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Toward Entrained Response Generation for Neural Conversation Model
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Synchronization of words in conversation, called entrainment, is generally observed in human-human conversation.
It is reported that entrainment has a high correlation with dialogue engagement. In this work, we consider using
several entrainment scores based on the word, co-occurrence to evaluate the entrainment of system generation. We
try to build a neural conversation model optimized for these entrainment scores by using reinforcement learning.
Experimental results showed that the proposed neural conversation model optimized by the entrainment scores

achieved a better entrainment score than general neural conversation models.

1. FC®HIC

IV hlLA VAV (Entrainment) (&, BEFAMERP > >
2 1 =— (Synchrony) & HIFiEh, HEEICH T 5EMD
FUAPFHOM TR EDORE TNV, HUT B %4E
9. ZOHRIE, FELE [Brennan 96, #FEMEIE [Reitter 07],
AR [Niederhoffer 02], #f: [Ward 07], X —Y T 1 F v 7
[Campbell 10], XEE(T4 [Mizukami 16] 72 ¥, XFEIZHBIT2
PRABRERTBIIEI NS Z LS NT VWS, TV LA VA Y
M, XEED & A7 KEX RN, WEEEM (Engagement)
CHBT 5 Z 2SI TE Y [Nenkova 08, Levitan 15,
Nasir 19], TY ML A YAV bOSHiZBLTHEEY AT L
OYERER N EEDOE 2 il § AN ThbNT VWS, £z, TV
VA VAV N ENGERIZERL, AIN—ANFES AT LB
BINESGEIIZISAT 2M 0 AL fThiTWwa K E 17, U
MU, SEEEACHIZEZ LT\ 5 sequence-to-sequence
£ 7 )V [Vinyals 15, Serban 16] Z i\ =a2—J LV RXFEET
MZBEWT, TV MVA VAV MEZRUR D A TIREER
247D FIRIZOWT ORI Tbh T WAL, 2 2 TAMSE
Tk, TV hLAYAY MEBRLUTNEERZT)=2—7
VEEFET VI DWW TORE 21T o7z, BIRIIZI, 1BET5
Za—INVREET VIV L ONFERELZEL T, 21—
I U CHBL 22 HGFDEREITD. ZOXSBET IV EH
EFDIH=D, AETIETY b v A Y hFHliEE %
Bl e U TRV ARARERAFEIC LD =2 —F IV REEET
WV DEGEALETT o Tz,

2. REFE

AWZETH, —a—IFNVRFEET AV L O XURICH LT Y
FLAVAYPLUTWB LD RINEEZERTES LI, ik
FREAWZZ - I NVREETIVOREAEOIRERTT S
ARETIE, FT21HTAMETCHVSE =2 —FIVRFEET I
DRERIZDOVWTRARS, 7222 HI2HWT, RIFZETHW:
TV LA VAV MNHEEEIZDOWTHRARS ., RKiEIZ 2.3 i
T, BEFHICE DIV = 2 — T IRFEE TN ORE LD
WTikR 3,
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2.1 SEEHMENZEBE Encoder-Decoder 7L

Za—FIIRERETIVIIBIT BIEEXXERTIX, MELERE
H = {Hifl, Hifz, ey HifN} 75)‘5:7\;. ‘57]/1/7;1. t %, m%%éﬁ
Ri = {wi,l,wi,g,- s ,wi,t} %é‘iﬁ?é Z :VC“, 7 ii&‘—"/,
N ERE ', ¢t ZHEETHD. AIEKETIE, =a—I)L
DERETIVORER & UT, 5 275568 % 25K 0 SURE
BUZR B $ 5B EH Encoder &, FEER! Encoder 7° 5317
Mo 72 SUIRFBL & FH W THREEE R % 1T 5 Decoder 7 5725 €
TIVE W3 [Serban 16]. & SIZARHIZETIE, & 0 WELEE
EERBUZINEEREFERT 572012, ERHETMIHLT
W EEIEIRE & B U IR R A B 7218 AT 5. RNN LI
I%, Gated Reccurent Unit (GRU) %\ 7=,
2.1.1 FEEZ Encoder

FEJE# Encoder Tld, ¥5i% Encoder % FH\WCHEEEREIZE
72 &5 H, 2EEROREFERH h, IR 5(T5. 22T,
hi 1& H; DFHEE w,; , 1220WT, RAEHRMNEHAT S Z &
THRIMIZFSNBERY Ml ThD. %7z, Embedding I
HiZE w,; ZEERBERZ MVCEKRT 2B ERBERTH 5.

