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Abstract

Multiclass multilabel classification is the task
of attributing multiple labels to examples via
predictions. Current models formulate a re-
duction of the multilabel setting into either
multiple binary classifications or multiclass
classification, allowing for the use of exist-
ing loss functions (sigmoid, cross-entropy, lo-
gistic, etc.). Multilabel classification reduc-
tions do not accommodate for the predic-
tion of varying numbers of labels per exam-
ple and the underlying losses are distant es-
timates of the performance metrics. We pro-
pose a loss function, sigmoidF1, which is an
approximation of the F1 score that (1) is
smooth and tractable for stochastic gradient
descent, (2) naturally approximates a multi-
label metric, and (3) estimates label propen-
sities and label counts. We show that any
confusion matrix metric can be formulated
with a smooth surrogate. We evaluate the
proposed loss function on text and image
datasets, and with a variety of metrics, to
account for the complexity of multilabel clas-
sification evaluation. sigmoidF1 outperforms
other loss functions on one text and two im-
age datasets and several metrics. These re-
sults show the effectiveness of using inference-
time metrics as loss functions for non-trivial
classification problems like multilabel classi-
fication.

1 Introduction

Many real-world classification problems are chal-
lenging because of unclear (or overlapping) class-
boundaries, subjectivity issues, and disagreement be-
tween annotators.

Multilabel learning tasks are common, e.g., docu-
ment and text classification often deal with multil-
abel and multiclass (a subfield of multilabel classifi-
cation where a single label is attributed to an exam-
ple) problems [10, 13, 32, 78], as do query classifica-
tion [38, 51], image classification [62, 77] and prod-
uct classification [2]. Existing optimization frame-
works are typically based on variations of the cross-
entropy or logistic loss. Menon et al. [52] define these
as multilabel reduction techniques, with an emphasis
on two: One-Versus-All (OVA) and Pick-All-Labels
(PAL) [52]. OVA and PAL reformulate the multilabel
problem to C binary classification and C multiclass
classification problems, respectively, where C is the
number of possible classes for labels (see Section 2.3).
These methods assume that marginal probabilities of
the suitability of a label for an example (a.k.a. Bayes
Optimal Classifier [20]) are independent of other label
propensities. Consequently, there is a gap between the
approximated quantity and the real multilabel evalua-
tion task. The other shortcoming shared by OVA and
PAL is the lack of a holistic approach for both label
count and label prediction. The methods above either
reformulate the problem (multilabel reduction) or deal
with subfields1 (extreme/hierarchical multilabel clas-
sification). To the best of our knowledge, there is no
generic loss function to deal with multilabel classifi-
cation in a modern deep learning setting in a single
task.

Proposed solution to multilabel problems. We
propose a loss function that (1) naturally approxi-
mates a multilabel metric (see Table 2), (2) estimates

1In most of this work, the term multilabel classification
excludes extreme, hierarchical or multiclass subfields.
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Figure 1: Our experimental setup for sigmoidF1 as a loss function.

label propensities and label counts (see Eq. 7), and
(3) is decomposable for stochastic gradient descent (see
Section 3.1 and Figure 2). Our proposed solution is to
use a surrogate of the F1 metric as a loss. Using a met-
ric as a loss function is unpopular for metrics that re-
quire a form of thresholding (e.g., counting the number
of true positives), as minimizing a step loss function is
intractable [58]. In our appraoch the step function is
approximated by a sigmoid curve (see Figure 1).

Main contributions of the paper. We introduce
sigmoidF1, an F1 score surrogate, with a sigmoid func-
tion acting as a surrogate thresholding step function.
sigmoidF1 allows for the use of the F1 metric that si-
multaneously optimizes for label prediction and label
counts in a single task. sigmoidF1 is benchmarked
against loss functions commonly used in multilabel
learning and other existing multilabel models. We
show that our custom losses improve predictions over
current solutions on several different metrics, across
text and image classification tasks. Pytorch and Ten-
sorflow source code [here] (pending review).

