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Abstract: With the explosive growth of digital music scale, Music Emotion Recognition ( MER) has become a core task in the
fields of music information retrieval, personalized recommendation, and affective computing. Traditional unimodal methods struggle
to comprehensively capture the multi—dimensional emotional expression of music, while existing multimodal fusion strategies mostly
rely on simple concatenation or CNN—-LSTM architectures, which fail to effectively model the asynchronous and heterogeneous
long-range complementary relationships between audio and lyrics, resulting in bottlenecks in classification accuracy. This paper
proposes SongGATNet, an audio-lyrics multimodal fusion model based on Graph Attention Network ( GAT). The model explicitly
constructs a heterogeneous graph for multiple 10-second audio segments and lyric segments of each song, achieves fine—grained
feature interaction through cross —modal and intra—modal fully — connected edges, and employs a two—layer GAT encoder for
attention—based cross—modal information fusion. A hybrid global pooling strategy ( mean + max pooling) is then applied to generate
song—level representations, followed by a reinforced classification head (MLP + BatchNorm + ELU + Dropout). Experiments are
conducted on the NJU-MusicMood dataset, comprising 765 songs with four emotion categories: Sad, Angry, Happy, and Relaxed.
The dataset is split at the song level, with 500 songs for training and 265 for testing. SongGATNet achieves an accuracy of 0. 94 and
a macro—averaged F1 — score of 0. 94 on the test set, significantly outperforming baseline models. This represents a 6—percentage—
point improvement over CNN-LSTM and a 6—percentage—point improvement over Concat+MLP. Ablation studies further validate
the critical contributions of the heterogeneous graph structure, cross—modal edges, and hybrid pooling mechanism.

Key words: Music Emotion Classification; multimodal learning; Graph Attention Network( GAT)

E&TH: WHAAFTASREAIH (23A312)

YEZ B/ S8EBE(2000—) , 55 W LOFGE AL ERNTSE T ) ZRGSRG  WARTE N 28 4% BE(1984—) Lo W LATSEA: , NS T ) . 2
BOSRG ARG RO 26

BIEIEE: SIRE(1965—) , 2, ZU82, P A U, A5 07 ) KA 5115 P %%, Email : junfengyan@ hnuem. edu. cn,

Wi B 2026-03-01 % k2 Tk 2 3 ALY




R, A BET MR B M4 2 RS IR R 59

0 51 §

AR B B (Music Emotion Recognition,
MER) /246 F T H S AL B 52 O 23 B 8 SR AR AE
FE T SRR 5155 SR s (] 22 TR A A7 e 5 OC 2 , BT IR
B AR R R AR X — SR AR D
oy ERUE SRR B AR TR H AL PR A 2 e RN AL
SFFE, BHT MER 768 SR 15 B R A1k
15 DR B R A U B AT ) RS, AR, 1%
GEMAN T hR T 7 XA RCRART , i1 A [
Xof [l — it 0 1 BB AR A A A 22 7, S bR T
o LAARTIE X LA T 2 1A ek AR 10 195 S T
Ko FEMCTFRT & AR 2% A SN i i A B 5
PR A DT A b T RS R dE TR
T SO 1 TSI IR G327 VR RN T8 U5 5 B IR A3
FROEZIT T SR, B — B2 LA 58 2 1 ) 5 O
55 R 22 AE SR A - AT SO0 TSR 2 T 1 155 2 e
T RCTR] B Qi 1] 1 SCJ2 TR A IR TR . T AR A7 AE ]
Ry IR, B A7 AR ™ Y O 2 U A R 0 R 49 )
R PRI T AR 22 MRS Rl D k38 A 2 T
MER PERERYE Ty ], BT I AR SOER AR 30 5 T
TSRS 6 PP T R T M 2
B IR B 2775 SongGATNet, & 7 1E— 2 42
THE SR BT R ERR S5 R0

A5 SR Audio Spectrogram Transformer
(AST) SRS 5 BB 2 HEAT 4R AE B2 JBC - 4 g oty
V15320 10 s TR BE, ¥4 0 log—Mel F3% 141 )5 i
ATRYIZE AST LAY, B in MLP 432 3Kk 52 LY 43 2
155 R, Xt FRiam s >k H BERT+CNN A .
BERT $2HGH SCRAE, & IMZ % CNN (RN 3.4,
5) il R Jry AR AR AE , I B Bl i B SR R A AR
FHAR LRI, XL ATy K 5 SL 2 B RL G
P T BT A RRAE LA,

h YA AR A R AR R3] 2 (8] TR G
S DN E L EY E 0 g b S ik i
A, K H K Z S M 4% (Graph Attention Network ,
GAT) SEHUAFIE Rl e A5 B AL 1 SRl G & 0
Fr B ki i BO g A P A UZ GAT S8
TR IS AL PSS A B, ZIT AU
T AN SRR 2 RRAE 03 5 1R 45 4 B A3
A R B, T T R AT, AT RE S 4R TS 112
55 & SR G RE

