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ABSTRACT

Conversational recommender systems (CRS) aim to proactively
elicit user preference and recommend high-quality items through
natural language conversations. Typically, a CRS consists of a rec-
ommendation module to predict preferred items for users and a
conversation module to generate appropriate responses. To develop
an effective CRS, it is essential to seamlessly integrate the two mod-
ules. Existing works either design semantic alignment strategies, or
share knowledge resources and representations between the two
modules. However, these approaches still rely on different architec-
tures or techniques to develop the two modules, making it difficult
for effective module integration.

To address this problem, we propose a unified CRS model named
UniCRS based on knowledge-enhanced prompt learning. Our ap-
proach unifies the recommendation and conversation subtasks into
the prompt learning paradigm, and utilizes knowledge-enhanced
prompts based on a fixed pre-trained language model (PLM) to
fulfill both subtasks in a unified approach. In the prompt design, we
include fused knowledge representations, task-specific soft tokens,
and the dialogue context, which can provide sufficient contextual
information to adapt the PLM for the CRS task. Besides, for the
recommendation subtask, we also incorporate the generated re-
sponse template as an important part of the prompt, to enhance
the information interaction between the two subtasks. Extensive
experiments on two public CRS datasets have demonstrated the
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effectiveness of our approach. Our code is publicly available at the
link: https://github.com/RUCAIBox/UniCRS.
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1 INTRODUCTION

With the widespread of intelligent assistants, conversational recom-
mender systems (CRSs) have become an emerging research topic,
which provide the recommendation service to users through natural
language conversations [5, 15]. From the perspective of functions,
CRSs should be able to fulfill two major subtasks, a recommen-
dation subtask that predicts items from a candidate set to users
and a conversation subtask that generates appropriate questions or
responses.

To fulfill these two subtasks, existing methods [4, 16, 35] usually
set up two separate modules for each subtask, namely the recom-
mendation module and the conversation module. Since the two
subtasks are highly coupled, it has been widely recognized that a
capable CRS should be able to seamlessly integrate these two mod-
ules [4, 16, 30, 35], in order to share useful features or knowledge
between them. One line of works incorporate shared knowledge
resources (e.g., knowledge graphs [4] and reviews [22]) and their
representations to enhance the semantic interaction. Another line
of works design special representation alignment strategies, such
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Table 1: An illustrative case of the semantic inconsistency
between the recommendation and conversation modules in
existing CRS methods. The mentioned movies and entities
are marked in italic blue and red, respectively. Compared
with the baseline, the generated response of our model is
more consistent with the predicted recommendation.

USER: Hello! I am looking for some movies.

HUMAN: What kinds of movie do you like? I like animated
movies such as Frozen (2013).

USER: I do not like animated films. I would love to see a
movie like Pretty Woman (1990) starring Julia Roberts.
Know any that are similar?

KGSE: Recommendation: Frozen 2 (2019)

’ Response: Pretty Woman (1990) is a great movie.

Recommendation: My Best Friend’s Wedding (1997)

OURS: Response: Have you seen My Best Friend’s Wedding
(1997)? Julia Roberts also stars in it.

HUMAN: Pretty Woman (1990) was a good one. If you are in it

for Julia Roberts you can try Runaway Bride (1999).

as pre-training tasks and regularization terms (e.g., mutual informa-
tion maximization [35] and contrastive learning [38]), to guarantee
the semantic consistency of the two modules.

Despite the progress of existing CRS methods, the fundamental
issue of semantic inconsistency between the recommendation and
conversation modules has not been well addressed. Figure 1 shows
an inconsistent case of the prediction from a representative CRS
model, KGSF [35], which utilizes mutual information maximization
to align the semantic representations. Although the recommenda-
tion module predicts the movie “Frozen 2 (2019)”, the conversation
module seems to be unaware of such a recommendation result
and generates a mismatched response that contains another movie
“Pretty Woman (1990)”. Even if we can utilize heuristic constraints to
enforce the generation of the recommended movie, it cannot funda-
mentally resolve the semantic inconsistency of the two modules. In
essence, such a problem is caused by two major issues in existing
methods. First, most of these methods develop the two modules
with different architectures or techniques. Even with some shared
knowledge or components, it is still difficult to effectively associate
the two modules seamlessly. Second, results from one module can-
not be perceived and utilized by the other. For example, there is
no way to leverage the generated response when predicting the
recommendation results in KGSF [35]. To summarize, the root of
semantic inconsistency is the different architecture designs and
working mechanisms of the two modules.

To address the above issues, we aim to develop a more effective
CRS that implements both the recommendation and conversation
modules in a unified manner. Our approach is inspired by the great
success of pre-trained language models (PLMs) [2, 8, 12], which
have been shown effective as a general solution to a variety of tasks
even in very different settings. In particular, the recently proposed
paradigm prompt learning [2, 8, 29] further unifies the use of PLMs
on different tasks in a simple yet flexible manner. Generally speak-
ing, prompt learning augments or extends the original input of
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PLMs by prepending explicit or latent tokens, which might con-
tain demonstrations, instructions, or learnable embeddings. Such a
paradigm can unify different task formats or data forms to a large
extent. For CRSs, since the two subtasks aim to fulfill specific goals
based on the same conversational semantics, it is feasible to develop
a unified CRS approach based on prompt learning.

To this end, in this paper, we propose a novel unified CRS model
based on knowledge-enhanced prompt learning, namely UniCRS.
For the base PLM, we utilize DialoGPT [33] since it has been pre-
trained on a large-scale dialogue corpus. In our approach, the base
PLM is fixed in solving the two subtasks, without fine-tuning or
continual pre-training. To better inject the task knowledge into the
base PLM, we first design a semantic fusion module that can cap-
ture the semantic association between words from dialogue texts
and entities from knowledge graphs (KGs). The major technical
contribution of our approach lies in that we formulate the two sub-
tasks in the form of prompt learning, and design specific prompts
for each subtask. In our prompt design, we include the dialogue
context (specific tokens), task-specific soft tokens (latent vectors),
and fused knowledge representations (latent vectors), which can
provide sufficient semantic information about the dialogue context,
task instructions, and background knowledge. Moreover, for rec-
ommendation, we incorporate the generated response templates
from the conversation module into the prompt, which can further
enhance the information interaction between the two subtasks.

