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Sa—TNARY b T2 kN RIS AT A S LT B, B
FEANZ I D RGN Z M2 R 9. 2 OMEIT Softmax Cross-Entropy
(SCE) #H&IZEINT 5. BHEDOMGETIHINE T —RITEE & THERK - SURMK
FERISEBMPEREZE 25 5. UL L= a—F VEHE K TR O Softmax
Cross-Entropy fEPSHEHIGE TN U TE K DI F VT 1+ 2726 LilE R
AR E G Z, FHlIRFO MAP ¥ HIDS ORI WG %2 38 IS 5.
ZORER, IWEDOZHRENME T T2 eEZ2 605, KTk SCE #HEIZ =2
VB O WHBIZ D  EHAE D1 72 Inverse Token Frequency (ITF) fH& & W5
Wiz BB e RET 5. ZOREEBUIHETEES 2 ADELZ2HATH L
T, SCE HBEMHHSZF N L CaELREEHEL S AL E2HH TS, £/
ITF #KI3EHEADE SCEHA L WS BB TH 2D TET LRI ZH L <
URWHIfEA D 5. HAGED Twitter T — Xty M &MU ZFEBRTIE, ) &
O TER—E] 2B 2 AFIMIZ B W TREFEIBTMROFEL D BEWA
A7 ZER U, EMERHMEA MY v 2 BLEU-1/2 K OZHRMWEFHETA Y v &
DIST-1/2 (23 2 HEFHMliIZ B W T L REFEEIHE VAT T TH - 7=,

F—7—NK
Za—Iaxy T =7 MWD AT L, R, R XMHBEEHE, Sam-
pling #3%, Softmax Cross-Entropy 825, Inverse Token Frequency 8%

*REIRR AR R T AR R S B RS, 2019 42 3 H 6 H.
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Neural Dialogue Generation Enabling Diverse

Responses™
Ryo Nakamura

Abstract

Dialogue response generation technology using a neural network is advancing
rapidly, but generated responses based on existing methods show low diversity.
This problem is caused by Softmax Cross-Entropy (SCE) loss. In actual dia-
logues, responses are not uniquely determined, and various context-dependent
candidates exist. However, in neural dialogue generation, the SCE loss at train-
ing gives more training penalty to frequent responses and gives excessive occur-
rence probability to them, and MAP prediction at evaluation selects frequent
responses with less context dependency. As a result, the diversity of responses
decreases. In this paper, we propose a new loss function called Inverse Token
Frequency (ITF) loss, which individually downscales the loss for frequent token
classes to suppress the phenomenon that the SCE loss gives excessive occurrence
probabilities to frequent responses. Since the I'TF loss is a simple mechanism as
weighted the SCE loss, it does not complicate the model. The training with the
ITF loss remains stable as that with the SCE loss. In human evaluation using
a Japanese Twitter dataset, our proposed method achieved a higher score than
previous research on “engagement” and “consistency”. In automatic evaluation,
our proposed method also had a high BLEU-1/2 quality scores and DIST-1/2

diversity scores.

Keywords:

*Master’s Thesis, Department of Information Science, Graduate School of Information Science,
Nara Institute of Science and Technology, March 6, 2019.
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Neural Network, Chit-Chat Dialogue System, Diversity-Promoting, Maximum
Mutual Information, Sampling Search, Softmax Cross-Entropy Loss, Inverse

Token Frequency Loss
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s ~r db B3
BlE B=

1.1 W@EYRAT A

WEEY AT LMIEREFEEZN LU AL IIa=r—>a v TEE 0TI LT
HD. WNEEY AT LOFERIT I 1966 FFIZFEH S N7z ELIZA (Weizenbaum, 1966)
TH5. ELIZA ZEMBIECBII 22 FEAPDOHEKFEE Y IV —Y a v L
VATLTHY, FEEICHMRTE T T LTHo70, BAZEAM S ULWKEEAR
A[HETH o 7z. 5 HTIX Microsoft £:D [0 A7), Apple #:® [Siri], Google £t
D TGoogle Assistant| 72 &, WNEENAEZZR LU k4 LRWGEY AT LADRAT — b
THAVEOT TV r—varve Ui TWwS. ZoHERICIE, GPU (Owens
ef. al., 2008) FDOFHEREAM O & REFE (LeCun et al., 2015) F O H
Bl DHELD D 5.

WG AT MTRD SN B3 ERIER (1) BEISE, (2) X AZRM, (3) Mk
KANTES. (1) OBEELENGEY AT LE2—F —OERIZIEL < [T % 556
VAT LTHD. (2) DRAZBANGE Y AT LAIZHEREP LA N T VO FHEN
EOICREDEBR AV #BITT EINGEV AT LTHD. Ny AT LIZRENZ
HIGE ORI FTAL—RIZEKE ZRTHREDRD S, (3) OHERNFEY AT L%
REERHEED L DIZT T Y PREEDX D L VPRV AT LATHS. Wk
VATLFA—Y = AMEBRNE D IRF RS Y, - - L OKRIFBEFREE
SRBEDVRDS.

AT TIFLATIZR RS 3 DDOHE D & MEHBTEE S AT LITHUD filA, Btz
ZHS. (a) MEKIZI AL DATEDORKHEZ G278, AFEOXNG 2R 720 UL
R DHMEBIGE Y AT LDRLNEIZ A DAETEICKRERFEEZ 52 5. (b) HiklXH
IRRILARE S N7 WHEER DA — TV RERETH 5720, BN MG
VAT LADRNEIFINAHANLRHBEDRFIZ —E S . (c) MKIZ2 — P — 2RO
PIEHDOET VAR ECEEST 5728, AMS LWHEEY AT LD/ KL —
Y—lZN=VF S X EHNFEY AT LDRHFIZ—RE .

WEEY AT LIk % 2 EMCHRETE 205, SHTIE (1) MEX—Z (Retrieval-
based) & (ii) 2K~ —2A (Generation-based) DXEGY AT AW EFH L Lo TV



5. (1) DMBR—ZAWNGFES AT LEH P COHBINT v TV — |k (AHDF
) EF—U— Ry FUTEOMBT VLTI ALTERL (BEICLoTET
YTV F T - F2HOAAR) ET D, REBEN-ADIGEXIHEGTH %
DY, RN - ISE LR - SR —BEMEICRIEAE U TV, I 2 TR & 1R
MIZIELWZ &, RREBFIEBUIINE 2 LB TE S L THS. (i) DERN—A
HEE Y AT LIXB R 72 BEEEIRCISE X 2 BT 5. BN — A DIEE SRR
THEH, Wis - WESHRME - SUR —EMICHERE P T W, RIZERD 2
DIZ=a—=INWxy bT =0 ZHHUERR-ANGE AT LE =2 — F VG
A5l (Neural Dialogue Generation) &IPSR, ARBFFETIEEIZ = 2 — T IV RGREK
DIEE L AMRD TR NS RRME 2 /R 3R H O M. WS RRMERT R IR 2 I3
o X PRI — EMEEZES KN TH 5720, Z OREOMRIE R 7 SRk D
—Bhiemy, filx OFED & O RS,

1.2 BUVWZERMERE

MBI 22— FVNGEERIZLVIXLIE 25 TTR] OLS0—MNk
B ZERLPTVWE WS HBEICETT 5. ZOHRREF= a2 — FIVEEERDH]
W OmsE T 9 TIZEH (Vinyals and Le, 2015; Sordoni et al., 2015) 41, Low
Diversity X> Generic Response (X! Dull Response) &FEIEN 5.

