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Multi-label recognition with partial labels (MLR-PL), in which only some labels are known while others are
unknown for each image, is a practical task in computer vision, since collecting large-scale and complete
multi-label datasets is difficult in real application scenarios. Recently, vision language models (e.g. CLIP) have
demonstrated impressive transferability to downstream tasks in data limited or label limited settings. However,
current CLIP-based methods suffer from semantic confusion in MLR task due to the lack of fine-grained
information in the single global visual and textual representation for all categories. In this work, we address
this problem by introducing a semantic decoupling module and a category-specific prompt optimization
method in CLIP-based framework. Specifically, the semantic decoupling module following the visual encoder
learns category-specific feature maps by utilizing the semantic-guided spatial attention mechanism. Moreover,
the category-specific prompt optimization method is introduced to learn text representations aligned with
category semantics. Therefore, the prediction of each category is independent, which alleviate the semantic
confusion problem. Extensive experiments onMicrosoft COCO 2014 and Pascal VOC 2007 datasets demonstrate
that the proposed framework significantly outperforms current state-of-art methods with a simpler model
structure. Additionally, visual analysis shows that our method effectively separates information from different
categories and achieves better performance compared to CLIP-based baseline method.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Multi-label image recognition (MLR) is a fundamental yet practical task in computer vision. Since
images in the real-world generally contain multiple instances of different categories, MLR provides
a more comprehensive understanding in vision systems compared to single-label image recognition.
It also benefits various applications ranging from content-based image retrieval [11, 29, 30, 49],
recommendation systems [2, 12, 50] to human attribute analysis [6, 38, 46]. Many significant
progress has been made in this task thanks to the development of deep neural networks in recent
years [13, 18]. However, these methods rely on large-scale and high quality datasets with clean and
complete annotations for training, while it is very time-consuming and labor-intensive to annotate
a consistent and complete list of labels for each image in multi-label task. With this consideration,
we consider the task of multi-label recognition with partial labels (MLR-PL), where only part of
labels are known in each image, while others are unknown, as shown in Figure 1. Such annotation
strategy is more flexible and scalable as the number of samples and categories are always expanding
in real application scenarios.

Current algorithms for the MLR-PL task mainly exploit label dependencies or feature similarity
to transfer knowledge from known labels to unknown labels and gain extra supervision information
for model training [5, 36, 42]. Despite significant progress, these methods still rely on substantial
amounts of data to learn category relations and discriminative features. Additionally, they require
complex framework designs to obtain additional supervisory information during training, which
demands intricate training strategies and dataset-specific tuning of hyperparameters. These factors
limit the scalability and performance in practical applications. Recently, vision-language models
(VLM) such as CLIP [40] and ALIGN [22] have demonstrated great potential in label-limited tasks,
benefiting from rich visual knowledge acquired through training on large-scale datasets with image-
text pairs. Therefore, we propose leveraging the prior knowledge of CLIP to establish a framework
for MLR-PL without the need for extensive training data. Prompt learning provides an efficient
way to adapt VLM to other tasks, which is implemented by setting manual templated prompts
or learnable prompt tokens to avoid costs for fine-tuning the entire model. Through this method,
current works like CoOp [53] have demonstrated their effectiveness and generalization ability to
various few shot visual tasks. However, these methods mainly extract a global representation of
the entire image using the visual encoder and utilize a single prompt text for all categories, which
is suitable for single-label classification with only one dominant category. In contrast, in MLR-PL,
images contain multiple semantic objects, leading to entangled category information in the global
representation. Moreover, the semantics of the global representation tend to be dominated by salient
objects after coarse-grained operations (e.g., pooling). These factors result in semantic confusion
when matching with text features, particularly when features across different categories share
similarities, thereby diminishing the model’s performance. This enables us to explore methods
for extracting fine-grained visual semantic information from CLIP’s global visual representation,
which is essential for MLR-PL.

Building on the analysis above, we enhance the original CLIP’s capability in MLR-PL by inte-
grating a fine-grained approach to obtain decoupled representations for each category. Specifically,
we introduce a semantic-guided spatial attention mechanism on top of the CLIP visual encoder,
which locates informative regions for different semantic objects and separates category-specific
feature maps from the semantically entangled global representation. The existence of a target
class is then determined by matching the decoupled visual features with textual representations,
which effectively alleviates the semantic confusion arising from semantic uncertainty. Moreover,
considering the diversity of features across different categories in MLR, adopting a unified prompt
template is limited in expressiveness and lacks category-specific descriptive information. It is
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Fig. 1. An illustration of MLR image with complete labels [a] and partial labels [b]. All positive and negative
labels are known in traditional MLR, while some labels are missing in MLR-PL (airplane, clock, traffic light).

also challenging for the model to integrate the semantics of all categories into a single prompt
template, which restricts its performance in MLR-PL. To address these problems, we introduce a
category-specific prompt optimization method to learn text representations that are aligned with
category semantics, further decoupling semantic information across categories.

Our main contributions in this paper are summarized as follows.
• We introduce a simple yet effective framework for MLR-PL task based on vision-language
models. To alleviate the semantic confusion caused by entangled global representation, we
incorporate a semantic decoupling module based on a semantic-guided spatial attention
mechanism to learn semantic-specific features. We also utilize category-specific prompt
optimization method for learning the prompts that best aligned with category semantics.
During training, only the semantic-decoupling module and prompt optimization module are
learnable, while the remaining parameters of the vision-language model are kept fixed. This
approach avoids fine-tuning the entire model.