To validate the effectiveness of our approach, we conduct ex-
periments on two public CRS datasets. Experimental results show
that our UniCRS outperforms several competitive methods on both
the recommendation and conversation subtasks, especially when
training data is limited. Our main contributions are summarized as:

(1) To the best of our knowledge, it is the first time that a unified
CRS has been developed in a general prompt learning way.

(2) Our approach formulates the subtasks of CRS into a unified
form of prompt learning, and designs task-specific prompts with
corresponding optimization methods.

(3) Extensive experiments on two public CRS datasets have
demonstrated the effectiveness of our approach in both the rec-
ommendation and conversation tasks.

2 RELATED WORK

Our work is related to the following two research directions, namely
conversational recommendation and prompt learning.

2.1 Conversational Recommendation

With the rapid development of dialogue systems [3, 33], conversa-
tional recommender systems (CRSs) have emerged as a research
topic, which aim to provide accurate recommendations through
conversational interactions with users [5, 7, 28]. A major category
of CRS studies rely on pre-defined actions (e.g., intent slots or item
attributes) to interact with users [5, 28, 36]. They focus on accom-
plishing the recommendation task within as few turns as possible.
They adopt the multi-armed bandit model [5, 31] or reinforcement
learning [28] to find the optimal interaction strategy. However,
methods that belong to this category mostly rely on pre-defined
actions and templates to generate responses, which largely limit
their usage in various scenarios. Another category of CRS studies



Towards Unified Conversational Recommender Systems via Knowledge-Enhanced Prompt Learning

aim to generate both accurate recommendations and human-like
responses [10, 15, 37]. To achieve this, these works usually devise a
recommendation module and a conversation module to implement
the two functions, respectively. However, such a design raises the
issue of semantic inconsistency, and it is essential to seamlessly
integrate the two modules as a system. Existing works mostly either
share the knowledge resources and their representations [4, 22],
or design semantic alignment pre-training tasks [35] and regu-
larization terms [38]. However, it is still difficult for the effective
integration of the two modules due to their different architectures
or techniques. For example, it has been pointed out that the gener-
ated responses from the conversation module do not always match
the predicted items from the recommendation module [18]. Our
work follows the latter category and adopts prompt learning based
on pre-trained language models (PLM) to unify the recommenda-
tion and conversation subtasks. In this way, the two subtasks can be
formulated in a unified manner with elaborately designed prompts.

2.2 Prompt Learning

Recent years have witnessed the remarkable performance of PLMs
on a variety of tasks [6, 14]. Most of PLMs are pre-trained with
the objective of language modeling but are fine-tuned on down-
stream tasks with quite different objectives. To overcome the gap be-
tween pre-training and fine-tuning, prompt learning (a.k.a., prompt-
tuning) has been proposed [9, 19], which relies on carefully designed
prompts to reformulate the downstream tasks as the pre-training
task. Early works mostly incorporate manually crafted discrete
prompts to guide the PLM [2, 24]. Recently, a surge of works
focus on automatically optimizing discrete prompts for specific
tasks [8, 12] and achieving comparable performance with manual
prompts. However, these methods still rely on generative models or
complex rules to control the quality of prompts. In contrast, some
works propose to use learnable continuous prompts that can be
directly optimized [13, 17]. On top of this, several works devise
prompt pre-training tasks [9] or knowledgeable prompts [11] to
improve the quality of the continuous prompts. In this work, we
reformulate both the recommendation and conversation subtasks
as the pre-training task of a PLM by prompt learning. In addition, to
provide the PLM with task-related knowledge of CRS, we enhance
the prompts with the information from an external KG and perform
semantic fusion for prompt learning.

3 PROBLEM STATEMENT

Conversational recommender systems (CRSs) aim to conduct item
recommendation through multi-turn natural language conversa-
tions. At each turn, the system either makes recommendations or
asks clarification questions, based on the currently learned user
preference. Such a process ends until the user accepts the recom-
mended items or leaves. Typically, a CRS consists of two modules,
i.e., the recommender module and the conversation module, which
are responsible for the recommendation and the response genera-
tion tasks, respectively. These two modules should be seamlessly
integrated to generate consistent results, in order to fulfill the con-
versational recommendation task.

Formally, let u denote a user, i denote an item from the item set
7, and w denote a word from the vocabulary V. A conversation
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is denoted as C = {s;}}_,, where s; denotes the utterance at the
t-th turn and each utterance s; = {w j};.": | consists of a sequence
of words from the vocabulary V.

With the above definitions, the task of conversational recom-
mendation is defined as follows. At the ¢-th turn, given the dialogue
history C = {s; };;% and the item set 7, the system should (1) select
a set of candidate items J; from the entire item set 7 to recommend,
and (2) generate the response R = s; that includes the items in 7;.
Note that 7; might be empty, when there is no need for recommen-
dation.

4 APPROACH

In this section, we present a unified CRS approach with knowledge-
enhanced prompt learning based on a PLM, namely UniCRS. We
first give an overview of our approach, then discuss how to fuse
semantics from words and entities as part of the prompts, and finally
present the knowledge-enhanced prompting approach to the CRS
task. The overall architecture of our proposed model is presented
in Figure 1.

4.1 Overview of the Approach

Previous studies on CRS [4, 15, 35] usually develop specific modules
for the recommendation and conversation subtasks respectively,
and they need to connect the two modules in order to fulfill the
task goal of CRS. Different from existing CRS methods, we aim to
develop a unified approach with prompt learning based on PLM.

The Base PLM. In our approach, we take DialoGPT [33] as our
base PLM. DialoGPT adopts a Transformer-based autoregressive
architecture and is pre-trained on a large-scale dialogue corpus
extracted from Reddit. It has been shown that DialoGPT can gener-
ate coherent and informative responses, making it a suitable base
model for the CRS task [18, 29]. Let f(- | ©p;,,) denote the base
PLM parameterized by © 1, taking a token sequence as input and
producing contextualized representations for each token. Unless
otherwise specified, we will use the representation of the last token
from DialoGPT for subsequent prediction or generation tasks.

