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(57) ABSTRACT

Systems and methods for the annotation of source data using
confidence labels in accordance embodiments of the inven-
tion are disclosed. In one embodiment of the invention, a
method for determining confidence labels for crowdsourced
annotations includes obtaining a set of source data, obtain-
ing a set of training data representative of the set of source
data, determining the ground truth for each piece of training
data, obtaining a set of training data annotations including a
confidence label, measuring annotator accuracy data for at
least one piece of training data, and automatically generating
a set of confidence labels for the set of unlabeled data based
on the measured annotator accuracy data and the set of
annotator labels used.
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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR LABELING
SOURCE DATA USING CONFIDENCE
LABELS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

The current application is a continuation of U.S. patent
application Ser. No. 13/915,962, filed Jun. 12, 2013 and
issued as U.S. Pat. No. 9,355,359 on May 31, 2016, which
claims priority to U.S. Provisional Patent Application No.
61/663,138, titled “Method for Combining Human and
Machine Computation for Classification and Regression
Tasks” to Welinder et al. and filed Jun. 22, 2012, the
disclosures of which are hereby incorporated by reference in
their entirety.

STATEMENT OF FEDERAL FUNDING

This invention was made with government support under
Grant No. 1180413312 awarded by the National Science
Foundation and under Grant No. N00014-06-1-0734 and
Grant No. N00014-10-1-0933 awarded by the Office of
Naval Research. The government has certain rights in the
invention.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention is generally related to data anno-
tation and more specifically the annotation of data using
confidence labels.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Amazon Mechanical Turk is a service provided by Ama-
zon.com of Seattle, Wash. Amazon Mechanical Turk pro-
vides the ability to submit tasks and have a human complete
the task in exchange for a monetary reward for completing
the task.

The Likert scale is a psychometric scale that allows
respondents to specify their level of agreement with a
particular statement (known as a Likert item) on a symmet-
ric agreement-disagreement scale. A Likert item is simply a
statement that the respondent is asked to evaluate according
to any kind of subjective or objective criteria.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Systems and methods for the annotation of source data
using confidence labels in accordance embodiments of the
invention are disclosed. In one embodiment of the invention,
a method for determining confidence labels for crowd-
sourced annotations includes obtaining a set of source data
using a distributed data annotation server system, obtaining
a set of training data using the distributed data annotation
server system, where the set of training data includes a
subset of the source data representative of the set of source
data, determining the ground truth for each piece of training
data in the set of training data using the distributed data
annotation server system, where the ground truth for a piece
of data describes the content of the piece of data, obtaining
a set of training data annotations from a plurality of data
annotation devices using the distributed data annotation
server system, where a training data annotation includes a
confidence label selected from a set of confidence labels
describing an estimation of the content of a piece of training
data in the set of training data, measuring annotator accuracy
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2

data for at least one piece of training data in the set of
training data based on the ground truth for each piece of
training source data and the set of training data annotations
using the distributed data annotation server system, where
annotator accuracy data describes the difficulty of determin-
ing the ground truth for a piece of training data, and
automatically generating a set of confidence labels for the
set of unlabeled data based on the measured annotator
accuracy data and the set of annotator labels used using the
distributed data annotation server system.

In another embodiment of the invention, determining
confidence labels for crowdsourced annotations further
includes creating an annotation task including the set of
confidence labels using the distributed data annotation
server system, where the annotation tasks configures a data
annotation device to annotate one or more pieces of source
data using the set of confidence labels.

In an additional embodiment of the invention, at least one
of the plurality of data annotation devices is implemented
using the distributed data annotation server system.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, at
least one of the plurality of data annotation devices is
implemented using human intelligence tasks.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining confidence labels for crowdsourced annotations
further includes determining the number of confidence
labels to generate based on the set of training data using the
distributed data annotation server system.

In yet still another additional embodiment of the inven-
tion, the number of confidence labels to be generated is
determined by calculating the number of confidence labels
that maximizes the amount of information obtained from the
confidence labels using the distributed data annotation
server system.

In yet another embodiment of the invention, determining
confidence labels for crowdsourced annotations further
includes determining a set of labeling tasks using the dis-
tributed data annotation server system, where a labeling
tasks instructs an annotator to provide a label describing at
least one feature of a piece of source data.

In still another embodiment of the invention, determining
confidence labels for crowdsourced annotations further
includes determining rewards based on the generated con-
fidence labels using the distributed data annotation server
system, where the rewards are based on the annotator
accuracy data.

In yet still another embodiment of the invention, the
rewards are determined by calculating a reward matrix using
the distributed data annotation server system, where the
reward matrix specifies a reward to be awarded to a par-
ticular confidence label based on the ground truth of the
piece of source data that is targeted by the confidence label.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, the
reward for annotating a piece of source data is based on the
difficulty of the piece of source data, where the difficulty of
a piece of source data is determined based on a set of
annotations provided for the source data and a ground truth
value associated with the piece of source data.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining confidence labels for crowdsourced annotations
further includes generating labeling threshold data based on
the training data annotations and the measured annotator
accuracy using the distributed data annotation server system,
where the labeling threshold data provides guidance to a
data annotation device regarding the meaning of one or more
confidence labels in the set of confidence labels, providing
the labeling threshold data along with the set of training data
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to a data annotation device using the distributed data anno-
tation server system, and generating feedback based on
annotations provided by the data annotation device based on
the labeling threshold data and the set of training data using
the distributed data annotation server system, where the
feedback configures the data annotation device to utilize the
labeling threshold data in the annotation of source data.

In yet still another additional embodiment of the inven-
tion, each confidence label in the set of confidence labels
includes a confidence interval identified based on the mea-
sured annotator accuracy data and the distribution of the set
of annotator labels within the pieces of training data in the
set of training data.

Still another embodiment of the invention includes a
distributed data annotation server system including a pro-
cessor and a memory connected to the process and config-
ured to store a data annotation application, wherein the data
annotation application configures the processor to obtain a
set of source data, obtain a set of training data, where the set
of training data includes a subset of the source data repre-
sentative of the set of source data, determine the ground
truth for each piece of training data in the set of training data,
where the ground truth for a piece of data describes the
content of the piece of data, obtain a set of training data
annotations from a plurality of data annotation devices,
where a training data annotation includes a confidence label
selected from a set of confidence labels describing an
estimation of the content of a piece of training data in the set
of training data, measure annotator accuracy data for at least
one piece of training data in the set of training data based on
the ground truth for each piece of training source data and
the set of training data annotations, where annotator accu-
racy data describes the difficulty of determining the ground
truth for a piece of training data, and automatically generate
a set of confidence labels for the set of unlabeled data based
on the measured annotator accuracy data and the set of
annotator labels used.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data annotation application further configures the processor
to create an annotation task including the set of confidence
labels, where the annotation tasks configures a data anno-
tation device to annotate one or more pieces of source data
using the set of confidence labels.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention, at
least one data annotation device in the plurality of data
annotation devices is implemented using the distributed data
annotation server system.