ALY B i AL

(1) $& it — b ) S 20 2 RSP 91 1 48— R

Bk, SIS B 5 B S itk R ik, B Mk
i) B A S b R 25 4 8 R Rt i 2
10 s E00 R B 5 i) 7 B vy 2 R — > G 1) S 4 (%]
G=(V,E) ,HAT S v AL e 5 45 s A
WAL, E TR A E B A A v N R S 4 i
e, XRPIREAR 7 S EL T A A A A B
IO i AR Wt A Y N R N )Y Y
REAE | SGE A R 2548 20 A58 A Rl th i A8 4 v B

(2) $2HXUZ CGAT Fafids SC I 2 1 9K sh iy 5
BOATREE Al A, 76 548 B 3L Al 1, R I XAUZ Graph
Attention Network ( GAT) gt #%, it £k HiERE S
B ST HRAR 8 1 S AR A, S8 500 5 K
) 22 A R O 2R RS i A U2 18631 B BE A
PE IR BEAE B, MORR AR 4 SR IR OGHK , AT B SR
R SR RN e

(3) FT I AST A F BERT+CNN A5 A
AT AFRT RCTR) B4 R I 4 B, 3 300 AR P HG 58 K )
TEFEHLAE ), 42 i 2L Rl A RS

25 LRI AR SO Y GAT 2R 253 SR 1% I8y
FEBIRALE PRFE LS R0 (73 1 IR B, 58 20 Rl 1 A3 A
WA SCHEE B, S AR B J AR T
HAIN R

1 HEXIE

1.1 FmaoE

BTSRRI R, R
FEVIHLAS ) o K IE4R (KNN) 5 32 £5 1) &5
HLOSVM) e M8 UL . KNN 38 5o FH 384 A 1) R 2 ik
P, EDUME 522 K [ 5 INZREE g, 421E
P Ay L B AR SRJE B kot KNN #2718
SRS EGR B RCR, BT 45 S K 4B mIA
5 SVM (HFE = Al AR VEZE B EHURRCR AR, SVM
FE R AERRAE b B R A SR ., 2 AR BE 1 g
BOmELE A B, B AR B0 R B
RS AR 5 IR AR Al A RO e, R %
S H U EA R 22 3 S SVM #EEALH], 2T T4
FPkRE, ULAh, AN DL BTy 7 R A A A
OIRBIOREG  E 23 RS AR P R R
B 25 B ALY K, TR 2% 2] Bl o 3, CNN
FE2s [ RRAE BEOS T RBZ H  4h i er 2 P 5
Mel P 7z iy T ARSI 26

ULAER SRR O AT A5, . BRACRU ) 4
HTHT B EICIZMNE (CNN-LSTM) [
IR B | Tang 45242 O HRINR % 2] 5Tz 2%



60 oo ®m M5 M OH

16 %

IRAHES  BRTHE SRR

SV TR BE 2 > SR AR 58 R IE 4 B RE 77 1%
WOREE RV Y (I SR o s W (S B € L N e
W7 AP AFAE SR B
1.2 FimmE

AR A SR AR A BT SCERAAR 25 F I R
{58 FENE Bt ST B A 2 0 5 0 A
FHES T E UG5 | SR IR A 1 SR S i o 20

FUBIE Y 2 5 TR 48 SCAR R /R J71:, Chen 55757
U R I ] ) B S A BARUINAT 55, A
FH ) it 2 [ A A DA 1 7 7K | (B SCAR R AF A7 7E Ry
B, Xia A52f30") b) HA JR i o 2 (R (N ST A
T RDAR A AR B, B0 E T A ] A A7 R ) ) v
1. BT, A Y R AR A O 1R i
WREE L, MR EAE S Yang 250
AN[FIRE AR T R A5 . 1T LE A GMM . SVM. & KNNR
oA AN BAE HIVE 25 5 5 5 8 AR A 182 4O BRARRAE
)i, i B LSRR S B R ) W AL R4k 3l T
WRE B AT R 2R