2 Background

We use a traditional statistical framework as a guide-
line for multilabel classificaton methods [67]. We
distinguish the desired theoretical statistic (the esti-
mand), its functional form (the estimator) and its
approximation (the estimate); they can be bench-
marked withmetrics. We show how multilabel reduc-
tion estimators tend to reformulate the estimand and
treat labels independently. For example, by treating
a multilabel problem as a succession of binary classi-
fication tasks. However, with a proper estimator, it
is possible to directly model the estimand. Our pro-
posed loss function, sigmoidF1, accommodates for the

true estimand.

We define a learning algorithm F (i.e., a class of es-
timators) that maps inputs to outputs given a set of
hyperparameters F(·; Θ) : X → Y. We consider a par-
ticular case, with the input vector x = {x1, . . . , xn}
and each observation is assigned k labels (one or more)
l = {l1, . . . , lC} out of a set of C classes. yji are binary
variables, indicating presence of a label for each obser-
vation i and class j. Together they form the matrix
output Y.

2.1 Estimand and definition of the risk

We distinguish between two scenarios: the multiclass
and the multilabel scenario. In the multiclass scenario,
a single example is attributed one class label (e.g., clas-
sification of an animal on a picture). In the multilabel
scenario, a single example can be assigned more than
one class label (e.g., movie genres). We focus on the
latter. For a particular set of inputs x (e.g., movie
posters) and outputs Y (e.g. movie genre(s)), the risk
formulation is [52]:

RML(F) = E(x,Y) [LML(Y,F(x))] . (1)

The learning algorithm F is the estimand: the theo-
retical statistic. For one item xi, the theoretical risk
defines how close the estimand can get to that deter-
ministic output vector yi. In practice, statistical mod-
els do output probabilities ŷi via an estimator and its
estimate (also called propensities or suitabilities [52]).
The solution to that stochastic-deterministic incom-
patibility is either to convert the estimator to a deter-
ministic measure via decision thresholds (e.g., tradi-
tional cross-entropy loss), or to treat the estimand as
a stochastic measure (our sigmoidF1 loss proposal).
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2.2 Estimator: the functional form

The estimator f ∈ F is any minimizer of the risk RML.
Predicting multiple labels per example comes with the
assumption that labels are non-mutually exclusive.

Proposition 1 The multilabel estimator of yji is de-
pendent on the input and other groundtruth labels
for that example, ŷji = f(x, y1i , . . . , y

j−1
i ) = P (yji =

1|x, y1i , . . . , y
j−1
i ).

By proposing this general formulation, we entrench
that characteristic in the estimator. Contrary to
Menon et al. [52], our proposal above models interde-
pendence between labels and deals with thresholding
for the estimate at training time for free. Waegeman
et al. [69] show that an estimator of an F-score can
be used at inference time for multilabel classification,
when using probabilistic models where parameter es-
timation is possible (e.g., decision trees, probabilistic
classifier chains). When it is not possible, we resort to
defining a loss function.

2.3 Estimate: approximation via a loss
function

Most of the literature on multilabel classification can
be characterized as multilabel reductions [52]. Given
the general non-convex optimization context, the sur-
rogate loss function L(yi, f) can take different forms.

One-versus-all (OVA) is a reformulation of the
multilabel classification task to a sequence of C bi-
nary classifications (f1, . . . , fC), with C the number
of classes, LOVA(yi, f) =

∑C
c=1 LBC (yci , f

c) where
LBC is a binary classification loss (binary relevance
[12, 20, 66]), most often logistic loss. Minimizing bi-
nary cross-entropy is equivalent to maximizing for log-
likelihood [9, §4.3.4].

Pick-all-labels (PAL) gives the loss function
LPAL(yi, f) =

∑C
c=1 y

c
i · LMC(yci , f), with LMC a mul-

ticlass loss (e.g. softmax cross-entropy). In this for-
mulation, each example (xi,yi) is converted to a mul-
ticlass framework, with one observation per positive
label. The sum of inherently multiclass losses is used
to represent the multilabel estimand. Note that cross-
entropy loss can be formulated as LCE = −

∑
log (f).

