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Abstract
This paper aims to document an effective way
to improve multimodal co-learning by using ag-
gressive modality dropout. We find that by us-
ing aggressive modality dropout we are able to
reverse negative co-learning (NCL) to positive
co-learning (PCL). Aggressive modality dropout
can be used to ’prep’ a multimodal model for
unimodal deployment, and dramatically increases
model performance during negative co-learning,
where during some experiments we saw a 20%
gain in accuracy. We also benchmark our modal-
ity dropout technique against PCL to show that
our modality drop out technique improves co-
learning during PCL, although it does not have
as much as an substantial effect as it does during
NCL.

1. Introduction
Multimodal Machine Learning can provide more robust and
accurate models that are able to obtain higher performance
then their unimodal variants (Rahate et al., 2022). How-
ever, in many cases multimodal models rely on having high
availability to the same modalities during training and test
time. This is not a realistic assumption, as there are many
cases where the modalities present during train time are
very different from those during test time. For example,
it is possible for all modalities to be present only 80% of
time during deployment with only 20% of the time having
strictly a unimodal modality present (Rahate et al., 2022). In
a case where only one model can be deployed, it is therefore
essential for the multimodal model to perform acceptably in
both the unimodal as well as the multimodal case, ideally
performing better then a unimodal model varient.

Motivated by this problem, we propose a solution for revers-
ing NCL to PCL. We refer to positive co-learning (PCL)
as cases where co-learning leads to better performance dur-
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ing test time on uni-modal data compared to unimodally
trained models, while negative co-learning (NCL) refers to
instances where the multimodally trained model performs
worse on test time when compared to the unimodally trained
variant. We show that in situations where there is NCL, by
applying aggressive modality dropout we are able to reverse
NCL to PCL. While there is prior work documenting the ef-
fectiveness of modality modality dropout during co-learning
and multimodal machine learning, we are the first to show
that modality dropout can reverse NCL to PCL.

2. Related Work
Modality interactions occur when modalities are integrated
together in multi-modal machine learning pipelines (Liang
et al., 2022). There are many types of interactions, not all of
them positive. For example, given two different modalities
one modality can become dominant where one modality can
dominate model predictions (Shi et al., 2022). Modality
dropout is one method to help combat this. Below, we go
over several papers that incorporate modality dropout for
this use case. We also briefly go over co-learning.

In (Shi et al., 2022), the authors create Audio-Visual Hidden
Unit BERT (AV-HuBERT). AV-HuBERT is a transformer
based representation learning framework for audio-visual
representations. The authors note that during training the
audio input can dominate model decisions. In order to
combat this, modality dropout is employed by assigning
probabilities for each modality to be dropped during training.
This prevents AV-Hubert from over-relying on one modality.

Another interesting application of modality dropout is used
in (Abdelaziz et al., 2020). In this paper, a talking head
is animated using both visual and audio modalities. Typi-
cally in generating talking faces from both audio and visual
modalities there is such a strong correlation between the
video modality and output animation that the model largely
ignores the audio input. This results in a degradation of sub-
tle animation components that rely on the audio modality,
such as lip-closure animation. Modality dropout is intro-
duced to force the network to learn from both audio and
visual modalities and not over rely on the visual modality.

Modality Dropout has also been used in audio-visual speech
recognition (AVSR). By using both audio and and visual
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Figure 1. Positive Co-learning (PCL) vs Negative Co-learning
(NCL). PCL cases where co-learning leads to better performance
during test time on uni-modal data compared to unimodally trained
models, while NCL refers to instances where the multimodally
trained model performs worse on test time when compared to the
unimodally trained variant. Neutral Co-learning (NeCL) refers to
cases where both multmodal and unimodal varients perform the
same.

modalities, AVSR systems can perform better than just uni-
modal systems particularly in situations where the audio
signal is very noisy (Zhang et al., 2019). One issue for
AVSR systems is that during inference at times the visual
modality can be missing. This can severely damages model
performance as during training all modalities are usually
present. In order to mitigate this issue, the authors of (Zhang
et al., 2019) use per-frame dropout on the visual input. This
preps the model for situations where the visual modality is
missing, and increases model robustness.

Additional papers that utilize modality dropout for similar
reasons as the above include (Makino et al., 2019) and
(Neverova et al., 2015).

(Zadeh et al., 2020) show the benifits of co-learning by train-
ing a Memory Fusion Network (MFN) on multiple modali-
ties that when tested on only one modality outperforms the
unimodal version. Specifically, one MFN network is trained
on audio, visual, and language and another MFN is only
trained on language. During test time, both networks are
tested only on language. Surprisingly the multimodel MFN
performs better then the unimodal MFN. This is a case of
Weaker Enhancing Stronger (WES), which refers to when
weaker modalities are used in training but dropped during
test time (Rahate et al., 2022).

