Z-BERT-A: a zero-shot pipeline for unknown intent detection
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Abstract
Intent discovery is a fundamental task in NLP, and it is
increasingly relevant for a variety of industrial applications (Quarteroni 2018). The main challenge resides in the
need to identify from input utterances novel unseen intents. Herein, we propose Z-BERT-A, a two-stage method
for intent discovery relying on a Transformer architecture (Vaswani et al. 2017; Devlin et al. 2018), fine-tuned with
Adapters (Pfeiffer et al. 2020), initially trained for Natural
Language Inference (NLI), and later applied for unknown intent classification in a zero-shot setting. In our evaluation, we
firstly analyze the quality of the model after adaptive finetuning on known classes. Secondly, we evaluate its performance casting intent classification as an NLI task. Lastly,
we test the zero-shot performance of the model on unseen
classes, showing how Z-BERT-A can effectively perform intent discovery by generating intents that are semantically
similar, if not equal, to the ground-truth ones. Our experiments show how Z-BERT-A is outperforming a wide variety
of baselines in two zero-shot settings: known intents classification and unseen intent discovery. The proposed pipeline
holds the potential to be widely applied in a variety of application for customer care. It enables automated dynamic
triage using a lightweight model that, unlike large language
models, can be easily deployed and scaled in a wide variety
of business scenarios. Especially when considering a setting
with limited hardware availability and performance where
on-premise or low resource cloud deployments are imperative. Z-BERT-A, predicting novel intents from a single utterance, represents an innovative approach for intent discovery,
enabling online generation of novel intents. The pipeline is
available as an installable python package at the following
link: https://github.com/GT4SD/zberta.

Introduction
Nowadays, Language Models (LM) and more in general
NLP methodologies are becoming a pivotal element in modern communication systems. In dialogue systems, understanding the actual intention behind a conversation initiated by a user is fundamental, and so it is understanding
user’s intents underlying each dialogue utterance (Ni et al.
2021). Recently, there have been a growing interest in such
applications and, in this context, multiple datasets, as well
as challenges, have been proposed (amazon research 2022;
Casanueva et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2021). Unfortunately,

most of the available systems used in production for common business use-cases are based on models trained on a
finite-set of possible intents, with limited or no possibility
to generalize to novel unseen intents (Qi et al. 2020). This
is a major blocker, since most applications do not fit this finite set of intents assumption, but they instead require a constant re-evaluation based on users’ inputs and feedback. In
order to build better dialogue systems, closely fitting users’
needs, it becomes imperative to dynamically expand the set
of available intents. Besides better matching user expectation, this also enables the definition of new common intents that can slowly emerge from a pool of different users,
a key aspect to build systems that are more resilient over
time and can follow trends appropriately. Current supervised
techniques unfortunately fall short in tackling the aforementioned challenge, since they usually lack the capacity to discover novel intents. These models are trained by considering a finite set of classes and can’t generalize to real world
application (Larson et al. 2019). Here, we propose a system
which combines dependency parsing (Honnibal and Johnson
2015; Nivre and Nilsson 2005; ExplosionAI 2015) to extract
potential intents from a single utterance and a zero-shot classification approach based on a Transformer (Vaswani et al.
2017; Devlin et al. 2018) fine-tuned for NLI (Natural Language Inference) (Xia et al. 2018; Yin, Hay, and Roth 2019)
to select the intent that is best fitting the utterance in a zeroshot setting. In the NLI fine-tuning we leverage Adapters
(Houlsby et al. 2019; Pfeiffer et al. 2020) to significantly reduce memory and time requirements keeping base model parameters frozen. Our approach is designed keeping in mind a
production setting where automatic intent discovery is fundamental, e.g., customer care chatbots, to ensure a smooth
interaction with the users. In Figure 1 we show how ZBERT-A pipeline fits in an intent detection system where
classification models being used for intent detection are not
able to correctly or confidently enough detect an intent for
the input utterance from the user currently querying the system.

Related Literature
There have been various efforts aiming at finding novel and
unseen intents. A popular approach to address the problem
of determining whether an utterance is fitting the existing set
of intents consists by casting the task as a binary classifica-
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Figure 1: Deployment scenario, where the current intent detection (classification) model is initially used to examine
user input and based on the classification outcome problematic cases are forwarded to Z-BERT-A for intent discovery.