Multilabel reduction methods are characterized by
their way of reformulating the estimand, the result-
ing estimator, and the estimate. This allows the use
of existing losses: logistic loss (for binary classification
formulations), sigmoid or softmax cross-entropy loss
(for multiclass formulations). These reductions imply
a reformulation of the estimator (a.k.a. Bayes Opti-

mal) as follows:

ŷji = f(x) = P (yji = 1|xi). (2)

Contrary to our definition of the original multilabel es-
timator (Proposition 1), independence of label propen-
sities is assumed. In other words, the loss function be-
comes any monotone transformation of the marginal
label probabilities P (yji = 1|x) [20, 39, 75].

2.4 Metrics: evaluation at inference time

There is consensus on the use of a confusion matrix
and ranking metrics to evaluate multilabel classifi-
cation models (at inference time) [6, 39, 75]. Con-
fusion matrix metrics come with caveats: most of
these measures (1) require hard thresholding, which
makes them non-differentiable for stochastic gradient
descent; (2) they are very sensitive to the choice of the
number top labels to include k [16]; and (3) they re-
quire aggregation choices to be made in terms of micro
/ macro / weighted metrics. Common confusion ma-
trix metrics are Precision, Recall, F1-score, hinge-loss
or one-error-loss; see [75] for others.

2.5 Multilabel estimate: F1 metric as a loss

A model’s out-of-sample accuracy is commonly mea-
sured on metrics such as AUROC, F1 score, etc. These
reflect an objective catered towards evaluating the
model over an entire ranking. Due to the lack of dif-
ferentiability, these metrics cannot be directly used as
loss functions at training time (in-sample). Eban et al.
[25] propose a framework for deriving decomposable
surrogates to some of these metrics. We propose our
own decomposable surrogates tailored for multilabel
classification.

In a typical machine learning classification task, bi-
nary labels are compared to a probabilistic measure
(or a reversible transformation of a probabilistic mea-
sure such as a sigmoid or a softmax function). If the
number ni of labels to be predicted per example is
known a priori, it is natural at training time to assign
the topni

predictions to that example [41, 42]. If the
number of labels per example is not known a priori,
the question remains at both training and at inference
time as to how to decide on the number of labels to
assign to each example. This is generally done via a
decision threshold, that can be set globally for all ex-
amples [47]. This threshold can optimize for specificity
or sensitivity [16] (for per-class thresholding see [17]).
We propose an approach where this threshold is im-
plicitly defined, by using a loss function that penalizes
explicitly for wrong label counts and fits to the origi-
nal estimand in Proposition 1. In the next section, we
show how F1 is formulated into a surrogate loss L

F̃1
.
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Figure 2: Different thresholding regimes: the non-
decomposable step function, the unbounded lin-
ear function and the sigmoid function at different
parametrizations.

3 Method

We introduce our approach for multilabel problems,
with a smoothed confusion matrix metric as a loss (the
original confusion matrix metrics rely on step functions
and are therefore intractable, see Figure 2). We first
briefly define our learning setting and define the con-
fusion matrix metrics in this setting more formally.

We use the binary classification setting (two classes) to
simplify notation, without loss of generalization to the
multilabel case. In a typical binary classification prob-
lem with the label vector y = {y1, . . . , yn}, predictions
are probabilistic and it is necessary to define a thresh-
old t, at which a prediction is dichotomized. With 1

as an indicator function, y+ =
∑

1ŷ≥t, y− =
∑
1ŷ<t

are thus the count of positive and negative predictions
at threshold t. Let tp, fp, fn, tn be number of true
positives, false positives, false negatives and true neg-
atives respectively:

tp =
∑

1ŷ≥t � y fp =
∑
1ŷ≥t � (1− y)

fn =
∑

1ŷ<t � y tn =
∑

1ŷ<t � (1− y),
(3)

with � the component-wise multiplication sign. For
simplicity, in the formulation above and the ones that
follow scores are calculated for a single class, therefore
the sum is implicitly over all examples

∑
i. This is use-

ful for the binary classification problem but also for the
multilabel problem, when micro metrics are calculated
(i.e. metric for each class which is then averaged over
all classes). In the multilabel setting y can be substi-
tuted by yj for each class j. Note that vectors could be
trivially substituted by matrices (Y) in the following
expressions to obtain the macro formulation. Given
the four confusion matrix quadrants, we can generate
further metrics like precision and recall (see Table 1
in appendix). However, none of these metrics are de-
composable due to the hard thresholding, which is, in
effect, a step function (see Figure 2).