PERETREE 24 > & J 1 28 I 28 7 T i) Ak 2 rp 4R
P, AR RE AR W BE AT 55 R A LSTM
AR 3 I TR AL A SO PR RS, 1 e
TG SE R Ban 1% o B S At 1 T 5 R A A
TH,

HH I AT L, R S 43 B T8 AL [ B e R0, TR
YT EE SR, B TR SR A B B
ARSI RA AN AR gE— 2™ B T AR
e PR
1.3 SEEHE

R BRI A E R, —E R ih
()T SRS A 5 43 B A3 475 8 N Rl el o Lz v
AT REVS N HABAR S . Z2RISF RS R, N
P RIS RN R AL TR R AR

MRTHEFE Y, R S A 2 G o, B
gl =12 X% 4 LFSM ( Late Fusion Sub — task
Merging ) fili 5 5 W E AT 0t 38 3k A5 Al il
SRS RIS R HE R T 84. 43%,
Bk T RS R G A R, Gao S5 4 SR
CNN F1 BERT T iJll 245 750 4b #1255 451 55 3], X
BRI FERAE 2 A LA E f R S T, 528
FW AN [RIRBEAR S B P R 1) AT 2 4 oA J8aR
S RE , AR 2 A () e B B R M e AR

ZRES RS F L N EAR I RGO PR )

=MIER, Horh  RORMGRNG R B Gk
AT T, B — BRSNS [R) S 1 0 e FH AR, X
DLEF RIS [F) 1 22 501 3 285 73 BO AR B 1 il 5 3%
o Wt a2 2 A5 Bl ath 28 9 246 Bt gt e 3R Gl 45 HL
i, PERER AT LR AR T 6. 4%, Z RS RS
PR TR B (B TR AT PR

RN ZREEHFSE U Morency 2524 %12 AL
Tk B I RS S & S B AT oy B G, ORI
THIRARRCR  H O 2 TAR R 2 7R . Simpson
A Y O AR S TR AL Ry S TR A B
FRUNHARAE B (EAS BT o SRR ARG | R BB S
MEIERE B ZRSRE . Tk, WG 1)
BEFE A 338 220 PO 2> 42 i Rl & i 2R3
BRI 7 2T 1RO HTHEZR , N S I MFCC AFAIE A
AR L MIDI SCARFFAE , 28 R il & A TG kR
k), ST SRS VR R SRR )

B FTIT IR A AR TR 27 ) 5 A FOR A 45
&, TR UNHER A it — 0527, SR, A £
RS T5 v 2 MO TRT PR AE B4 | R A Bl i e
AR XE LAAT R4 B A0 (N AL 2 ) 5 i) (3 S
B Z )68 S 20 PR S A P R BAME A P2 A
S FEAZ AN AN T3 o 3X 2 Jay B by AR S i )
TSR 7 45 19 SongGATNet FAL 2 {1t 1
BT
2 JFTiE

ARBEFEHR T — MR Y AR 1 R A TR A
A1—SongGATNet, 8 1 7R T A SCHE H A9 & 430 SC
ACRHIE RS AT A RE R SRR, 2R L) 5 A3 ]
PR RS A  Jl i B S RAE 2% 2] - 54t
Pl A - 3w = e A B B, 2
X E R ARG A AL AR 5 32

BRI, & St 0 E s s, Sk H B0l 2k i
Audio Spectrogram Transformer ( AST ) 5% 7Y £ Bt i 45
FRAE ; BRI, W {8 ) BERT+CNN {1 4 1
FEIUE L5 R BARIE . 31X 2 SRR S I
B R R Seml A St T m B A AL, AR,
TERHE RS BB B8 4R Be s i) B Be i U s
hy SR VRV A5 R T e B A 28 4 3 T () s 4 1
FEREANRLRE S HOCR IR R BUZ GAT Jifith a5 52 31
TER RS SR SR B RG, R 51 AR & 42 )R
A (RIE I AL 5 d5e Rt Ak ) A= R e ) Bl i 2 5%
fiE, B Ja, o — A 9k 4k g3 28 3k (A2 %% Batch
Normalization \ELU 3 7% F1 Dropout HLi#il|) X} fill & 5