Transformer-Adapter

Background
In intent discovery, we aim at extracting from a single utterance x a set of potentially novel intents yi and automatically determine the best fitting one for the considered utterance. Intent discovery can be tackled as a Natural Language Inference (NLI) problem where we can rely on a language model φ(x, γ(x)) to predict the entailment between
the utterance (x) and a set of hypotheses based on the candidate intents (γ(x)). Where γ is a function used to extract
hypotheses from the set of potential intents yi . As previously
shown by Xian et al. (2018) using NLI models for zero-shot
classification represents an effective approach in problems
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tion problem, and then applying a zero-shot techniques in
order to actually determine the new intent (Xia et al. 2018;
Siddique et al. 2021; Yan et al. 2020). Liu et al. (2022) proposed an approach leveraging Transformers-based architectures, while the majority relied on RNN architectures like
LSTMs (Xia et al. 2018). For the problem we are focusing
here, i.e., finding novel intents, there are have been two interesting attempts to propose a pipeline for generation and extraction (Vedula et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2021). Liu et al. (2021)
addressed the new intent discovery as a clustering problem,
proposing an adaptation of K-means clustering. Here, dependency parsing is used to extract from each cluster a mean
ACTION-OBJECT pair representing the common emerging intent for that particular cluster. Recently, the increasing
attention on Large Language Models (LLMs) that exhibit
zero-shot generalization (Chowdhery et al. 2022; Sanh et al.
2021; Wang and Komatsuzaki 2021), makes them interesting candidates for unknown intent detection. Indeed, a GPTJ (Wang and Komatsuzaki 2021)-based approach has been
proposed. Leveraging a fine-tuned version of GPT-3 (Brown
et al. 2020), they have been able to generate the intents directly from the input utterance. While the solution is extremely elegant, it is not an ideal fit for many real-world usecases where a model of this size (starting from 6B billion parameters and up) is not always deployable in practice, e.g.,
in an on-premise settings with various hardware constraints.
Moreover, the results presented are looking at a few-shot setting (Brown et al. 2020) without explicitly investigating the
much more challenging zero-shot setting.
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Figure 2: Z-BERT-A architecture.

where the set of candidate intents is known. In practice, the
classification problem is cast as an inference task where a
combination of a premise and a hypothesis are associated
to a selection of three possible classes: entailment, neutral
and contradiction. (Yin, Hay, and Roth 2019) shown how
this approach allows considering an input hypothesis based
on an unseen class and generate from the input premisehypothesis pair a probability distribution describing the entailment, hence a score that can be linked to the input text
to be assigned to the novel class. While this technique is extremely flexible, and in principle can handle any association
between utterance and candidate intent, determining good
candidates based on the analyzed utterance remains a major
challenge.

Approach
Herein, we focus on building a pipeline able to handle unseen classes at inference time. In this context, we have the
need to both generating a set of candidate intents from the
considered utterance and classify the provided input against
the new set of candidate intents. We chose to tackle the problem by implementing a pipeline in two stages. In the first
stage, we leverage a dependency parser(Honnibal and Johnson 2015; Nivre and Nilsson 2005) to extract a set of potential intents by exploiting specific arc dependencies between
the words in the utterance. In the second stage, we leverage the set of potential intents as candidate classes for the
utterance intent classification problem using a zero-shot approach (Xian et al. 2018) based on NLI relying on a BERTbased model (Devlin et al. 2018). The model is tuned with
Adapters (Houlsby et al. 2019) for the NLI task (BERT-A),
and is then prompted with premise-hypothesis pairs for zeroshot classification on the candidate intents completing the
Z-BERT-A pipeline. The full pipeline for zero-shot is implemented using the Hugging Face pipeline API from the

AR/POS tag
VERB
NOUN
ADJ
PRONM
DOBJ
AMOD
compound

Description
verb, covering all verbs
except for auxiliary verb
noun, corresponds to all
cases of singular or plural nouns
adjective, covering also
relative and superlative adjectives
pronoun, all kind of pronouns
direct object, noun phrase which is
the (accusative) object of the verb
adjectival modifier, any adjectival phrase
that serves to modify the meaning
of the noun phrase
noun compounds

Table 1: Arc-Relations (AR) and Part-of-Speech (POS) tags
used in the intent generation phase.