Next, we define desirable properties for decomposable
thresholding, unbounded confusion matrix entries and
a sigmoid transformation that renders confusion ma-

trix entries decomposable. Finally, we focus on a
smooth F1 score.

3.1 Desirable properties of decomposable
thresholding

We define desirable properties for a decomposable sign
function f(u) as a surrogate of the above indicator
function 1ŷ<t.

Property 1 Boundedness: |f(u)| < M , where M is
an upper and lower bound.

The groundtruth y is bounded between [0, 1] and thus
it must be compared to a bounded prediction ŷ, prefer-
ably bounded by [0, 1], to avoid further scaling.

Property 2 Saturation:
∫∞
s
f−1(u) =

∫ −s
−∞ f(u) = ε,

with ε a number close to zero and s a saturation bound.

For the surrogate to be a proper sign function substi-
tute, it is important to often return values close to 1
or 0. Saturation is defined in the context of neural
network activation functions and refers to the propen-
sity of iterative backpropagation to progressively lead
to values very close to 0 or 1 after a long enough train-
ing period. While activation functions should tend to
be non-saturated, in order for the derivative at point
u to be non-null and information to flow back to the
network [40], our sign function substitute must output
values close to 0 or 1, in order to be comparable to a
step function.

Property 3 Dynamic Gradient: f ′(u) � 0 ∀ u ∈
[−s, s], where s is the saturation bound.

Inside the saturation bounds [−s, s], the derivative
should be significantly higher than zero in order to
facilitate stochastic gradient descent and backpropa-
gation. Note that the upper and lower limits of f(u)
are interchangeably [−1, 1] or [0, 1] along this paper
and in literature. The conditions above still apply by
linear transformation. Next, we show how our formal-
ization of an unbounded F1 surrogate would not fulfill
these properties and how our proposition of a smooth
bounded alternative does.

3.2 Unbounded confusion matrix entries

A first trivial remedy to allow for derivation of the sign
function f(u), is to define unbounded confusion matrix
entries by replacing the dichotomized predictions with
prediction probabilities. This way, (i.e. tp, fp, fn and
tn are not natural numbers anymore):

tp =
∑

ŷ � y fp =
∑

ŷ � (1− y)

fn =
∑

(1− ŷ)� y tn =
∑

(1− ŷ)� (1− y),
(4)
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where tp, fp, fn and tn are now replaced by rough
surrogates. The disadvantages are that the desirable
properties mentioned above are not fulfilled, namely
(1) ŷ is unbounded and thus certain examples can have
over-proportional effects on the loss; (2) it is non-sat-
urated; while non-saturation is desirable for activation
functions [40], it would be here desirable to tend to-
wards saturation (i.e., tend to values close to 0 or 1, so
as to give the most accurate predictions at any thresh-
olding values at inference time); and (3) the gradient
of that linear function is 1 and therefore backpropa-
gation will not learn depending on different inputs at
this stage of the loss function. However, this method
has the advantage of resulting in a linear loss function
that avoids the concept of thresholding altogether and
is trivial to decompose for stochastic gradient descent.

3.3 Smooth confusion matrix entries

We propose a sigmoid-based transformation of the con-
fusion matrix that renders its entries decomposable
and fulfills the three desirable properties above:

t̃p =
∑

S(ŷ)�y f̃p =
∑

S(ŷ)�(1− y)

f̃n =
∑

(1− S(ŷ))�y t̃n =
∑

(1− S(ŷ))�(1− y),
(5)

with S(·) the vectorial form of the sigmoid function
S(·):

S(u;β, η) =
1

1 + exp(−β(u+ η))
, (6)

with β and η tunable parameters for slope and offset
respectively. Higher β results in steeper slope at the
center of the sigmoid and thus more stringent thresh-
olding. At its extreme, limβ→∞ S(u;β, η) corresponds
to the step function used in Equation 3. Note that
negative values of β geometrically reflect the sigmoid
function across the horizontal line at 0.5 and thus in-
vert predictions. These smooth confusion matrix en-
tries allow us to build any related metric (see Table 1 in
appendix). Furthermore, the surrogate entries are de-
composable, bounded, saturated and have a dynamic
gradient.