X EEAE R & B AR I RN E R & WS ITHBLL 2R A2 TH B D, FEMEHERIE
AN AEZEDA R 5780 15 1 BRI AT THHOITH U, MEEERIEE
X —RITEE S THERM - XRMKFRNEZEDRZ D ENEEMR AT TH
5. $hbb, FEMEIEUINADIE U UXER X ORI ZHRED 72 < THME
RNDY, WAL (1) 1 DDFEEE U U TXUREIFE D L RRIRISE XHHE 2 61,
Z DM (i) BRDFEFH XTI U TR UREXPEZSNS. (1) OHlE LT M
ERBRYZBRATEN? ] LWIREFEXITH LT, AV —Td4) ® [FHH L
WA ETT ] LW EROIERGMPH 5. (i) Ol LT Bt LWwey
Bl X o TEXE LR EWSRLDIFHFIINLT, [£5TIR] &0
5 [A UISE M D 5 .

CNIFERZMEEEZAEL I TS, = a—FVHGHERE T VOFIRRETIX 25



TThR] OLEIBRFETFT—RIHH 7L —XR3FE L 7L —X X 0% DIl F
VT 1 RS, BT L — AR ERAERERPE DL TOENPT D (X
1.1).

one-hot target distribution
wrong model distribution
data distribution A

Stupid is as stupid does

B4 1.1 A IS g B HEE Tis) © 1] 3D HEE Istupid] 0% <D
AR F IV T 1 246 2720, BELERELRVPEZ SN,

— 7, FHERTIE 125 T3] OLSREDRT S AT 5 UMM H A
VB T L — XX ED @ WA & 72 5 D%, Greedy % X° Beam HERILH
2D & D IR MR D HERT 2 (X 1.2).

data transduction
Hey, what’s up? Hi, Sean. How are you doing?

MAP prediction after MLE training
How are you? Not much.
enormous candidates in real dialogue

Hey, Erin. What’s up? Do you have any plans tonight?

X 1.2 BRI AERHER PR KD 7 L — X [Not much.] OAERT 27280,
X DERRMER KD S.

INSDEEIZ 2 SIZERNTE .
(1) 25 1 OREIZIFEIIZHH 7 L —XHBFHD 7L — XX 0% L OFlRF L
T4 R THIETHS. ZOMEIXFEE T —XOAREEIZERNT 508, Lk



EEEETIRTDOMN =7 VRO T7 VL —X2EFIZHS Softmax Cross-Entropy
(SCE) %3 Z ORIz —%E >.

(2) 28 2 ORIEIXFHMR IZ AERMERDPRRKD 7V —AXDAERNTEI L TH5.
COMBIZHEDEVER 2 5 IZEET 5 Greedy R X Beam HRERZ E D
MAP (Maximum A-Posteriori) FHNIZHERK L, Nz [EEES S 7202 LEDEW
BRI DR Z LT FEFREINT WS (Li et al, 2016a; Serban et al.,
2016).

AR TIE (1) 2dET 5720125 UWHEKBEZ Inverse Token Frequency
(ITF) BREZRET L. FEHT X0 2FZRET 572012, ITF #HERI1E Soft-
max Cross-Entropy (SCE) D& HGE Y T A & HEEHE O BUZ LD W TEA
I URRBEETH O, SHHBEFEDFRAF VT « B2 T 5.

ITF LTI LU 72T VOAERXIE (2) OfMEE5 &2 3 MAP Tl % {#H
UG E THEMRENMREEI NS, £/ ITFEEDO V2 7 MIFERICHETH
D, fHHIZHBEA 2D T NCHARAD B 2 WS RIS D B, RWFETIE ITE E%k
AT T flEN T (2) 2WET 2 OPDOFKRE OHKERZITWV, ITF
BEOERMEZ MR L 7.



#2858 BiFEkil

ZDETIE= 2 — IV FEE KL O R DAL HED 72 12 Rl FH X 3 5 BEFH Tz
DWCRIT 5.

2.1 HEEH

%56 (dialogue) 1% 2 ADFEE#H (speaker) I Tiibi, REANREEDR D
&0 (BIZITERISECHWIERM A AY) Thd. X5k - #5h (conversation) 1 2
ANUAEDFEZFEHTITLN, D757y FRSEDOPHED BIARXTHKPERE
) THhd. FIZIEENERAZRFH T 256 13H3K (chit-chat) 2MEDLND. KNG
(dialogue) 1:##E U 72555 (utterance) DES L EHI NS, F - HKEEO HALIX
X — (turn) AMEDLN, WEEOHFAITTEY — N (episode) AMEbND. FiZdh
% ke DIEFE TR S B B DFEH D Feakh 2 5% (response) &\ . Twitter Tl
6% %Y 774 (reply) &R TN, EEULE TIEMEE (answer) & Rl d.

Xl AR & BB IX B L 72 R A2 TH D, ZTD7=HE T IVXIIMFIEDTRA
DEHEIZ 2SN, HWZaIa=F 1 DFERBIZHSLE>TWVW5.

BEMRHER CIXBERE T VT A I NE X% Y — X (source), ETIDHIITRE
X% X—=7w b (target) B LUK IZZSH (reference), EEIZETNVVH T 5%
i (hypothesis) &\ 5. F723C (sentence) (X HiGE (word) SR I NS, H
FEDRD D IZ3F (character) ¥ 77 — K (sub-word) (Sennrich ef al., 2016h)
MOMKINEGGBEEH 570, EFRI 2K T 5H5/NEAL% b —2 V (token)
LRALTDLGENEL . 720G L 72X OES % E (document) &\ 5.

AHETIEFRFZH O AR VIRD, ETIVIZANINDEXEY —AX, ETIAHS
TREXLEZ—=T Y X, EBICETAVPHNT R EREKRLT 5.

WG ERIE G A 5NV =AM S X =7y NXEERT 5 RFIEHBEEE LT
EAMETES., SVHBANEY —AX X = {21,79, ..., T} BFEZAOENDEMT
TO ERXY = {61, 02, ... in} G ABMRNBET V4] 2 [R—4"v b
X T ={t1,ta,...,tn} 252 BEEERART — X540 (EPEEHHETHS. &
BUTIIRR~ 2 S7TER D D, DAEOE 7 Y a v TRl 2 B 5.



2.2 H&BEIM

DX 7Y aryTld=a— 7 VG ERDEGEEAMIZ DO WTHEHT 5.

2.2.1 Sequence-to-Sequence

BB Wy a—XeTa -V AV Y MW R EH#E T
)L % RNN Encoder-Decoder (Cho et al., 2014) £ U < I& Sequence-to-Sequence
(Seq2Seq, S2S) (Sutskever et al., 2014) LR (X 2.1). —fIZY —AXE TV
I— NU7 LSTM O& D (Hidden X2 L& Cell X7 b)) ZESK%E T
a—R95 LSTM O&KEOHMEE T 5.

iR £S5 ? <Go> AA <

21 RNNITYa—XiZb—=2V%F 51 T€5] T?2] AL, RNN
TA=Emo b=2VRH T22]) [T) L] 2003287 —BICHIRRO
RNN 73— XIEED X —7 v b —2 > % AJ) (Tearcher Forcing) U, &
ffili > RNN 73— XIIEE DR =2 V&2 ANT 5.