transformers library (Wolf et al. 2019).
Intent generation Being able to define a set of potential
intents from the input utterance is key in intent discovery. In
order to provide this set of potentially unseen candidates, we
chose to exploit the dependency parser from spaCy (Honnibal and Johnson 2015; Honnibal et al. 2020), relying on
model en core web trf from spaCy-transformers (ExplosionAI 2019). To generate the set of potential novel intents, we extract from an input sentence through the dependency parser a pair of words obtained by searching for
specific Arc-Relations (AR) in the dependency tree of the
parsed sentence.
Since an intent is usually composed by an action-object
pair (Vedula et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2021), we exploit this pattern in order to search for DOBJ, compound and AMOD
arc relations. We perform a four level detection, which
means finding the four main relations which can generate
a base-intent. Once these relations, or a subset of them, are
found, we add the pairs composed by (VERB, NOUN) and
(ADJ, PRONM) with the most out/in going arcs. We refer
to Table 1 for a complete definition of the AR and Partof-Speech (POS) tags considered. The extracted potential
intents are then lemmatized using NLTK (Loper and Bird
2002). Lemmatization is applied to verb and noun independently. The lemmatized intents are then used as classes for
the zero-shot classifier based on our model.
Algorithm 1 details in pseudocode the pipeline for intent
generation.
Zero-shot classification The generated potential intents
are fed to the zero-shot BERT-based classifier implemented
using NLI that scores the entailment between the utterance
used as a premise and the hypothesis based on the intent. The
intent related to the pair with the highest score is selected as
best fitting for the input utterance. The scores are computed
using sentence embedding vectors (Reimers and Gurevych
2019).

Algorithm 1: Intent generation algorithm
Input: utterance x
Output: set of potential intents I
1: Let deps = depedency parser(x)
2: for arc in deps do
3:
if arc[’label’] in {’DOBJ’, ’AMOD’, ’compound’}

then
4:
Let start = beginning word of the arc relationship
5:
Let end = ending word of the arc relationship
6:
I.append(start[’word’] + end[’word’])
7:
end if
8: end for
9: Let best w = set of words with most in/out going arcs
10: for (word 1, word 2) in best w as (VERB, NOUN) or

(ADJ, PRONM) do
11:
I.append(word 1 + word 2)
12: end for
13: I = {lemmatize(i) for i in I}
14: return I

Datasets
We consider two datasets in our analysis: SNLI (Bowman
et al. 2015) and Banking77-OOS(Casanueva et al. 2020;
Zhang et al. 2021):
• The SNLI corpus (Bowman et al. 2015) is a collection of
570k human-written English sentence pairs manually labeled as entailment, contradiction, and neutral. It is used
for natural language inference (NLI), also known as recognizing textual entailment (RTE). The dataset comes
with a split: 550152 samples for training, 10000 samples for validation and 10000 samples for testing. Each
sample is composed of a premise, a hypothesis and a
corresponding label indicating whether the premise and
the hypothesis represent an entailment. The label can be
set to one of the followings: entailment, contradiction, or
neutral.
• Banking77-OOS (Casanueva et al. 2020; Zhang et al.
2021) is an intent classification dataset composed of online banking queries annotated with their corresponding
intents. It provides a very fine-grained set of intents in
the banking domain. It comprises 13,083 customer service queries labeled with 77 intents. It focuses on finegrained single-domain intent detection. Of these 77 intents, Banking77-OOS includes 50 in-scope intents, and
the ID-OOS queries are built up based on 27 held-out inscope intents.
We also explore the effects of pretraining of an NLI adaptation of Banking77 (Yin, Hay, and Roth 2019). To investigate the impact of pretraining on similar data we have extended the Banking77 dataset casting the intent classification
task as NLI. To achieve this, we consider the input utterance
as premise and we extract using KeyBERT (Sharma and Li
2019) via self-attention the most relevant word associated to
it. The word is then used to generate an entailed hypothesis
based on the corresponding synset definition from WordNet

Utterance

Extracted key-phrase

where do you support?

support

card delivery?

delivery

last payment?

payment

Wordnet Synset definition (SD)
the activity of providing for or maintaining
by supplying with necessities
the act of delivering
or distributing something
a sum of money paid
or a claim discharged

Generated hypothesis
this text is about SD
this text is about SD
this text is about SD

Table 2: Transformation of Banking77 dataset for intent-classification into a NLI dataset.
via NLTK (Loper and Bird 2002; Miller 1995). Exemplar
samples are reported in Table 2. For the hypotheses that are
not considered entailed we simply repeat the procedure for
randomly sampled unrelated words. This process enabled us
to consider the training split of Banking77-OOS for adaptive fine-tuning of the NLI model component. We call this
generated dataset Banking77-OOS-NLI.

