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Abstract

Modern AI algorithms require labeled data. In real world, majority of data are
unlabeled. Labeling the data are costly. this is particularly true for some areas requir-
ing special skills, such as reading radiology images by physicians. To most efficiently
use expert’s time for the data labeling, one promising approach is human-in-the-loop
active learning algorithm. In this work, we propose a novel active learning framework
with significant potential for application in modern AI systems. Unlike the traditional
active learning methods, which only focus on determining which data point should
be labeled, our framework also introduces an innovative perspective on incorporating
different query scheme. We propose a model to integrate the information from differ-
ent types of queries. Based on this model, our active learning frame can automatically
determine how the next question is queried. We further developed a data driven ex-
ploration and exploitation framework into our active learning method. This method
can be embedded in numerous active learning algorithms. Through simulations on
five real-world datasets, including a highly complex real image task, our proposed
active learning framework exhibits higher accuracy and lower loss compared to other
methods.
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1 Introduction

A diverse range of AI systems have emerged for practical applications. Large language

models, such as Generative Pre-trained Transformers (GPT) (Vaswani et al., 2017; Rad-

ford et al., 2018), demonstrated exceptional capabilities in natural language processing

tasks, including understanding, generating and interpreting human language. Similarly,

reinforcement learning models have also been successfully applied in real-world scenarios,

such as autonomous driving (Kiran et al., 2021). These models are data-hungry, requir-

ing significant amount labeled data for effective training. For a thorough overview of the

data requirements across different models, see Zhao et al. (2023). This poses challenges

in data collection, large-scale data labeling and data quality enhancement. Across various

scientific domains like language processing, reinforcement learning, medical image field and

speech recognition, there are a substantial volume of unlabeled data and a relatively small

amount of annotated data (Budd et al., 2021; Zhu and Goldberg, 2022). It is prohibitive

for traditional supervised model training, especially for deep learning models, because la-

beling a significant portion of data can be impractical. For instance, there is a large pool of

unannotated pathological images, but only a small number of them have been diagnosed.

Increasing the labeled images to a high level is unrealistic because clinical diagnosis for

images can be expensive. One of the solutions to this dilemma is human-in-the-loop active

learning algorithms. Active learning is a process in which humans interact with computers

to enhance the efficiency of machine learning. It aims to identify the most informative

unlabeled data and entrust them to oracle experts for labeling. The high quality of the

newly labeled data enhances the efficiency of machine learning. Consequently, the demand

for sample size sharply declines to an affordable level. Criteria from different perspectives

are used to recognize informative data, including uncertainty-based method (Settles and
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Craven, 2008; Nguyen et al., 2022), diversity-based method (Zhdanov, 2019), density-based

method (Xu et al., 2007), cluster-based method (Wang et al., 2017), disagreement-based

method (Cohn et al., 1994; Hanneke, 2011; Hanneke and Yang, 2019), etc. Additionally,

Hsu and Lin (2015) proposed assembling a few criteria simultaneously and assigning scores

to these criteria by an algorithm inspired by the bandit problem. Konyushkova et al. (2017)

suggested learning active learning criteria directly from the data. This paper focuses on the

uncertainty-based method because it is one of the most prevalent active learning schemes

and is available under most models.

The most uncertain data will be deemed as the most informative because, intuitively,

ambiguous data sits on the margin of classes and querying them helps the machine identify

the class boundaries rapidly. Different models use different methods to measure uncertainty.

Distance-based models mainly use distance to depict uncertainty. For example, in support

vector machine model (Kremer et al., 2014), the point closest to the classification boundary

is deemed the most uncertain and thus the most informative. Probabilistic models utilize

the predicted probabilities of classes to reflect uncertainty. Entropy, introduced by Shannon

(1948), is highly recommended as it is related to the likelihood function and integrates the

uncertainty level of each class into one index. During active learning, the machine builds

the model with labeled data and calculates the entropies of the unlabeled data. The one

with the highest entropy is then queried.

Except for sampling the most informative data, some algorithms may allocate some

budgets to querying less informative data because the model is likely to be inaccurate

during the early stages of active learning, which may misrecognize the information of each

datum. It is a trade-off called exploration and exploitation. Exploration tends to gather

information from areas with limited knowledge, while exploitation is obsessed with the
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informative area identified by the current model, see for example Ren et al. (2021).

Traditional active learning methods focus primarily on which data to query but often

neglect how to label the data. That is, traditional methods merely concentrate on data

quality while overlooking the labeling process itself. Motivated by this limitation, we

aim to develop a method that addresses both the challenges of data labeling and quality

enhancement by considering various perspectives on labeling data. Specifically, traditional

modeling methods assume the information for each point is either full or none. In other

words, we either know the exact label or have no information for a given point. Most

active learning algorithms only query one question, “what is the class of the datum?”. The

difference among algorithms lies in their information measurements. In a wide range of

areas, it is possible to query one innovative question to a batch of data simultaneously.

This is not the same as batch active learning, where the same question “what is the class

of the datum?” is repeatedly asked for each point in a batch (Hoi et al., 2006; Sener and

Savarese, 2017; Zhdanov, 2019; Ash et al., 2019). For example, it is possible to select

several data and query the question, “are all of these data from a specific class?” or “is any

of these data from a specific class?”. The two questions are meaningful in practical fields.

In epidemiological testing, doctors are required to conduct pathological tests to determine

whether the patient is suffering from a disease and to identify the disease. By collecting the

samples of several patients and querying “does any of these patients suffer from a specific

illness?”, experimenters can mix several samples and conduct a single laboratory test, as

demonstrated in Hogan et al. (2020) and Song et al. (2022). If the test result is positive,

then the answer to the question is yes; otherwise, it is no. The benefits of querying these

innovative questions are threefold. (1) The cost of querying these questions may be much

less than querying “what is the class of the datum?”. In the given example, the question we
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queried needs only one experiment, while the question “what is the disease of the patient?”

must conduct each experiment sequentially until a medical test yields a positive result

or all test results are negative. (2) Querying these questions can obtain information for

several points in one iteration, though it may be partial information. Suppose we inquire

“are all of these points from a specific class?”. If the answer is yes, we then possess full

information about them because their labels are all known. Nevertheless, if the answer

is no, we only obtain partial information about them. (3) These questions can efficiently

explore the sample space because a single question can include data from many regions.