3. Proposed Approach
Both a bidirectional early fusion long short term memory (bi-
EFLSTM) as well as a Memory Fusion Network (MFN) are

used in our experiments. The bi-EFLSTM model consists
of two LSTM cells one moving forward in time and another
moving backward in time, followed by two linear layers.
Mathematically, a LSTM cell can be represented as:

i = σ(Wiix+ bii +Whih+ bhi) (1)
f = σ(Wifx+ bif +Whfh+ bhf ) (2)

g = tanh(Wigx+ big +Whgh+ bhg) (3)
o = σ(Wiox+ bio +Whoh+ bho) (4)

c′ = f ∗ c+ i ∗ gh′ = o ∗ tanh(c′) (5)

The loss function we use for the bi-EFLSTM is cross entropy
which can be represented as:

H(Y,X) = −
∑
e∈E

telog(pe) (6)

The MFN network consists of three parts: a system of
LSTMS for each modality, a Delta-memory Attention Net-
work, and a Multi-view Gated Memory (Zadeh et al., 2020).
The system of LSTMS are used to model view specific inter-
actions (Zadeh et al., 2018b). The Delta-memory Attention
Network (DMAN) is used to model cross-view interactions.
A coefficient assignment technique is applied on the con-
catenation of LSTM memories c[t−1,t] to form cross view
interactions. These memories are passed to a neural net-
work to obtain the softmax attention scores, which can be
represented as:

at−1,t = Da(c
[t−1,t]) (7)

where Da is a neural network. Following this, we can apply
the element wise product to get our final representation:

c[t−1,t] = c[t−1,t] ⊙ at−1,t (8)

These results are then stored by using the Multi-view Gated
Memory component. The c[t−1,t] we get from our DMAN
is passed into our multi view gated memory to signal the
important cross-view interactions. A cross view update
proposal is then created by inputting c[t−1,t] into a new
neural network Du:

ut = Du(c
[t−1,t]) (9)

Multi-view Gated Memory then uses two gates to decide
how much of the proposal to incorporate vs how much of
the current memory to remember. These gates are defined
as:

γt
1 = Dγ1(c

[t−1,t]), γt
2 = Dγ2(c

[t−1,t]) (10)
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where Dγ1
and Dγ2

are neural networks. Finally, our ut is
updated by:

ut = γt
1 ⊙ ut−1 + γt

2 ⊙ tanh(ut) (11)

The loss function we use for our MFN network is the L1
Loss, which can be formulated as:

l = 1/n
∑
n

|xn − yn| (12)

4. Experimental Setup
We used both IEMOCAP and MOSI for our experiments.
MOSI was forced aligned using P2FA (Zadeh et al., 2018a).
For MOSI, the language was embedded into Glove word
embeddings (Pennington et al., 2014), audio features were
extracted using COVAREP, and the visual features were
extracted using Facet. We used the pre processed data-set
that was available from (Zadeh et al., 2018a)

We manually pre processed the IEMOCAP dataset. We
dropped all data points belonging to ’xxx’ and ’other’. All
modalities were forced aligned to the word level using
Sphinx III (Busso et al., 2008). We also embedded our
language using Glove (Pennington et al., 2014). We evalu-
ated the distribution of the sentence lengths and found the
average length was 13 with a standard deviation of 11, with
a max sentence length of 112. In order to account for this
imbalance we only included sentences that were within 2
standard deviations of the mean which was anything less
then 30 tokens. For sentences that were less then 30 tokens
we applied zero padding onto the beginning of the sentence
to make each sentence of length 30. The final dimension
size for our language dataset was (6877 x 30 x 300), where
6877 corresponded to our total data points, 30 to the length
of each sentence, and 300 to the GLOVE embedding size.

Figure 2. Extracted Features of Hands and Head in IEMOCAP

For audio, we extracted Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients
signals and Melspectrogram arrays. This resulted in a fea-
ture embedding of dimension (6877 x 30 x 80).

For the visual component, since context of the back-
ground scene remains unchanged through each utterance

we cropped the outer frame out and left the middle of the
image with the two main subjects. We used sparse sampling
(Lei et al., 2021) which preserves information while reduces
computational cost significantly. For each processed frame,
we extracted features from face detection, facial unit action,
and emotion detection and concatenated all the features
together into a visual feature vector. The visual feature
dimension was (6877 x 30 x 310).

Figure 3. Image Processing

The final multimodal edition of the data concatenates the
language, video, and audio modalities together and results
in a (6877 x 30 x 690) data set.

We created two different scenarios to measure the impact of
modality drop on PCL and NCL. PCL was accomplished
by following (Zadeh et al., 2020) to train a MFN on MOSI
that performed better then its unimodal variant. NCL was
accomplished by training a bi-EFLSTM that was trained
on IEMOCAP. IEMOCAP was chosen due to the increased
complexity of the data set that stems from its dyadic con-
versation format. We found that this increased complexity
alongside the small network complexity of the bi-EFLSTM
made it harder for the model to have PCL.

