task of misogynistic content de-
tection in online spaces. We have unveiled critical in-
sights by examining different model architectures, pro-
file group considerations, and language model choices.
Multitask learning (MTL) emerges as a powerful ap-
proach, consistently outperforming single-task learn-
ing (STL) in our evaluations. It underscores the impor-
tance of incorporating diverse perspectives from anno-
tators of various demographic backgrounds in the fight
against online misogyny. Additionally, our exploration
into language model selection demonstrates that nu-
anced performance differences exist, with RoBERTa-
twitter exhibiting a slight edge over the base RoBERTa
model. These findings collectively contribute to the on-
going effort to create more effective content moder-
ation systems, emphasizing the significance of MTL
and the careful consideration of profile groups in ad-
dressing this critical societal challenge.

As we move forward, our research paves the way
for continued investigations into mitigating biases and
subjectivity in content moderation systems, encour-
aging a more inclusive and equitable online environ-
ment for all users. Finally, the insights gained from this
study can help inform the development of robust and
effective tools to combat the pervasive issue of online
misogyny, promoting safer and more respectful online
interactions.

7. Future work

The advances in the systems able to identify misog-
yny can help victims of online abuse receive quicker
support, and platforms can take action more promptly
and therefore discourage potential perpetrators. With
our findings in mind, we see great potential in further
investigating subjectivity within misogynistic texts, es-
pecially exploring how cultural backgrounds and ex-
posure to various forms of misogyny impact interpre-
tations, an area that has been insufficiently explored.
As noted in [23], expressions of misogyny notably
vary based on the demographic profile of the audi-
ence. For instance, Spanish expressions tend to em-
phasize "Dominance," Italian expressions often fea-
ture "stereotyping and objectification," English discus-
sions often involve "discrediting" women, and Danish
discussions predominantly touch upon "neo-sexism,"
a viewpoint that denies the existence of misogyny in
contemporary times. In our future research, we aim to
shed light on the potential biases and subjective judg-
ments that can arise when annotators from diverse cul-
tural backgrounds assess whether a given text qualifies
as misogynistic or not.

Then, additional research is required to assess our
findings in different languages, sources of information,
and demographic groups whose contexts and cultural
criteria may differ considerably from the beliefs ex-
pressed in the annotations of this study. In the present
study, we only made experiments for English, and
more specifically the text being used was extracted
from the Twitter platform (now called X) from specific
demographic profile groups.

Lastly, we intend to explore additional datasets con-
taining demographic information of annotators and
strongly encourage dataset creators to provide this
valuable information, as demonstrated by its utility in
our research.
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