In certain research domains, datasets may contain multiple labels, as discussed in ?.

This paper focuses on the scenarios where each data point has exactly one label. The

paper introduces a method to construct a probabilistic model using information gathered

from various questions, including both full and partial information. The logistic and neural

network models are considered. Additionally, the paper proposes a novel uncertainty-based

active learning method using entropy, which automatically selects both the question and

the data to be queried. Alongside the active learning criterion, a heuristic data-driven

exploration and exploitation frame is proposed. The frame can be embedded cleverly in a

large number of active learning algorithms. The basic idea of the frame is to automatically

remove data that are likely to contain redundant information based on distance before each

active learning iteration. Traditional metrics like the Euclidean or Mahalanobis metric

may not adequately capture distances, particularly when dealing with highly non-linear

and high dimensional data, such as image data. Furthermore, these two distance metrics

are unsupervised. To address this, we introduce a model-guided distance metric within the

frame which can accommodate a broad class of models. This model-guided distance metric

updates whenever the model is revised.
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The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the background of the active

learning problem and some related notations. Section 3 elaborates the method for inte-

grating both full and partial information as well as active learning with multiple questions.

The exploration and exploitation frame is also shown. Section 4 establishes a theoretical

foundation to validate the proposed method from the perspective of the probability of un-

expected answers. Section 5 provides our active learning method based on five real datasets

simulations. Section 6 concludes the paper and brings some insights for future studies. All

proofs are deferred to the supplementary material.

2 Background and Notation

The size of full data in the pool is assumed to be N , where each data point xi ∈ Rp

has a label yi ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, or say each xi is from class yi, for i ∈ 1, 2, . . . , N . The

full data is denoted by Dfull = {(xi, yi)}Ni=1. While most labels in Dfull are unknown, we

adopt this notation for convenience. By the basic assumption of active learning, let D0,

with a size n0, represent a small fraction of Dfull as annotated data. We further denote

by Dx
full = {xi}Ni=1 all points without their labels from Dfull, and Dx

0 is similarly defined.

Though most labels in Dfull are unknown, Dx
full is fully observed. Predicting the label y

for a point x requires building some metrics or models. Metric learning aims to find an

adequate positive semi-definite matrix A ∈ Rp×p to define a quadratic form distance such

that points from the same class are close to each other and points from different classes are

far away, see, for example, Xing et al. (2002), Yang et al. (2012) and Deng et al. (2023).

The metric learning utilizes the pairwise constraints between any two points from Dx
0 to

learn the optimal metric. The label of x ∈ Dx
full can be predicted according to the learned

distance between x and each point in Dx
0 . However, when the dimension p is high, the
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method is not stable. Additionally, the metric learning frame also fails to realize our aim

of querying multiple questions. The paper focuses on the probabilistic model approach.

The probabilistic model can be written as p(·; θ) : Rp → RL, where the cth entry, pc(x; θ),

represents the probability of x from class c. The method also needs to define a proper loss

function l : RL × {1, 2, . . . , L} → R+ so that the model parameters can be estimated by

minimizing the loss function:

θ̂ = argmin
θ

1

n0

n0∑
i=1

l(p(xi; θ), yi).

For a given x ∈ Rp, the model predicts its label by ŷ = argmaxc∈{1,2,...,L} pc(x; θ̂).

Typically, the prediction accuracy of the model built by the initial training set is un-

satisfactory, which makes active learning necessary. Most active learning methods can be

summarized in Algorithm 1. The most “informative” point is selected using the crite-

Algorithm 1: Traditional active learning

Data: D0 and Dx
full

Result: probabilistic model p(·, θ̂).

(1) Build model p(·; θ̂) based on D0;

(2) while Budget enough do

(3) Select x ∈ Dx
full based on criterion AL(p(x; θ̂));

(4) Query the label y for x and add (x, y) into D0;

(5) Rebuild model p(·; θ̂) based on D0

(6) end

rion AL(·), such as Fisher information considered in Hoi et al. (2006) and Sourati et al.

(2017), least confidence reviewed in Settles (2012) and entropy introduced before. Fisher

information is associated with traditional statistics theory and performs well under low

dimensional cases, although it requires a parametric model and suffers from the curse of
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dimension. Least confidence identifies the point with the lowest predicted probability for its

most possible class, but it discards the information of the remaining probabilities. Entropy,

derived from information theory, incorporates the uncertainty of each class and concludes

them into one index. It is expressed as

En(p(x; θ̂)) = −
L∑

c=1

pc(x; θ̂) log[pc(x; θ̂)]. (1)

The traditional active learning method only queries one question, “what is the class of

x?”. The paper considers an innovative scenario where multiple questions are available to

be inquired, allowing data to be labeled from different perspectives. Some of these questions

may involve more than one point, which can efficiently explore the input space. We use

the uppercase letter Q to denote the general form of how a question is queried, while the

lowercase letter q refers to a specific query. For example, assume a question Q is of the form

“are x1, x2 from the class c?”. We can query the question Q several times with different

choices of points x1, x2 and class c. Given two specific points xi1 , xi2 and class c = 1, if we

queried “are points xi1 , xi2 from class 1?” and the feedback is yes, we can represent the

gathered information as q = [(xi1 , xi2), c = 1] and a = 1. Formally, besides the question

“what is the class of x?”, there are K extra questions, Q1, . . . , QK . All possible answers for

question Qk are contained in the set Ak. The question point qk for question Qk contains

all the necessary information to formulate qk as a specific question, such as the points

and class in the previous example. Suppose we have queried question Qk for nk times,

where each question point and the corresponding answer are qki and aki, respectively, for

i = 1, . . . , nk. We use the notation Dk = {(qki, aki)}nk
i=1 to denote the information gained

by such a question. Without loss of generality, we always assume the question “what is

the class of x?” to be question 0, and its corresponding D0 coincides with the training set

described earlier. Throughout the paper, we focus on three types of questions shown in

8



Table 1. By setting different m values, we can create multiple questions.