A Unified Prompt-Based Approach to CRS. Given the dialogue
history {s; 5;1 at the ¢-th turn, we concatenate each utterance into

a text sequence C = {wk}zzvl. The basic idea is to encode the dia-
logue history C, obtain its contextualized representations, and solve
the recommendation and conversation subtasks via generation (i.e.,
generating either the recommended items or the response utterance),
with the base PLM. In this way, the two subtasks can be fulfilled in a
unified approach. However, since the base PLM is fixed, it is difficult
to achieve satisfactory performance compared with fine-tuning due
to lack of task adaptation. Therefore, we adopt the prompting ap-
proach [8, 9], where the original dialogue history is prepended with
elaborately designed or learned prompt tokens, denoted by {pk}Zz L
(np is the number of prompt tokens). In practice, prompt tokens
can be either explicit tokens or latent vectors. It has been shown
that prompting is an effective paradigm to leverage the knowledge
of PLMs to solve various tasks without fine-tuning [2, 8].

Prompt-augmented Dialogue Context. By incorporating the
prompts, the original dialogue history C can be extended to a longer
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Figure 1: The overview of the proposed framework UniCRS. Blocks in grey indicate that their parameters are frozen, while
other parameters are tunable. We first perform pre-training to fuse semantics from both words and entities, then prompt
the PLM to generate the response template and use the template as part of the prompt for recommendation. Finally, the
recommended items are filled into the template as a complete response.

sequence (called context sequence), denoted as C:

C— DP1,oo s Pups W1 Whyy - (1)
[ ——
prompt tokens word tokens

As before, we utilize the base PLM to obtain contextualized
representations of the context sequence for solving the recommen-
dation and conversation subtasks. In order to better adapt to the
task characteristics, we can construct and learn different prompts,
and obtain corresponding context sequences denoted as Cyec for
recommendation and Cgop, for conversation.

To implement such a unified approach, we identify two major
problems to solve: (1) how to fuse conversational semantics and
related knowledge semantics in order to adapt the base PLM for
CRS (Section 4.2), and (2) how to design and learn suitable prompts
for the recommendation and conversation subtasks (Section 4.3).
In what follows, we will introduce the two parts in detail.

4.2 Semantic Fusion for Prompt Learning

Since DialoGPT is pre-trained on a general dialogue corpus, it lacks
the specific capacity for the CRS task and cannot be directly used.
Following previous studies [4, 35], we incorporate KGs as the task-
specific knowledge resources, since it involves useful knowledge
about entities and items mentioned in the dialogue. However, it has
been found that there is a large semantic gap between the semantic
spaces of dialogues and KGs [35, 38]. We need to first fuse the two
semantic spaces for effective knowledge alignment and enrichment.
Specially, the purpose of this step is to fuse the token and entity
embeddings from different encoders.

Encoding Word Tokens and KG Entities. Given a dialogue his-
tory C, we first separately encode the dialogue words and KG enti-
ties that appear in C into word embeddings and entity embeddings.
To complement our base PLM DialoGPT (a unidirectional decoder),
we employ another fixed PLM RoBERTa [20] (a bi-directional en-
coder) to derive the word embeddings. The contextualized token
representations derived from the fixed encoder RoBERTa are con-
catenated into a word embedding matrix, i.e, T = [h{; .. ;hzw].
For entity embeddings, following previous works [4, 35], we first

perform entity linking based on an external KG DBpedia [1], and
then obtain the corresponding entity embeddings via a relational
graph neural networks (RGCN) [25], which can model the relational
semantics through information propagation and aggregation over
the KG. Similarly, the derived entity embedding matrix is denoted
asE = [h‘lE Do ;hE E], where ng is the number of mentioned entities
in the dialogue history.

Word-Entity Semantic Fusion. In order to bridge the semantic
gap between words and entities, we use a cross interaction mecha-
nism to associate the two kinds of semantic representations via a
bilinear transformation:

A =T WE, 2
T=T+EA, ®3)
E=E+TAT, (4)

where A is the affinity matrix between the two representations, W
is the transformation matrix, T is the fused word representations,
and E is the fused entity representations. Here we use the bilinear
transformation between T and E for simplicity, and leave the further
exploration of complex interaction mechanisms for future work.

Pre-training the Fusion Module. After semantic fusion, we can
establish the semantic association between words and entities. How-
ever, such a module involves additional learnable parameters, de-
noted as O .. To better optimize the parameters of the fusion
module, we propose a prompt-based pre-training approach that
leverages the self-supervision signals from the dialogues. Specifi-
cally, we prepend the fused entity representations E (Eq. 4) and ap-
pend the response to the dialogue context, namely 5pre = [E; C;R],
where we use the bold font to denote the latent vectors (E) and the
plain font to denote the explicit tokens (C, R). For this pre-training
task, we simply utilize the prompt-augmented context sequence
5pre to predict the entities appearing in the response. The predic-
tion probability of the entity e is formulated as:

Pr(e | Cpre) = Softmax(hy - he), (5)
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where h, = Pooling[f(gpre | ©pim3 ©fuse)] is the learned repre-
sentation of the context by pooling the contextualized representa-
tions of all the tokens in 517”9’ and h, is the fused entity represen-
tation for the entity e. Note that only the parameters of the fusion
module O, are required to optimize, while the parameters of
the base PLM O, are fixed. We adopt the cross-entropy loss for
the pre-training task.

After semantic fusion, we obtain the fused knowledge represen-
tations for words and entities from the dialogue history, namely T
(Eq. 3) and E (Eq. 4), respectively. These representations are subse-
quently used as part of prompts, as shown in Section 4.3.

4.3 Subtask-specific Prompt Design

Though the base PLM is fixed without fine-tuning, we can de-
sign specific prompts to adapt it to different subtasks of CRS. For
each subtask (either recommendation or conversation), the major
design of prompting consists of three parts, namely the dialogue
history, subtask-specific soft tokens, and fused knowledge represen-
tations. For recommendation, we further incorporate the generated
response templates as additional prompt tokens. Next, we describe
the specific prompting designs for the two subtasks in detail.

