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train test
# sentences as claim candidates 55,544 7,057 7,065
# claims 3,871 527
# support claims 2,098 256
# contest claims 1,773 271
1. glo|HAl 54
Task Model Unrelated Contest Support | Macro F1
RoBERTa 95.59 50.86 73.22
Claim Extraction RoBERTa + Label Embedding 95.61 50.52 73.06
Ours 95.66 51.26 73.46
RoBERTa - 77.26 76.02 76.64
Stance Classification RoBERTa + Label Embedding - 80.35 76.41 78.38
Ours - 80.42 77.21 79.87
RoBERTa 95.53 42.01 37.93 58.49
CESC RoBERTa + Label Embedding 95.66 40.07 35.39 57.04
Ours 95.06 43.08 40.76 59.63
#2499 49
AEE= Tof T "R, THr, AN 2 T glolExt 4.2 My BY 9 FU AR
oplHeR YAFFLE, " dolge] QU] Y B » po) gl F A0 WL BES B4
oS ;7}3%1;}_ Zh o] Lyo] AME= Bufstod dlols B 5 oy 247} el 22 5150] 2po| 2 solsly] 9
LEr2 44T m9g o)y 273 W4e B 27 29 (RoBERTa)
| ek, B3, Al B A Fao] T2 Aol ol
LB = > TokEmb(Ly); VL€ {Labels} (1) ohzt ZTEZEES F¢ Hd sh5o 2 Qg AU o
= Slo) ZELES AT vheix] 125 T 4H
3.3 &4 3 (RoBERTa + Label Embedding) 7} 452 ¥ w3t}
mele 7} o8 BE LELT MASK] B2 9170] 288 7HE 99 AREL dolBd F1 458 549 &
MLM logit Zte] W# 7tof o)A wz} dlE=RT] &4 k2 & 2w LHshL Bkt 42 #o]&59] 4o
Hgsto] 7k olBo] eA45 AMmgct. £4 AL thgyt  AE A 98] Macro-F1 5 S
Al
et 43 49 83
Lip = Z BCE(p(y'|x), 1) + Z BCE(p(y"|x),0)) (2) B Lo A= PyTorch-Lightning! T3] <]

4. AY A= St HAS g
7] 16, StEE-2 be
a1 AEA (epoch) & SH53iet
2 =wollMe o] @AY 4 g4 9 A 2R
= o= o = 44 A¥ 2%
£ el IAM Hlo[HA[17]& §F=ol= W sto] ARg-shelt).
IAM o] g AL 1237 Z=A|e} T H 14 7] o]4e] 7] Atof| A A A= w29t &
FARYeH 24 &2, 9 BF7, 57 £EL Y9 59 27 22 '
aE4 golgAlelt). HolHAe] ARt FAE & 114 &
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