Table 1: Questions considered in the paper

Question Answer set Probability

“What is the class of x?” {1, . . . , L} Pr(ans = c) = pc(x)

“Are all of x1, x2, . . . , xm from class c?” {0, 1} Pr(ans = 1) =
∏n

i=1 pc(xi)

“Is any of x1, x2, . . . , xm from class c?” {0, 1} Pr(ans = 0) =
∏n

i=1(1− pc(xi))

3 Method

As shown in Table 1, probability is the best bridge to connect different questions to the

true labels. When the probabilities of classes are known, or at least can be predicted,

the probabilities of answers to any question can be calculated or predicted. Consider

a loss function lk(·, ·) for each question Qk and then apply them to all information in

D = {D0, D1, . . . , DK} by

l(D, θ) =
1∑K

k=0 ni

K∑
k=0

nk∑
i=1

lk(P̂ r(ans|qki, θ), aki), (2)

where P̂ r(ans|qki, θ) is an |Ak| length vector of estimated probabilities of answers under

the model p(·; θ) and |Ak| is the size of the answer set Ak. For instance, for the question

“are all of xi1 , . . . , xim from class c?”, the first and second entries of P̂ r(ans|qki, θ) are

1 −
∏m

j=1 pc(xij ; θ) and
∏m

j=1 pc(xij ; θ), respectively. The estimated parameter θ̂ can be

obtained by minimizing the loss l(D, θ). The selection of the loss function is not arbitrary.

A wise choice would be cross-entropy loss, expressed as

lk(P̂ r(ans|qki, θ), aki) = −
∑
a∈Ak

1(aki = a) log[P̂ r(ans = a|qki, θ)]. (3)
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Firstly, it is equivalent to the negative log-likelihood function. Secondly, it provides a more

reasonable connection between different questions and the probabilities of classes than other

loss functions. In detail, if we inquire “are all of xi1 , . . . , xim from class c?” and the answer

is yes, then the loss will be

− log[P̂ r(ans = 1|qki, θ)] = −
m∑
j=1

log[pc(xij ; θ)],

which happens to be the sum of losses for data (xij , yij) for j = 1, . . . ,m. If we query “is

any of xi1 , . . . , xim from class c?” and the feedback is no, then the loss will be

− log[P̂ r(ans = 0|qki, θ)] = −
m∑
j=1

log[1− pc(xij ; θ)],

which is equivalent to the sum of losses for “is xij from class c?” with the answer no for all

j = 1, . . . ,m. Therefore, the cross-entropy loss in (3) used hereafter makes sense.

3.1 Active learning method

The main concept behind active learning is to identify the most uncertain data, i.e., to find

the question qk with a high expected loss, as determined by

E(lk(P̂ r(ans|qk, θ), ak)) = −
∑
a∈Ak

Pr(ans = a|qk) log[P̂ r(ans = a|qk, θ)]. (4)

This is estimated by substituting the predicted probability, resulting in the entropy:

En(P̂ r(ans|qk, θ)) = −
∑
a∈Ak

P̂ r(ans = a|qk, θ) log[P̂ r(ans = a|qk, θ)]. (5)

As discussed in Section 2, entropy is one of the criteria used to measure the information of

a point. We use it as an active learning criterion. In our frame, active learning is divided

into two parts. The first part determines what is the best qk to be queried for question Qk

with fixed k, and the second part decides which question Qk should be queried. To solve
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these, we introduce the cost for each question Qk, costk. Without loss of generality, we

always assume cost0 = 1. The optimal question point qk for Qk is determined by

qoptk = argmax
qk

En(P̂ r(ans|qk, θ)).

This can be approximated by the random exchanging algorithms. To determine which Qk

to be queried, we utilize both entropy and cost,

kopt = arg max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

En(P̂ r(ans|qoptk , θ))

g(costk)
+ ξk, (6)

where g is an increasing function with g(0) = 0 and ξk’s are identically and independently

distributed around 0 with small scales. Based on our simulation experience, g(x) = x2/3

appears to be a relatively good choice. The ξk’s are random values to provide chances to

all informative questions with comparable high performances.

3.2 Exploration and exploitation method

When the model is not accurate enough, the discrepancies between the predicted probabili-

ties and the true probabilities can be large, resulting in a big gap between estimated loss and

true loss. At this time, it may waste the budget to focus on exploiting the uncertain area.

To mitigate the risks, the machine should expand its knowledge to unexplored areas. To

achieve this, we introduce the distance function d, whose specific form will be introduced

at the end of the subsection. Recall the definition of Dx
full and D = {D0, D1, . . . , DK}.

Similarly, we define Dx = ∪Kk=0D
x
k . For any x ∈ Dx

full, define its distance to Dx as

d(x,Dx) = min
x′∈Dx

d(x, x′).

A small d(x,Dx) implies that some information has been gained in the neighbor of x.

Therefore, to explore the sample space, we should consider the x with a large d(x,Dx).
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Once we have explored the sample space to some extent, we should shift our focus to

exploitation, although deciding when that moment comes can be challenging. We present

a data-driven exploration and exploitation frame, which employs distance as the key to

gradually shift the focus from exploration to exploitation. Given a sequence of distance

thresholds d1 > d2 > · · · > dS = 0 and a proportion threshold ρ, in each active learning

iteration, we screen out points close to Dx and consider the rest of the points as the

candidate set. This is achieved by finding Dx
can(s) = {x ∈ Dx

full : d(x,Dx) > ds} for

s = 1, . . . , S. Then, we find the minimum s such that |Dx
can(s)| > ρN where |Dx

can(s)|

is the number of points within Dx
can(s). In other words, we require at least ρ proportion

of data available to be chosen. Figure 1 exhibits a visual example. The red triangles are

points in Dx. In the first panel, the blue dashed circles have a radius of d1, and the black

dots represent candidate points in Dx
can(1). The blue squares are excluded since they are

too close to Dx. The second panel shows that some of the black dots in the first panel

are selected to be queried. The blue dashed circles with radiuses d1 are also plotted in the

second panel. However, these circles cover too many points such that the size of Dx
can(1)

is less than ρN . Therefore, in the third panel, the radius is reduced to d2 and the size of