(1)
iz, XHR Encoder 123 \WTHEE Encoder 72 5185 V725

FRERB hy (T U TR FIRIICE S 5 2 & THEEEED
XIREB ¢; 2155,

u;,r = GRU(us,¢—1, Embedding(w; +))

C; = GRU(Cifl, hz) (2)
2.1.2 FE#E[Z Decoder

Decoder (25 W Tk, BEREE Encoder 2 5185 N7 055 /E
JE H OSHREKS ¢;1 2RI Ay & LTHWT, Ta—X
DOHFREE by & BEEDEKMER py 25T I LA TES.
Z T, Linear (% hy % BHY 1 XIRGTOENRT MVIZESRT
LI EBBEBTH D, 72, wig i p DOV TNV INIR
DATYTDAIEUTHHINS.

hi
Dt

= GRU(h}_1, Embedding(w; t—1))

= softmax(Linear(h}))
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ARWFIETIE, TV LA YAV MWD XL ERY %
SHHEE, KON FHEEEERLUZETIVEMET S Z L5k
HoNns. ULizh->T, EZE® Decoder (Zxf U CTHEEEREIZ
BT EFEOERE & ORI S 72D DIEEFEREOE A
175, BARRNIZIE, SUIR Encoder 12 & - T 5 N7z RN
2 MVDRH] cici—Niie1, t AT Y TITHIT S Decoder DH
MREEZ b, & L7z &, RO LS IZ U TEFREMREEIZ L T
TIAVAY NDEAEHAL, XFRARZ ML h 2RD 5.

exp(c; - hy)

aj = == - (5)
L el hy)
i—1
h= Z as - ¢ (6)
j=i—1—N

X517, XRARZ MLV A ZHWT, AFy 7T tIiZBT5H
HEEOTHZRD I SIZLTIT.

h: = tanh(Linear([h, h}])) (7)

(8)

p: = softmax(Linear(h;))

2.2 Local Interpersonal Distance

AWFFETIE, HEIZY MU v A Y MElifERE % i & LT
A7t FZBIc L 2z &> T, =2 —FVEFFETIV
MAFHEEICG LT Y P A Y M UZISERERT 5. AR5
TlX, Nasir SDMRELZT Y ML A VA Y MNHGEZETH 5
Local Interpersonal Distance (LID) [Nasir 19] #X—A & U
T, BB T BT 2 WA R E TV OMEE1TS. LID
i, TV bbb A YAy ORATINRAIE % FEG L~V Tl
THILEHMNELTEYD, WEIIBT 28X — Y DFEHED
KoLy LA VAV MESWE Word Mover’s Distance
(WMD) [Kusner 15] IZEWTATD & 5 IZFHHT 5.
T, MBI SEFEE AL BRENENRHEIZ—RET
DXfFE (A1, B1, A2, B2, -+ ,An,Bn) 2172 b D L RET 5.
N FHEFTERT OMRE, k IZEEDOHKTFHTHY, WMD 3%
FEHl D WMD fifi %z GHHd 2B TH 5.
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B—A .
d; = min

WMD(A;, B;)
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dP>A BEEE B DS AT LTIV LA VYAV M2
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TAP7A 2B T2 2N TES. LID I3, EAVNIWEY
FENRLZ Y RLA VAV RLTVWRERRTIENTES, X
512, Nasir 651, £X—VIZBWTEHE Xz LID O
EMRSEHEINERTE LYY a vy LDV ML A VAV B
A4 CdH 5 Conversational Linguistic Distance (CLiD)
ZIRELTHY, BN IEECBI2BEDHE, Yy T
YISV —IZBIFBEREAG X - ENME L HELMHENDH 5
ZEEMERLTWS.