T Y a—XIZRAM (Bidirectional) RNN % i3 % Z & TX 2R DORHE
Bamitd 2R Exnsg. £729 LY (Recurrent) & & 0 &AL
A (Convolution) J& % 7z ConvS2S (Gehring et al., 2017) X H SiER (Self-
Attention) J& % I\ 7z Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) 2 E@\WHEREZRT Z &
PHRESINTVD. WINOETVHRETH 21T SRR <, JERIC B B
(Residual Connection) #8195 Z & THE=a2—F )V 12y b7 — 27 DEELHEL
PEMINSG., 2D K74 Seq2Seq 1F=2—FIVHFFERKIZBVWTHASLHWS

6



N5 (Vinyals and Le, 2015; Sordoni et al., 2015; Shang et al., 2015). :b{fﬁ
V%’?ﬁ@’?ﬂuﬁ@ﬁ@%gtL\of'ﬂnﬁiﬁkklﬁ@faﬁ_ﬁ Hitxh, BiZT—
EANBAD7ZITTIED F<SBELLRVWI E2MEINT WS (L et al., 2016a;
Serban et al., 2016).

2.2.2 Attention XU Transformer

BWEERICBVWT T Y I =K O % AT VITREEL, TIa—ZBAEY 221
I M % Source-Target Attention (ST-Attn) ® U < (ZHIZ Attention (Attn)
(Bahdanau et al., 2014) &I (4 2.2).

P pd oy
- N N s
1 ! T T I |
CLER £ ? <Go> AR T

22 RNNARZYI—RUAEMN—2VRH AT (5112 2AE) &E
#FL, RNN Fa—&0BEKXALATY TTAEY 22U, XRMEHRZILD H
UNERERBUTEIMNT 5. T3—X1ZY —AXDIEHR%E Seq2Seq D & 5 72 H—D
N7 MV TIFRL, h=2 VRIFDITHE U TZITEMNEDT, XD REIZE
KTE 5.

Attention OF|IFET NV OMWREZHRET 5721 TRV, —f#IZ Seq2Seq 1& T
=T 4 VI OMBPEDIZFEY — A XDHIFINGE< 2D, FSEET VDX SIZ
R5% 5. Attention DZFRME AT ZIRIIBHERIFZ KELL LRSI HLDT,
TA—XMEFEBETINVDOLIITIRDES T 2T L2 RET 2@ 2H 5
(Zhon et al.; 2017; Shao et al., 2017).



—7, NEOHIZ ATV IZHALTSHT % Attention % %712 Self-Attention &
IECX, %7z Attention % D> 22/ /0 U 72 H§#E 2 Multi-head Attention &
3R, Self-Attention & U Source-Target Attention % Multi-head Attention 1t
U777 m vy 27 %%EL 7= Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) IXBMEIER X 2 2K
DHARSFEME R 227 (Devlin et al., 2018) TrEWHEREA RO 5N 5.

2.2.3 MemN2N X' HRED

W EEAE LTI EEERE (I3 ER X — > DY —AX) 2 F R U 7= R 7%
—EBMErERI NS, REMNLRFEL UT () NEEEEZ X VIS 2 Hike
(i) NEEBEZFEER Ry N7 — 27 TS 2 HED 280 2H 5.

(i) 1 Memory Network (MemN2N) (Sukhbaatar et al., 2015; Miller et al.,
2016) & Neural Turing Machine (NTM) (Graves et al., 2014) {2 K5l & 1,
MemN2N (FEHE DY — A X Z NI XX Z PLIZT >y a— R L TENETNA
EY AT Y MM L Attention TAE Y 2o XAREIwRZ T T 5. Z O#AIE
BEZEAMETH LD, Ta—-FOLERETHEEVRBEIZRES LS.
Sukhbaatar et al. (2015) & (% Positional Encoding % F\\ 7z JIEE -2 CRENE %2 %
U720, KOEMEINAZAEE UTRNN Ty I— R 5 GERRETE S
(Nakamura et al., 2018). %7z Temporal Encoding % F\T YV — A X DR F1 %
ZETES. —%, NTM IZ Attention TERKIZAZ P —27 V2 AEYICT Y a—
NLU, Bl Attention TEIRMIZ A E Y 25 XRIGEHRZ fHT 5.

(ii) & Hierarchical Recurrent Encoder-Decoder (HRED) (Serban et al.; 2016;
2017b) & UL THISH, Encoder RNN THED Y — A X ZEHHNZ XA T M LVIZZ Y
I—FUT, Context RNN TEEDXNRZ MLz 1 DOXRNZ bV 2135,

NitEREZNH T Z L TRMERRESAEL, ZRESPPUET S, £k
ARERZRHT 5 Z & THMERUTEHREOREIRE SN TWVWS (Wen et al.,
2015b; Ghazvininejad et al., 2017).



2.2.4 Greedy #H# XU Beam 1%

Al D T 3 — X CHEBRERPIRRKDO N =27 0P T7 LV —X2&INTHZ L%
MAP (Maximum A-Posteriori) Fill 2 I8, MAP Pl ldEx KFRERIZE T S
#F1F#l (prediction) TH D /NT A — XHEE (estimation) & I1FHEZ 5. Greedy
PR O Beam #E2R1Z MAP Pl 9 5K RFETHS. MAP FHIZET IV
OAE (T aA— XIS BHERSA) DIHFADAERT DT, BEDEWERX
ERRTE DD, HOT — XA 2EYN A3 — U7s WA 2> D28 & 7 WK
XU/ BN B 5 (M 2.3).

MAP-Fill

T IV AR \/\

MAP (Maximum A-Posteriori) il

2.3 MAP FHITETNVHADIER D AERT 5.

Greedy #EZRI argmax BAEUT & o THEEMERIHE KD b — 27 v % BRI ER
T5.

;i = argmaxPr(y;|j<i, X) (2.2.1)

—7%, Beam #£% X topk BAHUZ & - THRIKHERD EAL K BIND b —2 VRF| %
REFL, BRRIIZEENRKRD N —2 VRHEEIRUAEKR LT 5.

Yik = topk(H Pr(yj|g<jk,X)) (2.2.2)

j=1
Beam #ER TIXFRHERUNA DR I 7K EZHWTERED S WEKRXE T
FUUTERT L AEPREINTWS (Li et al, 2016¢; Vijayakumar et al.,



2018). EEBMOERIEZER LY 70XV 7 TRIRT 2 HEbHEINTNWSD
(Wen et al., 2015a; Li et al., 2016a; Serban et al.; 2017a).

2.3 HITHE (R—RF1 V)

DRIy a Yy TIEERMEOIREIZ 7 + — 7 AU ETHEIZ ONWTRR S,

2.3.1 Sampling #%& & Top10 13

MAP FHIZE T VDA DTHRDAERL, HDT — X342 @Y 38— U
WO ZRRMEPME N T 28R D o 72, REDBRWERXTH->TEH, T — XD
ZHEYNZHN—F 25 &% Non-MAP F| & IFE.Z. Sampling #5 K& F Topl0 #
#1E Non-MAP FHllz2 3 5REMLFETH S (X 2.4).

i

T I
!