Dx
can(2) is once again greater than ρN . In the fourth panel, the active learning algorithm

continues querying a question within Dx
can(2). This exploration and exploitation frame is

maintained throughout the active learning algorithm until the budget is exhausted.
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Figure 1: Illustration of exploration and exploitation frame.
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The distance thresholds are hard-to-decide parameters. We present a data-driven

method for selecting the distance thresholds. We first gather all pairwise distances within

Dx
full and obtain its 5th percent quantile as d1. By setting dS = 0, we generate d2, . . . , dS

using an arithmetic sequence. In the simulation, we set S = 6. The only rest hyper-

parameter ρ controls the tendency between exploration and exploitation. Larger ρ encour-

ages exploitation more. An extreme example is when ρ approximate 1, the candidate set

will always be Dx
full −Dx.

The last problem of the frame is determining the appropriate distance metric. While

the Euclidean distance or the Mahalanobis distance are viable options, they are unsuper-

vised. That is, they do not leverage any information provided by the labels. Introducing

a supervised distance metric is crucial since the input space may not provide a suitable

metric, especially in the field of image data. For a wide range of probabilistic models, the

probability is generated by a “softmax” operation,

pc(x; θ) =
exp{hc(x; θ)}∑L
l=1 exp{hl(x; θ)}

. (7)

For example, the logistic model set hc(x; θ) = θTc x + θ0c with θ = (θT0 , θ
T
1 , θ

T
2 , . . . , θ

T
L)

T . In

the neural network model, hc(·; θ) is a highly complex function created by numerous hidden

layers. Under such models, we can use the feature space, h(x; θ) = (h1(x; θ), . . . , hL(x; θ)),

to define a model-guided distance

d(x, x′; θ) = d2(h(x; θ), h(x
′; θ)), (8)

where d2 is the Euclidean distance.

3.3 Some remarks

The entire procedure, including active learning as well as exploration and exploitation, is

organized in Algorithm 2. The exploration and exploitation frame is flexible and can be
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embedded in many active learning algorithms because the frame is screening out redundant

points. To make it, one simply needs to switch Step (4) to other active learning criteria.

Algorithm 2: New frame of active learning with exploration and exploitation

Data: budget B, ρ, Dx
full, Dk and costk for k = 0, 1, . . . , K.

Result: probabilistic model p(·, θ̂).

(1) Build p(·; θ̂) based on all Dk by minimizing Equation (2); Set b = 0;

(2) while B ⩾ b+min{costk} do

(3) Generate distance thresholds d1 > · · · > dS = 0 based on distance function (8).

Find out minimum s such that |Dx
can(s)| > ρN ;

(4) Consider all questions Qk satisfying b+ costk ⩽ B. Obtain kopt and

corresponding qoptkopt within Dx
can(s) based on Equation (6) by random

exchanging algorithm. Query qoptkopt and obtain (qoptkopt , a
opt
kopt). Add (qoptkopt , a

opt
kopt)

into Dkopt , set nkopt ← nkopt + 1 and b← b+ costkopt ;

(5) Rebuild p(·; θ̂) based on all Dk by minimizing Equation (2).

(6) end

We also provide some more discussion on the proposed active learning algorithm. For

convenience, we refer to the three types of questions by “Class”, “All” and “Any”, which will

also be employed in the later Section 5. The maximum entropies for the three questions

are logL, log 2 and log 2, respectively. Consider the case where the costs are all under

moderate scales. At the initial stage of active learning, the machine favors the question

“Class” because the entropy of the question at this time can be large, even approaching

logL. It corresponds to our intuition because the “Class” question can provide more

information than others when the model is inaccurate. When the model becomes more

confident and accurate, the machine tends to “All” or “Any” questions. For instance, when
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the most uncertain point x has predicted class probabilities (p̂1(x), p̂2(x), . . . , p̂L(x)) =

(0.5, 0.45, . . . , 0), it is almost for sure that point x is either from class 1 or 2. Though

querying the “Class” question can obtain its true label, inquiring “is x from class 1?” can

be more budget-efficient. For another example, when the model is highly confident and

accurate, say argmaxc pc(x) > 0.9 for all x, querying “Class” can rarely obtain unexpected

answers, making the active learning inefficient. Alternatively, if we inquire about the

“All” or “Any” question, the predicted probability of the answer can rapidly decrease

approximately to 0.5 by the factorial. In conclusion, despite the “Class” question being

a robust and optimal option when the model is inaccurate, it is overly cautious when the

model is confident. The “All” and “Any” questions bring some risks of obtaining partial

information, but they provide information for a batch of data at a very low cost.

4 Theory

Some theoretical supports for both the proposed entropy-based active learning frame and

the exploration and exploitation frame are provided in this section. Let X ⊂ Rp be the

input space. Assume the joint distribution of the input point X with its label Y to be

F (X, Y ). We also assume that the form of the model follows the “softmax” structure. Let

H0 be the set of measurable functions mapping X into RL. For any h ∈ H0, the predicted

probability of label c for x is

phc (x) =
exp{hc(x)}∑L
l=1 exp{hl(x)}

.

We refer to h ∈ H0 as a model or a score. Working under the entire H0 is impractical.

We assume a subset H ⊂ H0 which contains functions with a given uniform bound ∆.

Furthermore, we define a subset of H by H′, representing the set of functions under con-

sideration. For example, by restricting a specific structure, the newly defined subset is
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H′ = {h(·; θ) ∈ H}. We denote the entropy of x under model h by En(h, x). We further

define the distribution for En(h,X) as F h
E(En) where X ∼ F (X). We first provide some

assumptions that may be used in the following theory.

A1 F (y|x) = 1 or 0.

A2 For any h ∈ H, hc(x) ∈ [−∆,∆] for all c = 1, . . . , L.

A3 For any 0 < En ⩽ log 2 and h ∈ H′, there is a function FE such that F h
E(En) ⩾ FE(En).