• We conduct extensive experiments on various datasets (e.g., Microsoft COCO 2014 and
Pascal VOC 2007), which demonstrate superior performance compared to traditional leading
methods and previous CLIP-based approaches. Additionally, we conduct ablation studies to
analyze the contribution of semantic-decoupling module and provide visualization analysis
on our method for a more comprehensive understanding.

2 RELATEDWORKS
2.1 Multi-label Recognition
Multi-label recognition has drawn increasing attention in recent years [7, 54, 55]. One straightfor-
ward method for this task is to view it as a multiple-binary classification task. This method ignores
the label correlations among categories, which is crucial in multi-label recognition task. Hence,
recent works proposed exploiting the underlying label structure to regularize the training of MLR
models. One way to achieve this goal is by introducing recurrent neural network (RNN)/long short-
term memory (LSTM) [20, 45] to capture label dependencies implicitly. Wang et al. [43] proposed a
CNN-RNN framework that model label dependency with semantic redundancy and co-occurrence
dependency. Additionally, Chen et al. [8] proposed a recurrent attention reinforcement learning
framework to model long-term dependencies among attentional regions and capture semantic
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label co-occurrences. Another line of works explicitly model label dependencies with graph neural
network (GNN) [28, 31, 48, 56]. For example, Chen et al. [10] introduced an inter-dependent object
classifier built on a graph convolutional neural network (GCN), which is trained to model the
correlations between different categories. Moreover, Chen et al. [9] proposed a semantic-specific
graph representation learning (SSGRL) framework that utilizes a graph propagation scheme to
obtain semantic-aware features, which achieved state-of-the-art performance on several multi-label
datasets. Despite achieving remarkable performance in various datasets and application scenarios,
these methods are built on deep neural network (DNN) that require large-scale and complete
annotated datasets for training. However, it is very time-consuming and labor-intensive to annotate
a complete label list for each image, which makes the collection of these datasets less practical and
thus limits the application of MLR.

2.2 Multi-label Recognition With partial labels
To reduce the annotation cost, manyworks have been dedicated to the task of multi-label recognition
with partial labels (MLR-PL), where only part of labels are known in each image. Current works
tend to introduce pseudo-labels for the complement of unknown labels. For example, Durand et
al. [15] introduced the curriculum learning strategy where pseudo-labels are generated by the
pre-trained model, and used the partial-BCE loss normalized by the proportion of known labels for
model training. Moreover, Huynh et al. [21] proposed to regularize the BCE loss with the statistical
co-occurrences and image-level feature similarity. Recently, some works employ category-specific
feature blending [36, 37] or label correlations between categories [4, 5] to transfer information
from known labels and supplement extra pseudo-labels for model training. These methods basically
rely on the modeling of label dependencies. Other works propose reject or correct samples with
large loss fluctuation to prevent the model from memorizing the noisy labels [26], or enhance the
salient object regions corresponding to the present labels [27, 44].
Although achieving significant progress, these MLR-PL methods rely on complex model archi-

tectures and training strategies. Motivated by recent progress in vision-language model (VLM), our
approach suggests to transfer knowledge from large-scale pre-trained VLM by prompt optimization
and thus provides a simple framework for solving the MLR-PL task.

2.3 Vision-Language Models
Vision-language pre-training models [22, 40] have demonstrated impressive performance on various
downstream tasks. Among these models, CLIP [40] is a representative framework which leverage
large-scale image-text pairs collected from the Internet to align image and text representations in
the embedding space. It has obtained rich visual representations and knowledge through large-scale
contrastive learning and thus demonstrated remarkable performance and scalability in zero-shot
inference and few-shot tasks[14, 19, 24, 39]. To fit models to downstream tasks while preserving the
learned representation space, recent approaches mainly adopt prompt-tuning method[1, 17, 23, 33]
instead of fine-tuning the entire model. It provides a parameter-efficient and flexible way and is
ease of use. In CoOp [53], Zhou et al.proposed to learn the prompts from the target dataset and
avoid manually fine-tuning prompt templates. CoCoOp [52] further enhanced CoOp by introducing
image-conditional information to improve generalization to unseen classes. However, although
achieving remarkable process, CLIP is trained to focus on global image and text representations.
Consequently, it tends to predict the closest semantic class while neglecting other potential classes
during inference. Since images contain multiple objects in MLR task, fine-grained information is
essential for the prediction accuracy. For similar consideration, RegionCLIP [51] proposed to learn
region-level visual features in object detection and align the region-text pairs to make prediction.
However, large-scale dataset for object detection is needed to fine-tune the detector, which does not
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match the need of partial label learning. Different from the above approaches, our method proposes
to learn semantic-specific representations to better disentangle visual and textual information from
different categories to avoid semantic confusion caused by global representation scheme.

3 PROPOSED METHOD

Table 1. Mathematical Notations and Descriptions

Notation Description
D The training dataset
𝑁 The number of samples in training dataset
𝐼𝑛 The 𝑛-th image in the dataset
𝑦𝑛 The label vector for the 𝑛-th image
𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑣 The visual encoder in CLIP with slight modification
𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑡 The textual encoder in CLIP
𝐹𝑎𝑡𝑡 The attention mapping function in semantic decoupling module
𝐹𝑔 The pre-trained language model GloVe [35]
⊙ The Hadamard product between features

𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ The semantic attention coefficient for category 𝑐 at position (𝑤,ℎ)
𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ The normalized attention coefficient for category 𝑐 at position (𝑤,ℎ)
𝑓
𝑔

𝑤ℎ
The global visual representation from CLIP visual encoder at position (𝑤,ℎ)

𝑓𝑐,𝑤ℎ Spatial feature fused with semantic information for category 𝑐 at (𝑤,ℎ)
𝑓 𝑣𝑐 Visual feature for category 𝑐
𝑓 𝑡𝑐 Textual feature for category 𝑐
𝑥𝑐 The semantic representation of category 𝑐
𝑡𝑐 The learnable prompt for category 𝑐