4.3.1  Prompt for Response Generation. The subtask of response
generation aims to generate informative utterances in order to
clarify user preferences or reply to users’ utterances. The prompting
design mainly enhances the textual semantics for better dialogue
understanding and response generation.

The Prompt Design. The prompt for response generation consists
of the original dialogue history (in the form of word tokens C),
generation-specific soft tokens (in the form of latent vectors Pgep)
and fused textual context (in the form of latent vectors T), which is
formally denoted as:

5gen - [f’ Pgen§ C ], (6)

where we use the bold and plain fonts to denote soft and hard token
sequences, respectively. In this design, the subtask-specific prompts
Pgen instruct the PLM by the signal from the generation task, the
KG-enhanced textual representations T (Eq. 3), and the original
dialogue history C.

Prompt Learning. In the above prompting design, the only tunable
parameters are the fused textual representations T that have been
pre-trained, and generation-specific soft tokens Pgep. They are
denoted as ©gepn. We use the prompt-augmented context Ggen to
derive the prediction loss for learning ®g¢p, which is formally given
as:

N
1 .
Lgen(Ogen) = N ; log Pr(R; | C;éll;Ggen)
li

N
1 — s
=% 2 D o Pr(wiy | Cii@geniwey). (1)

i=1 j=

where N is the number of training instances (a pair of the con-
text and target utterances), and J; is the length of the i-th target
utterance, and w<; denotes the words proceeding the j-th position.
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Response Template Generation. Besides sharing the base PLM,
we find that it is also important to share intermediate results of
different subtasks to achieve more consistent final results. For exam-
ple, given the generated response of the conversation task, the PLM
might be able to predict more relevant recommendations according
to such extra contextual information. Based on this intuition, we
propose to include response templates as part of the prompt for
the recommendation subtask. Specifically, we add a special token
LITEM] into the vocabulary V of the base PLM and replace all the
items that appear in the response with the [ITEM] token. At each
time step, the PLM generates either the special token [ITEM] or
a general token from the original vocabulary. All the slots will be
filled after the recommended items are generated.

4.3.2  Prompt for Item Recommendation. The subtask of recommen-
dation aims to predict items that a user might be interested in. The
prompting design mainly enhances the user preference semantics,
in order to predict more satisfactory recommendations.

The Prompt Design. The item recommendation prompts consist
of the original dialogue history C (in the form of word tokens),
recommendation-specific soft tokens Py¢. (in the form of latent
vectors), fused entity context E (in the form of latent vectors), and
the response template S (in the form of word tokens), formally
described as:

Erec - [E, Prec; C; S ]) (8)

where the subtask-specific prompts P, instruct the PLM by the
signal from the recommendation task, the KG-enhanced entity
representations E (Eq. 4), the original dialogue history C, and the
response template S.

A key difference between the prompts of the two subtasks is that
we utilize entity representations for recommendation, and word
representations for generation. This is because their prediction
targets are items and sentences, respectively. Besides, we have a
special design for recommendation, where we include the response
template as part of the prompts. This can enhance the subtask
connections and alleviate the risk of semantic inconsistency.

Prompt Learning. In the above prompting design, the only tunable
parameters are the fused entity representations E that have been
pre-trained, and recommendation-specific soft tokens Pgep,. They
are denoted as ©,¢.. We utilize the prompt-augmented context Erec
to derive the prediction loss for learning ©., which is formally
given as:

M
Lrec(Orec) = - Z [y).i -log Pr; (i) + (1~ y;) -log(1~Pr; ()], (9)

i=1

M=z

J

I
—_

where N is the number of training instances (a pair of the context
and a target item), M is the total number of items, y;; denotes
a binary ground-truth label which is equal to 1 when item i is
the correct label for the j-th training instance, and Pr;(i) is an
abbreviation of Pr(i | 5%2, ©Orec), which is computed following a
similar way in Eq. 5 by first pooling contextualized representations
and then computing the softmax score.
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Table 2: Statistics of the datasets after preprocessing,.

Dataset  #Dialogs #Utterances #Items
INSPIRED 1,001 35,811 1,783
ReDial 10,006 182,150 51,699

4.4 Parameter Learning

The parameters of our model consist of four groups, namely the
base PLM, the semantic fusion module, and the subtask-specific soft
tokens for recommendation and conversation. They are denoted as
Opim> Ofuses Orec and Ogen, respectively.

During the overall training process, the parameters of the base
PLM @y, are always fixed, and we only optimize the rest param-
eters. First, we pre-train the parameters of the semantic fusion
module © . Given the dialogue history and KG, we encode the
dialogue tokens with a fixed text encoder RoBERTa and the KG
entities with a learnable graph encoder RGCN. Then, we perform
semantic fusion to obtain the fused word representations T using
Eq. 3 and entity representations E using Eq. 4. After that, we op-
timize © ;. based on the self-supervised entity prediction task.
Next, we randomly initialize the parameters of the subtask-specific
soft tokens @y¢c and Ogep, and compose the response generation
prompts using Eq. 6. We utilize the supervised signal from the
conversation task to learn @ge, using Eq. 7 and generate the re-
sponse template. Finally, we compose the item recommendation
prompts using Eq. 8 and leverage the supervised signal from the
recommendation task to learn @, using Eq. 9.

5 EXPERIMENT

In this section, we first set up the experiments, and then report the
results and give detailed analysis.

5.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. To evaluate the performance of our model, we conduct
experiments on the REDIAL [15] and INSPIRED [10] datasets. The
ReD1AL dataset is an English CRS dataset about movie recommen-
dations, and is constructed through crowd-sourcing workers on
Amazon Mechanical Turk (AMT). Similar to RED1aL, the INSPIRED
dataset is also an English CRS dataset about movie recommenda-
tions, but with a smaller size. These two datasets are widely used
for evaluating CRS models. The statistics of both datasets are sum-
marized in Table 2.