Assumption A1 requires the label for input x to be deterministic, which is common in

machine learning. Assumption A2 requires the scores to be bounded. As the predicted

probability is derived by exponentiating the scores, even a small ∆ can yield a wide range

of probabilities. For example, with L = 5 and ∆ = 5, the predicted probability of a class

roughly spans from 10−5 to 0.9998. Assumption A3 assumes a uniform lower bound function

for all entropy distributions within H′. This suggests that the scores under consideration

must not be too ambiguous across X . Indeed, most points will exhibit small entropies when

the model is sufficiently confident.

Proposition 1. For any model h ∈ H0, suppose the true label for x is y. Then the entropy

is within the range

[
−phy(x) log[phy(x)]−[1−phy(x)] log[1−phy(x)],−phy(x) log[phy(x)]−[1−phy(x)] log

(
1− phy(x)

L− 1

)]
.

The bounds are shown in the first panel of Figure 2 with black solid lines. If the entropy

for a point is large, the predicted probability of the true label will consistently be low, as

shown by the blue dotted line. For a low-entropy point, the predicted probability for the

true label can be either low or high, as shown by the red dashed line. When the predicted

probability of the true label is high, the model prediction aligns with reality. However,
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when the predicted probability is small, the model is overconfident, and querying such a

point will yield an unexpected answer. We aim to demonstrate that when the model is

accurate enough, querying low-entropy points can only yield unexpected answers with low

probability.
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Figure 2: Illustrations of Proposition 1, Corollary 1 and Theorem 3.

Define ϕ(·) to be the inverse function of −x log(x)− (1−x) log(1−x) over [0, 1/2]. Let

R(H′) = EF [suph∈H′ |n−1
∑n

i=1 ξil(h,Xi, Yi)|] be the Rademacher complexity over n inde-

pendent identical distributed samples, where ξi are identically and independently sampled

with a probability of 1/2 to be 1 and 1/2 to be −1.

Theorem 1. Under assumption A1-A3, the model ĥ ∈ H′ is built by minimizing

1

n

n∑
i=1

l(h,Xi, Yi),

where (Xi, Yi)’s are identically and independently distributed by F (X, Y ) for i = 1, . . . , n.

Given En < log 2, for any 0 < δ < 1/2, we have

P{pĥY (X) ⩽ ϕ(En(ĥ, X))|En(ĥ, X) ⩽ En} ⩽
{

ϵ(n, δ,∆)

− log[ϕ(En)]FE(En)
∧ 1

}
(1− 2δ) + 2δ,

where b = 2∆+ logL and

ϵ(n, δ,∆) = 2R(H′) +

√
2

n
log

1

δ
b+ exp

{
− 2nδ2

b2

}
+ (L− 1) exp(−2∆).
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Controlling the Rademacher complexity towards any sample space and model space can

be hard. We present a simplified conclusion by directly assuming the expected loss.

Corollary 1. Under assumption A1, suppose model ĥ satisfies EF [l(ĥ, X, Y )] = ϵ. Given

En < log 2, we have

P{pĥY (X) ⩽ ϕ(En(ĥ, X))|En(ĥ, X) ⩽ En} ⩽ ϵ

− log[ϕ(En)]F ĥ
E(En)

∧ 1.

The proof of Corollary 1 directly follows from the proof of Theorem 1. The two results

indicate that the probability of an unexpected answer conditioned on querying a low-

entropy point can be bounded. An example for Corollary 1 is shown in the second panel

of Figure 2, with ϵ = 0.1 and F ĥ
E(En) ⩾ En+0.05. Theories suggest that we should query

points with large entropies because the chance of observing misclassified points within

low-entropy areas is small.

The previous results provide some theoretical supports for querying the question “what

is the class of x?”. We now investigate the theories for our proposed frame that is capable of

querying multiple questions. The sampling scheme for the question point should be model-

dependent. We partition input space X into several disjoint parts and use the model

to guide a question point [(xi1 , . . . , xim), c] sampling strategy. The strategy will obtain

the expected answer with high probability but shares some similarities with the proposed

entropy-based method. We firstly separate the input space to three parts: high-confident

area, low-confident area and uncertain area, denoted by Â(h) = {x ∈ X : maxc p
h
c (x) ⩾

1 − δm}, Ā(h) = {x ∈ X : maxc p
h
c (x) ∈ [max{1/L, 1 − (1/2)1/m}, 1 − δm)} and Ã(h) =

X − Â(h) − Ā(h) respectively, where δm ⩽ 1 − (1/2)1/m. We further denote Âc(h) =

Â(h) ∩ {x : argmaxl p
h
l (x) = c} as the area with high confidence predicted to be class c

and Āc(h) can be defined similarly.

We use model h to guide a question sampling strategy such that the entropy of each
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question point will be small. To begin, we sample a random value ξ by P (ξ = all) = π1

and P (ξ = any) = π2, with π1 + π2 = 1. If ξ is all, we sample c with probability

F (Âc(h))/F (Â(h)), then sample xi1 , . . . , xim identically and independently from 1{X ∈

Âc(h)}F (X)/F (Âc(h)), and query “are all of xi1 , . . . , xim from class c?”; if ξ is any, we

sample c with probability F (Āc(h))/F (Ā(h)), then sample xi1 , . . . , xim identically and in-

dependently from 1{X ∈ Āc(h)}F (X)/F (Āc(h)), and query “is any of xi1 , . . . , xim from

class c?”. With the sampling approach, when we inquire “are all of xi1 , . . . , xim from c?”,

we can expect the answer yes; likewise, when we ask “is any of xi1 , . . . , xim from c?”, we

can also anticipate the answer yes. The area Ã(h) is left. This area is highly ambiguous

according to model h and it is more sensible to query the question “what is the class of

x?” within this region.

Theorem 2. Under assumption A1, suppose the model ĥ has average loss ϵ = EF [l(ĥ, X, Y )].