<Go> <Go>

2.4 Sampling BERIGET VAR ST > TV V7L, Topld HERIZFET IV
SIS EAL 10 b =2 Y ERED U ESMLRICY v T v T 5.

Sampling ##58 (Serban et al., 2016) (XE TV ADERLER TEHAMNIT LY
YT v TR HWTHERMIZ b — 27 V& #ERT 5. Softmax BIBDIRE (tempera-
ture) IZX > TETARADBS NI 2HEITE 5.

10



Ji ~ Pr(yil§<i, X) (2.3.1)

ETNVAHPEDT — X BHEIEML TOWIE, TETARGERSY YT v
U & TEOTF =R 0HroY 7)) v Ir7In-2—="ry b EEE
DERMEEE DI ENTFHEINE. LU, Y7V VIR TS 5 72O R
72 b =27 VBB N T 25 D THXDFfEINREINS.

Topl0 #£%& (Edunov et al., 2018) % topk BA%IZ & - THEMERD EAL 10 D
=2 vaKEH U, Softmax B CHER DM IZESMLL, Sampling #ERZ175.
& > T MAP Fll & Sampling RO L 2 5.

Ui ~ Pr(topk(yik)|9<i, X) (2.3.2)

B AR I B W CHERHERE 7V TR ERC (X —7 v P XX e fifly — A X)
ZEBUIERRE TV OEE T — X 2R 2 FEMRE I TV S (Sennrich
et al., 2016a). ZD& &, HEIERE 7L OFEMREIZ Sampling #85R % H\\ THHBL
V= AXDLRRMEZRET S Z & T, HMERE TV ORI RIFEIZH T2 Z L0
wEINTWDS (Ima.mnra et al., 2018; Edunov et al., ‘ZDIS).

2.3.2 Maximum Mutual Information

Li et al. (2016a) 53 AMAREHRE (Maximum Mutual Information, MMI)
IEEDO S HBEBZ REL, HIO TRWERIEMEIZ 7 + — AU TR MA .
MMI Y = AX BRI OEOHAEFREZRKET S5 HNEKTH Y, HEN
IR IZ SREE T VINCZ YR B b — 2 V2 RF T4 X$ 5 L TEHHRER
T 5. MMI-antiLM (ZIRAKIT X > TRIN 5.

i = argmax { Pr(y;|J<i, X) — APr(yi|§<i)} (2.3.3)

22T Pr(ylf<i, X) ZV—AX X 2525 N0NEROXMEMNEHERTH D,
Pr(yf<:) 3Y —AX X 2525NBVIKOSEETNVICLDMHERTH 5.

11



MMI-antiLM 12 Z D E S IZEEETILNDHEEZRETAZ LT, EEBETILDLD
AR ARSI 5.

2.4 FITHAR (ZDfth)
2.4.1 #EFEE

Rl e St 3R AE R D 72012, (Li et al., 2016d) & IZH(LHEE R — 2D Fik2H
ELTWS. MR EET 272012, V—AXEERXDOMOEAD Y1 V5
PEZHRME LTH5ATWS., 72720, EBER» SZREOREN ML 725D
DTHBIENEHAD. ITNETITHRA ZHMPRETF TN TWS. #HIZ L Alexa
DL—H =237 (Serban ef al., 2017a), ~—2 VHE (Elbayad et al., 2018),
IT-IDF(Yi et al., 2018) 7 & QM % F\ 7258 L2 & o TR O DS 5
INTVWS.

2.4.2 E£WRETIV

AR R 2 AT TV AME WS ERPERTE I D A T 4. Kingma and
Welling (2013) & & Variational Auto-Encoder (VAE) 2% L, WG ERKE WD
DB UZ. 20K, TF X MEK (Bowman et al., 2016) X554 5% (Serban
et al., 2017b; Cao and Clark, 2017; Zhao et al., 2017) [Z@EHA I N TV 5.

Goodfellow et al. (2014) 5 1% Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) % 2%
U, BEGEROSBEEIZHEBRL 2. TD&, TF A MEK (Yu et al., 2017) X
sk (i et al, 2017; Xu et al., 2018; Olabiyi et al., 2018) IZ#H I LT W
5. BE, GAN IZ X 2WFEEMIZZEEPMO TRALETH Y, —MRICHATFEH
(Pre-training) 2 4% &35, ZEUXFLVRILVDOTFA MK TIEIFEET IV
DESITHHGREANS I L THIEHZETIMTE L I LAWESINLTVS

(Press et al., 2017).

12



B 3E BREK

— RN, BEBEBIZTRTORA LAT Y TIZboTETARHEDR =T
Nh—=2 V0T ADMER Pr(tlte;, X) &X—="7"v b h—=2 > t; DEDOHEK % @]
CEEL, BEROBNERDS. Z0OX 7Y a VTIIMEEDRA LATY 7 i 12
THHEELIZDONVWTDORS,

3.1 BI#EFF% : Softmax Cross-Entropy &%

MLE T Seq2Seq % il## 9 2 Bz — A H S 115 Softmax Cross-Entropy
(SCE) fakizmNic k> TRI N 3.

exp(o¢)
Lgce = —log (Z'Vl—) (3.1.1)

| exp(ok)

IZTo RFa—XolhEotioecRVIDOEkBEOEETHY, clFx—
TP NN=DO VI TADA VT Y I ATHS. SCEEHEKIIEZE =20 T T 2A%[H
FIZHHO D, BN =2 VIFETIVIZEL DRIV T+ 272567280, HHill
b=V OERHERITB\EIZRELSRY, [ M=V DOERMHERITEEIZ/NS
KBRBENATADEL B, ZTORER, WK M= MEMDPEZD I 006
T, BT N =2 VIER D EIRLTCLE .

3.2 1REZF% : Inverse Token Frequency 8%k

SCE BEDNA 7 AU U S E LM Z R E ST 572012, SCEBLKIZN—72
VERIE DB D < EA% M) 7z Inverse Token Frequency (ITF) 252\ 5 %
BB R IRET 5. ZOBEKBEBUISEIEGE S S A0ELZEA TS (K 3.1)
Z 2T, SCE HEMVEMSE I U CEERAERMERE 5.2 23R 20T 5.

ITF #51% MMI #5@D & 5 ICEEE T VM2 ET 2D TIERL, £ h—7
Y7 I ADAM (IR~ VT« Ot E) 2L, FD -2 > OFEHE % II#H
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You You

do do
not not
talk talk
about about
Fight Fight
Club Club

3.1 HKEEEES [You do not talk about Fight Club.)] W5 h—2 >~
BRI U TCTEMST UBITH S, £lX SCEEBIRDEZEN—T T T ADEA
ThHY, BCOI—=2 VI FATEHELY (BHEIRTOEAIZL THD). AiX
ITF HERDE N =27 5 ADEATH Y, i b =2 VIFEEARIPNI V.,

¥, b2 v 0EEEREHEIES. Lo T, ITF 413 SCE 2L THES 1
LZETIVHHELDEBEONPRETNDAZEL DT, Greedy R TH + 1255k
RINE R DA REZ 22 5.

ITF BEIZRD & 5 2R HE 5 .

o ITFHEED IV T MIFEICHMET, HAAELXPT L.

o ITF HKIFEADE SCE L & W5 Bl T b 2 O TRIFUIZFIA 2
)7 MHARDG Z e TES. — /T, MMI, GAN, VAE, RL IZE 5V
REIEX 2 IGENT 2 FHSBEN D 0 REDEHI RS,

o ITF #4:0Fliix MLE O3l & FEEIZZET 5. GAN ¥ RL OfiE
WEALZETHY, LIXUIX MLE OFHEHiFIHE (Pre-training) WHBETH 5.