2.3 ARAERBELFEICK Z2Hm#EL
Biffi T R7z LID 28812, —a—J)RFEETFTILOER
WEDTY ML A VAV MNEGWETHT 5 72D OWMETE
EFNERET S, —a—INVRETETFILVOEHEIIZIE, HE
AEFL DR B D —FETH S REINFORCE 7L 31 X A
[Williams 92] 2 A$ 5.
2.3.1 REINFORCE 7/JY XA
Za—FNETET MBI BIGEER T, NEEE H
OXREHMREGZ 5N B &, HFES] R = {wi,ws, - ,wr} %

BT 5. ZOXDREFEERDO SO AL, LT 7HER
BIZBWT, HDBUEE 7 12> TEITEIN B —EDOITEIRS
EARIRTZENTESL., AIETIE, WIGFIREETVIZE-T
Tl X NBERIGEDIT Y ML v A > b EliE % i & LT
MAL, ZoMFRMERAIETEEIIZETIVONT A =X
% REINFORCE 7L 3V X2 & 0 BH 4 % [Williams 92].
HIBEE JreinForcE E AELIZIRARD LD IZEET B Z &8
TE5. ZIT, "TA—X Q2 OI2Za—FLR2FETI
% Gy, Wik w, ZERT DMEREZ p LT D, F/z, NTA—
R OZHEST, HEEw, 21922 LI2& > TR SNSRI
re DIAFHEE QF0 ¥ 5.

JreINFoRrCE (0) = Z Go(wt|wiie—1, H) - QGQ((wlztfh H),w:)

wi.T
(10)
s
VJrEiNrorcE(9) 7 >N QY (wi—r, H),we)
t=1 wi €V
- VoGo(we|wig—1, H) (11)

T
1
=2 > Buin, [QF (wr-a, H),w0)
t=1

- Vo log p(wi|wi:—1, H))] (12)
UL LS, AMsETHWAHMERE T VIE, &R
BETERINZZEE2RKFTERINIH L TCOAFHEI NS /-
B, HHEIAT Y 7128 2 MIMAHE QC % Bt IXFH
FTEHEZENTERY. LD T, BATFv Tthsoa—)
7 7 b %ZF\W7z Monte Carlo Tree Search 12 & - TPl iifF
il Q9 D HEFEE D 2175 [Yu 17).
2.3.2 IVRLAVAYNEZEEBLEBRMEAEETIL
HERISEDTZY P LA VAV NEEWEIHT 2720 DH
BEtHRETF V2 EHT 5. mbBMAHEMHEET LE LT
WMD % B\ T A DFEHIC L 2ERTOFHRG Hi1 & B
& Ry DMELEZ R rprevious L UTERT EIENTES.
ELRERIZIX, WMD X EF ST Wi WELERETH 572
SHFIZEFHITB T WM E UTRIFAT S Z & IFEE LS
W, LMo T, AW T, WMD OFEREZ 025
TIZIEHUET 2720 OBIE WMDrorm % E#&H L 72,

I'previous(l{i—ly Rz) = WMDnorm(Hi—l, Rz)

o~ WMD(H;_1,R;)?

(13)

WMDsorm (Hi—1, R:) (14)

51T, TRV YAV MNIBTUEMGDHEEICEZE
HIOFETIIF L TOMTbNEEDTIERL, MGDFEEIC &
LREEEED S XURIZIG U THEYIC T Y F LA VA Y MRRO
KEERPET DI ENEE L. 2T, MADEZEDOHKEIZ
NETBLLZU MV VYAV MNEEWERT rLip Z2IRD L D ITE
F#TH. 22T, R, NFEE H STV T LY
ADINEFEEE, H IKEEBE H 5, AFIZLERKTE2 TR
THRALZBDTH D, 77, Uen EGA-XEEERE H O
HTL77 LY ADIGERKF L REEML TV HFEE2RT.

Uent (H', R;) = arg max WMDuorm (Hj, R;)

’ ’
H].EH

(15)



ruip(H', Ry, Rief) =

7 |ridcal - WMDnorm(Uent(H/a R?Sf)? Rz)l

1
max(rideah 1- I‘ideal)