For the query strategy shown above, we have

P ({q : argmax P̂ r(ans|q) = a})

⩾π1

[
1− ϵ+ log(1− δm)[1− F (Â(ĥ))]

− log(δm)F (Â(ĥ))

]m
+ π2

[
1− ϵ+ log(1− δm)F (Ā(ĥ))

[log(1− δm)− log(lm)]F (Ā(ĥ))

]m
,

where lm = 1−max{1/L, 1− (1/2)1/m}.

We further consider a set of m’s valuesM⊂ N+. Assume that the probability of each

m being sampled is π′
m, with

∑
m∈M π′

m = 1. Denote the set of the high-confident area

under m as Â(h,m), and similar notation can be defined for other sets.

Corollary 2. Under assumption A1, suppose the model ĥ has average loss ϵ = EF [l(ĥ, X, Y )].

Let π1(m) = F (Â(ĥ,m))/(F (Â(ĥ,m)) + F (Ā(ĥ,m))) and π2(m) = 1 − π1(m). Then we
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have

P ({q : argmax P̂ r(ans|q) = a})

⩾
∑
m∈M

π′
m

[
1− ϵ+ log(1− δm)[1− F (Â(ĥ,m))]

− log(δm)[F (Â(ĥ,m)) + F (Ā(ĥ,m))]

− ϵ+ log(1− δm)F (Ā(ĥ,m))

[log(1− δm)− log(lm)][F (Â(ĥ,m)) + F (Ā(ĥ,m))]

]m
.

The proof of Corollary 2 directly follows from Jensen’s inequality. Theorem 2 and

Corollary 2 depict that when the model ĥ provides accurate predictions, the probability

of obtaining the expected answer will be high under the given question querying scheme.

Because when ĥ performs well, ϵ will be small and F (Â(ĥ)) + F (Ā(ĥ)) tends to be 1. The

two results indicate that we can design a safe scheme by sampling low-entropy question

points such that the probability of obtaining the expected answer is high. In active learning,

we should identify the most informative question point instead of the one with the expected

answer. However, the entropy-based sampling strategy is similar to the sampling scheme.

When querying “are all of xi1 , . . . , xim from c?”, the proposed active learning frame will not

be restricted on Â(ĥ), but it may also find several xij ’s from Ā(ĥ) to adjust the uncertainty

to the highest level. Analogously, when querying “is any of xi1 , . . . , xim from c?”, the active

learning frame may also find several xij ’s from Â(ĥ) and Ã(ĥ) to adjust the uncertainty.

The last part of our proposed frame is the exploration and exploitation frame. In

conclusion, entropy can be highly sensitive to the model-guided distance, resulting in high-

entropy points that are not necessarily far from low-entropy area.

Theorem 3. For a given point x and a given model h, let l0 = argmaxl hl(x) and δ =
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hl0(x)−maxl ̸=l0 hl(x) satisfying δeδ ⩾ (L− 3)/e. Define two functions

ϕ1(x) = −
ex

ex + (L− 1)
log

(
ex

ex + (L− 1)

)
− L− 1

ex + (L− 1)
log

(
1

ex + (L− 1)

)
,

ϕ2(x) = −
ex

ex + 1
log

(
ex

ex + 1

)
− 1

ex + 1
log

(
1

ex + 1

)
.

Consider a new point x′ such that d(x, x′;h) = d2(h(x), h(x
′)) = d ⩽ δ and (δ − d)eδ−d ⩾

(L− 3)/e. We have

ϕ2(δ) ⩽ En(h, x) ⩽ ϕ1(δ) and ϕ2(δ + d) ⩽ En(h, x′) ⩽ ϕ1(δ − d).

The δ in Theorem 3 describes the gap between the two highest scores. The upper bound

ϕ1 can approach log(L) even when the score gap is relatively small. See the example with

L = 10 in the third panel of Figure 2 where the black solid lines are bounds for entropy

over the gap and the red dashed line is the value log(L). Consider x ∈ Dx whose score gap

is not too large. Though the entropy of x can be small, the entropy upper bounds of its

nearby points can still be relatively high. In addition, from the proof of the theorem, the

upper bound can be attained, which makes it possible that a queried point has uncertain

neighbor areas not far away. With the exploration and exploitation frame, points near x

are filtered out from the candidate set, forcing the model to query points far away from

x. As active learning goes on, the distance threshold ds decreases, gradually opening the

access to exploiting the neighbor of x.

5 Simulation

The section presents simulations of the proposed active learning method along with the ex-

ploration and exploitation frame using several distinct models and five real-world datasets.

Our frame with multiple questions available is compared with two typical traditional meth-

ods. The first method repeatedly queries “what is the class of x?” with x obtained by
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entropy criterion. The second method also queries “what is the class of x?” each time with

x obtained randomly. The exploration and exploitation frame can also be embedded in the

two traditional methods. The multiple questions available under our proposed method are

displayed in Table 2.

Table 2: Questions available for each dataset (number of dataset). Class, All and Any are

short for “what is the class of x?”, “are all of x1, . . . , xm from class c?” and “is any of

x1, . . . , xm from class c?”, respectively.

Question m, cost (1) m, cost (2) m, cost (3) m, cost (4) m, cost (5)

Class 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1

All 1, 0.18 1, 0.25 1, 0.23 1, 0.23 1, 0.21

All 2, 0.18 2, 0.25 2, 0.235 2, 0.235 2, 0.215

All 5, 0.24 5, 0.24 3, 0.22

Any 2, 0.2 2, 0.25 2, 0.235 2, 0.235 2, 0.215

Any 5, 0.24 5, 0.24 3, 0.22

5.1 Logistic model

We will start by illustrating the logistic model using two real-world datasets. The first

dataset, MEU-Mobile, consists of 71 features of phone users. The aim is to identify users

based on these features. The dataset involves 56 users who each repeated typing 51 times.

We randomly sample 12 users in each simulation, resulting in 12 classes with 612 samples.

The second is a pre-processed handwriting digits dataset from the UC Irvine machine

learning repository1 with 5620 images depicting digits 0 to 9. The images are originally of

1https://archive.ics.uci.edu/dataset/80
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size 32 × 32 from NIST. Each image is divided into 8 × 8 blocks, with each block a 4 × 4

matrix. The image is compressed into size 8× 8 by counting the pixels of each block.