[𝑉 ]𝑖𝑐 The 𝑖-th learnable word vector in 𝑡𝑐
[𝐶𝐿𝑆] The word embedding of the category name
𝑝𝑐 Model’s prediction score for category 𝑐
𝜏 The temperature parameter in softmax
𝛾+ The exponential coefficient in P-ASL for positive samples
𝛾− The exponential coefficient in P-ASL for negative samples
L𝑛

𝑐 The loss term for category 𝑐 of the 𝑛-th sample
L The overall loss function

We formulate the MLR-PL task as follows. Let D = {(𝐼 1, 𝑦1), ..., (𝐼𝑁 , 𝑦𝑁 )} be the training set
containing 𝑁 training samples and 𝐶 categories, where 𝐼𝑛 denotes the 𝑛-th image and 𝑦𝑛 =

[𝑦𝑛1 , ..., 𝑦𝑛𝐶 ] ∈ {−1, 0, 1}𝐶 denotes its label vector. Each image may contain objects of multiple
categories. In partial label setting, 𝑦𝑛𝑐 is assigned to 1 if the category 𝑐 is present in the 𝑛-th image,
assigned to -1 if it is absent, or assigned to 0 if it is unknown.

In this section, we introduce the proposed framework which builds on pre-trained VLM with rich
prior information. To alleviate the semantic confusion problem caused by utilizing single global
visual and textual representation for all categories in current VLM methods, the visual semantic
decoupling module first extracts category-specific features from entangled global representation. It
employs a semantic-guided spatial attention mechanism to locate informative regions for specific
category, and obtains visual features that encode the category-specific information. Furthermore,
we set category-specific prompts that best align with the semantics of certain category. To avoid
manual tuning, we propose using prompt optimization method to update prompt tokens through

ACM Trans. Multimedia Comput. Commun. Appl., Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: December 2024.



6 Ruan et al.

U

V P

𝑬𝒏𝒄𝒕

𝑬𝒏𝒄v

…

Softmax

…

…



Attention
Pooling

𝒑𝟏 𝒑𝟐 𝒑𝟑 … 𝒑𝑪

𝟏 𝟎 𝟎 … −𝟏

𝑳𝒑𝒂𝒓𝒕𝒊𝒂𝒍−𝑨𝑺𝑳

……

Semantic Decoupling

𝐱𝐜

𝐟𝐰𝐡
𝐠

𝐟

ሚ
 
a 𝐜,𝐰𝐡

𝐜
𝐭

𝐟𝐜
𝐯

…

…

…

… …

Category-specific Prompts CLS





Hadamard Product

Cosine Similarity

Frozen Parameters

Fig. 2. An overall illustration of the proposed framework. For each class, a prompt is initialized with each
component as a learnable vector. These prompts are passed through CLIP textual encoder to obtain category-
specific text embeddings. Meanwhile, the semantic decoupling module employs a semantic-guided spatial
attention mechanism to extract fine-grained visual features for each category. The parameters of semantic
decoupling module and the category-specific learnable prompts are optimized by minimizing the classification
loss, while the parameters of CLIP visual and textual encoders remain fixed.

the training process. The prediction probability for each category is calculated by coupling the
category-specific visual feature with the corresponding textual feature. Finally, the model supervises
the parameter learning of the semantic decoupling module and the category-specific prompts by
minimizing the classification loss, while the parameters of visual and textual encoders remain
fixed during training. We adopt the partial asymmetric loss widely used in MLR, in which only the
annotated samples are considered for calculating the loss. An overall illustration of our framework
is shown in Figure 2. We also include the notations used in this section in Table 1 for clarity.

3.1 Visual Semantic Decoupling
The semantic decoupling module is introduced to extract category-specific information from the
global feature maps of semantic entanglement. It is implemented by introducing a semantic-guided
spatial attention mechanism. Specifically, given an image 𝐼 , the framework first utilizes the visual
encoder in CLIP to extract its global feature map 𝑓 𝑔 ∈ R𝑁×𝑊 ×𝐻 as follows, where 𝑁 ,𝑊 and 𝐻 are
the channel numbers, width and height of the feature map,

𝑓 𝑔 = 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑣 (𝐼 ), (1)

and 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑣 is the visual encoder in CLIP with slight modification. To extract semantic information
of certain category 𝑐 , we utilize pre-trained language model GloVe [35] to obtain the semantic
representation 𝑥𝑐 ∈ R𝐷 as guidance, formulated as

𝑥𝑐 = 𝐹𝑔 (𝑤𝑐 ), (2)

where 𝑤𝑐 is the semantic word of category 𝑐 and 𝐹𝑔 is the pre-trained GloVe model. We can
then incorporate 𝑓 𝑔 with 𝑥𝑐 to focus on spatial regions with semantic information of category 𝑐 .

ACM Trans. Multimedia Comput. Commun. Appl., Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: December 2024.



Learning Semantic-Aware Representation in Visual-Language Models for Multi-Label Recognition with Partial Labels 7

Specifically, for each location (𝑤,ℎ), we fuse these information with a low-rank bilinear pooling
method [25]:

𝑓𝑐,𝑤ℎ = 𝑃𝑇 (𝑡𝑎𝑛ℎ((𝑈𝑇 𝑓
𝑔

𝑤ℎ
) ⊙ (𝑉𝑇𝑥𝑐 ))) + 𝑏, (3)

where 𝑓
𝑔

𝑤ℎ
is the local feature of 𝑓 𝑔 at position (𝑤,ℎ), 𝑃,𝑈 ,𝑉 are learnable linear functions, 𝑏 is

a learnable bias vector, and ⊙ represents the Hadamard product. 𝑓𝑐,𝑤ℎ is the spatial feature that
fuses category semantic. We then utilize an attention mapping function 𝐹𝑎𝑡𝑡 implemented by a
fully connected layer to compute the spatial attention map as follows.

𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ = 𝐹𝑎𝑡𝑡 (𝑓𝑐,𝑤ℎ). (4)

The coefficient at position (𝑤,ℎ) on the map represents the semantic relevance of the region to
category c. Additionally, to make these attention coefficients more comparable across different
samples, we normalize them with a softmax function over all regions on the map, formulated as

𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ =
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ)∑

𝑤′,ℎ′ 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑎𝑐,𝑤′ℎ′ ) . (5)

Finally, we extract the spatial-related representation 𝑓 𝑣𝑐 by applying attention pooling for the
𝑐-th category as follows:

𝑓 𝑣𝑐 =
∑︁
𝑤,ℎ

𝑎𝑐,𝑤ℎ ⊙ 𝑓
𝑔

𝑐,𝑤ℎ
. (6)

The 𝑓 𝑣𝑐 encodes all semantic information related to category 𝑐 . Consequently, the semantic de-
coupling module disentangles the global representation into distinct semantic components. By
repeating this procedure, the model obtains category-specific representations {𝑓 𝑣1 , 𝑓 𝑣2 , ..., 𝑓 𝑣𝐶 } for all
categories. We further present visualization illustrations to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
module, as shown in Figure 3.

3.2 Category-specific Prompt Optimization
Due to the fine-grained characteristics of MLR task, we propose setting category-specific prompts
that best align with the given semantic contexts. To avoid manual prompt tuning, we follow CoOp
[53] by modeling the tokens as continues, learnable parameters that can be optimized in an end-to-
end manner with classification loss, while keeping the parameters of pre-trained text encoder fixed.
Specifically, we define the specific prompt 𝑡𝑐 for category 𝑐 as follows:

𝑡𝑐 = [𝑉 ]1
𝑐 [𝑉 ]2

𝑐 ...[𝑉 ]𝑀𝑐 [𝐶𝐿𝑆], (7)

where𝑀 is the length of prompt. Each [𝑉 ]𝑖𝑐 is a learnable word vector (with a dimension of 512
in CLIP) and [𝐶𝐿𝑆] represents the word embedding corresponding to the category name. These
tokens are randomly initialized by sampling from a Gaussian distribution and are independent for
each category. we obtain the textual representation for the 𝑐-th category as follows:

𝑓 𝑡𝑐 = 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑡 (𝑡𝑐 ), (8)

where 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑡 is the text encoder of CLIP. By coupling the visual and textual features from each
category, the prediction score for category 𝑐 is computed as:

𝑝𝑐 =
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (⟨𝑓 𝑣𝑐 , 𝑓 𝑡𝑐 ⟩/𝜏)∑𝐶
𝑐=1 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (⟨𝑓 𝑣𝑐 , 𝑓 𝑡𝑐 ⟩/𝜏)

, (9)

where ⟨·, ·⟩ calculate the cosine similarity between two features, 𝑐 ∈ {1, 2, ...,𝐶} is the category
index, and 𝜏 is the temperature parameter.
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3.3 Model Optimization
During the training process, only the semantic decoupling module and category-specific prompts
are updated, while the parameters of visual and textual encoders remain fixed. The optimization
process is performed to minimize the classification loss. To address the inherent positive-negative
imbalance in MLR datasets, we adopt partial Asymmetric Loss (P-ASL) [41] to alleviate this problem.
Specifically, given the model prediction scores 𝑝𝑛 = [𝑝𝑛1 , ..., 𝑝𝑛𝐶 ] for the 𝑛-th sample in training set,
only the annotated samples are utilized to calculate the loss, which is formulated as

L𝑛
𝑐 =

{
(1 − 𝑝𝑛𝑐 )𝛾+𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑝𝑛𝑐 ) 𝑦𝑛𝑐 = 1
(𝑝𝑛𝑐 )𝛾−𝑙𝑜𝑔(1 − 𝑝𝑛𝑐 ) 𝑦𝑛𝑐 = −1,

(10)

where 𝑝𝑛𝑐 = 𝑚𝑎𝑥 (𝑝𝑛𝑐 −𝑚, 0) represents the probability for negative samples shifted by a hard
threshold 𝑚 which is set to down-weight the easy negative samples. We also set the focusing
parameter 𝛾− ≥ 𝛾+ to further reduce the contribution of easy negative samples. The semantic
decoupling module and learnable prompts are updated through back-propagation using P-ASL.
Finally, the objective for training is formulated as follows:

L = − 1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝐶∑︁
𝑐=1

L𝑛
𝑐 . (11)

The training procedure of our proposed framework is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Training procedure of the proposed framework.

Input: D = {(𝐼𝑛, 𝑦𝑛)}𝑁𝑛=1: training dataset with partial labels
𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑣, 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑡 : visual and textual encoders from CLIP
{𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝐶 }, F𝑠𝑑 : initialized category-specific prompts and semantic decoupling module.