Training
We fine-tuned two versions of BERT-A (BERT-based transformer with Adapters). The first version is trained for NLI
on the SNLI dataset. The second version also considers
the previously introduced Banking77-OOS-NLI. The training procedures are only optimizing the parameters for the
added Adapter layers to minimize training time and memory footprint. By freezing all the original layers and letting
the model be trained only on the adaptive layers, we end up
with 896066 trainable parameters. All training runs relied on
the AdamW (Loshchilov and Hutter 2017) optimizer with a
learning rate set to 2 · 10−5 and a warm-up scheduler. The
models have been fine-tuned for a total of 6 epochs using
early stopping.

Furthermore, given that very large LMs have demonstrated
remarkable zero-shot capabilities in a plethora of tasks. We
added two of the most recent ones, namely T0 (Sanh et al.
2021) and GPT-J (Wang and Komatsuzaki 2021), to the
baseline list. In such models, the utilized template prompt
defines the task of interest. We examined whether they can
serve the end-to-end intent extraction (intent generation and
classification) in a completely unsupervised and zero-shot
setting or given already generated intents using our dependency parsing method to classify them. In the former case,
the given input is just the utterance of interest, while in the
latter case the provided input includes the utterance and the
possible intents. In both cases, the generated output is considered the extracted intent.
Since in this setting the intents generated can’t be matched
perfectly with the held-out ones, we chose to measure
the performance using a semantic similarity metric based
on the cosine-similarity between the sentence embeddings
of the ground-truth intents and the respective generated
ones (Vedula et al. 2019). To set a decision boundary, we
rely on a threshold based on distributional properties of the
computed similarities. The threshold t is defined in Equation 3.

Evaluation
In order to evaluate the performance and the results of the
Z-BERT-A pipeline, we first analyze the accuracy of the
BERT-A component and evaluate its results on an NLI task
using accuracy, precision and recall. Afterwards, we compare its result on the zero-shot classification task with other
available models on the same Banking77 split using accuracy. In this initial evaluation, the intents are known. The
baselines considered in this setting are: BART0 (Lin et al.
2022), a multitask model with 406 million parameters based
on Bart-large (Lewis et al. 2019) based on prompt training; and two flavours of Zero-Shot DDN (ZS-DNN) (Kumar
et al. 2017) with both encoders Universal Sentence Encoder
(USE) (Cer et al. 2018) and SBERT (Reimers and Gurevych
2019).
In the unknown intent case, we compare the Z-BERT-A
pipeline against a set of zero-shot baselines based on various
pretrained transformers. As baselines we include bart-largemnli (Yin, Hay, and Roth 2019) as it has shown interesting
performance in zero-shot sequence classification. We used
this model as an alternative to our classification method, but
in this case we maintain our dependency parsing strategy for
the intent generation. As hypothesis for the NLI based classification, we used the phrase: “This example is < label >”.
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where α is an arbitrary parameter to control the variance
impact which we set to 0.5 in our study.
This full pipeline evaluation has been repeated five times
to evaluate the stability of the results.

Results
Firstly, we evaluate the performance of BERT-A on the NLI
task, see Table 3. The accuracy precision and recall achieved
confirm the quality of the pretrained model highlighting the
impact of fine-tunining on Banking77-OOS-NLI.
Table 4 shows how the BERT-A component improves results over the majority of the baselines considered in terms
of accuracy in the known intent scenario. Remarkably, the
BERT-A version fine-tuned on Banking77-OOS-NLI outperforms all the considered baselines.

Model
BERT-A
BERT-A

Dataset
SNLI
Banking77-OOS-NLI

Accuracy
0.866
0.882

Precision
0.871
0.894

Recall
0.869
0.894

F1-score
0.870
0.890

Table 3: Accuracy of the BERT-A module for the NLI task when using SNLI and Banking77 datasets
Model
BART0
ZS-DNN-USE
BERT-A (SNLI)
ZS-DNN-SBERT
BERT-A (Banking77-OOS-NLI)

Accuracy
0.147
0.156
0.204
0.390
0.407

Table 4: Accuracy of the BERT-A module for the zero-shot intent classification task on Banking77 compared with the considered baselines.
Model
GPT-J
GPT-J
GPT-J
GPT-J
T0
T0
T0
T0
bart-large-mnli
Z-BERT-A (SNLI)
Z-BERT-A (Banking77-OOS-NLI)