In yet still another additional embodiment of the inven-
tion, at least one data annotation device in the plurality of
data annotation devices is implemented using human intel-
ligence tasks.

In yet another embodiment of the invention, the data
annotation application further configures the processor to
determine the number of confidence labels to generate based
on the set of training data.

In still another embodiment of the invention, the number
of confidence labels to be generated is determined by
calculating the number of confidence labels that maximizes
the amount of information obtained from the confidence
labels.

In yet still another embodiment of the invention, the data
annotation application further configures the processor to
determine a set of labeling tasks, where a labeling tasks
instructs an annotator to provide a label describing at least
one feature of a piece of source data.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data annotation application further configures the processor
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to determine rewards based on the generated confidence
labels, where the rewards are based on the annotator accu-
racy data.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention,
the rewards are determined by calculating a reward matrix,
where the reward matrix specifies a reward to be awarded to
a particular confidence label based on the ground truth of the
piece of source data that is targeted by the confidence label.

In yet still another additional embodiment of the inven-
tion, the reward for annotating a piece of source data is based
on the difficulty of the piece of source data, where the
difficulty of a piece of source data is determined based on a
set of annotations provided for the source data and a ground
truth value associated with the piece of source data.

In yet another embodiment of the invention, the data
annotation application further configures the processor to
generate labeling threshold data based on the training data
annotations and the measured annotator accuracy, where the
labeling threshold data provides guidance to a data annota-
tion device regarding the meaning of one or more confidence
labels in the set of confidence labels, provide the labeling
threshold data along with the set of training data to a data
annotation device, and generate feedback based on annota-
tions provided by the data annotation device based on the
labeling threshold data and the set of training data, where the
feedback configures the data annotation device to utilize the
labeling threshold data in the annotation of source data.

In still another embodiment of the invention, each con-
fidence label in the set of confidence labels includes a
confidence interval identified based on the measured anno-
tator accuracy data and the distribution of the set of anno-
tator labels within the pieces of training data in the set of
training data.

Yet another embodiment of the invention includes method
of annotating source data using confidence labels including
obtaining a set of source data using a distributed data
annotation server system, where the set of source data
includes at least one piece of unlabeled source data, deter-
mining a set of annotation tasks using the distributed data
annotation server system, where an annotation task in the set
of annotation tasks includes a set of confidence labels
determined by obtaining a set of training data, where the set
of training data includes a subset of the source data repre-
sentative of the set of source data, determining the ground
truth for each piece of training data in the set of training data,
where the ground truth for a piece of data describes the
content of the piece of data, obtaining a set of training data
annotations, where a training data annotation includes a
confidence label selected from a set of confidence labels
describing an estimation of the content of a piece of training
data in the set of training data, measuring annotator accuracy
data for at least one piece of training data in the set of
training data based on the ground truth for each piece of
training source data and the set of training data annotations,
where annotator accuracy data describes the difficulty of
determining the ground truth for a piece of training data, and
automatically generating a set of confidence labels for the
set of unlabeled data based on the measured annotator
accuracy data and the set of annotator labels used, distrib-
uting the set of annotation tasks and the set of source data to
one or more data annotation devices using the distributed
data annotation server system, receiving a set of annotations
and a set of annotator confidence labels from the data
annotation devices using the distributed data annotation
server system, where an annotator confidence label in the set
of annotator confidence labels identifies a particular anno-
tation in the set of annotations and describes the confidence
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the data annotation device has in the particular annotation,
and determining the ground truth associated with one or
more pieces of source data in the set of source data based on
the set of annotations and the set of confidence labels
associated with the particular pieces of source data using the
distributed data annotation server system.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 conceptually illustrates a distributed data annota-
tion system in accordance with an embodiment of the
invention.

FIG. 2 conceptually illustrates a distributed data annota-
tion server system in accordance with an embodiment of the
invention.

FIG. 3 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process
for annotating source data using confidence labels in accor-
dance with an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 4 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process
for creating annotation tasks including confidence labels in
accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 5 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process
for generating labeling tasks for use in annotation tasks in
accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Turning now to the drawings, systems and methods for
distributed annotation of source data using confidence labels
in accordance with embodiments of the invention are illus-
trated. In a variety of applications including, but not limited
to, medical diagnosis, surveillance verification, performing
data de-duplication, transcribing audio recordings, or
researching data details, a large variety of source data, such
as image data, audio data, signal data, and text data can be
generated and/or obtained. By annotating pieces of source
data, properties of the source data can be determined for
particular purposes (such as classification, categorization,
and/or identification of the source data) and/or additional
analysis. Systems and methods for annotating source data
that can be utilized in accordance with embodiments of the
invention are disclosed in U.S. patent application Ser. No.
13/651,108, titled “Systems and Methods for Distributed
Data Annotation” to Welinder et al. and filed Oct. 12, 2012,
the entirety of which is hereby incorporated by reference.
However, there can be uncertainty in the provided annota-
tions. For example, an annotator may be unsure of the
provided annotations, the source data may be difficult to
annotate, and/or ambiguities may exist in the source data
and/or the annotation task. This uncertainty can lead to
difficulties in the determination of properties of the source
data. Distributed data annotation server systems in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention are configured to
utilize confidence labels in the annotation of source data.
Confidence labels allow an annotator (such as a data anno-
tation device) to indicate the (un)certainty associated with a
particular annotation applied to a piece of source data. Based
on the confidence label, the particular annotation can be
emphasized (or de-emphasized) based on the confidence the
annotator has in the accuracy of the annotation.