Baselines. For CRS, we consider two major subtasks for evaluation,
namely recommendation and conversation. For comparison, we
select several representative methods (including both CRS models
and adapted PLMs) tailored to each subtask.

« ReDial [15]: It is proposed along with the RED1AL dataset,
which incorporates a conversation module based on HRED [27]
and a recommendation module based on auto-encoder [26].

« KBRD [4]: It utilizes an external KG to enhance the semantics
of entities mentioned in the dialogue history, and adopts a self-
attention based recommendation module and a Transformer-based
conversation module.
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« KGSF [35]: It incorporates two KGs to enhance the semantic
representations of words and entities, and utilizes the Mutual Infor-
mation Maximization method to align the semantic spaces of the
two KGs.

« GPT-2 [23]: It is an auto-regressive PLM. We concatenate the
historical utterances of a conversation as the input, and take the
generated text as the response and the representation of the last
token for recommendation.

« DialoGPT [33]: It is an auto-regressive model pre-trained on a
large-scale dialogue corpus. Similar to GPT-2, we also adopt the gen-
erated text and the last token representation for the conversation
and recommendation tasks, respectively.

« BERT [6]: It is pre-trained via the masked language model task
on a large-scale general corpus. We utilize the representation of
the [CLS] token for recommendation.

« BART [14]: It is a seq2seq model pre-trained with the denois-
ing auto-encoding task on a large-scale general corpus. We also
adopt the generated text and the last token representation for the
conversation and recommendation tasks, respectively.

Among these baselines, ReDial [15], KBRD [4] and KGSF [35]
are conversational recommendation methods, where the latter two
incorporate external knowledge graphs; BERT [6], GPT-2 [23],
BART [14], and DialoGPT [33] are pre-trained language models,
where BERT, GPT-2 and BART are pre-trained on a general corpus,
and DialoGPT is pre-trained on a dialogue corpus.

Evaluation Metrics. Following previous CRS works [15, 35], we
adopt different metrics to evaluate the recommendation and con-
versation task separately. For the recommendation task, follow-
ing [4, 35], we use Recall@k (k=1,10,50) for evaluation. For the
conversation task, following [4, 35], we adopt Distinct-n (n=2,3,4)
at the word level to evaluate the diversity of the generated responses.
Besides, following KGSF [35], we invite three annotators to score
the generated responses of our model and baselines from two as-
pects, namely Fluency and Informativeness. The range of scores is 0
to 2. For all the above metrics, we calculate and report the average
scores on all test examples.

Implementation Details. We select the DialoGPT-small model as
the base PLM, which is pre-trained on 147M dialogues collected
from Reddit. It consists of 12 transformer layers, and the dimen-
sion of its embeddings is 768. We freeze all its parameters dur-
ing the overall training process. To be consistent with DialoGPT-
small, the hidden size of our designed prompts is also set to 768.
In the semantic fusion module, we utilize a fixed RoBERTa-base
model for encoding the input tokens, and set the layer number of
R-GCN to 1 following KGSF [35]. Besides, we set the length of soft
prompt tokens to 10 for the recommendation task and 50 for the
conversation task according to our parameter tuning results. We
use AdamW [21] with the default parameter setting to optimize the
tunable parameters in our approach. The batch size is set to 64 for
the recommendation subtask and 8 for the conversation subtask,
and the learning rate is 0.0005 for prompt pre-training and 0.0001
for the two subtasks. We implement all baseline models using the
open-source toolkit CRSLab [34] !, which contains comprehensive
conversational recommendation models and benchmark datasets.

!https://github.com/RUCAIBox/CRSLab
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Table 3: Results on the recommendation task. Numbers
marked with * indicate that the improvement is statistically
significant compared with the best baseline (t-test with p-
value < 0.05).
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Table 4: Automatic evaluation results on the conversation
task. We abbreviate Distinct-2,3,4 as Dist-2,3,4. Numbers
marked with * indicate that the improvement is statistically
significant compared with the best baseline (t-test with p-
value < 0.05).

Datasets ReDial INSPIRED

Models  R@! R@10 R@50 R@1 R@10 R@50 Datasets ReDial INSPIRED

ReDial 0.023 0.129 0.287 0.003 0117 0.285 Models Dist-2 Dist-3 Dist-4 Dist-2 Dist-3  Dist-4
KBRD 0.033 0.175 0.343 0.058 0.146 0.207 ReDial 0.225 0.236 0.228 0.406 1.226 2.205

KGSF 0.035 0.177 0.362 0.058 0.165 0.256 KBRD 0.281 0.379 0.439 0.567 2.017 3.621

GPT-2 0.023 0.147 0.327 0.034 0.112 0.278 KGSF 0.302 0.433 0.521 0.608 2.519 4.929

DialoGPT  0.030 0.173 0.361 0.024 0.125 0.247 GPT-2 0.354 0.486 0.441 2.347 3.691 4.568

BERT 0.030 0.156 0.357 0.044 0.179 0.328 DialoGPT  0.476 0.559 0.486 2.408 3.720 4.560

BART 0.034 0.174 0.377 0.037 0.132 0.247 BART 0.376 0.490 0.435 2.381 2.964 3.041

UniCRS 0.051* 0.224* 0.428° 0.094* 0.250* 0.410" UniCRS 0.492* 0.648° 0.832* 3.039* 4.657* 5.635"

Recall@l0 Recall@50

0.23

0.425

5 B LN 5 & 5 iy 4
UniCRS— PT_ word ey SP emnpie® UniCRSA T word oaein 5?‘2 mplate

Figure 2: Ablation study on the RED1aAL dataset about the
recommendation task. PT denotes the pre-training task of
semantic fusion. Word and entity refer to two kinds of data
signals in the fusion module. SP and template refer to task-
specific soft tokens and response templates, respectively.

5.2 Evaluation on Recommendation Task

In this part, we conduct experiments to evaluate the effectiveness
of our model on the recommendation task.