The budgets for the first and second datasets are 110 and 120, respectively. Initially,

we randomly sample 3L points and query their classes. These samples constitute D0. Then

we set Dk = {∅} for k > 0 and begin each active learning algorithm.

We also compare our method to the “ideal” active learning process. As shown in

Algorithm 2 and Equation (5), our method utilizes entropy to choose question Qk as well as

qk. Nevertheless, the ideal criterion substitutes entropy in Equation (5) with cross-entropy

shown in Equation (4). In the simulation, we first use a substantial amount of data to train

the optimal model. We treat the predicted probability of the optimal model as the true

probability p(x), enabling the calculation of Equation (4) during active learning. We then

use Equation (5) to obtain qoptk for each k and find kopt by substituting the entropy within

Equation (6) by the cross-entropy in Equation (4). This “ideal” method is not viable in the

real world, as the true probabilities are unknown. The comparison aims to demonstrate

whether our method using predicted probabilities can match or even surpass the method

using true probabilities.

Figures 3 and 4 display the outcomes of active learning processes, with different meth-

ods represented by different colors. Dashed curves correspond to active learning methods

without the exploration and exploitation frame, while solid curves represent those with

the frame. The horizontal dotted line indicates the optimal. Our proposed active learn-

ing method demonstrates rapid accuracy improvement at the initial stages. Compared to

traditional methods, our method exhibits superior accuracy increment rates at the outset

and achieves higher accuracy when the budget is exhausted. The “ideal” process initially

provides more outstanding performance as it can measure the differences between the pre-
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dicted probabilities and the true probabilities precisely. Our method keeps up with or even

surpasses the “ideal” process when the budget used is approximately 80 and 120 in the

two datasets, respectively. The inclusion or exclusion of the exploration and exploitation

frame only yields minimal impact on performance under our active learning method. How-

ever, this frame enhances the accuracies of the two traditional active learning methods.

The reason is that our proposed method’s capability to query questions involving multiple

points enables automatic exploration of the input space, even without the exploration and

exploitation frame. By contrast, the two traditional methods only gain information from

a single point in each iteration. Excluding the exploration and exploitation frame reduces

the chance of querying points in areas with less knowledges. Similar conclusions apply to

the cross-entropy over true labels shown in the right panels of the two figures.

5.2 Neural network model

When facing a high-dimensional, non-linear dataset, the logistic model fails to capture the

features of the data. In such cases, the neural network model is a better alternative. The

model is constructed by a great deal of hidden layers and nodes. As the hidden layers go

deeper, this model captures increasingly abstract features. The number of nodes in the

final layer equals the number of classes. A “softmax” operator is used in the last layer, as

described in Equation (7), to ensure that the model’s outputs are probabilities.

The third dataset is the urban land cover dataset containing 675 multi-scale remote

sensing images. The dataset has been preprocessed into 147 features. The dataset includes

nine objects: trees, grass, soil, concrete, asphalt, buildings, cars, pools and shadows. The

fourth dataset is the frequently used MNIST handwriting digits dataset. It contains 70000

28× 28 images of numbers 0 to 9. To ease the computational burden, we randomly sample
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Figure 3: Accuracy and the sum of cross-entropy of active learning for the first dataset.

Pro, En and Ra indicate the proposed active learning method and the two traditional active

learning methods mentioned at the beginning of Section 5 respectively. If “dis” is added,

then the exploration and exploitation frame is taken into consideration. IdealAL is the

“ideal” active learning process and “Optimal” is the optimal model trained by an extensive

set of data.

7000 samples as full data in each simulation. We use an artificial neural network model

(ANN) for the third dataset and a convolution neural network model (CNN) for the fourth

dataset. The detailed structures of the two models are in the Section S2 in supplementary

material.

The budget for the third and the fourth datasets are 150 and 90, respectively. Initially,

we randomly sample 4L points for the third dataset and 2L points for the fourth dataset

and query their classes. The remaining procedures remain consistent with those in the

previous subsection.
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Figure 4: Accuracy and sum of cross-entropy of active learning for the second dataset.

The results of the two data sets are shown in Figures 5 and 6, respectively, with the

same notations. The conclusion is similar to before. In the urban land cover example,

the proposed method outperforms the “ideal” process when the budget reaches about 50.

However, the “ideal” process is far beyond the two traditional methods. In the fourth

dataset, the optimal model trained with 1000 samples achieves an accuracy exceeding 95%.

Remarkably, our method achieves almost the same accuracy with a budget of only 90.

The performance of the proposed method and the two traditional methods are akin at the

beginning of the process. Our method exhibits a remarkable superiority improvement rate

over the traditional methods when the budget is around 20. It suggests that bringing more

question options to the machine indeed speeds up the improvement of accuracy and cross-

entropy. As for the exploration and exploitation frame, the conclusion is similar to before.

The improvement over the traditional active learning method is considerable. Another

observation is that, in the case of image data, with the help of exploration and exploitation
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frame, the random method performs nearly as well as the traditional entropy-based method

without the frame. It indicates that users can incorporate the exploration and exploitation

frame even when the proposed active learning criterion is not available.
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Figure 5: Accuracy and sum of cross-entropy of active learning for the third dataset.

5.3 Transfer learning

The fifth dataset utilized is an animal image set sourced from Kaggle2, which contains

a total of 26179 images categorized into ten classes: dog, cat, horse, spyder, butterfly,

chicken, sheep, cow, squirrel and elephant. During preprocessing, we excluded 51 images

with fewer than three color channels and resized the remaining images to dimensions of

(3, 224, 224) using bilinear interpolation. The data was then randomly split into two sets.

The first set, Dfull, has 60% of data and is designated for active learning. The remaining

40% constitutes the second set, which is considered incoming data after active learning and

2https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/alessiocorrado99/animals10
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Figure 6: Accuracy and sum of cross-entropy of active learning for the fourth dataset.

is used to assess the model’s ability to classify data outside the Dfull pool.