(16)

ruip T, IWBHEVRL 77 VUV ARSEHEINEZZ Vb
VA VAV MRHROFEEEEFLT 5 & D1z, BEKRT Y ML
AV AY M rigeas EOMHNEEZEZRBLUCHMES 25, Zh
2k D, BIfiTRAZ LID 2 MBI RKRET S X5 %ET
LVDEBEEITS Z EAMREIZ RS, A TIE, BT Y
FLA YA Y MArigen £ UT, T —XIZBITETRTO
IEHEHNZB I BEBEOZ Y ML A VAV NESWE LID ©
EHREBBIZUTOREHWTCEREL, EA90%, 70%, 50%
OEZFERT Y M LA VA Y FEA rigeal £ LTETFIL
DEBEITS.
LID(H', R°") = max WMDyorm (Hj, R}

e, (17)
2.3.3 BEEBICLZZ1—FILREETIVOIEFIE
BILFEIZ LD =2 —FNVEFEE T IVOIIMTFIEZ LU TIZR
T T, Sa-FNEFHETNVOFHIFEE L LT, Decoder
DEAT Y T BT 5 HFETHIFER & EfRHEED B OB
JuLe(0) /MBS B L5 ICETVOFIMETS. Wiz, sk
F#E & AW THWBEE Jreinrorce(9) ZERARMET B LS ICE
TNOIEFTS. FEBRITIE, SFEETNVOMEEH <701,
BAT Y TITBWT JREINFORCE(G) IZEBETIINRTA—X
W4T, Juee(d) ZAWEET LT A —ROEHREITS.
72720, Jue(0) I K D EHOHENP LRI 2D I & 2B
REDIZHRBAN=012FL-L0EMHHT 5.

Algorithm 1 =2 — 7 )VAEEE FIVOIIFFIE

1: for number of steps do

sample (H, R) from training data
generate response R by using Gy on H
compute Q¢ for (H, R)

update Gy based on JREINFORCE (0)
update Gy based on JyLg(0)

AN i

3. FHMZEER

3.1 F—4Evh
Za—INVEFBEFN O L FAMIIX, ConvAI2*? TH
fft X N7z PersonaChat 7— Xt v b &{FHLZ. T—Xtv
&, T2 OXDITHIME - BIFE - FEHAT — X2y MZadE
LbDEMWVS. FliHT—&22y MizoWwWTIX, FEARH
TholzT-OWFBHAT— X2 Z0EIL, TNFNEEF - FHMH
F—Xtw h& LTHWE.

% 1: ConvAlI2 ¥ — X & v MBI B RE8/ FTK

[ W | FaFR
Ak || 17,876 | 262,862
FEES 498 7,798
SEAIG 499 7,788

3.2 ETIEE
FHEEBRIZHWS —a—F VaFEE TNV E LTIE, Sequence-
to-Sequence € 7V (SEQ2SEQ) &, SEQ2SEQ IZ A

kBAaTHBEERWET TV Y a v [Luong 15] %
EALZETI (Attention-SEQ2SEQ), Hi#H Tk R 7= [ E
%! Encoder-Decoder € 7 )V (HED), =M e il
Encoder-Decoder € 7 )V (Attention-HED) @ 4 D=a2—5
NEEHEETNEMFHT 5.
WINDETFILE RNN (21 GRU /L, HZEHEDIA
AREDRTtE 300, FEEORTE 300, BHE 1 ICHEL
To. Fiz, AT BEEEY 0 X1 1,5000 & U, RAGE IRk
5 “UNK? ICBEHX 2. —a2— 5 VT TFINVOHERFI
Mz Ty boY—ilEs AW TiT-> 2%, WMEHEE T
0%, 119, 2% orhEnEMAWEGA TR
PR LB EIT o, 22T, 9%, 0%, oP0% i
AT = RIZBIIBZRBEOT Y ML A VAV MNEASWD EfL
90%, 70%, 50%DIE% rigeas & U T rp DEMRZEIT 554G
RIS 5. EFAVOIIZBENTIENY FH A1 X% 64, %
BR%Z1x107* 2 LT, Optimizer iZ1% SGD ZffifH L 7=.

3.3  HMX DB EFHE
IEEROFMIZBNTIE, INF TOBEEL R, B
FRETIVOMREE S 72D DR TH % Perplexity (PPL) 12 &
L&, EEREEE L7 7 Ly AREEOHELE (BEEM) 12 &
L% 175, BhEMEIZ DLW T OFHiiFEE L LTIk, BLEUIZ &
ZEHiiE, (14) ATEFE L 7ZERIMLZEH U 72 Word Mover’s
Distance f#i [Kusner 15] OXE¥Z & 2§l (WMD) % 7z,
iz, TV ML VAV MIEB UGB LR ORI E1T S 72
DIZ, FWMFHEE TIVDISEFEEITN U TH 2 2 Hili D F
¥ (Fpreviouss Trig, Trog, Tiog) 203, ZZT, Tprevious
13 Iprevious ZHWEIGE, TO%, T10%, W I3FIEET — &
IZBI2EBOT Y LA YA Y MESWD R 90%, T0%,
50%DMEZ A LT ML A YAV MNEEWE LT, TNTE
NHW5E%2RT. WMD OFFEIZBWTIE, Twitter 7 —
X THFFEE N7 200 IRTTDHENREHR~ 2 bV 3 %)
VAW LIZRB EDICERLELZHDE AW,