Automatic Evaluation. Table 3 shows the performance of dif-
ferent methods on the recommendation task. For the three CRS
methods, the performance order is consistent cross all datasets, i.e.,
KGSF > KBRD > ReDial. KGSF and KBRD both incorporate external
KGs into their recommendation modules, which can enrich the
semantics of entities mentioned in the dialogue history to better
capture user intents and preferences. Besides, KGSF also adopts the
mutual information maximization method to further improve the
entity representations. For the four pre-trained models, we can see
that BERT and BART perform better than GPT-2 and DialoGPT.
The reason might be that GPT-2 and DialoGPT are based on uni-
directional Transformer architecture, which limits their capacity
of dialogue understanding. Furthermore, we can see that BART
achieves comparable performance and even outperforms BERT on
the RED1AL dataset. It indicates that BART can also understand the
dialogue semantics well for the recommendation task.

Finally, we can see that our model outperforms all the baselines
by alarge margin. We utilize specially designed prompts to guide the
base PLM, and incorporate KGs to improve the quality of prompts
with a pre-training task. Such a way can effectively endow the PLM

with the background knowledge for better performance on the
recommendation task. Besides, we also use the response template
generated by the conversation module as part of the prompt, which
further improves the recommendation performance. Note that our
approach only tunes a few parameters compared with full parameter
fine-tuning, hence it is also much more efficient than those PLM-
based methods.

Ablation Study. Our approach designs a set of prompt components
to improve the performance of CRS. To verify the effectiveness of
each component, we conduct the ablation study on the RED1aL
dataset, and report the results of Recall@10 and Recall@50. We con-
sider removing the pre-training task of the semantic fusion module,
token or entity information in the fused knowledge representations,
task-specific soft tokens, and the response template, respectively.

The results are shown in Figure 2. We can see that removing any
component would lead to performance degradation. It indicates
that all the components in our model are useful to improve the
performance of the recommendation task. Among them, the per-
formance decreases the most after removing the pre-training task
in the semantic fusion module. It indicates that such a pre-training
process is important in our approach, since it can learn the semantic
correlations between entities and tokens, which enforces the entity
semantics to be aligned with the base PLM.

5.3 Evaluation on Conversation Task

In this part, we conduct experiments to verify the effectiveness of
our model on the conversation task.

Automatic Evaluation. We show the evaluation results of auto-
matic metrics about different methods in Table 4. As we can see,
among the three CRS methods, the performance order is also con-
sistent with KGSF > KBRD > ReDial. It is because KBRD adopts
KG-based token bias to promote the probabilities of low-frequency
tokens, and KGSF devises KG-enhanced cross-attention layers to
improve the feature interactions of entities and tokens in the gen-
eration process. Besides, we can see that PLMs achieve better per-
formance than the three CRS methods. The possible reason is that
they have been pre-trained with generative tasks on a large-scale
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Table 5: Human evaluation results about the conversation
task on the RED1AL dataset. Numbers marked with * indi-
cate that the improvement is statistically significant com-
pared with the best baseline (t-test with p-value < 0.05).

Models Fluency Informativeness
ReDial 1.31 0.98
KBRD 1.21 1.16
KGSF 1.49 1.39
GPT-2 1.62 1.48
DialoGPT 1.68 1.56
BART 1.63 1.43
UniCRS 1.72* 1.64*

Dist-3 Dist-4

0.850

0.788

0.725

0.662

OniCRS < PT o ety . SP

osoo M NA KO && RN
OniCRS T ord_ ety 5P
Figure 3: Ablation study on the RED1AL dataset about the
conversation task. PT denotes the pre-training task of se-
matic fusion. Word and entity refer to two kinds of data sig-

nals in the fusion module. SP refers to task-specific soft to-
kens.

general corpus, so they can quickly adapt to the CRS task and
generate diverse responses after fine-tuning. Among these PLMs,
DialoGPT achieves the best performance. Since DialoGPT has been
continually pre-trained on a large-scale dialogue corpus, it is more
capable of generating informative responses in the CRS scenario.

Finally, compared with these baselines, our model also consis-
tently performs better. In our approach, we perform semantic fusion
and prompt pre-training. In this way, we can effectively inject task-
specific knowledge into the PLM, and help generate informative
responses. Besides, since we only tune a few parameters compared
with full parameter fine-tuning, we can alleviate the catastrophe
forgetting problem of the PLM.

Human Evaluation. To further verify the effectiveness of our
method, we conduct the human evaluation following previous
works [35]. Table 5 presents the results of human evaluation for
the conversation task on the RED1AL dataset.

First, among the three CRS methods, KGSF performs the best
in both metrics, since it utilizes a KG-enhanced Transformer de-
coder that performs cross attention between the entity and word
representations. Besides, among the three PLM models, we can see
that DialoGPT achieves the best performance. A possible reason
is that DialoGPT has been continually pre-trained on a large-scale
dialogue corpus, which endows it with a better capacity to generate
high-quality responses. Finally, our approach also outperforms all
the baseline models. In our approach, we perform semantic fusion
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Figure 4: Performance comparison w.r.t. different amount of
training data on REDI1AL dataset.

to inject the task-specific knowledge into DialoGPT, and also de-
sign a pre-training strategy to further enhance the prompt. In this
way, our model can effectively understand the dialogue history, and
generate fluent and informative responses.

Ablation Study. In our approach, our proposed prompt design can
also improve the performance of the conversation task. To verify
the effectiveness of each component, we conduct the ablation study
on the REDIAL dataset to analyze the contribution of each part. We
adopt Distinct-3 and Distinct-4 as the evaluation metrics, and con-
sider removing the pre-training task of the semantic fusion module,
token or entity information in the fused knowledge representations,
and task-specific soft tokens, respectively.

The ablation results are shown in Figure 3. We can see that
removing any component would lead to a decrease in the model
performance. It shows the effectiveness of all these components
in our approach. Besides, the entity information seems to be more
important than others, which yields a larger performance drop
after being removed. These entities contain domain-specific knowl-
edge about items, which is helpful for our model to generate more
informative responses.