In this paper we focus on sigmoidF1 (L
F̃1

) because it
has the ability to implicitly penalize for both inacurate
label propensity and label count.

3.4 Smooth macro F1 scores

The above title contains a new term. Macro-averaging
regards all classes as equally important, whereas
micro-averaging reflects within-class frequency. un-
boundedF1 and sigmoidF1 below are thought of as
macro scores (aggregated over all classes). These
scores require a high enough number of representatives

in the four confusion matrix quadrants to learn from
batch to batch. Ideally, each training epoch would
have only one batch, so as to have the most represen-
tatives. Following Eq. 4, it is possible to define an
unbounded F1 score:

LF1 =
2tp

2tp+ fn+ fp
. (7)

While this alternative abstracts the thresholding away,
which is convenient for fine-tuning purposes, it does
not fulfill the desirable properties of a dichotomiza-
tion threshold surrogate (see Section 3.2). unbound-
edF1 will be used to benchmark against our proposed
sigmoidF1 loss. Given the definitions of smooth con-
fusion matrix metrics above, we can now write L

F̃1
:

L
F̃1

=
2t̃p

2t̃p + f̃n + f̃p
. (8)

sigmoidF1 is particularly suited for the multilabel set-
ting because it is a proper hard thresholding surrogate
as defined in the previous sections and because it con-
tains a significant amount of information about label
prediction accuracy: t̃p, f̃n and f̃p are indicative of
the number of predicted labels in each category of the
confusion matrix but also contain a notion of certainty,
given that they are rational numbers. The built in sig-
moid function ensures that certainty increases along
training epochs, as outlined by property 2. Finally, as
the harmonic mean of precision and recall (a property
of F1 in general), it weighs in both relevance metrics.

4 Experimental Setup

We test multilabel learning using our proposed sig-
moidF1 loss function on three datasets across different
modalities (image and text). We take a state-of-the-
art model that generates an embedding layer and ap-
pend a sigmoid activation and different losses. Multil-
abel deep learning is usually implemented with sigmoid
cross-entropy directly on the last neural layer (a sim-
plification of the OVA and PAL reductions). We follow
this approach for our experiments (e.g. in the BERT
domain [22, 82]). Existing baselines in the literature
tend to include multilabel reformulation choices: only
keeping the top-n occurring classes (often 4–10) [e.g.,
19, 86], multiclass classification on each entity within
an example (objects in an image, expressions in a
text) [e.g., 45, 70, 73, 88].

4.1 Datasets

Two of the datasets are multilabel in nature and are
related to movies (moviePosters [55]) and arXiv paper
abstracts (arXiv2020 [68]).In addition, we use the im-
age segmentation dataset Pascal-VOC [27]. We refer
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to the appendix for further descriptions of the datasets
and download links.

4.2 Learning framework

The learning framework consists of two parts: a pre-
trained deep neural network and a classification head
(see Figure 1); different loss functions are computed in
the classification head.

Neural network architecture For the moviePoster
image dataset, we use a MobileNetV2 [60] architecture
that was pretrained on ImageNet [21]. This network
architecture is typically used for inference on small
computing devices (e.g., smartphones). We use a ver-
sion of MobileNetV2 already stripped off of its original
classification head [28]. For the three text datasets, we
use DistilBert [61] as implemented in Hugging Face.
This is a particularly efficient instance of the BERT
model [31]. For the Pascal-VOC dataset, we use the
recent state-of-the-art resnet TresNet [59] pretrained
on ImageNet [21] and some of the best practices for
Pascal-VOC collected in a recent benchmark [5]. We
use Tresnet-m-21K (while an L and an XL version of
the model exist, the code available online did not allow
for correct loading of the weights. 21K stands for Im-
agenet21K, the larger Imagenet corpus). In all cases,
we use the final pretrained layer as an embedding of
the input. To ensure that the results of different loss
functions are comparable, we fix the model weights of
the pretrained MobileNetV2, DistilBert and TresNet
and keep the hyperparameter values that were used to
be trained from scratch.