4. REBRFER

FHIZR = 21— FIIUREEET NI BIEEERERIZ DOV
TRYT. 22T, mieEREHEALALVWET LTI, ey
MZBWTHED Perplexity B R >7~EF L EFHLZ. £
7o, BALEEEEA L ZETNV TR, FIIC A U - SRmE 5
EFVHEFEL v MR U TER L 2G2S 2 2 W0 -
PHREREVWETFTLVEMAL .

5 &0, BONBAEDR/IMEIZ & BHIME AWz~ —
AZ4 vETIV (MLE) &, AMIZ& 28 LHBEL TV b
LA YA Y MEHIEE ( Toreviouss Trin, Tign, Tiog ) AAKE
KBBZENHERTED., Tk, BFO=a2—FIVAFEET
NVIRT Y MU A VAV NETIRRINCZLVDIZINZ, B
RTHEMINTVDE LS ITHFEEBEOEREAMIGHTE
TWAREWZ L ZREBLTWS., —HT, TV RLA YAV MR
fififil % B & U TRV b E 2 EA LT 0IE, XR—2
SAVETIVEIHELT PPL AMIFIER%STH 2, EFLOH
BUZH WG R E T VSHIGT AT Y b LA > A 2 b
EHAKEL A ELTWE Z LD HERTE S,

ERRE L L 77 LYy ARSI D\ T OB M FEAT 12 D W
T, ¥ BEE2EMAT 254 TIE, WMD RkE<HEL
TWBZ RN h5. —/T, BLEU IZ2WTIHME FHEIZ
HDZEDMERTE ., SEEFIRILZETNTIEED & 54X
RIZBWTHEBTZU LA VAV M UERERERT S &

T'previous»

*2  http://convai.io

%3 http://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove/



£ 2 B a— T INRIHETIVIIE T B I0E 4 kS 3

sk [ ®FV [ PPL | BLEU | WMD [ Tprevious | Troe | miof [ w07
Human 10 100 100 40.31 72.06 | 81.96 [ 84.58

MLE SEQ2SEQ 3870 [ 2.08 | 37.74 | 34.00 60.43 | 75.62 | 83.98
Attention-SEQ2SEQ || 38.25 | 1.81 | 36.51 32.89 57.92 | 72.99 | 81.57

HED 3834 | 147 | 364 31.62 56.99 | 72.71 | 82.14

Attention-HED 38.23 | 1.9 38.16 | 33.36 60.52 | 76.42 | 85.22

REINFORCE | HED 38.37 [ 0.79 | 47.36 | 43.63 78.56 | 86.54 | 85.26
w/ 199% Attention-HED 38.19 | 1.12 | 4741 43.97 79.58 | 86.67 | 84.87
REINFORCE | HED 3835 | 0.27 | 4470 | 41.94 76.41 | 87.10 | 87.22
w/ rf9% Attention-HED 38.13 | 1.12 | 45.43 41.48 76.28 | 88.30 | 88.72
REINFORCE | HED 3834 | 1.6 4111 | 37.37 68.30 | 84.68 | 90.84
w/ r39% Attention-HED 38.10 | 1.04 | 39.27 | 36.08 66.32 | 83.54 | 90.96

ST ENTE D, EBOAMDOIEEA & IFRkE R - [Levitan 15] Levitan, R., Benus, S., Gravano, A., and

TV Z A BEMEFEMHERIC — H U 2SR T & A0
HThdeFEAOND.

5 &dbHYIC

AWZETIE, AEITY ML A v A Y IR E A R & L
THW AR L 22— FVAEET VAR
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5. 7z, IEFE L AR S 2 HEERE O B H
PR BRT 5720, WilfThxER U ZEEERTIE
[k L 17, Kawano 19] DMETH17 5.
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