5.4 Performance Comparison w.r.t. Different
Amount of Training Data

Learning the parameters of CRSs requires a considerable amount
of training data. However, in real-world applications, it is likely to
suffer from the cold start issue caused by insufficient data, which
may increase the risk of overfitting. Fortunately, since our approach
only needs to optimize a few parameters in the prompt and incor-
porates a prompt pre-training strategy, the risk of overfitting can
be reduced to some extent. To validate this, we simulate a data
scarcity scenario by sampling different proportions of the training
data, and report the results of Recall@10 and Recall@50 on the
ReD1AL dataset.

Figure 4 shows the evaluation results in different data scarcity
settings. As we can see, the performance of baseline models sub-
stantially drops with less available training data, while our method
is consistently better than all the baseline models in all cases. It
indicates that our model can efficiently utilize the limited data and
alleviate the cold start problem. With extremely limited data (i.e.,
20%), we find that our model still achieves a comparable perfor-
mance with the best baseline that is trained with full data. It further
indicates the effectiveness of our model in the cold start scenario.
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6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel conversational recommendation
model named UniCRS to fulfill both the recommendation and con-
versation subtasks in a unified approach. First, taking a fixed PLM
(i.e., DialoGPT) as the backbone, we utilized a knowledge-enhanced
prompt learning paradigm to reformulate the two subtasks. Then,
we designed multiple effective prompts to support both subtasks,
which include fused knowledge representations generated by a
pre-trained semantic fusion module, task-specific soft tokens, and
the dialogue context. We also leveraged the generated response
template from the conversation subtask as an important part of
the prompt to enhance the recommendation subtask. The above
prompt design can provide sufficient information about the dialogue
context, task instructions, and background knowledge. By only op-
timizing these prompts, our model can effectively accomplish both
the recommendation and conversation subtasks. Extensive experi-
mental results have shown that our approach outperforms several
competitive CRS and PLM methods, especially when only limited
training data is available.

In the future, we will apply our model to more complicated
scenarios, such as topic-guided CRS [37] and multi-modal CRS [32].
We will also consider devising more effective prompt pre-training
strategies for quick adaptation to various CRS scenarios.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This work was partially supported by Beijing Natural Science Foun-
dation under Grant No. 4222027, National Natural Science Foun-
dation of China under Grant No. 61872369, and Beijing Outstanding
Young Scientist Program under Grant No. BJJWZYJH012019100020098.
This work is also partially supported by Beijing Academy of Artifi-
cial Intelligence(BAAI). Xin Zhao is the corresponding author.

REFERENCES

[1] Séren Auer, Christian Bizer, Georgi Kobilarov, Jens Lehmann, Richard Cyganiak,
and Zachary Ives. 2007. Dbpedia: A nucleus for a web of open data. In The
semantic web. Springer, 722-735.

[2] Tom Brown, Benjamin Mann, Nick Ryder, Melanie Subbiah, Jared D Kaplan,
Prafulla Dhariwal, Arvind Neelakantan, Pranav Shyam, Girish Sastry, Amanda
Askell, et al. 2020. Language models are few-shot learners. NeurIPS (2020).

[3] Hongshen Chen, Xiaorui Liu, Dawei Yin, and Jiliang Tang. 2017. A survey on
dialogue systems: Recent advances and new frontiers. Acm Sigkdd Explorations
Newsletter 19, 2 (2017), 25-35.

[4] Qibin Chen, Junyang Lin, Yichang Zhang, Ming Ding, Yukuo Cen, Hongxia Yang,

and Jie Tang. 2019. Towards Knowledge-Based Recommender Dialog System. In

EMNLP. 1803-1813.

Konstantina Christakopoulou, Filip Radlinski, and Katja Hofmann. 2016. Towards

conversational recommender systems. In KDD. 815-824.

[6] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina Toutanova. 2019. BERT:
Pre-training of Deep Bidirectional Transformers for Language Understanding. In
NAACL. 4171-4186.

[7] Chongming Gao, Wengiang Lei, Xiangnan He, Maarten de Rijke, and Tat-Seng
Chua. 2021. Advances and challenges in conversational recommender systems:
A survey. Al Open 2 (2021), 100-126.

[8] Tianyu Gao, Adam Fisch, and Danqi Chen. 2021. Making Pre-trained Language
Models Better Few-shot Learners. In ACL. 3816-3830.

[9] Yuxian Gu, Xu Han, Zhiyuan Liu, and Minlie Huang. 2021. Ppt: Pre-trained
prompt tuning for few-shot learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.04332 (2021).

[10] Shirley Anugrah Hayati, Dongyeop Kang, Qingxiaoyang Zhu, Weiyan Shi, and

Zhou Yu. 2020. INSPIRED: Toward Sociable Recommendation Dialog Systems.
In EMNLP. 8142-8152.

[11] Shengding Hu, Ning Ding, Huadong Wang, Zhiyuan Liu, Juanzi Li, and Maosong

Sun. 2021. Knowledgeable prompt-tuning: Incorporating knowledge into prompt

verbalizer for text classification. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.02035 (2021).

Zhengbao Jiang, Frank F Xu, Jun Araki, and Graham Neubig. 2020. How can we

know what language models know? TACL (2020).

(5

=

[12

(13]

[14]

[15

[16

(18

[19

[20

[
—_

[22]

[23

[24

[25]

™
S

[27

[28

[29

[30

[32

[33

(34]

[35

[36

(37]

[38

KDD ’22, August 14-18, 2022, Washington, DC, USA

Brian Lester, Rami Al-Rfou, and Noah Constant. 2021. The Power of Scale for
Parameter-Efficient Prompt Tuning. In EMNLP. 3045-3059.

Mike Lewis, Yinhan Liu, Naman Goyal, Marjan Ghazvininejad, Abdelrahman
Mohamed, Omer Levy, Veselin Stoyanov, and Luke Zettlemoyer. 2020. BART:
Denoising Sequence-to-Sequence Pre-training for Natural Language Generation,
Translation, and Comprehension. In ACL. 7871-7880.

Raymond Li, Samira Ebrahimi Kahou, Hannes Schulz, Vincent Michalski, Laurent
Charlin, and Chris Pal. 2018. Towards deep conversational recommendations.
NeurIPS 31 (2018).