ITF 8KIE SCE#LD b—7 VEEEANTFREEZ o1, RATL>TRZ
ns.

LITF = wcLsce (321)
1

We = ——————

freq(token,)*

T w iEAweRVIDIBE 25X clZWIbT 3EETHD, token, 1327 5
A clZHInddb—2 v Thb. B freq(token,) 1& token, 23 FIfHE v MZEY
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THEBTHD. NFHEORELZHTETEINANNTA=RTHS. \=0 D,
ITF {813 SCE Bk L HMETH 5. V7 N~y 7 A@EBRHIT 2 E T IVAA4IEI
TR e G CTRIL TH D CHFIRIIZ MMI AR & HEGREE TR %), <SoS>
®<EoS> (starting of sentence & ending of sentence MHEFL) 7 & DRFFGL 5 1
fhi@E b —2  ERBRICLIET 5. $74b5, <SoS>P<EoS>Idiligt v b
DEXCTHBTLDT, TNH6D =2 > D ITF HEDEA IS TN L fH %
5.
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B4E RERRTE

HAGE Twitter 7 — X & FHWTRETFIED ITF 8L & BT D FIED 4K
XD E KOS % KT 2 R %17 o 72, BATHFED FiLIE Sampling #5R,
Topl0 #5&, MMI ## D 3 FETH L. ZOBETIRHERIZHEHALEZT—XE Y b,
R=Z2 51 v OFEM, FIREEE, FHMHHGEIZDOWTHT 5.

4.1 T—49%tv k

KRR TIEAARZED Twitter ) 751 2INELTF— Xty M 2EEL . Hiifiz
HoV 7485, Ny NALORNGE, #ECREVHFEEZT— Xty b SR
U7z, difit v ME 45M FEEEC e 0.7M W3tz &, 1 RS 6 FEh
SfEEhd. £72, 1epoch 729 3.8M HEAKTIHIMT 2. Hitky b&F A b
oy MIZTNETN 1024 A Z HEL 7-.

4.2 RN—R74V

RETED ITF BEA L HBETEIR—AT7 1 v FEE LT, AM, Greedy #5,
Sampling ##5, Topl0 ##K, MMI #Edm % A L 7=.

BEFETHBEDO =2 — I NVHFHERY AT L LT, EHED 8 FafblN % il
U7z E3% % I1THL5 Long Seq2Seq (LS2S) #fifHL7z. T3 —XDTRTD
J& % Bidirectional LSTM (6 J& x 2 Jfilal), 73— XDFTXTDOE%E LSTM (6
J&) ZBRHL, $RTOFEEICEARER, % 0.1 @ Dropout, FEIEH L (Layer
Normalization) Z#EH U7, b—2 Y OMOHIAAIZIE Bert (Devlin et al., 201R)
TREINZHMOIAAE (Token Embedding, Position Embedding, Segment
Embedding O %) %M L7z, Token Embedding I& b — 2 2 IZJ5 U7z HiA
AT M), Position Embedding (& b —2 > DAL U728 OAA R ML,
Segment Embedding 13X DALEIZ S U7z HDIAAR Y ML 2T 5.

MMI FFIFERHZ A U T 5 2RI S v, Li et all (2016a) & D ik
AR, R E MLE 2 U, FEMiRC MMI #5m % (HH 9 5. MMI #E5mi1dx

16



NI E->TRINS.

§; = argmax {log softmax(o; — A\u;)} (4.2.1)

ZZToe RVIGY —2AXHREAENEHOTI-KOHIEOHNTHY,
ueRVIEZY —2AXBEZSNBH o ZHOTA-XDBAROETITH 5.
EEMIZIE, Ta—-4D LSTM OREIREZ 0 THHIML 2. HTEBRTIX
log softmax (0;) — log softmax(Au;) * log(softmax(o;) — softmax(Au;)) % & DAt
DA TIZEFICEEL 2 o7, BEN 1F anti-LM IHO 555 % §# 9 5 N A X
NIA—=RTH5B. Lietal (2016a) 51TV, TIA—XDEID 5 XA LAT Y
FDOH MMI #idh 2L 7= (y = 5).

4.3 FlfRRE

Za— JIVHEEAER Y AT LADOHIRRETIZ, it v b T 32k FEEEED Sentence-
piece(Kndo and Richardson, 2018) % %% L, Sentencepiece & 7 V% H\ Tl
Yy FDY—AXER—=7y NX% subword IZ h—2F A4 X L7z, £HETFTIN
HERUIZ =0 VRN ET N =2 F 4 AU THEBRZIERLT-.

W0 DN R D, HAIZTRTOFTIETIRONA NN TRA =R EZRE L. N1
FRT RA—=RIINy FH A X 32, GEEH 32k, AT T 1 A Y: Adam, FEEK:
3e-4, BENJFH 1 X 256, mARIIE: 32 h—2 v x8 FGh, VA (AEVY
4 X): 8, ~v N (Multi-head Attention): 8, E#: 6, v 78 (MemN2M):
1, Dropout *: 0.1 & U7=.

4.4 ANFFHM

BEARRHER O B By 324l T 12— % #IZ BLEU (Papineni et al., 2002) 23MfH S
5. UL UNGEER CIEBR ST — MR H X N5 MR TR £ > TV AR,
FRZXEEAE R TIE BLEU & AFFHICHBEDA Ao nZ EARESINTNS
(Lin ef al., 2016). —#IZSEN—BITE £ S5 WHEEERTIEX =7 v b
D n-gram HEREZH > TEMXDOBRUEL ZHIldT 2 Z AL W, RIFFEOH
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HISZER Tl BLEUA4 Z 2 M FDFELKMEWA T ZRL, ETNVOMYEP I =
N FOY TV TIZE>TAATHRELELH L., I TARMETIIMATD
FEERTFIECTANFFM 2 EME U 72, X4 IZEBICHH U2 HMEERD 7 + —< v b
Ths.

15 Z D FHi & 12 Twitter 128175 2 ADOGEHMONGEZ R L7z, &XFEE0F
SR BT OND . FHEIE IEZNEFEORBITH S IGEXE LT (1) o &bk
RINERE LB D, (2) o b ERELEZNERELES 5D % 6 D DERK
MOEIRU. 72720 (1), (2) OBFIFEEIFEINT NS, 6 DDERED S
H 1 DX AMDOFKEE X, D 5 DIFELZFEOERLTHS. 5 Fiklk Greedy
P, Sampling ##5, Topl0 #5K, MMI #im, ITF EEZ2HH L. HliE 134
T 10 EEZFHME L 72z, SXEEHET Yy 7 v Tnwab. 10 MEEIET A MY b
oI YRLMIGEE L., R UAMOIGED [Bld&5) © Tdres) ok
S 7B T L — X2 7 B SR IE RSN U 72

