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ABSTRACT

Chinese Patronizing and Condescending Language (CPCL) is
an implicitly discriminatory toxic speech targeting vulnerable
groups on Chinese video platforms. The existing dataset lacks
user comments, which are a direct reflection of video content.
This undermines the model’s understanding of video content
and results in the failure to detect some CPLC videos. To
make up for this loss, this research reconstructs a new dataset
PCLMMPLUS that includes 103k comment entries and ex-
pands the dataset size. We also propose the CPCLDetec-
tor model with alignment selection and knowledge-enhanced
comment content modules. Extensive experiments show the
proposed CPCLDetector outperforms the SOTA on PCLMM
and achieves higher performance on PCLMMPLUS . CPLC
videos are detected more accurately, supporting content gov-
ernance and protecting vulnerable groups. Code and dataset
are available at https://github.com/jiaxunyang256/PCLD.

Index Terms— Chinese Patronizing and Condescend-
ing Language (CPCL), Multi-Modal Detection, Alignment,
Knowledge Enhancement.

1. INTRODUCTION

With the continuous development of video platforms in
China, the content communities represented by Douyin and
Bilibili have become important platforms for the dissem-
ination of public content [1, [2 13| |4]. However, accurate
governance of such information has become a core demand
in both industry and academia. Currently, research on toxic
speech focuses mainly on explicit harmful content such as
hate speech. Although relevant technical means can con-
trol the spread of such content to a certain extent, there is
still insufficient attention paid to another type of implic-
itly discriminatory speech—Patronizing and Condescending
Language (PCL) [5]].

As a type of discriminatory toxic speech targeting vulner-
able groups, PCL is characterized by implicit expression. It
does not contain obvious offensive words, but conveys a sense
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of ”’superiority” through a hypocritical and condescending at-
titude, causing harm to specific groups. The trend of user
comments can reflect the orientation of a video [6]] [7] [8].
Wang et al. [9] constructed the first multi-modal dataset for
Chinese video PCL detection (PCLMM) and the MultiPCL
detection model, providing fundamental support for this field.

This study focuses on CPCL detection in video and per-
forms two core tasks: Constructing the Chinese PCL Multi-
modal Dataset PCLMMPLUS: Based on the PCLMM dataset,
the sample size is expanded to 831 valid video samples (with a
total duration of more than 26 hours), and user comment data
corresponding to the videos are incorporated to provide more
comprehensive data support for CPCL detection. Design-
ing the Multi-modal Adaptive CPCL Detection Model CP-
CLDetector: Based on the PCLMMPLUS dataset, The model
includes alignment selection and knowledge-enhanced com-
ment content modules. In the PCLMM data set, the CPCLDe-
tector demonstrates superior performance compared to the ex-
isting MultiPCL model. It also shows excellent performance
on the PCLMMPLUS dataset, proving that supplementary
modules such as the knowledge-enhanced comment content
module can further improve the detection accuracy.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized
as follows: (1) Builds the PCLMMPLUS dataset. It expands
the dataset size and includes 103k user comments, filling the
comment modality blank. (2) Proposes the CPCLDetector
model. It integrates two core modules—alignment selec-
tion and knowledge-enhanced comment content—to leverage
multi-modal information for better CPCL detection. (3) Ex-
tensive experiments show that our method outperforms SOTA
methods on the PCLMM dataset and achieves higher results
on the PCLMMPLUS dataset.

2. DATASET
2.1. Research Background of Datasets

In the research on CPCL detection, the lack of multi-modal
data has long restricted technological development. Existing
achievements mostly focus on the English field [10] [S] or
single Chinese text modality [[11] , making it difficult to adapt
to the characteristics of multi-modal CPCL intent detection in
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Chinese video scenarios. To solve this problem, the PCLMM
dataset was constructed. On this basis, this study further ex-
pands it to build the PCLMMPLUS dataset. By expanding the
sample size and adding new information dimensions, the sup-
porting capacity of the dataset for CPCL detection research is
further enhanced.

Table 1. Comparison between the prior PCLMM [3]] and the
proposed CPCLMMPLUS.

. PCLMM [9] CPCLMMPLUS (Ours)
Statistics
Non- PCL  Total Non- PCL  Total
PCL PCL

Videos total num 519 196 715 519 312 831

Videos total len (hrs) 15.1 6.5 21.6 15.1 11.9 27
Comments total num - - 77K 26K 103K
Comments total len (chars) 2935K 992K 3927K

2.2. The PCLMM Dataset

The PCLMM dataset [9] is the first multi-modal dataset for
CPCL detection in Chinese videos targeting 6 vulnerable
groups in China from Bilibili. The dataset contains 715 valid
annotated samples with 196 PCL samples and 519 non-PCL
samples were obtained.

2.3. The PCLMMPLUS Dataset

During the research, it was found that the proportion on
CPCL samples in the PCLMM dataset is too small, resulting
in models trained on this dataset having high detection ac-
curacy for non-PCL videos but significantly lower detection
performance for CPCL videos. To address the limitations of
the PCLMM dataset in terms of PCL sample size and infor-
mation dimensions, this study expands it based on PCLMM to
construct the PCLMMPLUS dataset. This dataset inherits the
core design logic of PCLMM while achieving dual upgrades
in sample quantity and information richness, adding 116 new
PCL video samples with a total duration of 5.4 hours.