Distributed data annotation server systems can generate
one or more confidence labels for one or more annotation
tasks designed to determine information (such as a ground
truth) for pieces of source data. Annotation tasks direct data
annotation devices to provide one or more annotations for
pieces of source data. Annotations for a piece of source data
can include a variety of metadata describing the piece of
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source data, including labels, confidence labels, and other
information as appropriate to the requirements of specific
applications in accordance with embodiments of the inven-
tion. Labels describe the properties of the piece of source
data as interpreted by the data annotation device. The labels
can be provided by the data annotation devices and/or be
described as a labeling task included in the annotation task.
Annotations applied to pieces of source data using confi-
dence labels can be inconsistent across annotation tasks in
that different annotators can utilize the confidence labels in
different manners. In a variety of embodiments, labeling
threshold data is provided along with the confidence labels
as part of the annotation task. Labeling threshold data
describes the meaning of the confidence labels within the
annotation task and is utilized by data annotation devices in
the determination of labels and/or confidence labels applied
as annotations to pieces of source data. By utilizing labeling
threshold data in an annotation task provided to multiple
data annotation devices, the use of confidence labels can be
more consistent across data annotation devices. In several
embodiments, data annotation devices are calibrated to
utilize the labeling threshold data and/or the confidence
labels using training data sets having known identified
features.

Feedback can be provided to data annotation devices
during a calibration process in order to teach the data
annotation device how to utilize the confidence labels in the
annotation of source data and/or determine the accuracy of
the data annotation device. In a variety of embodiments, the
distributed data annotation server system is configured to
identify properties (such as the ground truth) of the anno-
tated pieces of source data based on the confidence labels
and/or labels included in the annotations. In many embodi-
ments, the ground truth of a piece of source data corresponds
to the characteristics of the concept represented by the piece
of source data based on a label contained in the annotation
of the piece of source data.

Data annotation devices include human annotators,
machine-based categorization devices, and/or a combination
of machine and human annotation as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. The data annotation devices
are configured to obtain one or more annotation tasks and
pieces of source data and annotate the pieces of source data
based on specified annotation tasks. The annotations applied
to a piece of source data can include a confidence label
describing the certainty that the piece of source data satisfies
the annotation task and/or the labeling task in the annotation
task. In several embodiments, the annotations include a label
describing the ground truth of the content contained in the
piece of source data based on the annotation task and the
confidence label indicates the certainty with which the data
annotation device has assigned the label to the piece of
source data.

In a number of embodiments, the distributed data anno-
tation server system is configured to determine data anno-
tation device metadata describing the characteristics of the
data categorization devices based on the received annotated
pieces of source data. Annotation quality and the confidence
in those annotations (as expressed by the confidence labels)
can vary between data annotation devices; some data anno-
tation devices are more skilled, consistent, and/or confident
in their annotations than others. Some data annotation
devices may be adversarial and intentionally provide incor-
rect or misleading annotations and/or improper confidence
labels describing the annotations. The data categorization
device metadata can be utilized in the determination of
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which data categorization devices to distribute subsets of
source data and/or in the calculation of rewards (such as
monetary compensation) to allocate to particular data cat-
egorization devices based on the accuracy of the annotations
provided by the data categorization device. Based on the
rewards allocated to data categorization devices and the
provided annotations, distributed data annotation server
systems are configured to determine the amount of infor-
mation provided per reward and/or the cost of determining
features of pieces of source data as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention.

In a number of embodiments, annotation of data is per-
formed in a similar manner to classification via a taxonomy
in that an initial distributed data annotation is performed
using broad categories and annotation tasks and metadata is
collected concerning the difficulty of annotating the pieces
of source data and the capabilities of the data annotation
devices. The difficulty of annotating a piece of source data
can be calculated using a variety of techniques as appropri-
ate to the requirements of specific applications in accordance
with embodiments of the invention, including determining
the difficulty based on the accuracy of one or more data
annotation devices annotating a piece of source data having
a known ground truth value in a calibration (e.g. training)
annotation task. Each of the initial broad categories can then
be transmitted to data annotation devices by the distributed
data annotation server system to further refine the source
data metadata associated with each piece of source data in
the broad categories and the process repeated until sufficient
metadata describing the source data is collected. With each
pass across the data by the data annotation devices, the
distributed data annotation server system can use the
received annotations for one or more pieces of source data
to refine the descriptions of the characteristics of the data
annotation devices and the updated descriptions can be
stored as data annotation device metadata. Based upon the
updated data annotation device metadata, the distributed
data annotation server system can further refine the selection
of data annotation device and/or confidence labels in the
annotation tasks to utilize for subsequent annotations of the
source data. Specific taxonomy based approaches for anno-
tating source data with increased specificity are discussed
above; however, any of a variety of techniques can be
utilized to annotate source data including techniques that
involve a single pass or multiple passes by the same (or
different) set of data annotation device as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention.

Although the above is described with respect to distrib-
uted data annotation server systems and data annotation
devices, the data annotation devices can be implemented
using the distributed data annotation server system as appro-
priate to the requirements of specific applications in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention. Systems and
methods for the annotation of source data using confidence
labels in accordance with embodiments of the invention are
discussed further below.

Distributed Data Annotation Systems

Distributed data annotation systems in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are configured to generate
confidence labels for pieces of source data, distribute the
source data to a variety of data annotation devices, and,
based on the annotations obtained from the data categori-
zation devices, identify properties of the source data based
on the confidence labels within the annotations. A concep-
tual illustration of a distributed data annotation system in
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accordance with an embodiment of the invention is shown in
FIG. 1. Distributed data annotation system 100 includes
distributed data annotation server system 110 connected to
source data database 120 and one or more data annotation
devices 130 via network 140. In many embodiments, dis-
tributed data annotation server system 110 and/or source
data database 120 are implemented using a single server. In
a variety of embodiments, distributed data annotation server
system 110 and/or source data database 120 are imple-
mented using a plurality of servers. In many embodiments,
data annotation devices 130 are implemented utilizing dis-
tributed data annotation server system 110 and/or source
data database 120. Network 140 can be one or more of a
variety of networks, including, but not limited to, wide-area
networks, local area networks, and/or the Internet as appro-
priate to the requirements of specific applications in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention.

Distributed data annotation system 110 is configured to
obtain pieces of source data and store the pieces of source
data using source data database 120. Source data database
120 can obtain source data from any of a variety of sources,
including content sources, customers, and any of a variety of
providers of source data as appropriate to the requirements
of specific applications in accordance with embodiments of
the invention. In a variety of embodiments, source data
database 120 includes one or more references (such as a
uniform resource locator) to source data that is stored in a
distributed fashion. Source data database 120 includes one
or more sets of source data to be categorized using distrib-
uted data annotation server system 110. A set of source data
includes one or more pieces of source data including, but not
limited to, image data, audio data, signal data, and text data.
In several embodiments, one or more pieces of source data
in source data database 120 includes source data metadata
describing attributes of the piece of source data.