Output: updated parameters of {𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝐶 } and F𝑠𝑑
1: Initialize parameters of {𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝐶 } and F𝑠𝑑 randomly;
2: for 𝑒𝑝𝑜𝑐ℎ = 1, 2, ..., 𝐸𝑚𝑎𝑥 do
3: Extract the category-specific visual features: {𝑓 𝑣1 , 𝑓 𝑣2 , ..., 𝑓 𝑣𝐶 } = F𝑠𝑑 (𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑣 (𝐼 ));
4: Extract category-specific text embeddings: {𝑓 𝑡1 , 𝑓 𝑡2 , ..., 𝑓 𝑡𝐶 } = 𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑡 (𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝐶 );
5: Compute categorical prediction scores {𝑝1, 𝑝2, ..., 𝑝𝐶 } with Equation 9;
6: Compute the value of partial asymmetric loss with Equation 11;
7: Update the parameters of {𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝐶 } and F𝑠𝑑 with SGD;
8: end for

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we evaluate the performance of our framework through extensive experiments and
comparisons with current leading MLR-PL methods. Furthermore, we present visual illustrations
to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed modules.

4.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
We conduct experiments and comparisons on the MS-COCO [32] and Pascal VOC 2007 [16] datasets,
which are the most widely used benchmarks in MLR. The MS-COCO dataset contains about 120k
images and 80 different categories in daily life. The dataset is further divided into a training set
with around 80k images and a testing dataset with about 40k images. The Pascal VOC 2007 dataset
contains around 10k images with 20 object categories, and it is divided into a training set and a
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validation set with 5,011 images and 4,952 images, respectively. Since both of these datasets are
completely-annotated, we randomly drop certain proportions of labels to create training datasets
with partial-labels. In our experiments, the proportions of known labels in datasets vary from 10%
to 90%. The testing datasets retain complete labels to ensure adequate samples for evaluation.

For the evaluation metrics, we follow current works and mainly adopt the mean average precision
(mAP) over all categories under different proportions of known labels. Additionally, we compute
the average mAP across all proportions for a more comprehensive comparison. Furthermore, we
follow current MLR works to adopt the overall and per-class F1-measure (i.e., the OF1 and CF1
metrics), which are defined as follows:

𝑂𝑃 =

∑
𝑖 𝑁

𝑐
𝑖∑

𝑖 𝑁
𝑝

𝑖

, 𝐶𝑃 =
1
𝐶

∑
𝑖 𝑁

𝑐
𝑖∑

𝑖 𝑁
𝑝

𝑖

, (12)

𝑂𝑅 =

∑
𝑖 𝑁

𝑐
𝑖∑

𝑖 𝑁
𝑔

𝑖

, 𝐶𝑅 =
1
𝐶

∑
𝑖 𝑁

𝑐
𝑖∑

𝑖 𝑁
𝑔

𝑖

, (13)

𝑂𝐹1 =
2 ×𝑂𝑃 ×𝑂𝑅

𝑂𝑃 +𝑂𝑅 , 𝐶𝐹1 =
2 ×𝐶𝑃 ×𝐶𝑅

𝐶𝑃 +𝐶𝑅 , (14)

where𝐶 is the number of labels, 𝑁 𝑐
𝑖 is the number of images that are correctly predicted in the 𝑖-th

category, 𝑁 𝑝

𝑖
is the number of predicted in the 𝑖-th category, and 𝑁

𝑔

𝑖
is the number of ground truth

images in the 𝑖-th category. We also compute the average OF1 and CF1 scores across all proportions
of known labels.

4.2 Implementation Details
We adopt ResNet-101 [18] from the CLIP pre-trained model as the visual encoder to extract global
representation, and the input size is 448×448. We replace the last average pooling layer in ResNet
with another average pooling layer with a size of 2×2 and a stride of 2 while keeping other layers
unchanged. We also use the same Transformer in CLIP as the text encoder. Both of the visual
and text encoder are frozen during training. For visual semantic decoupling module, the attention
mapping function is implemented by a fully connected layer that maps vector from dimension 1024
to 1. We also set an intermediate layer implemented by a 1024-to-512 linear map to cope with the
dimension of text features in each category. For category-specific prompts, we set independent
prompt vector with 16 tokens (M=16) for each category. During training process, only the category-
specific prompts and the visual semantic decoupling module are trainable. The total number of
trainable parameters is 4.8M.

The proposed framework is trained by minimizing the loss L as shown in Equation 11. In partial
Asymmetric Loss, we set 𝛾− = 2, 𝛾+ = 1 to better down-weight easy negative samples, and the hard
threshold𝑚 for negative probability is set to 0.05. We use the SGD optimizer with initial learning
rate of 0.002, which is decayed by the cosine annealing rule during training. We also use warm-up
strategy with learning rate of 0.0005 in the first epoch. The model is trained with batch-size of 64
and epoch of 100. Our model is implemented in PyTorch [34], and training is conducted on one
24GB NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU.

4.3 Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods
To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed framework, we compare it with the following baseline
methods, which can be divided into three groups. (1) SSGRL (ICCV’19) [9], GCN-ML (CVPR’19)
[10], and KGGR (TPAMI’22) [3]. These methods adopt graph neural networks to model label
dependencies, and they achieved leading performance in MLR with complete labels. In MLR-
PL task, we adapt these methods by replacing the BCE loss with partial BCE loss [15] during

ACM Trans. Multimedia Comput. Commun. Appl., Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: December 2024.



10 Ruan et al.

Table 2. The average mAP and mAP values achieved by our framework and current state-of-the-art methods
for MLR-PL under different known label proportions on the MS-COCO and Pascal VOC 2007 datasets. The
best results are highlighted in bold. The proposed method achieves superior performance compared to current
mainstream methods under all settings of known labels proportions.

Datasets Methods 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% Avg.