Addition of Information Dimensions. The core innova-
tion of the PCLMMPLUS dataset lies in the addition of user
comment data corresponding to each video. The research
team obtained public comments of videos through the plat-
form’s compliant interface. Only first-level comments were
selected here. The comments were processed through a data
cleaning process, including deduplication, filtering out com-
ments with meaningless characters, and removing comments
composed solely of emojis.

3. METHOD

To classify video samples V in the dataset into PCL videos
(label = 1) and non-PCL videos (label = 0) based on whether
they contain CPCL content, this study proposes a multi-modal
model. This model focuses on aligning the multi-modal fea-
tures of the video itself, processes text, audio, video, and
facial features, achieves feature consistency through multi-
modal difference loss, and integrates sentiment and comment
information to assist detection. The overall architecture of

CPCLDetector is shown in Fig. 1, and the components of
the framework and training objectives are described in detail
below.

3.1. Alignment Selection Module

The alignment selection module aims to unify the spatio-
temporal dimensions of multi-source modal features (video,
facial expressions, audio, text), reduce cross-modal distri-
bution differences, and lay a foundation for efficient multi-
modal fusion.

3.1.1. Video Encoding

Let the video frame sequence beF = {f1, f2,..., fn}. A
Vision Transformer (ViT) [12]lis used to map each frame im-
age to a feature vector of fixed dimension. The calculation
formula is as follows:

Zoi = ViT(f;), 2y € R (1

where d = 768, and z, ; represents the feature vector of the i-
th frame image.

3.1.2. Facial Expression Encoding

A Multi-task Cascaded Convolutional Network (MTCNN)
[13]is used for face detection. If a face is detected, a facial
expression recognition model based on Vision Transformer
(FER-VT) [14] is used to extract facial features. The calcula-
tion formula is as follows:

{FER—VT( ffei) if aface is detected
Zfei =

0 € R if no face is detected

where 0 € R? represents a d-dimensional zero vector.

3.1.3. Audio Encoding

The audio in the video is extracted using the multimedia
toolkit FFmpeg [[15], and the Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coef-
ficients (MFCC) are used to extract audio features. Finally, a
feature sequence is obtained:

Za = {Za,la ceey Za,m} (3)

where 2z, 1, € R4 ( Zaq,); Tepresents a d-dimensional audio fea-
ture vector).

3.1.4. Text Encoding

The audio is transcribed into text using the Whisper! speech
recognition model, and then the text features are extracted us-
ing the ROBERTa-Chinese model [16]. The calculation for-
mula is as follows:

Z; = RoBERTa-Chinese(T'), Z;={z1,...,%tqr 4

where T represents the transcribed text, Z; is the extracted
text feature sequence, and 2 1, .. ., 2 4 are all d-dimensional
feature vectors.

Lhttps://github.com/openai/whisper.
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Fig. 1. Overview of the CPCLDetector Framework, showing details of the alignment selection and knowledge-enhanced com-

ment content modules.
3.1.5. Multi-modal Fusion

With text as the benchmark, audio, video, and facial features
are aligned at the token level using text features as anchors
through a Relaxed Optimal Transport matrix. The total Max-
imum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) loss is calculated, which is
the sum of the distribution differences between each aligned
modality and the text modality [17] . The calculation formula
is as follows:

Lyvivp = MMD(Z,, aiign, Z+)
+ MMD(Zv,aligm Zt) + MMD(Zfe,aligm Zt) (5)

where Zg aiign, Zuv,align> and Zye align represent the aligned
audio, video, and facial feature sequences respectively,
and MMD(-) represents the Maximum Mean Discrepancy
function. The aligned multi-modal features are concatenated,
and the concatenated sequence is projected to the target di-
mension through a linear layer with layer normalization.
Subsequently, feature selection is performed through Feature
Selection Fusion (FSF) [18]] , and finally, the sequence is
input into the Mamba encoder to model long-range depen-
dencies, thus completing the multi-modal fusion process.

3.2. Knowledge-Enhanced Comment Content Module
3.2.1. Knowledge-Enhanced Sentiment Analysis Module

This module is based on the pre-trained BERT model (bert-
base-chinese) and integrates information from an external
Sentiment Knowledge Graph (SKG) [19]. The SKG contains
sentiment triples (attribute words, sentiment words, polar-
ity) extracted from the Chinese PCL corpus (CCPC) [L1].

After segmenting the comments, word embeddings are calcu-
lated using the Sentence-Transformer model; relevant triples
are matched via cosine similarity, and after embedding in-
tegration, the sentiment probability distribution is obtained
through the BERT model.

3.2.2. Comment Information Processing Module

Comments are cleaned, deduplicated, filtered to remove
meaningless content, segmented into words, aggregated into
fixed-length sequences, mapped to index sequences via a vo-
cabulary, and processed with TextCNN to obtain comment-
based CPCL probability.