For both settings, a multimodal network was trained on
audio, visual, and language and a unimodal version of the
same network was only trained on language. During test
time, both networks were tested only on language. As a
baseline, we trained these models with no modality dropout.
Afterwords we ran the same experiments except with modal-
ity dropout in variable levels to be able to observe the impact
of modality dropout.

Modality dropout can be formulated as:

fa
t =

{
fa
t 1− pa

0 pa
(13)

f l
t =

{
f l
t 1− pl

0 pl
(14)
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fv
t =

{
fv
t 1− pv

0 pv
(15)

where fa
t , f

l
t , f

v
t are the corresponding audio, language,

and video feature vectors at time t, and pa, pl, pv are the
probabilities for the audio, language, and video features to
be masked out to 0. This process occurs for each batch in
the training loop.

We trained the bi-EFLSTM with a learning rate of .0001,
batch size of 15, and for 40 epochs. Early stopping was
used on all runs according to validation loss on a unimodal
validation dataset. Adam was used as our optimizer. We
also used a ReduceLRonPlateau for our scheduler. We used
128 as the size of our hidden dimensions.

We follow the hyper-parameters that observed the high-
est performance for the MFN network from (Zadeh et al.,
2018b).

For each experiment, we run 5 different random seeds and
report the average results.

5. Results and Discussion
From our experiments on the bi-EFLSTM using the IEMO-
CAP dataset we found that aggressive modality dropout can
reverse NCL to PCL. Without modality dropout, our multi-
modal bi-EFLSTM modal scored only 27% during test time
on the unimodal language data, while the unimodal version
scored 45%, a dramatically higher score. By employing
modality drop out with a dropout level of 80% on the audio
and video features on the multimodal bi-EFLSTM during
training we are able to score 47% on the unimodal test
dataset, beating our unimodal variant, effectivly reversing
NCL to PCL across all metrics. Not unexpectedly, perfor-
mance degrades when increasing modality drop out above
80%. We speculate that this is due to instability that arises
from the model not being given enough time to learn from
the other modalities.

Although the effects were not as significant as the results we
found on our bi-EFLSTM experiments, we also found that
co-learning with modality dropout on our MFN network that
already had achieved PCL had positive benefits from train-
ing with modality dropout. Without modality dropout, our
multimodal MFN achieved 1.058 MAE, 72% accuracy, and
.314 f-score on the unimodal test data while the unimodal
variant scored 1.074 MAE, 71.5% accuracy, and 0.313 f-
score. When we introduced modality dropout, our PCL was
improved slightly, with all metrics increasing slightly across
different levels of modality dropout.

In cases NCL occurs, aggressive modality drop is shown
to significantly improve the co-learning process. We hy-

Figure 4. Confusion Matrix of the bi-EFLSTM at 0% modality
dropout vs 80% dropout on both the audio and visual modalities.
As shown, without modality dropout the model struggles to learn
anything meaningful and only outputs the neutral class. With
modality dropout the model is able to correctly classify other
classes and obtains much better performance.

pothesis that in cases where NCL is present, the model
overemphasizes importance of the supporting modalities
and therefore collapses when they are not present. Figure
6 confirms this hypothesis, and shows where no modality
dropout is present the model only chooses one output class
for its predictions. To force the the model to not overem-
phasize these modalities, modality dropout can be applied
to force the model to be able to perform well in cases where
the supporting modalities are no longer present. In cases
where PCL occurs, our empirical results show that modality
drop out is not as important. This is probably due to the
model implicitly not overemphasizing supporting modali-
ties. However, as shown, there are still some benefits to
using modality dropout during PCL, suggesting that even in
these cases there is some overemphasis.

And finally, training with modality dropout during co-
learning intuitively makes sense. If during test time we
are going to be testing on unimodal data, it makes sense to
”prep” the model during training by presenting a situation
similar to training where only one modality is present. By
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Figure 5. Performance using the bi-EFLSTM on Iemocap (left) using modality drop out and using the MFN on MOSI (right). The light
blue row on the table figures corresponds to the unimodal variant, with the rest of the rows being the multimodal variant. As shown,
modality dropout using the bi-EFLSTM substantially improves the co-learning process across all metrics, and is able to reverse PCL to
NCL. Modality drop out during PCL using the MFN does not have as big as an effect as it does during NCL. However, modality dropout
still improves metrics compared to non dropout settings.

using modality drop out, we capture a hybrid of both uni-
modal and multimodal training, where the sum result can
be a more powerful and robust model.

6. Conclusion and Future Directions
We present a novel application of modality drop and show
its effects on NCL and PCL. Future work can be extended to
show how this effect changes based off of a partial modality
drop, instead of the full modality drop we presented in this
paper. Also, it is worth investigating how modality drop dur-
ing co-learning is impacted by choosing different primary
modalities for the co-learning process. And as a final future
direction, we aim to investigate finding a modality dropout
level that works for both multimodal inference as well as
unimodal inference.
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