Distributed data annotation server system 110 can be
further configured to generate confidence labels based on the
source data obtained from source data database 120 and
create annotation tasks including descriptions of the confi-
dence labels and one or more labeling tasks. Distributed data
annotation server system 110 distributes the annotation tasks
and subsets of the source data (or possibly the entire set of
source data) to one or more data annotation devices 130.
Data annotation devices 130 transmit annotated source data
to distributed data annotation server system 110. Based on
the annotated source data, distributed data annotation server
system 110 identifies properties (such as the ground truth)
describing the pieces of source data. In many embodiments,
distributed data annotation server system 110 is configured
to determine the characteristics of the data annotation
devices 130 based on the received annotations and/or the
identified properties of the source data. The characteristics
of data annotation devices 130 can be utilized by distributed
data annotation server system 110 to determine which data
annotation devices 130 will receive pieces of source data,
the weight accorded to the annotations provided by the data
annotation device in the determination of source data prop-
erties, and/or determine rewards (or other compensation) for
annotating pieces of source data. In a number of embodi-
ments, distributed data annotation server system 110 is
configured to generate labeling threshold data that is
included in the annotation task. The labeling threshold data
provides guidance to the data annotation devices 130 in how
the confidence labels should be utilized in the annotation of
pieces of source data.

Data annotation devices 130 are configured to annotate
pieces of source data using confidence labels as provided in
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an annotation task. Data annotation devices 130 include, but
are not limited to, human annotators, machine annotators,
and emulations of human annotators performed using
machines. Human annotators can constitute any human-
generated annotators, including users performing human
intelligence tasks via a service such as the Amazon
Mechanical Turk service provided by Amazon.com, Inc. In
the illustrated embodiment, data annotation devices 130 are
illustrated as personal computers configured using appropri-
ate software. In various embodiments, data annotation
devices 130 can include (but are not limited to) tablet
computers, mobile phone handsets, software running on
distributed data annotation server system 110, and/or any of
a variety of network-connected devices as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. In several embodiments, data
annotation devices 130 provide a user interface and an input
device configured to allow a user to view the pieces of
source data received by the data annotation device and
provide annotation(s) for the pieces of source data along
with a confidence label indicating the relative certainty
associated with the provided annotation in accordance with
the labeling task. A variety of labeling tasks can be presented
to a data annotation device, including such as identifying a
portion of the source data corresponding to an annotation
task, determining the content of the source data, determining
if a piece of source data conforms with an annotation task,
and/or any other task as appropriate to the requirements of
specific applications in accordance with embodiments of the
invention. In a variety of embodiments, the annotations are
performed using distributed data annotation server system
110.

Distributed data annotation systems in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are described above with
respect to FIG. 1; however, any of a variety of distributed
data annotation systems can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. Systems and methods for
data annotation using confidence labels in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are described below.
Distributed Data Annotation Server Systems

Distributed data annotation server systems are configured
to obtain pieces of source data, determine confidence labels
based on the obtained source data, create annotation tasks
for the source data including the confidence labels and
labeling tasks, distribute the annotation tasks and source
data to data annotation devices, receive annotations includ-
ing the confidence labels based on the labeling tasks from
the data annotation devices, and determine properties of the
pieces of source data based on the received annotations. A
distributed data annotation server system in accordance with
an embodiment of the invention is conceptually illustrated in
FIG. 2. Distributed data annotation server system 200
includes processor 210 in communication with memory 230.
Distributed data annotation server system 200 also includes
network interface 220 configured to send and receive data
over a network connection. In a number of embodiments,
network interface 220 is in communication with the proces-
sor 210 and/or memory 230. In several embodiments,
memory 230 is any form of storage configured to store a
variety of data, including, but not limited to, data annotation
application 232, source data 234, source data metadata 236,
and data annotation device metadata 238. In many embodi-
ments, source data 234, source data metadata 236, and/or
data annotation device metadata 238 are stored using an
external server system and received by distributed data
annotation server system 200 using network interface 220.
External server systems in accordance with a variety of
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embodiments include, but are not limited to, database sys-
tems and other distributed storage services as appropriate to
the requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention.

Distributed data annotation application 232 configures
processor 210 to perform a distributed data annotation
process for the set of source data 234. The distributed data
annotation process can include determining confidence
labels based on source data 234, determining labeling tasks
that define the properties of the source data to be analyzed,
creating annotation tasks including the confidence labels and
labeling tasks, and transmitting subsets (or the entirety) of
source data 234 along with the annotation tasks to one or
more data annotation devices. In many embodiments, the
distributed data annotation process includes generating
labeling threshold data describing the confidence labels; the
labeling threshold data is included in the annotation task. In
a variety of embodiments, the subsets of source data and/or
the annotation tasks are transmitted via network interface
220. In many embodiments, the selection of data annotation
devices is based on data annotation device metadata 238. As
described below, the data annotation devices are configured
to annotate pieces of source data and generate source data
metadata 236 containing labels describing the attributes for
the pieces of source data and confidence labels describing
the certainty (or lack thereof) of the provided labels. The
labels can be generated using the data annotation device
and/or be provided in the labeling task included in the
annotation task. In several embodiments, the confidence
labels are selected based on labeling threshold data. Source
data attributes can include, but are not limited to, annota-
tions provided for the piece of source data, the source of the
provided annotations, the ground truth of the content of the
piece of source data, and/or one or more categories identified
as describing the piece of source data. In a variety of
embodiments, distributed data annotation application 232
configures processor 210 to perform the annotation pro-
cesses. The distributed data annotation process further
includes receiving the annotated pieces of source data and
identifying properties of source data 234 based on the
confidence labels, annotations, and/or other attributes in
source data metadata 236.