53

LB, A BT A R RO 4R Y 2 RS ARG IR 2 61

ARt SRR LA T DU 502, I 25 6 IS 2% e 2t
— 2B P TR RS S AN A ) 1 10 RE

audio 1 audio 2 audio n

text 1 text n
Vidion Vo BERT+CNN
Encoding Vo2 AST Vadion Vit
Vaudion Vidion Vst
GAT layer 1
0111
. 4 3 y
Featare i (1)(1) } ELL+Dmpout+§J<?#§rf
Fusion 1110 AT laver 2
Edge Matrix GAT layer
RRWAZ iz
FC layer 1
BatchNorm1d+ELU+Dropout
Classification

FC layer 1

Angry Sad Happy Relaxed

1 AFSEEFREBRDT LM SongGATNet S %24
Fig. 1 Overall architecture of SongGATNet for multimodal music

emotion classification

Bk 4 AR E AT R Rt SRR T
SongGATNet A FUAR S 457 A1 45 B 3 22 A2 TR 4
PR R SRR . LT B 2331 %) A A5
AT IR A
2.1 EFIMFFEREL

TS AL TR IR B R R IR
M B, A SCR AT 2519 Audio Spectrogram
Transformer ( AST ) £ 7 #E 4735 SRR AE 2B, AST
Gong 2235 P P R E AN B R B (BB
J2) BB ISR | BT i S e —
4 log—Mel PR 5 , B3 FH Vision Transformer 22
FIFEAT AL B, BEGEAT AR KRR A SR IR DG 2%

HARGRRINT 35 R4t b 230 [ 1
JER 10 s B9 &M B R A, RS e BB log—
Mel 53 3% FEIAE R it A log—Mel 53 & ) 31 5 20
XN

Spgma(£,m) =log (D, | STFT{x(2) | (k)1* -

H,(k)) (D)
Horp, x(1) ORI E UGS STFT {x(2) | (k)
FORE ¢ WITEMIAE bink % A I L A2 5 235

H, (k) 5 m A Mel JEIE AR IAE ; m 2R Mel
B bin MRS MG log T 48 h TG,
IR A N H BB

SRIG K log—Mel BT 11 iy AT 2R AST AHY
AT B B 0 R 4R RAE 1) 2 (4 768) . AE
AR IR B, B — a7 09 MLP 4328 Sk k17
P32 (Sad , Angry Happy | Relaxed ) , EABEAS RHAIE 5T
i, HA AR s

y = Softmax(W, + ReLU(W, - h +b,) +b,) (2)

Hodr, b FOR AST fir 5 4 SRy FRRAE 1) o W, Al
b, M HFIRE — B R ACE MR E; W, Al
b, SRR 5 )3 A i R AT Al & ; ReLU
FORBIE PRE, T 5 AAEZRAE ; Softmax F T4 %
R 4 2 BRI

Shy 38 R AT TR T I R AR S A e I R
| A Z R EE R AR AR IR e | BEAIL
ey s NI IR YN == - 2 VA Gl D |
AdamW UL A8 IF BB FASEHLE , R LG

L I e AST A5 HR 18 B ) 35 00 FRE AN AR
BT R RIS B AR SO B K RO ¢
£, NG SE SongGATNet A5 1Y v S 44 (5] 1) & 4517 5
FRAERI LR AL PR T B A
2.2 FRSFEREL

R R S R AR S R
(R RN AN R SR S, RERS A SR A A 7R
T SCRRE YA R, ARSCR ] BERT+CNN RS R
PATRARFNE R, Horp BERT( Bidirectional Encoder
Representations from Transformers ) 7 57 $2H 4= Jmy 18 L
FAE, 1M Z2 4% CNN WA 4 R o 1 BRI

ARSI R AT <5 5, W AR TR SCAR A T
3] | PR R A AL B BRAE SR B AL B Y
WA e A i AT ZR %) BERT #E8Y | 3575454 token
(1) E N SCAHOCHR A ) 5 5 42258, 78 BERT i it i) SE il
L& MZ# CNN B BN &l 3,
4.5, ASREUAS [ RUZE 9 e B I JEop =X dJ , 7 Al
G B B R AR S AL, K 22 A4~ 1) B iy i
W25 BTG S e iRl ) 1 bR 4%

AR B R R R AE S G R T R

¢! =ReLU(W" +h, .., +b") ,k € {3,4,5! (3)

S =max,(c}) (4)

Hr k.., % BERT i 4L k4> token
IBCIRZAS P81, WA B 43R5 b BRI
B MEARE ; o) Rk MEAENE | b5