4.5 BENEHMm

ARG TITHAGE Twitter 7 — X IWH#R b — 27 F A F—2HRATELhr o727
O, Fifft > b TH¥E L7z Sentencepiece €T IV & HWT h—2F 4 XL, subword
RINZH U CHBRHMIEA I 7 25HHE U7z, Ad, MRS E =7y b0
5 <S0S>, <EoS>, <Pad>, <Unk> (padding & unknown DW&ZEL) 55 DKL 5
ZERAU 7z, B2 ITEBRXOBEHEFHME A MY v 7 AL U THilg S 3 Perplexity
(PPL), MEEHIiZ BLEU, Z#RMEGEGIZ DIST, RFIEGHIGZ Length, KT
fifiiz Repeat % £ L 7z. Length (T X TOAEK L DRINEDE¥IHE) UMD A b
Dy 7 ZDFMITATOR 7 Y a VTR,

4.5.1 Perplexity

Perplexity (PPL) I& Teacher forcing ROET NV RHD I HRX—Tw b =2 v
25 A ¢ DIEHER p. DADNE —logp. 2T RTDRALAT Y TIZiE-> TF
Ll - +logp. (ZhEZY br¥—H W\, Cross-Entropy Loss &
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MR EE > A T L D FHE R

M2OHERETY, ZhiHMELHIDIHDOFHERE T,

I STwitterlc & 1T 22 ADFEHEBONFERRLET. RERFTHICTONET
MEORBICHELIGEXELT (1) BoLd THRANGDE, LEBSHD, 686 HE
—BULERE FEBSHOEDDERENSBIRLTKES W, 220 (1), (2 OBRIEER
LTHBWEEA.

6DDBEIREDSE 1 DIFABDORFEN, HOSDEERREINFEV AT LOERNTY.

WEEE ST TIORFETYT, SNFTBREE Y v v 7ILLTWET,

TSR T, ABDISEDOBREEARLET.

BIELWEZBBRFETTD, LBULCBEVWLET,

> W >

TN MTINA 2T, 174

TBIEES2TVETY ToTE5- Ur WHEER> TLEE WAL
THBIFLSETWEFTINA R TREZDEF1BRESCSVWTTH, BR->TEFETY
TolFaIPRIED > < DRATIES W,

o LEBOIMBREEZERLTILES WL, *

A

A

O OO0OO0OO0OO0
>

THRIEERBD T, BD < BWATYT Lawdh E6RFTI 1l
fBoMesNEIY

NEWI > K DED LEZEEITW
MREBOTSHSIZBHICENRED TEXLEL
IFRIRETHETY, |

TBOMNES VWX TIFRIF I, AERO TELKEABZVDT...)

Bl 4.1 FEBZHHAUZAFIEDO 7 +—< v b THD. FHliEIZENAFTET &I
[HoBbMONLRIEE] & o b EHRE—HELULRE] ZE#RL .

FfE) %KD, TRTOEBEIXDNRN=TVLF VT 1 exp(H) DVVIERFHRT 5.
Z Z T Teacher forcing I35t EMERD1%E| % B7- 3. Perplexity 23k T 5 &
ZAE, B=T v b b=2 Fbo bl THDEREL, ETIVAMANX —

19



Ty Mh=2 I ATEWVIEMERZE D Y THIFLERIRGE WS 2T
H5. U7TzH> T Perplexity DA I 7 WMEWIZERIGTH B L E R 5.

HIRAZ, SEEETIVHEEREHE LT ULIXUIK Softmax Cross-Entropy 8%
%%%T%@miﬂ~7V$V?4’ﬁbf%ﬁ%?%tb?%é.%%ﬁﬁﬁ
ITF #RIZEFE DA =TV F 2T 0126 U Tt d, b—2 VHEOWHT
HAMIT U=V XTI L TRELT . £/ 3T VF T4 6Db
BT 4 T4V IHREEEXDORUEUIIBT USMHBELAVWI LIZEESN
7z,

4.5.2 BLEU

BLEU (Papineni et al., 2002) ZTRTOEKRLELETRTOX—=7 v hXD
n-gram MEEZEHET 5. 74205, BLEU-1 I unigram j# &%, BELU-2 I
unigram & 3*30) 0.5 F & bigram #HEED 0.5 BOFZHED, A TAEVIFE

MERRWEE X 5. n-gram #MERIEZ DL D@D #H A (precision) D AT
U, BHIE (recall) ZFRULRWORXEEKT 5 AVERTHLDT, RIE
L CTAaT &R+ J 4 X35 Brevity Penalty (BP) Zi@H U7z, £7z@EE%
70D n-gram HIZ 0.1 ZIMABAL—Y VT ZEHL .

WL D DX EEA R DS T IEBEREHER © — %172 BLEU-4 2 i3 528, &%
DHEHAERTIZET VR FEEFEICEDL ST BLEUA4 X 2L FDEFEL KW A D
7amUTe. TAUEEEAE SIS BEMBIER IC LR TH X 5 2 ESEMAIE R TH 5
725, Z—=7 v XL ERD n-gram IZBWTHET S Z L DRNETH S5 5T,
BRIZETNVOUMER I =Ny FOY VTV VI RBIUKF LU TEBICAITH
ERNT2BL 2R L. $72b05, BLEU-4 XU EEEKOGHIT & U TAEY) T
H5.

FANRD@E YD, MEFEKTIE BLEU & AFFHliIC B DA S w2 & 3
HINTWD (Lin et al., 2016).
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4.5.3 DIST

DIST (Li et al., 2016a) & XN TOEKIZEEN S ngram D5 BRI D
n-gram DE|GZFHET 5. T7205, DIST-1 1% 7% 5 unigram OE|A, DIST-2
3572 % bigram OFGZMD, AATREVIZELEREPENEF A 5. ER
b =2 Y DEDRDILNFE n-gram DEE T S A REMEIIK < 22 B DT, DIST 134
19 DIEEARBD DI NEEGRDP O X 2 BT B IFEAFTH S, FHIXISHK
EHUTWARWI L EZEBEINE.

4.5.4 Repeat

Repeat IZ TR TOERXDSI bHEBETE =27 V2 ELERXDEEG ZEA
T5.

HETERTIET IO ELUAEL 7L — X2 ERT 2HAN RSN, Z
DBGUTE X D EBI R ME 2 KBS E S, 22 TRCOFETCREY T
L' v ¥ — (Repetition Suppressor) Z#MHAL7z. 7L v —3EEFEAD b —2
VOERHEREPRTHI LT, XPIZALU =27 L —XPHHELP TV
W&z MHT 5. Y7Ly —ldmAc koI 3.

1
suppressor(oy) = ok, 4.5.1
(©) {1 + count(tokeny, )} ( )

IZTop BTa— Aol hEomo e RVI ok ZFAOEEZETH Y,
count (tokeny, ) 1FHEGRIFD T 2 — X DVERFHEAD b — 2 V1T tokeny, HE £ 2 [H]
HTHs.
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BSEE BER

5.1 AFFE/M

(65 HMNNZINE] OHEZM G0, 2o HR—ELUZINE] DR
X 52ZmRUT.

Engagement
60%
50% -
40% A
30% A
20% -
0%
Human  Greedy Smpl(0.8) Top10(2) MMI (0.6) ITF (0.3)
51 o & H@IINRINE
Consistency
60%
50% -
40% -
30% A
20% - -
10% A B chosen

0% -
Human Greedy Smpl (0.8) Top10 (2) MMI (0.6) ITF (0.3)

52 boltbHRE-ELLLE
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ZNETNHEE 1~10 DN TOHE ZHRA U7z RIZAFHKRD 5 FHEDIEE HHER
SINEETHD. 5 FIKIX Greedy #EER, Sampling #5K, Topl0 #&, MMI #
i, ITFEETHS.