In a number of embodiments, data annotation application
232 further configures processor 210 to generate and/or
update data annotation device metadata 238 describing the
characteristics of a data annotation device based on the
pieces of source data provided to the data categorization
device and/or the annotations generated by the data catego-
rization device. Data annotation device metadata 238 can
also be used to determine rewards and/or other compensa-
tion awarded to a data annotation device for providing
annotations for one or more pieces of source data. Charac-
teristics of a data annotation device include pieces of source
data annotated by the data annotation device, the annotations
(including confidence labels and/or labels) applied to the
pieces of source data, previous rewards granted to the data
annotation device, the time spent annotating pieces of source
data, demographic information, the location of the data
annotation device, the annotation tasks provided to the data
annotation device, labeling threshold data provided to the
data annotation device, and/or any other characteristic of the
data categorization device as appropriate to the requirements
of specific applications in accordance with embodiments of
the invention.

Distributed data annotation server systems are described
above with respect to FIG. 2; however, a variety of archi-
tectures, including those that store data or applications on
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disk or some other form of storage and are loaded into the
memory at runtime, can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. Processes for the distributed
annotation of source data using confidence labels in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention are discussed
further below.

Annotating Source Data with Confidence Labels

Determining the features of source data can be influenced
by a variety of factors, such as the annotator’s perception of
the source data and the difficulty of determining the features
in the source data. These factors can lead to an annotator
being less than absolute in a particular annotation generated
by the annotator describing a particular piece of source data.
By utilizing confidence labels, annotators can provide both
a label and a measure of their confidence in the provided
label. Distributed data annotation server systems in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention are configured to
generate and utilize confidence labels in the annotation of
source data. Distributed data annotation server systems can
also utilize confidence labels in the analysis of annotators
and/or the determination of rewards for providing annota-
tions. A process for the distributed annotation of source data
using confidence labels in accordance with an embodiment
of the invention is illustrated in FIG. 3. The process 300
includes obtaining (310) source data. Labeling tasks are
determined (312). Confidence labels are determined (314).
Annotations are requested (316) and source data features are
identified (318). In a number of embodiments, data annota-
tion device characteristics are identified (320). In several
embodiments, the ground truth for the source data is calcu-
lated (322).

In a variety of embodiments, the obtained (310) source
data contains one or more pieces of source data. The pieces
of source data can be, but are not limited to, image data,
audio data, video data, signal data, text data, or any other
data appropriate to the requirements of specific applications
in accordance with embodiments of the invention. The
pieces of source data can include source data metadata
describing attributes of the piece of source data. In many
embodiments, determining (312) a labeling task includes
determining the feature(s) of the source data for which the
annotations are desired. The labeling task can be presented
as a prompt to the data annotation devices, a question, or any
other method of communicating the labeling task as appro-
priate to the requirements of specific applications in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention. In several
embodiments, confidence labels are determined (314) based
on features of the obtained (310) source data, the determined
(312) labeling task, and/or data annotation device charac-
teristics. Confidence labels can include positive confidence,
negative confidence, and neutral positions with respect to a
particular label determined by an annotator. A variety of
confidence labels can be utilized as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention, such as a scale from
“strongly disagree” to “strongly agree” and/or a numerical
scale from any number (positive or negative) to any other
number. Multiple confidence labels can be determined (314)
for a particular annotation task, and, in a variety of embodi-
ments, different confidence labels are determined (314) for
different data annotation devices. Additional processes for
determining confidence labels that can be utilized in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention are described in
more detail below.

Requesting (316) annotations includes creating one or
more annotation tasks including the determined (312) label-
ing tasks and the determined (314) confidence labels. The
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annotation tasks along with one or more pieces of the
obtained (310) source data are transmitted to one or more
annotators. As described above, annotators include data
annotation devices such as human annotators, machine-
based categorization devices, and/or a combination of
machine and human annotation as appropriate to the require-
ments of specific applications in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention. The annotators from which annota-
tions are requested (316) annotate at least one of the
transmitted pieces of source data using the determined (312)
labeling tasks and the determined (314) confidence labels.
The annotations include a confidence label and/or one or
more labels describing one or more features of the piece of
source data based on the determined (312) labeling task. In
several embodiments, after the annotations are applied to the
pieces of source data, the annotated source data is transmit-
ted to the device requesting (316) the annotations.

Annotator quality and ability can vary between data
annotation devices; some data annotation devices are more
skilled and consistent in their annotations than others. Some
data annotation devices may be adversarial and intentionally
provide incorrect or misleading annotations. Additionally,
some data annotation devices may have more skill or
knowledge about the features of pieces of source data than
other data annotation devices. By utilizing the confidence
labels, the quality of the annotations provided by various
data annotation devices can be measured and utilized in the
determination of properties of the pieces of source data.
Similarly, the characteristics of the data annotation devices
can be determined based on the confidence labels. Identify-
ing (318) source data features can include creating or
updating metadata associated with the piece of source data
based on the requested (316) annotations. In several embodi-
ments, identifying (318) source data features includes deter-
mining a confidence value based on the confidence labels
and/or labels contained in the annotations associated with
the piece of source data from one or more annotators. In a
variety of embodiments, identifying (320) data annotation
device characteristics includes creating or updating data
annotation device metadata associated with a data annota-
tion device (e.g. an annotator). In many embodiments,
identifying (320) data annotation device characteristics
includes comparing annotations requested (316) from a
particular data annotation device with the source data fea-
tures identified (318) for source data annotated by the data
annotation device. In several embodiments, identifying
(320) data annotation device characteristics includes com-
paring the annotations requested (316) from a data annota-
tion device across a variety of pieces of source data. In a
number of embodiments, identifying (320) data annotation
device characteristics includes comparing the requested
(316) annotations from one data annotation device against
annotations for source data requested (316) from a variety of
other data annotation devices.

In many embodiments, identifying (318) source data
features and/or identifying (320) data annotation device
characteristics are performed iteratively. In several embodi-
ments, iteratively identifying (318) source data features
and/or identifying (320) data annotation device characteris-
tics includes refining the source data features and/or anno-
tator characteristics based upon prior refinements to the
source data features and/or data annotation device charac-
teristics. In a number of embodiments, iteratively identifying
(318) source data features and/or identifying (320) data
annotation device characteristics includes determining a
confidence value for the source data features and/or data
annotation device characteristics; the iterations continue
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until the confidence value for the source data features and/or
data annotation device characteristics exceeds a threshold
value. The threshold value can be pre-determined and/or
determined based upon the confidence utilized in a particular
application of the invention.