62 oo ®m M5 M OH

16 %

FURRIE ; ff Fon i KA IS 21026 & 0 B 3%
JREBRFAE [0 1, dR S BN TR R ST 2 B R AR
o P M5 BERT AR RIEL S WA
3252, @it BERT+CNN 55U 45 B s ia) 45 1iE
SongGATNet i S F 115 fid2 it T F & ih UIE R,
55 AST SR 3B SRR AR T B R A B AD, Ry )i 2
PRI B IIRA BE T IR SEEA

2.3 ETRMBEFENNSTEMRE

1G58 22 B2 SR AU 7 ik 22 2R FH 8] BRURRAIE
PrEZS LM INAL, M LA RO P & 0005 W0 2 6]
SRR S EUSES BAME BRI A 4T,
R PRI — [R] @, A SCHE S SongGATNet A 1Y | 38 1o
SR P T 46 S B A0S R IR R A ) TR
G .

SongGATNet A% o JE AR i FA A28 42 B AR o
I Sk AR Ry S ) (R 454, S B4R B B RS A L
EARFRENT .

B, TR RRAE, X T i b —
ANEEAE G = (V,E), TTRES V2 #rH
J - R B 5 CBCRE N, ) AR BT 5 (B
HOUN,) o BT AR R AE B R B I 2R
AST BRI ¥ ABARAIE 5 BERT+CNN A5 50 48 Bt
(R RV RRAE R IEZEBE 2R 768 4, WA E
3 KA SRS (RS B S A
ST R BT A 22 D) S O ) 42, S B A ]
B BAC ) B AR A A 0 (& A B S 2
V)R 3 42 ) ] ) A S i (AIA) R BT A 22 (]
AR o S R 25 4 i 2 T S A
BRI OCIR C R | B T AL G DF 42 07 1 vh R AE 4t
FERRERE B R R M, H K 2@ n] e ik %
TN

Vi=tof, oy b U 0, (5)
E=E, .. VE, gz UE, (6)

Horr, oy FORHE N, ADE R oy FORHE N,
AR A B, FREESNES; E . B
IRIFIRESH 5 E, ., s R RS

TER U 1) S 44 & |, SongGATNet % ] X2
GAT VB 4 i 45 BT R fiE il & . 28— )2 GATCony
i 23138 ) (heads = 8) , 55 — 2 fdi 8L VE &
J1 AR 2L R ELU 300G 3 SR AR IE AL 3G 5E T
GAT M MUK e sh AT 488 1 A B2
PEACE S A G SR SEEREG, HEENR
G R /NE W

exp( LeakyReLU(a'[ Wh, || Wh;]))
2 exp( LeakyReLU(a'[ Wh, || Wh,]))

KENG)

Horb) b, b FOR75 58RI R RI IR RHE ]
ity WRR ]2 ] LM AR R B @ RORTERE
[ 4,

2RI UZE GAT Ftt 5 , W15 SRR IESEA TIR &
Rt Ak « [RI I R 4 Ry S (A A4 R oKt Ak, OF:
HE W DR B 9GRAE
2.4 SEE5MRURRE

2 W GAT i AR & 4 Rtk 5, 1Al
T 300 T R B2 ORI SRR AE . O 1 b — 2D 4R T 2R
PEREIF IRz ALBE ), A ST T — P ofe 26k,
ARSI 16 SR IR S 1AL 5 A RAE ] B (4
%M hidden_channelsx2, Bl 256 4 ) % A —>4 %
FeJZ WS B 256 4 v A ARAE ; AR J5 AR UCHE A Batch
Normalization \ELU 37 PREL T Dropout ; fi i il 1 —
ANRAEZ I 4 4552 logit,

ORI AR T R RN 3 45,

(1) Batch Normalization 5] ABEWE NI Zxik
SOFRRE MR E A, A R N TR EE A% .

(2) ELU #0% R B L ReLU Bl B 4 Hb Ak B 171
B DI, sk 5 < FE T M ZE IT 7 ), (W] R R 45 B 32
R

(3) 35 15 Dropout 8 (0. 6) 256 ALE I, A 4L
B IE AR AE AT BRUINZRAE A (500 1 k) B A5 4
A R mEizALRE T .

e ASERLE P NA AZ SURR 8 2% bR B8GHE A7 i 2]
Bl 25, X Happy F1 Relaxed 2 51| W& T3¢ AL, LA
G R TP B 28 AN TR, 2SSk ) 2
Softmax Ji 15 2|45 M