ERTIZ A DOREPRLERIE @RI N, FIEANZIEEFIED Inverse Token
Frequency (ITF) #4378 5 & K EIRT N, W T Greedy #EE KU Topl0
BN & BRI N7z, Sampling HEERIEHEIR D DIST-1/2 (2 TAB DS AD
n-gram ZREMEZ R U772DY, FHMEiE IZIEE A EBIRU o7z, £72 TE o2 B
IZRIRE] L Teo b gR—EUZE ] [TIFMRWMHEENH - 7-.

UL D JRE ALK GE TGl OEIRNAE S 1T 23 b, BRI DINE
DEWXEETIE 8 BIOFHME A AR DIGE 2 EIN T M2 D - 7. FEERERIZFE
U7 v —hMo kb e, BEOHEETIETEMIZIE S A7 SR E O X0 filiE 235
BIIEZIoTWa 70, fHiFHIZZNSPARDIEE TR RNV L2 /ifoTnd
Zehbhotz. £ T & THER—E] OEREZWAMIC I NP 5727205
ZADOHMolzE WO ERLEH -7,

5.2 HEFM

HERHMA MYy 7 ZADOA37 %K 5.3 KO 5.4 2R LTz,

Method

Human  Greedy Smpl (0.8) Top10(2) MMI (0.6) ITF (0.3)

X 5.3 AMKU 5 FEOKE %2 BLEU-2 X DIST-1 Tl L =R TH 5.
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Type PPL  BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2 Length  Repeat

0 Human 1.00 100.00 100.00 35.58 81.70 13.11 41.70
1 Greedy 130.06 12.29 3.74 18.97 47.41 7.17 3.42
2 Smpl (0.8) 130.06 12.95 2.74 34.75 80.04 9.94 6.84
3 ToplO (2) 130.06 13.89 2.68 22.68 69.14 11.36 10.94
4  MMI (0.6) 130.06 12.64 3.47 26.35 63.46 7.82 4.39
5 ITF (0.3) 215.73 12.30 3.59 28.12 60.13 8.51 9.28

54 AHIKU 5 FERDOINE 2 EBOFMA bV v 7 ATHM L 7FRTH 5.

Sampling #R IZ AN AD DIST-1/2 2R L7245, — T Greedy #EE L D 1R
A~ FHEW BLEU-2 Z/7 U7z, Topl0 £ 1EX* DIST-1/2 2% L, BLEU-1
kb o & HED 5724, BLEU-2 I Sampling ##2R & FHFEE TH - 72. MMI #qh
¥ ITF 2 (£ FRED BLEU-1/2 & DIST-1/2 %7 L 7-.

NTF3H & E B ETAm O B (a5 % B8 L 7=,

£ 5.1 NFHAM & E B O FHEI RS
| BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2
Engagement -0.38 +0.58 -0.53 -0.72
Consistency -0.39 +0.55 -0.35 -0.58

AFFHli & BLEU-1 (23 OMBEDH », BLEU-2 IZIZIEQHBEYRH -7, A
T3l & DIST-1 kU DIST-2 ([ZIZEDOHEEDH > 7. £ 72 ATF-Ffli & Length K
U Repeat (Z131E & A EHHBAD R 572, Ko TRIFETOHEBFAMA Y v 2 X
IZIE BLEU-2 2 2F 123 5 0W e EZ oN5.

5.2.1 NAINNRXFTA—=%4

ARFFETIEETFIEORMERNA NN TA—RERD-ODOKFERE T - 7=,
Sampling 58 & OF Topl0 3R TIXIRAD & 5 2 Softmax B DIEE (tempera-
ture) K> TET AV HMOWS NI 2HFMTE S, BEVPEHVIEEET VAR
BoDIThD.
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Pr(y;) = softmax(o; /temperature) (5.2.1)

MMI #3101 7885 XA — & \ T antiLM ORJE 2 FEic =, ITF BRI Ag
INNTGA—=RZNTITF OMEZHFHTES. ADEWEEFEI B EHINS.
WHEAZM 55 LU 6.6 IZRUT.

Sampling (Temp.) Top10 (Temp.)

4 30

0.5 0.8 1 1.2 1.5

MMI (Lambda) ITF (Lambda)
5 35 5 35

5.5 4 FEDRLEZNAINT A —XDE % BLEU-2 O DIST-1 T2k
L-iERTH 5.

Sampling 51T A 2@ WIE E BLEU-1/2 2M& < DIST-1/2 2 @d o7z, 974
%, BLEU & DIST 3524 L —RAT7THS. —7, Topl0 FHEN 2 D&
& BLEU-1 »'ieb i<, RENEWIZY BLEU-2 2ME» o7, ERBECHEDS
3 DIST-1 l&—E T, \ENENIEE DIST-2 23E 5 - 7z. MMI #5mid A 3@
1E & BLEU-1/2 2M&<, A2 0.8 fHiEd & & DIST-1/2 b Ehr o7, ITF 8
KIE AN 04 DL & BLEU-1 b &<, A 2EWIEE BLEU-2 ME» 572, A
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Sampling
Type PPL BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2 Length Repeat

0 0.5 130.06 12.63 3.35 25.26 63.66 8.00 4.30
1 0.8 130.06 12.95 2.74 34.75 80.04 9.94 6.84
2 1 130.06 12.41 2.22 40.50 87.38 12.55 8.30
3 1.2 130.06 8.51 0.85 46.06 93.96 17.21 10.64
4 1.5 130.06 5.04 0.46 51.25 98.31 24.44 9.96
Top10
Type PPL BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2 Length Repeat
0 0.5 130.06 12.58 3.52 21.72 57.43 7.74 4.30
1 1 130.06 13.20 3.21 22.34 63.03 9.15 6.54
2 1.5 130.06 13.63 3.05 22.54 67.20 10.29 9.96
3 2 130.06 13.89 2.68 22.68 69.14 11.36 10.94
4 2.5 130.06 13.76 2.45 21.85 70.75 12.65 13.77
MMI
Type PPL BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2 Length Repeat
0 0 130.06 12.29 3.74 18.97 47.41 7.17 3.42
1 0.6 130.06 12.64 3.47 26.35 63.46 7.82 4.39
2 0.8 130.06 11.01 2.76 30.11 69.22 7.94 3.81
3 1 130.06 7.65 1.92 27.02 70.28 7.75 4.49
4 1.2 130.06 4.98 1.34 17.13 54.37 7.65 4.00
ITEF
Type PPL BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2 Length Repeat
0 0 130.06 12.29 3.74 18.97 47.41 7.17 3.42
1 0.3 215.73 12.30 3.59 28.12 60.13 8.51 9.28
2 0.4 308.02 12.42 2.95 25.70 56.25 9.73 6.64
3 0.5 428.81 12.29 2.86 25.41 57.83 12.37 3.22
4 0.6 702.85 8.71 1.72 18.23 46.29 16.22 8.01

5.6 4 FHEORLENANNTA—ZDIREEZEBOFMRA M) v 72 ATHE
fliL7-fERTH 5.