In a variety of embodiments, calculating (322) the ground
truth for one or more pieces of source data utilizes the
identified (318) source data features and/or the identified
(320) data annotation device characteristics determined
based on the confidence labels for the pieces of source data
provided by the data annotation devices. In a number of
embodiments, source data features have not been identified
(318) and/or data annotation device characteristics have not
been identified (320). When source data features and/or data
annotation device characteristics are not available, the
ground truth for a piece of data can be calculated (322) in a
variety of ways, including, but not limited to, providing a
default set of source data features and/or data annotation
device characteristics and determining the ground truth
based on the default values. In a number of embodiments,
the default data annotation device characteristics indicate
annotators of average competence. In certain embodiments,
the default data annotation device characteristics indicate
annotators of excellent competence. In several embodi-
ments, the default data annotation device characteristics
indicate an incompetent annotator. In many embodiments,
the default data annotation device characteristics indicate an
adversarial annotator. A number of processes can be utilized
in accordance with embodiments of the invention to calcu-
late (322) the ground truth for a piece of source data,
including, but not limited to, using the weighted sum of the
annotations for a piece of source data as the ground truth,
where the annotations are weighted based on the compe-
tence of the annotators and the confidence labels associated
with the annotations.

In several embodiments, the annotations applied to source
data and the data annotation devices are modeled using a
signal detection framework. A piece of source data i can be
considered to have a ground truth value z,. In a number of
embodiments, each piece of source data has a signal x,
indicative of z, and annotators attempt to label the piece of
data based upon the signal x,. In many embodiments, the
signal x, is considered to be produced by the generative
process

pxilz)
that is modeled using a distribution (such as a Normal
distribution or a Gaussian distribution, although any distri-
bution can be utilized as appropriate to the requirements of
specific applications in accordance with embodiments of the
invention) with mean u, and variance Zzizz

paiD=N (w22

Each piece of source data is annotated by m data anno-
tation devices (indexed by j). The data annotation devices
provide annotations L,_={1,, 1, . .., 1}, where confidence
label 1, is provided by data annotation device j. Each con-
fidence label has a value (for example, an integer value)
based on the confidence in the label selected for the anno-
tation by the data annotation device. If a data annotation
device sees a signal y, representing the signal x; corrupted by
noise (such as Gaussian noise), then

pix)= N %07

where 0, indicates how clearly the data annotation device
can perceive the signal. The data annotation devices can
determine the confidence labels based on vector thresholds
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=T 0T - - -5 T

where

To— and T, =0

and the probability of confidence label 1; is given by the
indicator function

pU=t)=1(t; . =y;=T; )

The probability of confidence label 1; given an image
signal X is

Pt N (7,02 dy =D, 02)-B(x,,1x,07)
where

O(tlx,02)=_ N (ylx,02)dy

The calculation (322) of the ground truth for a piece of
source data based on the confidence labels provided in the
requested (316) annotations can be determined using the
posterior on z given by Bayes’ rule

Pz | L) = p(L | 2)p(2) ] p(Lnn)
where

m

p(lmlz)=f pum,xmdx:f []_[ p(ljlx)]p(xmdx

J=1

Processes for labeling source data using confidence labels
are described above with respect to FIG. 3; however, any of
a variety of processes not specifically described above can
be utilized in accordance with embodiments of the invention
including (but not limited to) processes that utilize different
assumptions concerning the statistical distributions of sig-
nals indicative of ground truths, and noise within source
data. Processes for generating confidence labels and anno-
tation tasks that can be utilized in the annotation of source
data in accordance with embodiments of the invention are
discussed below.

Generating Annotation Tasks Including Confidence Labels

By indicating the relative strength or weakness of a label,
confidence labels can be utilized to maximize the amount of
information obtained from annotations applied to pieces of
source data. This data can be utilized to determine features
and/or the ground truth of the piece of source data. Data
annotation devices are configured to receive annotation tasks
(including confidence labels and labeling tasks) and pieces
of source data and annotate the pieces of source data based
on the annotation task. Distributed data annotation server
systems are configured to generate these annotation tasks
along with confidence labels tailored to the pieces of source
data to be annotated. A process for creating annotation tasks
in accordance with an embodiment of the invention is
illustrated in FIG. 4. The process 400 includes obtaining
(410) source data. The features of the source data are
analyzed (412). Labeling tasks are determined (414) and
confidence labels are generated (416). Annotation tasks are
created (418).

In many embodiments, source data is obtained (410)
utilizing processes similar to those described above. In a
variety of embodiments, analyzing (412) features of the
source data can include identifying features of the source
data that are targeted for further analysis and/or categoriza-
tion. Identified and/or unidentified features of the source
data can be analyzed (412) and selected for further process-
ing. In a number of embodiments, the analyzed (412)



US 9,704,106 B2

15

features are determined by providing a set of source data to
one or more data annotation devices, generating annotations
for the source data, and identifying the features annotated in
the pieces of source data. The set of source data can be the
obtained (410) source data and/or a subset of the obtained
(410) source data that is representative of the entire set of
source data. In a variety of embodiments, the ground truth
for the subset of source data is determined and the analyzed
(412) features includes the determined ground truth. Label-
ing tasks are determined (414) based on the analyzed (412)
features. Any of a variety of labeling tasks, including yes/no
(e.g. does a piece of source data conform to a particular
statement) tasks and interactive tasks (e.g. identifying a
portion of the source data that conforms to a particular
statement) can be utilized as appropriate to the requirements
of specific applications in accordance with embodiments of
the invention. In many embodiments, rewards are associated
with particular labeling tasks. Additional processes for
determining (414) labeling tasks than can be utilized in
accordance with embodiments of the invention are discussed
further below.

Confidence labels are generated (416) based on the deter-
mined (414) labeling tasks and/or the analyzed (412) source
data features. In several embodiments, the confidence labels
are generated (416) in order to maximize the bits of infor-
mation gained from each annotation using an information
theoretic channel model. Labels L., provided by annotator m
reduces the uncertainty about the signal z representing a
piece of source data by)

I(z;L,)=H(L,,)-H(L,,z)

where H( ) represents the entropy.