3 LI§

3.1 XWiRE
3011 BRI R AR

S K ] NJU - MusicMood 23 JF 80 #E 421777 |
AR A B 2 765 1 B SCHR M, 1R 5 Sad
Angry Happy Relaxed P25 bR, WFEAN L%
TS HRBH P AR TE AR 2 OB U 22 1 & AR AR A
A Take This Heart Of Mine . Shelter Z£ %145 Wil , K
i FEEEM A TE 3~4 min,

Bl A At kAT 30 43w ORI 24 5 K
e S, IR R itk 82 . BRI 040 T 2
4 500 T, MHKAR 265 B . B AURRAE H 19

Qi



53

LB, A BT A R RO 4R Y 2 RS ARG IR 2 63

Y2k AST B F U, S 451 i BERT +CNN A5 A4
PRI B WO X 22 A 10 s A BeORn G
B,

PEALFE AR T, (T AR R O YR R
AR FL PR AL R b
3.1.2 SEBHE

DLt KA Adam, #1452 ] 2 0. 000 05, AL
IR E R 0. 01, 451K R B Focal
Loss, DL G- b Ak B IS 50 O S g e 7, DI Zad R
FIA L2 TEWAFIRS R BY , DLRSE It R I pis 1k
T FEBRYE . 272 #if 13 ReduceLROnPlateau 13 4%
SRR WP E A 2P 2 F1 208, T 1o
0.5, Mf.C>H patience 5~ 15, HEEK/PEE N 8,
RINZRAEECH 100 5. 5850 R ] [ & BE UL A 5
42, U iras Bl R M,

VoK 38 € S NE Sl RS Il - i)
Happy F1 Relaxed Z& 5% B4 @ #1 ALE 1. 3, Higy
KNARE R 1.0, [EIBT, f# F PyTorch Geometric F
Dataloader 4 8 BB HE LUK, IR BEHE IR K/N R 8,
DRRAEHE I K/ R 1, BRI 7E 3CHF CUDA 1Y
GPU 3 5 | ?‘T‘, * H PyTorch i PyTorch
Geometric HEZESEI, T L TR R4 RS, T
AR (265 ) b LAPA B AT S 4 HEAN
febritse,

3.2 KWHERMITIL
3.2.1 SEREUR

A T AIE BT 42 SongGATNet S 4 KIVE & 11 %
BRSSO 5 0B A IS B T 5
BT 3 A EA IR S 3 AR Y w
NINEZ eSS

(1) faj F 4R E PRAE RS ( Concat+MLP) , &
Supy A Z RS RS T2 S R AR AR AR
B IELERE EDHEIS S 1 536 4 &, FE A 3
J2 MILP, B2 6 3 N 1 024 4 B2 51 512 4t )3 71 5]
256 4EJF | HJn % Softmax iy U245 R 1205k
AL EATA 2 R B A S B AL 2 e R Y T
SEH” S,

(2)CNN-LSTM filt 5157 | 25 8 g B e A +
Jey R HE SR A & A . E AR 3 JZ= 2DCNN Ak
B log—Mel #1 1i% 15 3 17 51 ¢ 4iE 5 K 3A) 6 il BERT
AT token JFHIFRAE ;2 FBESFELE T 91 BT 55
JE TR 4E DF 2 | i A OBUZ AL LSTM ( F& il 5 7T
256) , ficJn 842 R B Ak + 4 i 4 2 58 Ly 2K
IR P 22 B AR AR IO STk Tl iz R

H, BB EM:,

(3)SongGATNet HY /1% B AL A2 44, 38 &8 1155 B
AT SO (B REA + RIBLAS ) A A s AR U, (AR 7
FRUERT 0. 55 1930, T BRI A1 i 2 i 4
12 4B, AR E - B0 2 65% , REfE K
WD 2 )

A% L S 56 357 7 4% R 15 SongGATNet AH ]
MIECE , A FERIRLEN U A M RR X LA R L3
1, AFBE A 5P X He 25 SR an sl 2 fr
BN AR AL FUI o A A N 3 TR

F1 FEEEENRE MR

Table 1 Performance comparison of different models on the test set

FR% SongGATNet Sparse—~GAT CNN-LSTM Concat+MLP

Sad 0.93 0.90 0.86 0.85
Angry 0.94 0.90 0.95 0.95
Happy 0.94 0.91 0.91 0.89

Relaxed 0.93 0.91 0.81 0.83
Accuracy 0.94 0.91 0.88 0.88
MacroAvg F1 ~ 0.94 0.91 0.88 0.88
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Fig. 2 Performance comparison of different models on the test set

Experimental Comparison: Correct vs. Misclassified Samples
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