#0.3 D& & DIST-1/2 H35d Ed o 7=,

5.2.2 ETIL

AW TIXENL D 8 FaH AN % i U 72 B X% %1% Long Seq2Seq (LS2S)
ZEH U7, BRABRETIVOMRRIIER ST o7z, LKL 72 7 €T ViE Seq2Seq
(S2S), Long Seq2Seq (LS2S), LS2S with Attention (LAttn), Long Transformer
(LTrm), Memory Network (Mem), Hred, Hierarchical Transformer (HTrm) T
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H5. TDOETINT Sampling R ZHFH L 7=,

LAttn (21 Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) THZE X 17z Multi-head At-
tention (8 heads) ZffHAL, TI—XDITRTDE, TRTDXA LAT Y TIZ#
FHU7-. Multi-head Attention I% Query, Key, Value, Output X2 )L DFFHEE
i, ¥APEkt, Dropout, Layer IE#b%E &,

Mem IR EZIM A 572 1 hop & LU, EEDFEGEUND Y — A% Bidirec-
tional LSTM (6 & x 2 /ilal) & Temporal Encoding TZ> 32— KU TAEY (&
#J8 @ Hidden & Cell) 2B L 7z. EEDFHZHED Y — AL % Bidirectional LSTM
T > a— K U7 Hidden & Cell % Query & L, AEVIZXT 5 Attention % i
BIZEHE U T Hidden & Cell ® Context %37z, %12 Query & Context DFI
7 32—XDLSTM (6 &) O&JEDHIHIMEIZ L 7=

Hred (¥ Encoder RNN (Z Bidirectional LSTM (6 J&), Context RNN (Z %
Bidirectional LSTM (6 &) ## /M L, Context RNN O & @D %7 a— K
35 LSTM (6 /&) D& JEOHIHAEIZ L 7=.

HTrm |& HRED ® RNN #% Transformer (ZE S X 72ET N ThH 5.

FERZR 5.7 KUK 5.8 IR U7z,

Model

41 - 50

S28 LS2S LAttn LTrm Mem Hred Htrm

5.7 RIpZETNONE% BLEU-2 KU DIST-1 TFHli U 72#55R TH 5.

Lattn 1% - & £ &\ BLEU-1/2 2R L, R\WT LS2S 3%\ BLEU-1/2 2R
U7z. LS2S 1% S2S & b @\ BLEU-1/2 2R L, EBAFE2ERT 52 VAR
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Type PPL BLEU-1 BLEU-2 DIST-1 DIST-2  Length  Repeat

0 S28 140.73 11.08 1.72 40.82 86.87 12.62 8.20
1 LS2S 130.06 12.41 2.22 40.50 87.38 12.55 8.30
2  LAttn 116.28 13.02 2.80 42.09 87.58 11.85 2.15
3 LTrm 148.70 11.83 1.76 42.05 88.16 12.40 4.30
4  Mem 141.79 11.85 1.65 41.15 87.66 12.02 10.45
5  Hred 134.04 12.00 1.66 41.43 87.33 12.17 5.27
6  Htrm 192.39 10.03 0.65 41.40 87.19 11.72 7.52

5.8 RLDZETINVOIRE ZEEBMDFMA b v 7 X THHE L 7zf5RTH 5.

FTHDebho7-. Sampling BRDLE, ETFIVERICEDL ST, AMEFERE
0 DIST-1/2 % 5R$ 2 & hibiro 7z,

FAUZ X U T LTrm 1% LS2S & K\ BLEU-1/2 Z/R L7, Z#id Transformer
DIARWFFE T U 72z HARGE Twitter 7— X (£ UK IEENEEME A7 2f) 12 %
SHIENDH, KRIFFED &SI RIIEDPENT — 2 2R IZZ DRV DD, £
HKEDIADD 572D, BRABFERPEZSND. 5%, WMT FDREMEIER
T—XEy b THIIIT EMBEND D.

Mem & OF Hred 1% LS2S & 0K\ BLEU-1/2 /R U7z, $bb, HBHKE%
ZR9 5 7-HIZ Memory Network ® HRED ¥ O EHEHET VEHEE T E, &
BERGFED 1 SUZ5EEE LU T Segment Embedding £ & T Seq2Seq I AT 57215 T
+3ThHHAHEENE . £ DD Mem % Hred 1$1Z UDIZXRT MLEELL,
ZTNDSFHIZXHRAR Y VRS 5728, EEZ b—2 VIERPIKDbNUTWS A
BN D 5.

5.3 SRl

BRICAF I CTHW S TFIROER L 2RO HIRT 5.

xtEEfl 1

A T4 H cs?]
B %9
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A TEKBRNTES HIBZZ 2 S WERITFTZ 5 A7)

B I88INIVWTEDIEHLS S

A TWERHA R 2 5S4 T 50T, i) s7?)

B IURAIE IR OWZERTH &, R LHMIED T

human : A TEUTHEFL E I

greedy : A [72513X1)

sampling: A < I9...]

topl0 A IHIL»HSH, 1 H» 8 HITRA7w]
mmi : A TRz A& < 7]

itf A O RST Vv Fy bbb T4

X3 5E5 2

A TZA2ZAHL £THRAZWE

B MEfk&A I3\ 2. <kaomoji>< |

A TV TEHWWIEHH R A RES Rl
B 12D & flEH 72 <kaomoji> |

human : A TRABWEHIZEBIT > TP SHIEZ 5720 (K) IFALEAZA®
A—d&—]

greedy : A TU%»d. HHMPHHEHDOKE T

sampling: A TAARIESD DR VAT kHa<kaomoji>)]

topl0 A THB, U»HSEIHEITo>TPA I«

mmi : A TTREIZ )R 57 )

itf A TU»H. 9 647< ARl

xtEEfl 3

A T14<kaomoji> ]
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A TRV T VK F TR FRERZL WV <kaomoji>

human : B 7212, BERFZKLD?)

greedy : B A, ZiZZH<kaomoji> ]

sampling: B [ 2., £U!7]

topl0 : B TREZBRE GREK L TERTHEELVLIERTH, LFOFEF 2 F
HEEHY: 3 FAICHT T 50 o BikAF, KX

mmi : B T RAREL KT

itf : B Tzy#7eonhnll

xtEE Bl 4
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mmi : A TA— LINE!]
itf A THRERZ &

Greedy R IX 72512 R T2, 5T wwl 7 & SURMAFMEH A 7220 Generic
Response % K3 B HHAD D - 7-. Sampling R & Topl0 HRI: TAETILE
BT 5! X [KREZBRE GREM LU THERTREL 2 & EWRIIZEEEZ
BATINEZERT BMEAVD o7, £V —AXE DEDR O PO FIRIZER
TAREARTHD. MMI HRIZPPY —AXEDER O RARERTH . KK
2, MAP FHILAS D FHEIE SR — B EAL T 212 H > 72, ITF LI
Generic Response Z #7200, Greedy R TH 5720V — AL & DD D I
MWHERTH - 7=,
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g & v & FEB N ROXR—EM 2/ ET 5220 TE7Z. LPLETOFE
TEASM, BEVILEXDOXGETIEH S 27 SRR WRHlEEA 2 < b o 72, 5
%, FHIFEOT —XILRIZE > TT—XE%2 P L, Transformer OM:HE % B
FHERIGE A HIE T 572012 WMT ED 7 — Xty b THEFMliZ /T W2Ww., £
ANFFHti & BLEU-2 BAAAD BEIFE A NV » 27 23RV, U IXEOM
BRd 5 eEND SN, SEKLDFMRATIHMIZEMT 52 & 2RET L7720,

S, MEZMHEREL D DOSREEZEET S X D P I N B LB E KR T 57
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