Cosine similarity
0.04
0.04
0.117
0.098
0.148
0.189
0.465
0.446
0.436
0.478 ± 0.003
0.492 ± 0.004

t
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.546 ± 0.011

Prompt
prompt 1
prompt 2
prompt 3
prompt 4
prompt 1
prompt 2
prompt 3
prompt 4
-

Table 5: Cosine similarity between ground-truth and generated intents for the full Z-BERT-A pipeline and the other baseline
models on the ID-OOS set of Banking77-OOS.
Prompt name
prompt 1
prompt 2
prompt 3
prompt 4

Prompt text
Considering this utterance: [utterance]. What is the intent that best describes it?
Considering this utterance: [utterance]. What is the intent that best describes it
expressed as a phrase of one or two words?
Given the utterance: [utterance]. What is the best fitting intent, if any,
among the following: [potential intents]?
[utterance] Choose the most suitable intent based on the above utterance. Options: [potential intents]
Table 6: Prompts used for evaluating GPT-J and T0.

Finally, we evaluate Z-BERT-A on the unknown intent
discovery task. Table 5 reports the performance of BERT-A
fine-tuned on SNLI and Banking77-OOS-NLI in comparison with a selection of zero-shot baselines for intent discovery. Both flavours of Z-BERT-A outperforms the considered
baselines by a consistent margin.
Table 6) reports the prompts used for GTP-J and T0 inference. For prompts 1 and 2 we let the models generate the
intent without providing a set of possible options. Prompts
3 and 4 instead contain the candidate intents extracted using
the first stage of the Z-BERT-A pipeline. Figure 3 reports the
average cosine similarity between the generated intents for
each of the ground-truth intents.
It is interesting to observe how the generated intents are
similar to their semantic ground-truth counterparts.
To appreaciate the quality of the generated intents, in Ta-

Ground-truth intent
exchange-rate
card-delivery-estimate
lost-or-stolen-card
getting-virtual-card
pin-blocked

Intent from Z-BERT-A
exchange-rate
delivery-time
lost-card
virtual-card
pin-block

Table 7: Five samples of new intent discovery through ZBERT-A pipeline, full list available at https://github.com/
GT4SD/zberta/blob/main/results/preds.csv

ble 7 we report some examples of unseen ground-truth intents and the corresponding Z-BERT-A predictions.
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0 - exchange rate
1 - card delivery estimate
2 - card not working
3 - lost or stolen card
4 - age limit
5 - pin blocked
6 - contactless not working
7 - top up by bank transfer charge
8 - top up limits
9 - getting virtual card
10 - card acceptance
11 - unable to verify identity
12 - get physical card
13 - topping up by card
14 - compromised card
15 - atm support
16 - passcode forgotten
17 - terminate account
18 - card swallowed
19 - verify source of funds
20 - receiving money
21 - transfer into account
22 - top up by cash or cheque
23 - virtual card not working
24 - get disposable virtual card
25 - top up by card charge
26 - verify my identity

Figure 3: Bar plot showing the average cosine-similarity for each unseen-intent class.

Conclusions and Future Work
We proposed Z-BERT-A, a pipeline for zero-shot prediction
of unseen intents from utterances. We performed a two-fold
evaluation. First, we showed how our BERT-based model
fine-tuned with Adapters on NLI is able to outperform a selection of baselines on the prediction of known intents in a
zero-shot setting. Secondly, we evaluated the full pipeline
capabilities comparing its performance with the results obtained by prompting large language models in an unknown
intent setting. Our results prove that Z-BERT-A represent
an effective option to extend intent classification systems
to handle unseen intents, a key aspect for modern dialogue
systems for triage. Moreover, using a relatively lightweight
base model and relying on adaptive fine-tuning, the proposed solution can be deployed in context of limited resources scenario, e.g. on-premise solutions or small cloud
instances. The main limitation of Z-BERT-A currently lies
in the new intent generation stage that is relying extensively
on the quality of the dependency parsing. An interesting avenue to explore in the future consists in relying on zero-shot
learning approaches even in the intent generation phase (Liu
et al. 2021) without compromising in terms of model size
and inference requirements. Z-BERT-A is available at the
following link: https://github.com/GT4SD/zberta.
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