MS-COCO

SSGRL [9] 62.4 ± 0.4 70.5 ± 0.4 73.2 ± 0.3 74.6 ± 0.2 76.3 ± 0.2 76.5 ± 0.1 77.1 ± 0.1 77.9 ± 0.1 78.4 ± 0.1 74.1 ± 0.2
GCN-ML [10] 63.8 ± 0.2 70.9 ± 0.2 72.8 ± 0.2 74.0 ± 0.2 76.7 ± 0.2 77.1 ± 0.2 77.3 ± 0.1 78.3 ± 0.1 78.6 ± 0.1 74.4 ± 0.2
KGGR [3] 66.6 ± 0.1 71.4 ± 0.2 73.8 ± 0.1 76.7 ± 0.1 77.5 ± 0.1 77.9 ± 0.1 78.4 ± 0.1 78.7 ± 0.1 79.1 ± 0.1 75.6 ± 0.1
SST [5] 68.1 ± 0.3 73.5 ± 0.2 75.9 ± 0.2 77.3 ± 0.2 78.1 ± 0.1 78.9 ± 0.1 79.2 ± 0.1 79.6 ± 0.1 79.9 ± 0.1 76.7 ± 0.1
HST [4] 70.6 ± 0.4 75.8 ± 0.3 77.3 ± 0.3 78.3 ± 0.2 79.0 ± 0.2 79.4 ± 0.1 79.9 ± 0.1 80.2 ± 0.1 80.4 ± 0.1 77.9 ± 0.2

SARB [36] 71.2 ± 0.3 75.0 ± 0.3 77.1 ± 0.3 78.3 ± 0.3 78.9 ± 0.3 79.6 ± 0.2 79.8 ± 0.2 80.5 ± 0.2 80.5 ± 0.2 77.9 ± 0.3
DSRB [37] 72.5 ± 0.6 76.0 ± 0.5 77.6 ± 0.5 78.7 ± 0.4 79.6 ± 0.4 79.8 ± 0.3 80.0 ± 0.2 80.5 ± 0.2 80.8 ± 0.2 78.4 ± 0.3

Ours 78.3 ± 0.2 80.2 ± 0.2 81.2 ± 0.2 81.6 ± 0.2 82.3 ± 0.1 82.4 ± 0.1 82.6 ± 0.1 83.4 ± 0.1 83.6 ± 0.1 81.7 ± 0.2

Pascal VOC

SSGRL [9] 77.7 ± 0.9 87.6 ± 0.6 89.9 ± 0.4 90.7 ± 0.3 91.4 ± 0.3 91.8 ± 0.3 92.0 ± 0.2 92.2 ± 0.2 92.2 ± 0.2 89.5 ± 0.4
GCN-ML [10] 74.5 ± 0.3 87.4 ± 0.2 89.7 ± 0.2 90.7 ± 0.2 91.0 ± 0.2 91.3 ± 0.2 91.5 ± 0.2 91.8 ± 0.1 92.0 ± 0.1 88.9 ± 0.2
KGGR [3] 81.3 ± 0.1 88.1 ± 0.2 89.9 ± 0.1 90.4 ± 0.1 91.2 ± 0.1 91.3 ± 0.1 91.5 ± 0.1 91.6 ± 0.1 91.8 ± 0.1 89.7 ± 0.1
SST [5] 81.5 ± 0.2 89.0 ± 0.2 90.3 ± 0.2 91.0 ± 0.2 91.6 ± 0.1 92.0 ± 0.1 92.5 ± 0.1 92.6 ± 0.1 92.7 ± 0.1 90.4 ± 0.2
HST [4] 84.3 ± 0.4 89.1 ± 0.3 90.5 ± 0.3 91.6 ± 0.2 92.1 ± 0.2 92.4 ± 0.1 92.5 ± 0.1 92.8 ± 0.1 92.8 ± 0.1 90.9 ± 0.2

SARB [36] 83.5 ± 0.3 88.6 ± 0.3 90.7 ± 0.3 91.4 ± 0.3 91.9 ± 0.3 92.2 ± 0.3 92.6 ± 0.2 92.8 ± 0.2 92.9 ± 0.2 90.7 ± 0.3
DSRB [37] 85.7 ± 0.6 89.8 ± 0.6 91.8 ± 0.5 92.0 ± 0.4 92.3 ± 0.4 92.7 ± 0.3 92.9 ± 0.2 93.1 ± 0.2 93.2 ± 0.2 91.5 ± 0.3

Ours 88.5 ± 0.2 91.5 ± 0.2 92.6 ± 0.2 93.2 ± 0.2 93.3 ± 0.1 93.5 ± 0.1 93.8 ± 0.1 94.1 ± 0.1 94.3 ± 0.1 92.8 ± 0.2

Table 3. The average OF1 and CF1 values achieved by our framework compared to current state-of-the-art
methods for MLR-PL on the MS-COCO and Pascal VOC 2007 datasets.

Datasets Methods Avg.OF1 Avg.CF1

MS-COCO

SSGRL [9] 73.9 68.1
GCN-ML [10] 73.1 68.4
KGGR [3] 73.7 69.7
SST [5] 75.8 71.2
HST [4] 76.7 72.6

SARB [36] 76.5 72.2
DSRB [37] 76.8 72.7

Ours 77.9 75.1

Pascal VOC

SSGRL [9] 87.7 84.5
GCN-ML [10] 87.3 84.6
KGGR [3] 86.5 84.7
SST [5] 88.2 85.6
HST [4] 88.4 86.1

SARB [36] 88.4 85.9
DSRB [37] 88.3 86.0

Ours 88.6 86.5

training. (2) SST (AAAI’22) [5] and HST (IJCV’24) [4]. These methods generate pseudo-labels by
exploring semantic correlations of visual features within and across images. HST further proposed
a dynamical threshold learning method to adaptively search the optimal threshold for pseudo-label
generation. (3) SARB (AAAI’22) [36] and DSRB (ESWA’24) [37]. These methods blend category-
specific representation across different images to complement unknown labels with information
from known labels.
For the MS-COCO dataset, Table 2 and 3 shows the comparisons of mAP and average OF1 and