3.3. Loss Function

The total loss function integrates classification loss and align-
ment loss. The calculation formula is as follows:

»Ctotal = Efocal +A- ACMMD (6)

where: Lgyca1 18 Focal Loss, used to address the class imbal-
ance problem.Lyvp is the multi-modal alignment loss, used
to ensure the consistency of cross-modal features. A is the
weight coefficient of the loss term (A = 0.3).

4. EXPERIMENTS

To verify the effectiveness of CPCLDetector, the research
team conducted comprehensive experiments on PCLMM and
PCLMMPLUS. The experiments focused on baseline model
comparison, multi-modal contribution analysis, and ablation
experiments, with specific details as follows. Experiments
were repeated 5 times with different random seeds to ensure
statistical reliability, with mean values calculated.



Table 2. Comparison of Different Models’ Performance on

the PCLMM.
Model Accuracy | F1,, Recall | Precision
BERT-PCL 0.7972 0.7113 | 0.5294 0.5806
GPT4 0.8252 0.7455 | 0.5588 0.6552
VideoMAE 0.7778 0.7090 | 0.5250 0.6176
MultiPCL 0.8309 0.7978 | 0.7632 0.6744
CPCLDetector 0.8382 0.8130 | 0.8878 0.7317

4.1. Implementation Details and Evaluation Metrics

The AdamW optimizer was used during training, with param-
eter settings: 1 = 0.9, B2 = 0.999, and a weight decay co-
efficient of le-3. The total number of training epochs was
150, and a cosine annealing learning rate scheduling strategy
was adopted, with T},,4, set to 75 (half of the total number of
epochs) and the minimum learning rate ( 7,55, ) setto le-6. To
comprehensively evaluate the model performance (especially
addressing the problem of PCL sample imbalance), four key
metrics were adopted: accuracy, macro F1, recall, precision.

4.2. Experimental Results on the PCLMM

Table 2 presents the results of different models on PCLMM.
CPCLDetector outperforms the MultiPCL model(SOTA)
across all metrics. Accuracy increased by 0.73% , macro
F1 score rose by 1.52% , recall improved significantly by
12.46% , precision increased by 5.73%. This indicates that
the CPCLDetector model achieves higher overall prediction
accuracy, stronger capability to capture implicit CPCL con-
tent, and fewer misjudgments. Paired t-tests yield p-values of
0.023 and 0.018 for Accuracy and Macro F1, both <0.05.
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Fig. 2. Performance comparison of different model combina-
tions on PCLMM dataset.

4.3. Experimental Results on the PCLMMPLUS Dataset

As shown in Fig.2, CPCLDetector performs better on PCLMM-
PLUS. Accuracy reaches 0.8603, an increase of 2.21% com-
pared to its performance on the PCLMM dataset; Macro

F1 score rises to 0.8305; Recall maintains a high level of
0.8421; Precision is 0.6667. Although this is lower than its
performance on the PCLMM dataset, it remains within an
acceptable range, and the model still effectively filters out
most noise. Benefiting from the increased diversity of PCL
samples and the supplementation of comment information,
the model maintains excellent balanced performance, con-
firming its robustness in detecting new types of PCL samples
in the expanded dataset. Despite the fact that its precision on
the PCLMMPLUS dataset is slightly lower than that on the
PCLMM dataset, it is still acceptable, and the model can still
effectively filter out most noise. One-way ANOVA yields p =
0.012 <0.05 for Accuracy and Macro F1.

Table 3. Ablation Study of CPCLDetector.

Model Variant Accuracy (éscc;fﬁlc }1;/[23(;1]))
Full Model 0.8603 -
— Comment Information 0.8451 1.52%
Processing Module
— Knowledge-Enhanced 0.8469 1.34%
Sentiment Analysis Module
Without Both Modules 0.8361 2.42%

4.4. Ablation Experiments

To verify the value of the knowledge-enhanced comment
content module, the research conducted ablation experiments
on the PCLMMPLUS dataset (results are shown in Table
3). After removing the comment information processing
module, the accuracy decreased by 1.52% ; After removing
knowledge-enhanced sentiment analysis module, the accu-
racy decreased by 1.34% ; The largest accuracy drop (2.42%)
occurred when both modules were removed simultaneously,
confirming the synergistic contribution of the two modules.
T-tests yield p-values of 0.015, 0.022, and 0.008 <0.05 for re-
moving comment, sentiment, and both modules, respectively.

5. CONCLUSION

By constructing the PCLMMPLUS dataset and designing the
CPCLDetector model, this study provides new insights for
research on PCL detection in Chinese video scenarios.

The PCLMMPLUS dataset contains 831 samples, filling
the gap of missing comment modalities in CPCL detection.
The CPCLDetector model outperforms the baseline model on
the PCLMM dataset with a particularly significant 12.46%
increase in recall. The research confirms that a knowledge-
enhanced comment content module makes significant con-
tributions. When the knowledge-enhanced comment content
module is removed, the accuracy decreases by 2.42%. Future
research will further expand the scale of the dataset to more
platforms and include richer levels of comments, while also
exploring large-scale multi-modal models with alignment-
free methods beyond text.
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