In a number of embodiments, the confidence labels are
generated (416) in order to maximize the amount of mutual
information obtained from the confidence labels, e.g. where

T¥*=arg maxJ(z;L,,It)
This function can be maximized utilized any of a variety

of maximization functions as appropriate to the require-
ments of specific applications in accordance with embodi-

ments of the invention, including gradient ascent-based 4

methods. For the gradient
VI(zL,, )

the outcome can be maximized using the function

d o g (2
a_r,p(LM'ZFLa_T, ];[p(mx) (x| dx

By grouping the annotations provided by a variety of data
annotation devices,

g (o
B_T,[l:l[ p;l X)] =

T
3
— Li=k|x"®|=D [ =k | x®
X [k:l P | x) (%) p; | x)

kg{rr+1})

where

ap(ly=r1lx)

Di(x) = (1) EE

pl; =t pily =+ 1|+

ap(lj=1+1]x)

n(t+1) Ep
t

pll; =1 X" p(l; = r+ 1| xyrh-t
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-continued

and

9 li=1]x)=N(r|
B—TIP(J— x)= N7 | x, o)
and

¢}
B—TIP(ZJ'=I+1|X)=—N(T1|X,U')

By modifying the confidence label threshold <, the con-
fidence labels can be generated (416) for a particular set of
source data. In several embodiments, the confidence label
threshold is directly related to the accuracy of the data
annotation devices, e.g. the more accurate the annotators, the
fewer confidence labels needed to maximize the amount of
information captured by the annotations provided by the
data annotation devices. In many embodiment, the confi-
dence labels identify confidence intervals identified based on
the accuracy of the data annotation devices with respect to
the distribution (e.g. a probabilistic distribution) of the labels
provided by the data annotation devices within the pieces of
training data corresponding to the set of source data.

Annotation tasks can be created (418) using the deter-
mined (414) labeling tasks and the generated (416) confi-
dence labels. In a variety of embodiments, annotation tasks
also include labeling threshold data describing thresholds
present in the generated (416) confidence labels. Processes
for generating labeling threshold data are described in more
detail below. In a variety of embodiments, annotation tasks
are created (418) in order to determine the difficulty of
annotating a piece of source data in a calibration (e.g.
training) task. The difficulty of annotating a piece of source
data can be calculated using a variety of techniques as
appropriate to the requirements of specific applications in
accordance with embodiments of the invention, including
determining the difficulty based on the accuracy of one or
more data annotation devices annotating a piece of source
data having a known ground truth value in a calibration
annotation task.

Processes for generating annotation tasks using confi-
dence labels utilized in the annotation of source data are
described above with respect to FIG. 4; however, any of a
variety of processes not specifically described above can be
utilized in accordance with embodiments of the invention.
Processes for generating labeling tasks that can be utilized in
the annotation of source data in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention are discussed below.

Generating Labeling Thresholds (and Rewards) for Anno-
tation Tasks

In the absence of direction, data annotation devices tend
to utilize confidence labels in inconsistent manners when
annotation source data. By providing labeling threshold data
describing the various confidence labels, data annotation
devices have a baseline standard for utilizing threshold data,
improving the determination of features of the source data
annotated by various data annotation devices. Additionally,
rewards can be allocated to data annotation devices based on
the accuracy of the labels provided and/or the use of
confidence labels. A process for generating labeling thresh-
olds and rewards utilized in annotation tasks in accordance
with an embodiment of the invention is illustrated in FIG. 5.
The process 500 includes obtaining (510) source data,
obtaining (512) labeling tasks, and obtaining (514) confi-
dence labels. Rewards are determined (516) and labeling
threshold data is generated (518).
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In several embodiments, source data is obtained (510)
utilizing processes similar to those described above. In a
number of embodiments, the obtained (512) labeling tasks
and/or the obtained (514) confidence labels are generated
using processes similar to those described above. Determin-
ing (516) rewards can include rewarding those data anno-
tation systems that provide correct labels with a high degree
of confidence as expressed using the confidence labels. In
many embodiments, the rewards are determined (516) based
on the difficulty associated with the obtained (510) source
data and/or the obtained (512) labeling tasks. In several
embodiments, the rewards are determined (516) based on
the amount of time taken by a data annotation device in
providing annotations for one or more pieces of source data.
In a variety of embodiments, the determined (516) rewards
are based on the results of the accuracy of the data annota-
tion device in the annotation of a calibration (e.g. training)
data set. Any number of reward schemes can be used to
determine (516) the rewards as appropriate to the require-
ments of specific applications in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention. In several embodiments, rewards are
determined (516) utilizing a reward matrix that specifies a
reward r_,, for a label L=t with ground truth class z. A
reward matrix that can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention is

Ar =0 where
l-p(@» ifu=t—landv=r-1,
po-1 ifu=r—1landv=ry
Ay = pit) fu=r-landv="T,
-p(0 fu=r—landv=T+1,
0 otherwise

Based on the reward matrix, the maximization of the
rewards obtained by a data annotation device can be deter-
mined by

RU 10 =ro;1Pe=0]x)+ri ;1 Pe=1]x)

=roy-1+Pz=1 |x)(r1,,j,1 _ro,lj—l)

[ = argmax;, R(; | x)

with constraints

R(l=tlx=v,)=R([;=t+1I1x=1,)
where T is the threshold between the different confidence
labels. With

21O=p(z=1Ix=1,)

a reward matrix can be estimated using a variety of estima-
tion techniques (such as the least squares method), e.g.

=Kp
where

p=arg minﬁHr—KﬁH2 and A=vec(RT)

Generated (518) labeling threshold data provides guid-
ance to the data annotation devices regarding the meaning of
the confidence labels included in an annotation task. For a
piece of source data with signal x, the data annotation
devices choose their labels based on an estimate

p1=p=1lx)
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The generated (518) labeling threshold data instructs the
data annotation devices regarding p(z) and p(x|z) so p, can
be estimated by the data annotation device:

pE=1Ix)=px|z2)p(z)/p(x)

In many embodiments, the generated (518) labeling
threshold data is provided to the data annotation devices
using a calibration (e.g. training) data set that provides
feedback to the data annotation devices based on the anno-
tations provided by the data annotation devices.

Processes for generating labeling instructions that can be
utilized in the labeling of source data are described above
with respect to FIG. 5; however, any of a variety of pro-
cesses not specifically described above can be utilized in
accordance with embodiments of the invention.

Although the present invention has been described in
certain specific aspects, many additional modifications and
variations would be apparent to those skilled in the art. It is
therefore to be understood that the present invention can be
practiced otherwise than specifically described without
departing from the scope and spirit of the present invention.
Thus, embodiments of the present invention should be
considered in all respects as illustrative and not restrictive.
Accordingly, the scope of the invention should be deter-
mined not by the embodiments illustrated, but by the
appended claims and their equivalents.