The classification head is a latent representation
layer (the final pretrained layer mentioned above) con-
nected with a RELU activation. This layer is linked
to a final classification layer with a linear activation.
The dimension of the final layer is equal to the number
of classes in the dataset. The attached loss function is
either crossEntropy, focalLoss [46], ASL [5], unbound-
edF1 or sigmoidF1 (ours). When computing the loss,
a sigmoid transforms the unbounded last layer to a
[0, 1] bounded vector. At inference time, the last layer
is used for prediction and is bounded with a softmax
function. A threshold must then be chosen at eval-
uation time to compute different metrics. Figure 1
depicts this learning framework.

Table 1: Descriptive statistics of our experimental
datasets.

Average Number of
Type Classes label count examples

moviePosters image 28 2.165 37,632
arXiv2020 text 155 1.888 26,558
Pascal-VOC image 20 1.560 9963

Metrics In our experiments, we report on weightedF1,
microF1, macroF1, Precision, mAP (mAP is used in
some recent multilabel benchmarks, see metrics in ap-
pendix) and (micro) weightedF1 (where within-class
scores are weighted by their representation in the
dataset). We focus our discussion around weightedF1
as it is the most comprehensive F1 measure we could
find on multilabel problems. Given limited resources
we rerun each model on each loss with 5 random seeds.
With only 5 runs per loss function, hypothesis test-
ing results would have been particularly sensitive to
the choice of distribution2. Instead we show the dis-
tribution of results in the appendix which show ro-
bust statistics (median and interquartile range). Note
that cross-validation could not have been performed,
given that Pascal-VOC has fixed train-validation-test
sets. There is an interaction between our optimization
on sigmoidF1 and our evaluation using (weighted) F1
metrics. We expect higher values on F1-related met-
rics during evaluation and thus report on alternative
metrics too.

4.3 Hyperparameters and reproducibility

We implemented all losses in Pytorch and Tensorflow.
Batch size is set at a relatively high value of 256. We
thus increase accuracy over traditional losses [63], but
also allow heterogeneity in the examples within the
batch, thus collecting enough values in each quadrant
of the confusion matrix (see Section 3.4 for a discus-
sion). Regarding the sigmoidF1 hyperparameters β
and η, we performed a grid search with the values in
the range [1, 30] for β and [0, 2] for η. In our exper-
iments, we evaluate the sensitivity of our method to
these hyperparameters (see Figure 2 and appendix for
optimal values). We made sure to split the data in the
same training, validation and test sets for each loss
function. We trained for 60 (Pascal-VOC) to a 100
(arXiv2020, moviePosters) epochs, depending on con-
vergence. Our code, dataset splits and other settings
are shared to ensure reproducibility of our results.

5 Experimental Results

We present classification results for sigmoidF1 on
three datasets, moviePosters, arXiv2020 and Pascal-
VOC in Table 2.

Overall classification results. ASL performs best
on mAP, this is in line with [5], whereas crossEntropy
performs best on precision. For the reminder of the
F-score metrics, sigmoidF1 (L

F̃1
) can top other losses

2We found that, given some unstable results on un-
boundedF1, even a conservative student t distribution
would imply that the 95% confidence interval covers metric
values over 100%
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Table 2: Multilabel classification mean performance
over 5 random seeds.

Loss w
ei
gh

te
dF

1

m
ic
ro
F
1

m
ac
ro
F
1

P
re
ci
si
on

m
A
P

Tresnetm21K (CNN) on Pascal-VOC @0.5

LCE 87.516 85.847 87.756 90.750 91.539
LFL 72.540 59.240 76.823 84.704 76.186
LASL 77.850 76.525 75.977 65.362 93.110
LF1 77.236 74.844 75.312 75.529 79.359
L
F̃1

88.198 87.697 87.869 85.357 92.362

DistilBert (NLP) on arXiv2020 @0.05

LCE 20.593 18.192 18.418 10.145 10.500
LFL 18.847 16.592 18.013 10.103 10.429
LASL 19.146 16.902 18.164 10.322 10.531
LF1 15.232 13.743 14.500 10.274 10.487
L
F̃1