CF1 scores with all baseline methods under known label proportions of 10% to 90%. Our framework
significantly outperforms other baseline methods under all proportions of known labels, particularly
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umbrella cow person motorcycle

vase sink chair

car person

cupperson oven

truck bus elephant potted plant couch tv

train horse backpack knife broccoli cup

Fig. 3. Several examples of input images and category activation maps corresponding to the top-3 highest
confidence categories predicted by the proposed framework.

when the label proportions are extremely low. Specifically, it obtains mAPs of 78.3%, 80.2%, 81.2%,
81.6%, 82.3%, 82.4%, 82.6%, 83.4% and 83.6% under the settings of 10%-90% known labels, respectively.
Additionally, our framework obtains average mAP, OF1 and CF1 values of 81.7%, 77.9%, 75.1%, with
average improvements over the second-best method by 3.3%, 1.1%, 2.4% respectively.

For the Pascal VOC 2007 dataset, we also present the comparison results in Table 2 and 3. Since the
dataset contains only 20 categories and is simpler than MS-COCO, the advantage of our framework
over other baseline methods is less significant. However, the proposed framework demonstrates
superior performance compared to other baseline methods when label proportions are extremely
low (e.g., under 20%). Specifically, it outperforms the best baseline method (i.e., DSRB) by 1.3%
in average mAP and maintains higher average OF1 and CF1 scores. Additionally, our framework
consistently outperforms all other baseline methods under all label proportions.

4.4 Analysis on Visual Semantic Decoupling
The semantic decoupling module is a critical component in our framework, which is introduced to
extract semantic-specific information from the global representation obtained by the CLIP visual
encoder. To demonstrate the effectiveness of the semantic decoupling module, we visualize examples
from the MS-COCO dataset in Figure 3. Each row contains two images and the corresponding
class activation maps (CAMs) for the top-3 highest confidence positive categories in each image.
These results illustrate that the semantic decoupling module can efficiently highlight objects of the
corresponding category, even when the scenes and relationships between objects in the image are
complex. For example, the module precisely locates the regions of the umbrella, cow and person in
the first sample, even when these objects are spatially overlapping. This capability is also evident
in other samples. Thus, our framework effectively avoids semantic confusion, as the visual features
corresponding to different categories of objects are distinctly separated.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the proposed semantic decoupling module and semantic attention fusion method (SA)
under all label settings in the MS-COCO (left) and Pascal VOC (right) datasets.

Additionally, there are alternative methods that can be utilized within the MLR framework to
extract fine-grained visual features for different categories. To further demonstrate the superiority
of semantic decoupling, we investigate additional design variants for the decoupling of global visual
representation within the CLIP-based framework. Semantic attention (SA) [47] is a prominent
method that utilizes stacked convolutional layers to extract content-aware feature maps for each
category. For a fair comparison, we replace the proposed semantic decoupling module with the SA
module while maintaining the rest of the framework unchanged and conduct experiments across
all settings. As illustrated in Figure 4, the semantic decoupling method demonstrates significant
advantages, achieving average mAP improvements of 1.1% and 1.9% on the MS-COCO and Pascal
VOC datasets, respectively. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed semantic
decoupling framework, which incorporates prior knowledge from the pre-trained semantic model
into the network architecture to more effectively guide the decoupling of spatial feature information
across different categories, thereby improving the performance of CLIP-based methods.

4.5 Ablation Studies
Since our method builds on CoOp [53], we emphasize comparisons with CoOp to evaluate the
effectiveness of our framework. We conduct experiments both on MS-COCO and Pascal VOC
datasets, under the label proportions of 10%, 30%, 50%, 70% and 90%.
We first evaluate the contribution of the semantic decoupling module. As shown in Table 4,

the baseline CoOp method obtains average mAP values of 74.6%, 89.9% on MS-COCO dataset
and Pascal VOC datasets, respectively. By adding the semantic decoupling module to the end of
CLIP visual encoder (CoOp w/sd), the average mAP values are boosted to 80.1% and 91.8%, with
improvements of 5.5% and 1.9%, respectively. We further introduce the category-specific prompt
optimization method, considering the fine-grained property of MLR. To evaluate its effectiveness,
we also conduct experiments by adding it to the baseline method (CoOp w/csp). As presented in
Table 4, the mAP values of CoOp improves to 76.9% and 90.6% when utilizing the category-specific
prompt optimization method. Additionally, incorporating the prompt optimization method on top
of the semantic decoupling module integration can further improve the mAP values by 1.5% and
0.7%, respectively.

To further analyze the improvements compared to the baseline method, we present the average
precision (AP) of each category when the known label proportion is 10% in the MS-COCO dataset,
as shown in Figure 5. It demonstrates that the our method significantly improves classification
performance in most categories compared to the baseline method. Moreover, we present some
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Table 4. mAP comparisons between the baseline CoOp method, CoOp with category-specific prompt opti-
mization (CoOp w/csp), CoOp with semantic decoupling module (CoOp w/sd) and our framework (Ours)
incorporating both category-specific prompt optimization and semantic decoupling module on the MS-COCO
and Pascal VOC 2007 datasets under certain proportions of known labels.

Datasets Methods 10% 30% 50% 70% 90% Avg.