What is claimed is:
1. A method for determining labels for crowdsourced
annotations, comprising:
obtaining a set of source data using a distributed data
annotation server system comprising a processor and a
memory readable by the processor, where the source
data comprises a set of unlabeled data;
obtaining a set of training data using the distributed data
annotation server system, where the set of training data
comprises a subset of the source data representative of
the set of source data;
determining ground truth data describing the ground truth
for each piece of training data in the set of training data
using the distributed data annotation server system,
where the ground truth data for a piece of training data
describes the content of the piece of data;
providing the sets of annotator data to a plurality of data
annotation devices, wherein a data annotation device:
obtains the set of annotator data;
generates:
a set of annotation data based on the obtained set of
annotator data; and
wherein the set of annotation data comprises at least
one source data annotation applied to a piece of
source data and one training data annotation
applied to a piece of training data, where a training
data annotation comprises data describing the
piece of training data and a confidence label
selected from a set of confidence labels describing
a measure of confidence in the accuracy of the
data describing the piece of training data; and
transmits the set of annotation data;
obtaining the sets of annotation data from the plurality of
data annotation devices using the distributed data anno-
tation server system;
calculating annotator accuracy data for each data anno-
tation device for at least one piece of training data in the
set of training data based on the ground truth for each
piece of training source data and the set of training data
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annotations using the distributed data annotation server
system, wherein the annotator accuracy data describes
the accuracy of annotation data provided by a particular
data annotation device based on the accuracy and
confidence indicated for one or more pieces of training
data provided to the particular data annotation device;
and

automatically generating a set of labels for each piece of

unlabeled data in the set of source data based on the
calculated annotator accuracy data and the set of anno-
tator labels received from the plurality of data annota-
tion devices using the distributed data annotation server
system.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising, wherein the
annotating one or more pieces of source data based on the set
of labels using the distributed data annotation server system.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein at least one of the
plurality of data annotation devices is implemented using the
distributed data annotation server system.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein at least one of the
plurality of data annotation devices is implemented using
human intelligence tasks.

5. The method of claim 1, further comprising determining
the number of confidence labels to provide in the sets of
annotator data based on the set of training data using the
distributed data annotation server system.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein the number of confi-
dence labels is determined by calculating the number of
confidence labels that maximizes the amount of information
obtained from the confidence labels using the distributed
data annotation server system.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising determining
a set of labeling tasks using the distributed data annotation
server system, where a labeling tasks instructs an annotator
to provide a label describing at least one feature of a piece
of source data.

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising determining
rewards based on the annotator accuracy data using the
distributed data annotation server system.

9. The method of claim 8, wherein the rewards are
determined by calculating a reward matrix using the distrib-
uted data annotation server system, where the reward matrix
specifies a reward to be awarded to a particular confidence
label based on the ground truth of the piece of source data
that is targeted by the confidence label.

10. The method of claim 8, wherein the reward for
annotating a piece of source data is based on the difficulty of
the piece of source data, where the difficulty of a piece of
source data is determined based on a set of annotations
provided for the source data and a ground truth value
associated with the piece of source data.

11. The method of claim 8, further comprising:

generating labeling threshold data based on the training

data annotations and the calculated annotator accuracy
using the distributed data annotation server system,
where the labeling threshold data provides guidance to
a data annotation device regarding the meaning of one
or more confidence labels in the set of confidence
labels;

providing the labeling threshold data along with the set of

training data to a data annotation device using the
distributed data annotation server system; and
generating feedback based on annotations provided by the
data annotation device based on the labeling threshold
data and the set of training data using the distributed
data annotation server system, where the feedback
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directs the data annotation device to utilize the labeling
threshold data in the annotation of source data.

12. The method of claim 1, wherein each confidence label
in the set of confidence labels comprises a confidence
interval identified based on the calculated annotator accu-
racy data and the distribution of the set of annotator labels
within the pieces of training data in the set of training data.

13. A distributed data annotation server system, compris-
ing:

a processor; and

a memory connected to the processor and storing a data

annotation application;

wherein the data annotation application directs the pro-

cessor to:

obtain a set of source data, where the source data
comprises a set of unlabeled data;

obtain a set of training data, where the set of training
data comprises a subset of the source data represen-
tative of the set of source data;

determine ground truth data describing the ground truth
for each piece of training data in the set of training
data, where the ground truth data for a piece of
training data describes the content of the piece of
training data;

generate sets of annotator data based on the set of
source data and the set of training data, where a set
of annotator data comprises at least one piece of
source data selected from the set of source data and
at least one piece of training data selected from the
set of training data;

provide the sets of annotator data to a plurality of data
annotation devices;

obtain sets of annotation data from the plurality of data
annotation devices, where a set of annotation data
comprises at least one source data annotation applied
to a piece of source data and one training data
annotation applied to a piece of training data, where
a training data annotation comprises data describing
the piece of training data and a confidence label
selected from a set of confidence labels describing a
measure of confidence in the accuracy of the data
describing the piece of training data;

calculate annotator accuracy data for each data anno-
tation device for at least one piece of training data in
the set of training data based on the ground truth for
each piece of training source data and the set of
training data annotations; and

automatically generate a set of labels for each piece of
unlabeled data in the set of source data based on the
calculated annotator accuracy data and the set of
annotator labels received from the plurality of data
annotation devices; and

wherein a data annotation device:

obtains a set of annotator data;

generates a set of annotation data based on the obtained
set of annotator data; and

transmits the set of annotation data.

14. The system of claim 13, wherein the data annotation
application further directs the processor to annotation device
to annotate one or more pieces of source data using the set
of confidence labels.

15. The system of claim 13, wherein at least one data
annotation device in the plurality of data annotation devices
is implemented using the distributed data annotation server
system.
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16. The system of claim 13, wherein at least one data
annotation device in the plurality of data annotation devices
is implemented using human intelligence tasks.

17. The system of claim 13, wherein the data annotation
application further directs the processor to determine the
number of confidence labels based on the set of training
data.

18. The system of claim 17, wherein the number of
confidence labels to be generated is determined by calcu-
lating the number of confidence labels that maximizes the
amount of information obtained from the confidence labels.

19. The system of claim 13, wherein the data annotation
application further directs the processor to determine a set of
labeling tasks, where a labeling tasks instructs an annotator
to provide a label describing at least one feature of a piece
of source data.

20. The system of claim 13, wherein the data annotation
application further directs the processor to determine
rewards based on the annotator accuracy data.
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