Shijun Li, Wenqiang Lei, Qingyun Wu, Xiangnan He, Peng Jiang, and Tat-Seng
Chua. 2021. Seamlessly unifying attributes and items: Conversational recommen-
dation for cold-start users. TOIS (2021).

Xiang Lisa Li and Percy Liang. 2021. Prefix-Tuning: Optimizing Continuous
Prompts for Generation. In ACL. 4582-4597.

Zujie Liang, Huang Hu, Can Xu, Jian Miao, Yingying He, Yining Chen, Xiubo
Geng, Fan Liang, and Daxin Jiang. 2021. Learning Neural Templates for Recom-
mender Dialogue System. In EMNLP. 7821-7833.

Pengfei Liu, Weizhe Yuan, Jinlan Fu, Zhengbao Jiang, Hiroaki Hayashi, and Gra-
ham Neubig. 2021. Pre-train, prompt, and predict: A systematic survey of prompt-
ing methods in natural language processing. arXiv preprint arXiv:2107.13586
(2021).

Yinhan Liu, Myle Ott, Naman Goyal, Jingfei Du, Mandar Joshi, Dangi Chen, Omer
Levy, Mike Lewis, Luke Zettlemoyer, and Veselin Stoyanov. 2019. Roberta: A
robustly optimized bert pretraining approach. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.11692
(2019).

Ilya Loshchilov and Frank Hutter. 2018. Decoupled Weight Decay Regularization.
In ICLR.

Yu Lu, Junwei Bao, Yan Song, Zichen Ma, Shuguang Cui, Youzheng Wu, and Xi-
aodong He. 2021. RevCore: Review-Augmented Conversational Recommendation.
In ACL Findings. 1161-1173.

Alec Radford, Jeffrey Wu, Rewon Child, David Luan, Dario Amodei, Ilya Sutskever,
et al. 2019. Language models are unsupervised multitask learners. OpenAI blog
1, 8 (2019), 9.

Colin Raffel, Noam Shazeer, Adam Roberts, Katherine Lee, Sharan Narang,
Michael Matena, Yanqi Zhou, Wei Li, and Peter J Liu. 2020. Exploring the Limits
of Transfer Learning with a Unified Text-to-Text Transformer. Journal of Machine
Learning Research 21 (2020), 1-67.

Michael Schlichtkrull, Thomas N Kipf, Peter Bloem, Rianne van den Berg, Ivan
Titov, and Max Welling. 2018. Modeling relational data with graph convolutional
networks. In European semantic web conference. Springer, 593-607.

Suvash Sedhain, Aditya Krishna Menon, Scott Sanner, and Lexing Xie. 2015.
Autorec: Autoencoders meet collaborative filtering. In WWW. 111-112.
Sandeep Subramanian, Adam Trischler, Yoshua Bengio, and Christopher ] Pal.
2018. Learning General Purpose Distributed Sentence Representations via Large
Scale Multi-task Learning. In ICLR.

Yueming Sun and Yi Zhang. 2018. Conversational recommender system. In SIGIR.
235-244.

Lingzhi Wang, Huang Hu, Lei Sha, Can Xu, Kam-Fai Wong, and Daxin Jiang.
2021. Finetuning Large-Scale Pre-trained Language Models for Conversational
Recommendation with Knowledge Graph. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.07477 (2021).
Ting-Chun Wang, Shang-Yu Su, and Yun-Nung Chen. 2022. BARCOR: Towards A
Unified Framework for Conversational Recommendation Systems. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.14257 (2022).

Zhihui Xie, Tong Yu, Canzhe Zhao, and Shuai Li. 2021. Comparison-based
Conversational Recommender System with Relative Bandit Feedback. In SIGIR.
Tong Yu, Yilin Shen, and Hongxia Jin. 2020. Towards hands-free visual dialog
interactive recommendation. In AAAIL Vol. 34. 1137-1144.

Yizhe Zhang, Siqi Sun, Michel Galley, Yen-Chun Chen, Chris Brockett, Xiang
Gao, Jianfeng Gao, Jingjing Liu, and William B Dolan. 2020. DIALOGPT: Large-
Scale Generative Pre-training for Conversational Response Generation. In ACL.
270-278.

Kun Zhou, Xiaolei Wang, Yuanhang Zhou, Chenzhan Shang, Yuan Cheng,
Wayne Xin Zhao, Yaliang Li, and Ji-Rong Wen. 2021. CRSLab: An Open-Source
Toolkit for Building Conversational Recommender System. In ACL: System
Demonstrations. 185-193.

Kun Zhou, Wayne Xin Zhao, Shuging Bian, Yuanhang Zhou, Ji-Rong Wen, and
Jingsong Yu. 2020. Improving conversational recommender systems via knowl-
edge graph based semantic fusion. In KDD. 1006-1014.

Kun Zhou, Wayne Xin Zhao, Hui Wang, Sirui Wang, Fuzheng Zhang, Zhongyuan
Wang, and Ji-Rong Wen. 2020. Leveraging historical interaction data for improv-
ing conversational recommender system. In CIKM. 2349-2352.

Kun Zhou, Yuanhang Zhou, Wayne Xin Zhao, Xiaoke Wang, and Ji-Rong Wen.
2020. Towards Topic-Guided Conversational Recommender System. In Proceed-
ings of the 28th International Conference on Computational Linguistics. 4128-4139.
Yuanhang Zhou, Kun Zhou, Wayne Xin Zhao, Cheng Wang, Peng Jiang, and
He Hu. 2022. C2-CRS: Coarse-to-Fine Contrastive Learning for Conversational
Recommender System. In WSDM 2022. ACM, 1488-1496.



	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	2.1 Conversational Recommendation
	2.2 Prompt Learning

	3 Problem Statement
	4 Approach
	4.1 Overview of the Approach
	4.2 Semantic Fusion for Prompt Learning
	4.3 Subtask-specific Prompt Design
	4.4 Parameter Learning

	5 Experiment
	5.1 Experimental Setup
	5.2 Evaluation on Recommendation Task
	5.3 Evaluation on Conversation Task
	5.4 Performance Comparison w.r.t. Different Amount of Training Data

	6 Conclusion
	References