20.602 18.204 18.425 10.147 10.503

MobileNetV2 (CNN) on moviePosters @0.05

LCE 13.785 9.471 12.939 5.513 5.777
LFL 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 5.804
LASL 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 5.804
LF1 13.971 9.841 10.108 5.586 5.892
L
F̃1

14.805 10.328 10.565 5.577 5.805

that are based on cross-entropy loss and its sister un-
boundedF1 (LF1 ). Note that the latter was found
particularly unstable for Pascal-VOC over 5 different
seeds (see extended results in appendix). Provided it is
unbounded, predictions can diverge towards (positive
or negative) infinite values.

Pascal-VOC shows higher results. mAP scores are
1−2% away from the current state of the art [5] (with a
smaller model, see Section 4.2). The classes in Pascal-
VOC are a lot more concrete (e.g. car, person, bicy-
cle) and are directly related to the original classes of
ImageNet on which the TresNet / MobileNetV2 were
trained, as opposed to movie genres for moviePosters
or arXiv paper scientific domain. For example, on the
moviePosters dataset, some predictions never reach
high enough values to pass the threshold t = 0.05.

FocalLoss and its multilabel counterpart ASL, which
are specifically tailored for sparse data, perform worse
on F1 metrics. They are extensions of cross-entropy
which is designed for multiclass problems and ignore
label dependencies: they are computed per-example at
training time, as opposed to per batch for sigmoidF1.

Sensitivity analysis. In Figure 3, we show the sen-
sitivity of sigmoidF1 to different parametrizations of
η and β. Within the chosen values (see Section 4.3),
we chose to display a parameter space similar to the
one illustrated in Figure 2. Moving the sigmoid to

the left allows the learning algorithm to tend to a (lo-
cal) optimum. In general and across datasets, when
sampling for η, we noticed how the optimum tended
towards positive values. Offsetting the sigmoid curve
to the left has the effect of pushing more candidate
predictions to the rank of positive instance (or at least
close to 1). We also note how β (which cannot be
negative or otherwise the sigmoid function would flip
around the horizontal axis) is at best close to a value
close to 0 on this dataset (we show discrete values here
for display purposes). The sigmoid is thus relatively
flat, which involves dynamic gradients over different
batches. The idea is similar to a high learning rate.
In our experiments, this rarely gave rise to divergent
behavior in the loss function (learning curve).

The results in this section show that, in general, mul-
tilabel classification results measured on F1 metrics
are consistently improved using sigmoidF1 – indepen-
dently of the dataset, its modality or the neural net-
work architecture.

6 Related Work

Existing solutions to deal with multilabel tasks can
be divided into fit-data-to-algorithm solutions, which
map multilabel problems to a known problem formu-
lation like multiclass classification, and fit-algorithm-
to-data solutions, which adapt existing classification
algorithms to the problem at hand [50].

Fit-data-to-algorithm. In fit-data-to-algorithm so-
lutions, cross-entropy losses are used at training time
and thresholding is done at inference time to deter-
mine how many labels should be assigned to an in-
stance. This has also been called multilabel reduc-
tion [52] and differs from multiclass-to-binary classi-
fications [57, 65, 85]. We can further distinguish be-
tween One-versus-all (OVA) and Pick-all-labels (PAL)
solutions [52] (see Section 2). In OVA, one reduces the
classification problem to independent binary classifica-
tions [12, 20, 66, 76]. In PAL, one reformulates the task
to independent multiclass classifications [11, 36, 37].
The label powerset approach considers each set of la-
bels as a class [11]. In Pick-One-Label (POL), a single
multiclass example is created by randomly sampling a
positive label [36, 37]. Within the multilabel reduction
framework, extreme multilabel classification [1, 35, 36]
gives rise to specific solutions such as label embed-
dings [8] or negative mining [58]. Another subfield of
multilabel reduction, hierarchical labeling, allows one
to constrain the algorithm to learn K ≥ 1 labels per
group in the hierarchy [see, e.g., 29, 43, 79]. Alter-
natively, ranking by pairwise comparison is a solution
where the dataset is duplicated for each possible la-
bel pair. Each duplicated dataset has therefore two
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Figure 3: DistilBert (NLP) on arXiv2020 – different weightedF1 scores at a 0.5 threshold for different values of
η and β in a sampling region similar to Figure 1.