We consider a more complex model to use transfer learning by utilizing the ResNet50

model (He et al., 2016). We truncate ResNet50 at its third last layer and add a global

average pooling layer followed by two fully connected layers, as shown in the supplementary

material. Notably, we froze the parameters in the first seven blocks of ResNet50, keeping

them untrainable, while the parameters in the subsequent layers were set to be trainable.

To begin with, we randomly sample 200 images to train the model. The active learning

process is divided into two stages due to the initial model’s high level of uncertainty. If

our proposed method was used from the start, the model would continuously query “what

is the class of x” for an extend period. The first stage of active learning consistently

queries “what is the class of x?” and the point x is selected by the traditional entropy-

based method without the exploration and exploitation frame. The second stage considers

different query strategies, including our proposed method and the two traditional methods,
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and the results are compared in this stage. The budgets for the two stages of active learning

are 300 and 450, respectively. To further alleviate the computational burden and minimize

the iterations of interaction between human experts and computers, batch active learning

is employed. Specifically, we delay proceeding step (5) in Algorithm 2 until steps (3) and

(4) have been repeated for five budgets. The simulation repeats 30 times.

Figure 7 depicts the outcomes of active learning. The optimal model uses 80% of full

data and achieves an accuracy over 98%, which exceeds the range of the plot. The advantage

of our method is not significant when the budget is below 100 due to the model’s lack of

confidence, with the majority of queried questions being of the type “what is the class of

x?”. However, as the budget used increases, our method demonstrates superior performance

over both traditional methods. The benefit of the exploration and exploitation frame in the

simulation is not evident because the exploration and exploitation frame mainly improves

the performance at the onset of active learning.
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Figure 7: Accuracy and sum of cross-entropy of active learning for the fifth dataset.
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Recall that the data is divided into two sets, with the second set being the newly

incoming data. The prediction results over the newly incoming data are presented in

Table 3. Our proposed method still shows superiority in accuracy over the other two

methods. Additionally, incorporating the exploration and exploitation frame can slightly

reduce the loss for all active learning methods.

Table 3: Prediction on newly incoming data.

ideal Pro+dis Pro En+dis En Ra+dis Ra optimal

Accuracy 0.9444 0.9355 0.9334 0.927 0.9271 0.9262 0.9214 0.9589

Cross-entropy 3433 3742 3815 3840 3972 3730 4160 1746

6 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we address the classification active learning problems from a novel perspective

on how the data are labeled. Three main contributions are as follows. First, we propose a

method to effectively integrate full and partial information for model building by utilizing

probabilities as a key bridge to connect the partial information. The method is applicable

to all probabilistic models trained by minimizing the loss function. Secondly, we propose

an innovative active learning method tailored for classification tasks. The proposed active

learning method considers multiple questions and selects questions based on an index re-

lated to both entropy and cost. Thirdly, we propose an exploration and exploitation frame

that can be embedded in any active learning criterion by screening points with redun-

dant information using a data-driven approach and automatically selecting the distance
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threshold. Besides, we also propose a model-guided distance applicable to a broad range of

models, including logistic and neural network models. The model-guided distance metric

updates during the process of active learning and provides an accurate distance metric

when the model is accurate enough. Simulation results indicate that the performance of

the proposed method is superior to traditional methods over models. The exploration and

exploitation frame significantly enhances traditional methods.

The paper focuses on the case of probabilistic models. The application of active learning

with multiple questions in other cases, such as metric learning, is still unknown. One

challenge is quantifying partial information, for which a naive approach involves using a

Gaussian distribution. Nevertheless, the Gaussian assumption may not always hold in

various scenarios, and addressing this issue is a topic for future research. On the other

hand, a prerequisite condition for the paper is that the class number is known and fixed.

Previous studies have focused on this aspect. For example, as discussed in Sun et al.

(2016) and Mohamad et al. (2018), classes in stream data may evolve, with old classes

vanishing and new ones arising. Consequently, the model should be capable of identifying

and addressing these dynamic situations. Another prerequisite condition in the paper is

that experts are oracles, which may be violated in some real cases such as misdiagnosis.

Lastly, the number of classes in the dataset is relatively small compared to the sample size.

A potential research direction is to investigate scenarios with a substantial class size.

References

Ash, J. T., Zhang, C., Krishnamurthy, A., Langford, J., and Agarwal, A. (2019), “Deep

batch active learning by diverse, uncertain gradient lower bounds,” arXiv:1906.03671.

Budd, S., Robinson, E. C., and Kainz, B. (2021), “A survey on active learning and

31



human-in-the-loop deep learning for medical image analysis,” Medical Image Analysis,

71, 102062.

Cohn, D., Atlas, L., and Ladner, R. (1994), “Improving generalization with active learning,”

Machine Learning, 15, 201–221.

Deng, Y., Yuan, Y., Fu, H., and Qu, A. (2023), “Query-augmented active metric learning,”

Journal of the American Statistical Association, 118, 1862–1875.

Hanneke, S. (2011), “Rates of convergence in active learning,” The Annals of Statistics,

39, 333–361.

Hanneke, S., and Yang, L. (2019), “Surrogate losses in passive and active learning,” Elec-

tronic Journal of Statistics, 13, 4646 – 4708.

He, K., Zhang, X., Ren, S., and Sun, J. (2016), “Deep residual learning for image recogni-

tion,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-

tion, pp. 770–778.

Hogan, C. A., Sahoo, M. K., and Pinsky, B. A. (2020), “Sample pooling as a strategy to

detect community transmission of SARS-CoV-2,” The Journal of the American Medical

Association, 323, 1967–1969.

Hoi, S. C. H., Jin, R., Zhu, J., and Lyu, M. R. (2006), “Batch mode active learning and

its application to medical image classification,” in Proceedings of the 23rd International

Conference on Machine Learning, New York, NY, USA: Association for Computing Ma-

chinery, ICML ’06, pp. 417–424.

Hsu, W.-N., and Lin, H.-T. (2015), “Active Learning by Learning,” Proceedings of the

AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, 29, 2659–2665.

32



Kiran, B. R., Sobh, I., Talpaert, V., Mannion, P., Al Sallab, A. A., Yogamani, S., and
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