MS-COCO

CoOp [53] 71.2 73.0 75.6 76.3 76.9 74.6
CoOp w/csp 72.3 76.9 77.8 78.4 78.9 76.9
CoOp w/sd 76.7 79.8 80.5 81.2 82.1 80.1

Ours 78.3 81.2 82.3 82.6 83.6 81.6

Pascal VOC

CoOp [53] 85.7 88.9 91.3 91.9 92.0 89.9
CoOp w/csp 86.3 89.3 91.8 92.6 93.2 90.6
CoOp w/sd 87.2 91.7 92.9 93.4 94.0 91.8

Ours 88.5 92.6 93.3 93.8 94.3 92.5
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Fig. 5. Per-class average precision (AP) of our proposed framework and baseline method with known label
proportion of 10% on the MS-COCO dataset.

classification examples from the MS-COCO dataset under the same setting, as shown in Figure
6. We compare the top-5 highest scores of our method with those of the baseline method in each
image. These results illustrate that our framework achieves comprehensive recognition results with
high accuracy even in complex scenes. In contrast, the baseline method exhibits less distinguishable
scores for different categories in complex scenarios, which degrades its performance. For example,
in the first sample of the third row, our method successfully recognizes all positive labels, whereas
the baseline method only recognizes the ’person’ category. Similar situations are observed in
other examples, where our method consistently achieves higher prediction scores for the positive
categories compared to the baseline method. Despite the small size of objects and their complex
interactions within the scene, our method maintains excellent performance due to the effectiveness
of visual semantic decoupling mechanism, which separates the object information with different
semantics.
Except the above discussion, we further conduct experiments to explore the benefits of P-ASL

on our task, which is adopted to alleviate the problem of the imbalance between negative and
positive samples in MLR-PL. Such imbalance is overlooked in traditional partial BCE loss (P-BCE)
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Fig. 6. Visualizations of multi-label classification results for several images predicted by our proposed method
and the baseline CoOp method. Both models are trained on the MS-COCO dataset with known label
proportion of 10%.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of P-ASL and P-BCE as loss functions for the proposed framework. All the experiments
are conducted on the MS-COCO dataset (left) and Pascal VOC dataset (right) with known label proportions
from 10% to 90%.

[15]. Specifically, we alternated between P-ASL and P-BCE as the loss function while keeping the
rest of the framework unchanged. As shown in Figure 7, using P-ASL results in an average mAP
improvement of 1.1% on MS-COCO and 1.2% on Pascal VOC compared to P-BCE, respectively.
Moreover, P-ASL demonstrates significant advantages when label proportions are particularly low
(below 30%), where the negative-positive imbalance becomes more severe. These results suggest
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that adopting P-ASL effectively mitigates the optimization problems caused by this imbalance in
partial label settings.
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Fig. 8. Analysis of the effect of 𝛾+ (left) and 𝛾− (right) in P-ASL. These experiments are conducted on the
MS-COCO dataset with known label proportions of 50% and 80%.

Moreover, the parameters 𝛾+ and 𝛾− are critical to the performance of P-ASL. To gain a more
comprehensive understanding, we further explore the optimal parameter choices in our framework.
In Figure 8, we present the variation in mAP as 𝛾+ changes from 0 to 4 under the 50% and 80%
known label settings, with 𝛾− fixed at 2. The framework achieves its best performance at 𝛾+ = 1
in both settings, while further increases in 𝛾+ lead to a drop in performance. We also analyze the
effect of 𝛾− while keeping 𝛾+ fixed at 1. As 𝛾− increases from 0 to 2, the mAP improves from 76.5
and 77.6 to 82.0 and 82.3, respectively, but drops sharply with further increases in 𝛾− . Thus, we set
𝛾+ = 1 and 𝛾− = 2 as the optimal parameters for P-ASL in our framework.

4.6 Limitations
Despite the effectiveness of the semantic decoupling method in separating information from
different semantic objects, it still exhibits certain limitations, particularly when objects in an
image are small or severely occluded. Several typical failure cases are illustrated in Figure 9. The

bicycle mouse cell phone

car fire hydrant truck

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Fig. 9. Examples of failure cases in the proposed semantic decoupling method. Typical failures include
inaccurate positioning (a, b, c) and excessive positioning (d, e, f) of specific objects in the attention map.
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localization of the attention map may lack accuracy when objects are occluded. For instance, the
motorcycle is incorrectly recognized as a bicycle due to semantic similarity in (a), as the bicycle
is largely overlapped. Similarly, the mouse and cell phone in (b) and (c) are misclassified as other
relevant semantic targets due to their lack of prominence. Additional failure cases in the attention
map occur when the area of the objects is excessively large and contains background noise. For
example, the attention map for the car in (d) extends beyond the relevant area and covers part of
the motorcycle. Similar issues are observed in (e) and (f), where the fire hydrant and truck are less
salient, leading to uncertainty in the positioning of the target areas. These problems occur when
information about small targets is overlooked in the global representation after coarse-grained
operations, resulting in the failure to effectively align semantic features with the corresponding
spatial feature regions. Nonetheless, in images containing multiple targets, these decoupled features
remain valuable, as they incorporate less background noise and mixed target information compared
to the global representation.

5 CONCLUSIONS
In this work, we introduce a CLIP-based framework to address the multi-label recognition with
partial labels (MLR-PL) task, in which only some labels are known while others are unknown in
each image. We propose a semantic-guided spatial attention mechanism and a category-specific
prompt optimization method to learn decoupled visual and textual features for each category. By
integrating these components, our framework captures fine-grained information for predicting
different categories, thereby improving the classification accuracy in MLR-PL. Extensive experi-
ments on the MS-COCO 2014 and Pascal VOC 2007 datasets demonstrate the superiority of our
framework compared to the current leading algorithms. Additionally, visual analysis shows that
our method can effectively decouple feature information of different categories. In the future, we
will continue to enhance the semantic decoupling framework by introducing label correlation
information, which can improve the performance on MLR-PL task by enriching the contextual
semantic information in categorical features.
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