classes and only contains instances that have at least
one of the labels in the label pair. Different rank-
ing methods exist [33, 49]. More recently, hierarchi-
cal datasets such as DBpedia [43] are used to finetune
BERT-based models [79, 82]; the latter publications
use cross-entropy to predict the labels.

Fit-algorithm-to-data. In fit-algorithm-to-data so-
lutions, elements of the learning algorithm are changed
(e.g., the back propagation procedure). Early repre-
sentatives stem from heterogenous domains of machine
learning. MultiLabel k-Nearest Neighbors [84], Multi-
Label Decision Tree [18], Ranking Support Vector Ma-
chine [26] and Backpropagation for MultiLabel Learn-
ing [83]. More recently, the idea of multi-task learning
for label prediction and label count prediction was in-
troduced [MLNET, 24, 44, 74]. A formulation similar
to unboundedF1 was proposed in an unpublished blog
post, which was referred to as softF1 [14]. A simi-
lar method to sigmoidF1 was proposed outside of the
context of neural networks: the Maximum F1-score
criterion for automatic mispronunciation detection as
an objective function to a Gaussian Mixture Model-
hidden Markov model (GMM-HMM) [30]. A variation
of the cross-entropy loss adapted to multilabel classi-
fication has been proposed [5, 74]; it extends the mul-
ticlass sparse class representation setting [46]. In the
ranking domain, LambdaLoss has been proposed to
optimize directly for the lambdaRank metric [72].

An important limitation shared by both fit-data-to-
algorithm and fit-algorithm-to-data is the lack of a
holistic approach for both label count and label predic-
tion. sigmoidF1 handles these aspects by computing
a loss over the aggregation of examples in a batch at
training time.

7 Conclusions

To solve multilabel learning tasks, existing optimiza-
tion frameworks are typically based on variations of

the cross-entropy loss. Instead, we propose the sig-
moidF1 loss, as part of a general loss framework for
confusion matrix metrics. sigmoidF1 loss can achieve
significantly better results for most metrics on three
diverse datasets and outperforms other losses on the
weightedF1 metric. Generally, our smooth formula-
tion of confusion matrix metrics allows us to optimize
directly for these metrics that are usually reserved for
the evaluation phase.

More experimentation is needed to find proper heuris-
tics for finetuning the hyperparameters of sigmoidF1
loss. The proposed unboundedF1 counterpart does
not require tuning and delivered better results than
existing multiclass losses on most metrics; it can act
as a mathematically less robust approximation of sig-
moidF1.

In future work and within the generic multilabel set-
ting, a first step could be to train on a bigger dataset
like MS-COCO (given more ressources) and use more
robust transfer learning/finetuning procedures, for ex-
ample with dynamic weight freezing for finetuning [29].
Alternatively, we could train a CNN or a BERT
model for multilabel tasks with our smooth losses from
scratch (c.f., [74] and [46]). If training from scratch,
this can be combined with representation learning
[53, 71] or self-supervised learning, in order to model
abstract relationships.

Next, one could tackle other multilabel settings,
such as hierarchical multilabel classification [7], ac-
tive learning [54], multi-instance learning [e.g., 64, 87],
holistic label learning (see dataset Large Scale Holistic
Video Understanding [23]), or extreme multilabel pre-
diction [4, 15, 48, 56, 80] (with missing labels [34, 81]),
where the number of classes ranges in the tens of thou-
sands. Beyond the multilabel setting, sigmoidF1 could
be tested on any model that uses F1 score as an eval-
uation metric such as the recent AC-SUM-GAN [3].

We believe that smooth metric surrogates should in-
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form future research on multilabel classification tasks.
From the results presented in this paper, we consider
metrics-as-losses as the next step in the evolution of
multilabel classification algorithms.
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